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This Is the first In.a series Of reports orn- acfion Taken by fhe ;oufhern state,
, leglsiafures which meet this yeer. Eaéh report is. prepared. for the, Southern, ‘
Regional 'Educatién Board by a professional reporter,. and “any opfnaons expressed ,

'Texas, Virginia and West Vfrginta.

are those of the Indlv{dual Journalist; not of SREB, when the .tast- scheduied
legislafive sesslon In the region hes adjourned, atl, ‘of - 'the 'reports will ba .
issued, with state-by-state highlights, Jn-a singie publtcaffon entitled .
Summary’ of Sfafe Legis!aflon Affec*lng ngher Egucaiion ln the South, 1975. -

SREB's par+fclpa+fng sfafes are Alabama, Arkansas, Flortda, Georgla, Kenfucky,.‘.

Loulslana,lMaryland Misslssippl, North Carolfna, Sou?h Caroltna, Tennessee
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o §cépols." S they can get, they're not sure fhey want,

After that, Its operaffon will be up to.the state.
: Chanceilor Ben Mor+on of the Board of Regents sald The last major obsta- s
. cle Is the need to provide the.Veterans Administration with "reasonable
assurance" the schoo! will be accredited If I+ Is created.

_:L ‘An accredlfaflon team was to have vislted the Marshall campus at Hunting~

‘alrpady '1h éxigtance at Lewisburg, on the campus of what once was the

Y ; L » -
HEST VIRGINIA Don Marsh, The Charleston Gazette: - o nf{.' s
.. .the state may (}{ARLESTO\J...Beeause of action by the 62nd WesP ’
T ety e : Vlrgdnla Leglslafure, the state may end up .
.end Up with two with 1two new medlcal schools. ‘ .
new medical - " At this polnt, nothing Ts carfalii, The school - )

.

“$hat officlals want, They may not get. 'The one ’

(4

' """ The school they want will be located at Marshall |
Unlver=i+y 1f It becomes a reality. The Veterans Administration wTl|
coopérate In creating and funding the school for Its first 'elght years..

_ton In early-April. Morton sald he ls optimistic about the outcome.
“The second med.cal.school offers a more complicated problem. It Is
Greenbrler Mllifary School. . , .

. * N

The Greenbrler Coflege of Osteopafhlc Médicine was created by a private . o
group. Supporters have worked hard In two leglslative sessions to have .
the state take It over. .

[P

0., .Mest Virginia Collége}of steobatﬁic Medicine Created

This yeaf, Thevleglslafure passed a biil creaflng a West Virginia College

. . of QOsteopathic Medicine., Another bill approprlafed $1.2 mitllon for -
"""operaflng»costs lp flscal 75e75' R o : -

Origlnally, Chanc | lor MorTon sald he was puzzjed by what the Ieglslafure

‘meant... One reason as that the only reference to acquisition was the Inclu-

slon of a West Virglnia College of. Osfeopafhic Medicine In a part of the
sfafe code that, IIsTs exlsflng lnsfifufipns.

«

v5'Mor+on asked the afforney general to advise him whether the West Virginia
" and Greenbrier colleges of osteopathy were the same. He also asked
an\fher The Board of. Regenfs was requlred to accept the college.

‘Some leglslafors resenfed what they descrlbed as -the board's foot dragglng
There was a réegess In the session from March 10 until April 1l, caused by
a flgh+ befween the leglislature and “Fhe governor over budgetary procedures.
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“"When the session reconvened, the Senafe passed a resolution affirming

that the West Virginia’ College of Osteopathic Medicine and th

" Greenbrier College of Osteopathic Medicine were the same.

"One of the problems s that the schoo! Is about $510,000 In debt.

Morton said he doubted if a title could be cbtained without making
arrangements to pay the debt.. Senator Ralph Wiitlams, -D-Greenbrier,

.a supporter of the school, says the state has about $435,000 to pay
of f the obllgaflons and that the rest can be ralsed by selllng part

of Tbe coldege s 40 acre campus. ‘ : ' “\

-

Med]cal schools- haye become ‘a blg lssue Tn West Vlrglnla. The major
one at West Virginla UnTverslfy hias been attacked because of what
critics Sgy Is Tts falture to traln family physiclans and Its failure
to' persuade graduates to remaln’ In the state. Resentment of the WVU
Medical Center was explojted by those who favored the new, schoois.

» -

3

"$7.4 Million Increase

-

If medicine was an important fepic for higher education, money was
another. The money part, at least, was solved to Regents satisfaction.

"We didn't get all that was, needed but bur needs wére treated with some

. degree of high priority," Morton sald.

“Regents asked *for $92.9 mililon. The governor recommended $88.6 mi!llion.
The leglsiature appropriated $87.4 mi ki lon, about a $7.4 miliion Increase.

The appfoprlaflon will allow an avefage pay Increase of 7 percent for
teachers. A pay ralse. s needed, parflcularly a+ fhevhlgher faculty
levels In the s+a+e s major Insflfuflons.

A Soufhern Reglonal Education Board study showed. that West Virginlia
ranked last In the l4-state region &n the average salary pald profes-
$ors, ‘assistant professors and assoclate professors at Institutions ‘

“which award doctoral degrees. The state ranked 10th In the region In
average salarles pald at all state colleges and universities.

~

Mortoh sald that In the.last two years, +he state has ranked 46th In
percentage Increases of higher education appropriations. "That doesn't

tell everyfhlﬁg but 1+ Is one Indication of flnanclal problems."

He sald his experience thls session made hlm hopeful for the future.
"Frankly, | was really pleased with the committees willingness to
Iisten and try to understand. | don't, mean fhey agreed with everything

} sald=--but at least +hey I 1stened." ,

As often happens, some df the bllls that falled would have had more

significance than some which passed. o




Cne rejected bitl woul

the state for four years after graduation or repay to the sfafe the
cost of thelr educations.

"Stay-or-Pay" Plan Rejected

d have required medical students to practice In

Morton opposed the "stay-or-pay" plan which

passed the Senate, 22-8, but which didn't come to a vote In the House

of Delegates,

"] understood the concerns of the sponsors, namely In
. getting doctors In rural countles, bu+ | didn't see that Thls bl i would
solve those concerns."

Another blll that faltled would have required the state to subsidlize the
education of state residents who are enrolled In private colleges located

In West Virginia.
cost was estimated at

About 5,000 students.would have been affected. The

$7 mitlion.

Yet another bill which was unsuccessful would have required that separate
presidents be appointed at Biuefleld State and Concord colleges. A
single administrator now runs both.

There has been strong

.

opposition to the coordinated relationship. A vice.

president at Bluefleld sald administrative costs there had doubled and

three faculty members

at Concord testifled In favor of separate presidents.

Morton sald he could understand the opposition but he told legislators,
"Untt! you stop me | will pursue the notion of having the best quallty
education for the least amount of money."

The chancelior sald the slngﬁe[presldency approach had cut . overhead costs
at the colleges by $5p0,000.

On another matter, Mofton odposed a bill that would have put studert and

faculty representatives on the Board of Regents as voting members.

"'

was philosophically against thém because they represent speclal lnferesfs,

he sald. The biltl fa

One bl that the cha
the board clearer aut
some areas, nonsfuden4
The law is vague on t

fed.

cellor supported also failed. !t would have glven
ority agalnst trespassers on college property. - In

's use sleeping and tollet faclliities of colleges.

e authority that school officlals have to remove

. them from pubiic bulidings.

4-Year Nursing at Marshall Among Bills Passed

A number of bllis passed.

Among them wefe measures that:

+++Cleared up an ambigulty and allowed reglistration fees at communlty
colleges to be used to pay bond fees as Is the case with reglistration

/

- fees’ at other colleges. . ,67

-
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+increased purposes for which capltal Improvement bond money could -
be spent to Include land. Language of the previous law restricted °
spending to bulldings.

+HBroadened the authority of the West Virginia University Coal Research -

Center to engage In projects involving energy sources other than coal,
a former restriction.

+++Granted a supplemental appropriation of $1,496,000. Most of the
money was nesded to pay Increased cost of utllities. X =

+HMandated establishment of nursing programs at various schools. The
blll allows work done on the two-year assoclate degree to count toward
a four-year degree. Further, It permits experience and tralning of
licensed practical nurses to count toward two-year degrees and i+
establishes a four-year nursing degree program at Marshall Unlverslty.
Formerly, only WVU had the four year-program.

++HRequlires all governmental units to hold open meetings with certaln
exceptions. Morton sald the "Sunshine BITI" would not affect Board of
Regents procedures because board meetings already are open to press and
public.
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ragents' Final estimate, — fncrease slightly the student-teacher
: . f ratio at the graduate level, was seen as
on how much it would “the first visible sign of a continuing \
: struggle by the state Ieglslafure to gain

'Money for the instructional functions of all schools In the system is

butes it to the individual schools.

It

f .. . o
" F0RGIA  MNency Lewis, The Atlanta Journal B . P
"...the university sys&em ATLANTA.. .The Georgia General Assembly: B
this session for the first time has
came out with about $9 tampered with the method of .appropriating

- money to the University System of Georgla.

million less than the
{he actlon; which Tegislafors sald should

cost to run the university _ more control over.how money Is spent for
- state colleges.
system..." .
) Authority for the opérations of the state
] inivwersity system--which includes four
universities, 12 senior colieges, 15 junior colleges and a technical o,
college--is vested constitutionally In the I5-member Board of Regents g ,
which Is'completely separated from both the legislative and executive |,
branches of government. Board members are appointed.by the governor for
seven-year terms and conflrmed by the senate but are accountable ard
answerablei to no one.

appropriated to the Board of Regents as a lump sum and the Board distri-

/
PR )

bredit-Hour Formula Determines Approbriations .

-

© - ~ , ‘ M
To determine how much money should be given to the university system, -
the legisiature uses a formula based on the number of credit hours being
taught In the system. The formula roughly equates to one instructor and -

assoclated, support, inciuding libraries, for each 25 freshmen and sopho-

.more students; each 18 juntor and senior students, and each 10.5 graduate

and professlonal students. |n addition, one research professor is alliotted
for each- 10,5 graduate and professlonal students. This legislative formula
Increases, by approximately .86 sfudenfs, the graduate and professional
students-to teacher raflos. .

Controversy about the graduaTe offerings of the unlverslfy system surfaced
early In budget hearings. _Legislators objected both to some offerings and '
the latge number of ouf-of—sTaTe students in these high-cost categories.

Although the legisliature has no direct control over tuition fees, the t
move. to Increase the graduate ratios was purported alméd at showlng Its
displeasure with the graduate programs. -

o
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*hAbﬁarenfl§4en+eﬁlﬁg‘Tﬁfd the decfsién alsa was a léfeﬁyegr vote by the.

i

regents approving a new law school for Attanta's Georgla State
University--a vote which displeased many legislators facing a tightened
budget. . - : . § ~
In all, the university system came out with about $9 miflion .less

than the regents' final estimate on how much it would cost to run the

university system.in fiscal 1976.

Because of the cutbacks, the Board and Chancellor George Simpson imposed
an Indefinlte-delay in the starting of the approved new law school and
sald other new programs wiil have fo be more closely scrutinized.

The total appropriation for the 32-campus university system for fiscal
1976 1s $276.9 miflion, about $17 million more than for 1975 but about
Si2 mitifon less than Governor George Busbee had recommended.

>

v . ) , - D x:
" Higher Tuition ‘Approved ‘

]

However, $7.5 mililon of that difference will be made up by higher tultion
fees to be charged at Georglia public colleges. The regents had hoped to
get all the state money Busbee had reccmmended and the tultion increase
money, too, but the-legisiature -reduced the regents' state appropriation
by the amount which-will be raised by the tuition increases. .

In additlion to the $276.8.mitllon, the university systém will recelve
about $11.5 mlilion for five percent pay raises for academic and )
non-academic personnel. The 1976 Instructional budget Is $189 mit{ion, °
up from the $185 million of 1975. But approximately $3 million-of the
increase’ wi.ll be needed to pay higher utility bilis. The appropriation
for caplital outlay, or construction, for 1976 is $10 mililon, all cash.
The 1975 appropriation was about $12 miltlion ralsed through the sale of
general obligation bonds, no cash.

Although the university system's Instructional and capital budgets are
appropriated In tump sums, other university-assoclated enterprises do
receive ,categorical appropriations. , -

The 1976 and 1975 appropriations’are: Marine Resources Extension Cen}er,
$390,440, $334,956: Skidaway Instlitute of Oceanography, $575,500,
$537,000; Engineering Experiment Station, $2,352,000, $2,204,000;
Agricultural Experiment Stations, $9,671,000, $8,894,000; Engineering
Extension Divislion $412,819, $358,500; Cooperative Extension Service,
$8,535,041, $8,243,041, and Talmadge Memorlial Hospital (of the Medical

Col lege of Georgla) $9,970,000, $9,689,000. All of the. above include K
state funds only. T
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Also included in the regents' total appropriations is nearly $3.2 million
In grants to DeKalb Community College, the only public junior college in
the state which Is not a unit of the unlversity system.

DeKalb Is located ln~suburban Attanta and Is owned and operated by the
focal board of education. However, [t was treated under a state junior
college law, and therefore is flnanced Through student fees, a local
tax levy and sfa+e granfs. i
The grants now are 5500 per full time academic year student. A blil passed
this session by the legistature will put the schoo!l on a formula system,
simiiar to that of the eptire university system, beginning in fiscal 1977.

As during last year's'sesélon leglslators Indlcated that the Iump-sum
appropriation for the university system might be in jeopardy. However,

a law passed when the university system was created In the 1930s wil! have
to be repealed for thé state appropriation to be made on a more detal led
category basis. There was no attempt to repeal the law this year.

Contract Plan Questipnéd .

While most of the controversy concerning the unlversity system centered
on the budget, some ieglslafors agaln expressed distaste at the present
™ reglonal contract plan through the Southern Reglonal Education Board

" which affects the student body composition of the University of Georgla
College of Veterinary Medicing. THe present contract system gives.
Georgia students only 39 of 86 freshman slots yearly at the schools.
This was raised to 39, from 29 out of 76, last fall after a furor over
the vet schgo! during last session. ’ '

Citing a shortage of veterinarigns in rural areas of Georgia, state
legisiators objected to the out-of-staters attending the costly school

at the expense of Georgia taxpayers.

Two of the senators most vocal about the need for more .veterinarlans in
rural areas succeeded In getting passed a bl !l which Kad been vetoed last
year which establlishes an advisory admissions board to the Vet school.
However, the bil] was narrowed to specify that the advisory board members
cannot take an Interest In Indlvldual admissions at the school.

“In addi tion, the Unlverslfy System Committee of the House plans to study
the entire regional contract plan between sessions.

The General Assemb ly also dealt with another of the areas Involving the
SREB contract system when it urged the Board of Regents to conslider adding
a school of optometry In the state. Georgla now has neither a private

nor pubiic optometric school and sends (2 Georgla students to the

Southern Coliege of Optometry In Memphis, Tennessee, each year for such
training.
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Although the legisliature doesn't have any authorjty over the creatlon of
colleges elther, the body fallowed through on a resoJution It passed last
year seeking the conversion of Kennesaw Junior College to a four-year
school by Including a $250,000 appropriation to cover such costs In the .
overall budget of the university system. However, the board, Is not
expected to taks actlon on the upgrading of the suburban Atlanta school
and the mongy Is expected to lapi . -

-

Tuition Equalization Grant Upped

i

In the arena of private higher educatlon, the General Assembly Increased -
the number of hours from 10 to 12 quarter hours or the equivalepnt that

private college students must take to quallfy for the state's tultion

equalization grant which Is now $400 per year. f/

In a separate bill, the leglsiature upped the glanf for first~time

freshmen to $5G0 per year beginning this fall. Other classes are

expected to be upped fo the $500 level on an annual basls. .However, the v

same blll postpcned Indefinitely the addition of professional and

graduate students to the grant program. These students™were to have

been added thls fall. : N

The General Assemﬁ]y previously had authorized $600 per student, Includ-
Ing graduate and professional students, to be funded as money becomes .

aval lable. '
$ N

-While there was a bill to widen the sféte's Incentive Scholarship. Program
to Imclude students attending proprietary schools, that biif remalned
tn committee for study. : , . " ‘ .9

-

Student Member to Board Being Studied

Also to be studied until the legistature reconvenes In JanJary are state
reguiations concerning private colleges and a bi!l fo add a student .
member to the Board of Regents. ; o ﬁ

The state attorney general has sald the cut?sﬁT law, enacted In 1935,

covering state reguiation of private colleges in unenforceable. Also, .
the regulatory power now Iles with the State Board of Education which
governs mostly public schools and which would Iike.to be rid of the \ .

responsibliitles. A House commlttee plans to [nvestigate needed changes
In the law as well as where the regulatory authority should lle.

A btll which would add a student to the Board of Regents was Introduced
last sesslion, but sent to a study commlittee and effectively killed, for
that session. However, with the convening of g new leglislature this
year the old bill dled and was not re-~introduced In the Senate after
I+s origin ;hjufhorsAdlgn'f return to the lgglstature.

s 0 2 ‘
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A simllar blll was Introduced In the House, by an Atlanta Republican
whose district Inciudes Georgla Tech, but he allowed the bill to remain
, In cogmmittee after a pol!l of Democrats showed: three to one opposition
v . to It. . ‘ . -
. The state's system of vocational-technical schools fared well In the
< State Department of Education's Appropriation, but the Georgia
Postsecondary Education Commission (1202 commission) didn't do so well. !

L 4

The stata's 26’ vocational schools were allocated $4,383,472 In capltal
consfruction money as well as an additional $2,650,064 for short-term ?
courses.

N - o
| The 1202 commisston recelved $45,130 for flscal 1976. f .

L

s




VIRGINIA®  Allen McCreary, The Richmond News Leader - : ‘ \

"A generally morose A financially wary 1975°Virgim General A
Assemb ly approved the concept of nonmsepayable
economic outlook "state grants to private college students, but °
postponed. funding thése grants and took a '
pervaded the 1975 | generally conservative approach to other.
"~ higher education matters.
" session..." 4 - '
. Funding could come as early as the 1976 sec Ion.
The level of funding and regulatlons for adm
istering the grants will not be determined until later this year when the -
legislature receives the results of a study by the State Councll.of Higher

Educatlon.
R ~ ,

tudents in Private Colleges E]igib1e for Grants
]

That studypwill Invesflgafe, amohg other things, whether the granfs should,

“be keyed 1§ demonstrated flinancial need. Virginia residents attending the’
state's priiyate colleges would bé ellglible. .

« A move for E%medlafe conversion to grants of some $2.5 milllon appropri-
ated for state loans to private college students falled.,’ The $2.5
million will.be awarded during the 1975-76 acadenic year in amounts up to

” a maximum Q $400 per student. The loan program, in Its Second year, coul
. grow Info?a 310 milllon operation for the 1976-78 biennium if the legis~
) lature apﬁroves grants up to $400 for the ‘more fhan 12,000 students
expecfed to_ be ellgible for the awards. .

= —
A coanlfuflonal amendmenf approVed by Virginia votene last Novembe
permlffed the legislature to provide grants to students in priva [leges.
4 The amendment also authorized the General Assembly to permft contracts for
educatdonal and related services petween private colleges and the state
s or any political subdivisioA. The session approved such contracts. ©oe

A ‘

. A, smal ler staje financial aid program which provides grants based on «
‘flnancial need to students in public colleges and loans based on need to
students In prlvate colleges was amended this year to allow'grants based
.on need to private rollege students. About.$| million was appropriated .,

for 1975-76 for that program durjng the 1974 sesslon and the level of )
‘. fuhding was not changed this year. - .

7

.

A generally morose econcmic ouflook pervaded thig 1975 session and flavored
almost all the debate in the House Appropriatiohs and Senate Finance com-
mittees. A shortage of state revenues had necessitated some.$40 ml!lion

“In reductlens in state agency operating budgeTs by thé beglnnlng of the
session early 1n January. - , s

i
.
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By February, state fiscal experts were saying that a hoped-for upfurn In

. ¥ ~

the state's economjc acflvi?y by the latter half of this- -year would have 4
to be factored into _revenue proJecflons to sfave-off further ,agency
budge+ cdts. , . s

‘et School Funds Removed

In- other measures with budgefary Impllcaflons, thé 46-day "shorT" sesslon
of the qulslafure. . ' -
. +++Rejected a propoSaf for a law schoo! at George Mason University to
" serve the Northern Virginia region. GMU officials said it would. not .
rqquire immediate funding because an abandoned hlgh school could house
the project. . -
- - e -, .
++Turned down a $144.5 miflion bond issue proposal geared largely for .
caplfal ou+lay projecfs’af'publlc colleges and universities. .
++tRemoved from the general funds budgef $225,000 approprlafed in 1974
for planning @ school of veterinary medlélne af Vlrglnla Polyfechnlc
- Institute and State University. .

Most of the discussion. concernlng +he controversiarl proposal for a school
of veterinary mediclpe fook ptace bé&tween the end of the 1974 sesslion and
the beginning of.this year's session, and the removal of the planning

- funds took place without debate.

Governor Mllls E. Godwin, Jr., and the State Council of ngher Education
- had insisted repeatedly that consideration of a proposed veterinary
médicine school -~ its planning, financing and operation’ -- should be con-
sidered within the .context of the traditional regional perspective of
sharing of, facilities and programs among Southern states. The governor
and key legisiators had sdid that the fact that North Carolina, Tennessee
and Mississippl were movlng ahead with plans for such schools prescrlbed
caution In proceeding with a &chool in Virginla. If,pkans In those states
are sti}l 8rogress!ng when the 1976 General Assembly convenes, some legis-
latars say that Virginia should consider sending students to one or more
of+ the other schools Instead of building a rew school.

In ofhe} action, the lawmakers:

+++Defeated & bill that would have al lowed.each of the state!’ s 40 senators
to appoint two students each year to the enferlng class of Virginia's two
public medical schools, the Medical College of Vlrglnla* and the Univer-

! sity of Virginia medical school.

L]

%

*The medlcal college retained its name after a 1968 merger with Richmiond
Professional Institute which resulted In the formation of Virginia
Commonwealth University. 1t Is known as the university's health sciences
division. .~ : ®

\ 2
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+++Directed the State Councll of Higher Education to conduct a_study of .
tenure andryorkload policies In state-supported colleges and ‘universities.

+++Authorized, without legisiative action, a Center on Aging at Virginia
N .. Commonwealth Unlversity. The university has requesfed hlgher education
-counci | approval to offer a master of ar+s degree in geronfology based on
an Interdisciplinary program

3 +++Re jected a Serpfé bitl almed at changing the higher education council's :
CQ”"//Tl}:\ polity for coordirfating continuing higher education offerings. . : v
7 +HPermitted s+a+e:§upporfed colleges and universities to establish admin- -

strative procedures which would allow persons receiving on-campus parking
citations to pay fines at the institutions rather than in local courts,

\
&“’/+++Au+horized issuance of $20 mlllton in higher education institution bonds
K _ for construction of a complex,of buildings at the University of Virginia
to be leased to the U. S. Government for operation of the Federal Executive
Institute and Managerial Tralnlng Center. Revenues frony1he lease of the
facilities will pay ‘the bonded 1ndeb+edness ! . .

: +++K1 1 led {n’comnittee.a proposed collec?lve ‘bargaining bi«d !, for public
emp loyes simi lar to bills which-met the same fate In prevlous legislative
sessions. The bill did not mention higher education specifically but was

opposed by presidents of sfafe-suppor%ed colleges and universities.

-

-

‘ ‘ . GMU Criticizes Council’s Law Re;m g : ) )

Bills to esfabllsh a Jaw school at GMU were introduced in the Senate and
the House of Delegatds with the entire Northern Virginia delegaflon listed
as patrons. The bills, Fn effect, were an appeal to the legistature of
the :higher education councll's denlal of approval for the school in its
Cecember 1974 meeting. The House Education Committee, by a 2 to 6 vote,
passed the bill Indeflanely. )

The higher educafion counci | had reported eariler that the public law

schools at the College of William and Mary and the University of Virginia

and the private law schools at the University of Richmond and Washington

and lLee University would expand enough fto handie the expecfed Increase In
" law school enrolIiment through the next decade.

h]

GMU representatives cr&flclzed Fhe council's law school report and said
s they interpreted the .council's position as supporting a quasi-monopoly
which would protect lawyers from the competition of addlflonal law
graduates.




-

Opponents of the bill sald that' the "reglonal law schoo!" argument aeyanced

-approval.

by Northern Virginia leglisiators could also be made for Tidewater,- Richmond

and Western Virginia. They sald the state does not have sufficient re-

sources to establish expensive graduate and professlonal degree programs .
at every regional Institution and that such programs musf be a sfafe reseurce

and not merely reglonal resources, ‘

¢ $144.5 Million Bond Referendum Oppésed

The Initial move for the $144.5 mif{lion bond referendum gained I1t+tle
support In the Sengte. The referendum was opposed by the chalirmen of the
House Appropriations and Senate Finance committees and by the governor.
Opponents in&isted the timing was not good; that future economic develop-
ments Were uncertaln; that the proposal had been hastily drawn without the
opportunity for soliciting the broad public support necessary for voter

Supporters of the proposél said the bonds would stimulate the lagging
economy and that the cost of cdnstructing needed facli!iities would be less .
in 1976 than later In the decade. . . .

A compromise study resoiutiop was offered by the chleffpafron of the bond
bili, but the resoclution died when the House Appropriations Committee took
no acflon on [t.

Bills In the House and Senate providing for legislative appointments to
sfafe—supgorfed medical schools were defended by legisliators who said that
not enough medlical school graduates are setting up practices In rural_areas.

Opposition was lead by the two state-supported medical schools. Thelr
representatives maintalned that the appointments would not solve the problem
of the shortage of rural physicians. Opponents also noted possible accred-

itation problems I the bills were adopted. They sald the family practi
residency program which places medical students in various parts of the
state is a better way of encouraging physicians to locate.in rdral areas.

' Tenure Study Resolution Passed -

< * . l

Senator Edward E, WIlley, D~Rlchmond head of the Senafe Finance' Commlffee,
had hoped for a General Assembly Commisslon&*Q sfudy the tenure question,
but the state's tight financlal situatlon led him to reques+ the higher
educafion councll to conduct the sfudy.

I *
.

More Than a dozen representatives, o? faculty groups attended 2 publlc
hearing on the tenure study resoiution. Oniy one person opposed the study,
but some quesfloned whethér 1T was really a pressing need. The tenure study

4

)




Ny

‘The‘compromise bill passed the Senate and went to the Housé. The hlgher
educatlon councl} and: pregldents of several state-supported col leges and
uﬁ1versl+!es opposed the blll before fhe House Education Comml?fee.

The counci! representatives fold comiﬂ*ee nembers 'fhaf “the reglonal con- ‘ \'
sortla, establlshed by the General Assembly In 1973, should be glven time .

to work out problems such as the oneé outlined rn the Senate blil.

The education committee defeated the Senafe bll] and also refused to con-
slder a gubstitute study resolution requesting the higher education councl.i
td comparé various operational costs for contlinuing higher educaflon.

5 Grievance Procedures Changes

& ) ‘ .
The leglslature considered and passed by Indefinitely two house bitis, to -
make changes In the grievance procedures at public colleges and universities. .

One bll! carried o$er from +he 1974 sesslofi called for revisions In the
grievance procedures of commupity col leges to bring them in Iine with pro-
cedures established by the gowernor for other state employes. Because of
recent changes In_jhe communiy college grievance procedures, Including
provision for appeal to a committee rather than a community college presi-
denf the House Education Commigtee agreed that no legislation was _neéded.

‘ Anofher bitl originating in the House of Delegates proposed that preslidents
and the .teaching and research staffs at public four-year colleges and unlver-
- sitles ' be subject o the existing state grievance procedure. .
The four-year colleges and commuflty oélleges opposed the blli, contending
that existing Institutional grievance procedures for faculties and staff
are mpre appropriate than the state procedure.
The chlef patron of the biil agreed to le+ I+ pass by lndeflnlfely without
debate, but hé Indicated that he expected to see changes In Institutional
grievance procedures to bring fhem more In line with the state procedure.

"The leglsiature also transferred the responsibliities of the Higher Educa-
tlon Facllltles Commission to the State Counc!! of Higher Education. The
federal government has Indicated It will not fund +he commission beyond “~
July I, 1975.

-
- .

Federal funds for facllities, If avallable, will Instead be appropriated:
to the states! "1202 commisslons."” The governor has designated the
Counct! of ngher Education as Virginia's 1202 commission for planning of
all postsecondary education activities. . The facliitlies commissions'
responsibltities Include the administration of federal grants to public
and private institutions of higher education for the purchase of equlp—
ment and faclllfles.
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resoluflon paSsed the House and Senate without a dissenting vote. The sfudy

Is scheduled o be completed by Nov. |, 1976, and Its flnd!ngs wlil be re-
pched to the Governor and the General Assembly.

House and Senate bills to establish the Center on Agling at Virglinla Cofmon-

 wealth Unlversity were determined to be unnecessary because of: the State

3Councl! of Higher Education's earllier approval of the center.

_ The 1974 General Assembly delegafed to the councl| the au+horl+y to approve,

disapprove the establishment of new organizational units sugh as colleges,
\gnches divisions and centers. -In that context, leglslative leaders sald,
the blifs to establish the center through legislative actlion were not needed.

Consertia Compromise Bill Defeated

The higher education councii's poiicy for coordlnaflng contlnuing hlgher
education ‘says that whenever possible the state's 23% community colleges
should previde the freshmen and sophcmore undergraddate contlinuling. edu-
cation courses In the six reglons deslignated for continuing education
consortla. &

The four-year col leges and unlverslfles within fhe‘éonsorflum reglons should,
whenever possible, provide the junlor and senior courses and also offer
those graduate continuing educatlon courses which they are authorlzed by the
counci! to conduct and have the necessary rifources to provide. ] .

Under the policy, the state's two comprehenslve unlverslfles, Virginla
Polytechnic Institute and State Univetsity and the Unlversity of Virginia,
would supplement the offerings of the reglonal Institutions and would
provide programs that are not avallable and/or should not be developed at
the reglonal institution. - .

The University of Virginia, concerned that the council pollcy ‘would limtt+

-some of Its tradltional course offerings and In-service’ training courses

for local school division personnel, supported a Senate bl providing
that nothing In thescounci! policy would Infringe on the right of contract
between a §tate~supported college or.university and any persons, bustngss
group, r school division. /

’

Local schoo!l superintendents sald they were concerned: that they would be

forced to contract with local colleges and would not have the opportunity
t6 contfact with the UnlverslTy of Virginia.’ .

After lengfhy debafe In the Senate Education and Health Committee, a com-
promise blil was drawn up. The bill provided for the right of unlimited
contracting, but 1% required that no general fund tax dollars could be

used to support a program brought.into a consortium region by an outside
Ingtitution If that program was already offered by an Institution within

the consortlum region. ‘ .

% ST




Commission Presents Critical Analysis of Community Colleges .

. ' .
Three weeks after the close of the legtslative session, the Generai
Assembly's year-old Legislative Audit and Review Commission dellvered .

> Its first report, a critical analysis of the 23-campus Virginia Community

. College System.

The report showed that too-high enroliment projections !n some schools

resulted In excess appropriations to the system amounting to $9.I Iilon

from 1970 to 1974. Some. $4 milllon was returned to the state and the re-

malnder was spent with state budget office approval, however. Nine of the

two-year commuter colleges had more space than they needed In the fall of

1974, while several others, Including the urban area schools, had too [iitie \

space, the report sald. The auditors also cited a proliferation of pro-~ \

grams tn many schools, numerous classes with fewer than 10 students, and” |
lack of an updated-state master plan for_the system.
—

They reported that the overwhelming majority of the students were satis-

fied with the quality of teaching, counseling and job placement, and that

faculty productivity In terms of student credit hours produced within
acceptabie limits In all but five schools.

The report recommended stricter c?ésghflcaflon of students for budget )
purposes, more coordination and planning for the system through the

higher education councii, and a complgfe review of al] instructional costs,

which vary widely from college to college. : -

- . lLeglslative members of the commisslon sald some changes will be made In
the system as a result of the study, and that additional recommendations
_are likely before the 1976 General Assembly convenes.,

-

g,
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Richard Allin,

Afkansas Gazette ' t

“The trend to “take higher
edu?ation closer to the

\ people coﬁ%inued in

- Arkdnsas..."

.

Appropriations for operati
but only a relatively smal
tion. The greater amount
~ment of existing plants.

. .~of enrollments meant that

»

!

4
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than to copsfrucf new facl

The 1975 Arkansas General Assembly was
almost, if not quite, successfully re-
sisting the impulse to start "branches"
of existing colleges and universities
In favored cities. They sutcumbed to
the temptation twice, then establiished a
system that will screen any such tempta-
tiéns In the future.
ons were boosted .20 percent for the new biennium,
I portion 'of capital funds went for new construc-
was applied to deferred maintenance and improve-
Higher educatlon officials felt that a leveling
funds should go primarily to repair and upgrade
Iities.

The trend to take higher education closer to the peopie continued In
Arkansas, and overal! control of the state-run system was further central-

' » -

ized.

|

Meanwhile, students affendlng private colleges became eligible for.state

" scholarships.

In Arkansas the universities and colleges funnel appropriation request

_through the State Board of

. commendation to the legislature.

Higher Education, which makes a unified re-
The recently ended regular session

v

followed, almost without exception, Bogrd recommendations for operating

and caplital programs. l ‘ % .

" Qverall,
" for 1976~ -77, an increase

funds for operafi g purposes will increase from about $86 mllllon
$29 mllllon. ;

The legislature allocated $25,588,819 for caplitai lmprovemen+ of which

. about $9 million will go for new construction or to supplement funds. for
construction already in progress. The most important of the new bulfdings
witl be a $2.5 milflion allbcation for a Fine Arts Buiiding at the Univer-
sity of Arkansas at Little Rock, a new infirmary and librery addition at
the University of Central Arkansas, a new Physical Education building for
the Beebe Branch 6f Arkansas State University, and a student paviiion and

Y newjlivesfock faciiities at the Arkansas State University at Jonesboro.

-/

V4 . A .
Summary of Legislation

v 7

N

The Arksmsas General Assembly_adopted the following measures which affect
ihlgher education generally or parflcularly They are listed in order of
passage: ‘ o .

\.1&

17 |
19




Py

il
+++As a start, legisiative acts authorized State College of Arkansas &t
Conway (formerly Arkansas State. Teachers College) to change its name to
University of Central Arkansas; and Henderson State College at Arkadelphla
(once Hender57n State Teachers Colled¥) can now call ltself Henderson
State University. '
.

++An act fo require that all cash funds of colfleges, universities, and
other state agencies be pre-audited by the state. Funds can still be
deposited In local banks.

‘ - —
+++A measure to Iimit to eight the. nymber of community colleges which can
be established by the State Board of Higher Education.

++A measure that Identifles mllitary personnel in Arkansas as residents
for higher education fee-paying purposes.

+HAn establishment of a branch of Southern State:Col Iege.(Magnolla) at

El Dorado, and placing the Southwest Technical Institution (a vocational-
technical school) under Southern State as a branch. Some research Is still
necessary to determine what the State Board of Higher Education must do to
establish the EI Dorado branch. ' - ) -t

+HAn act to estabilish a state séholarshlp program for Arkansas residents
ettending private colleges.

+++An act to appropriate funds for administration of the College and Uni-
versity Desegregation Plan in the Department of Higher Education.

+++An act establishing, with more members, a new Admissions Board of the
University of Arkansas Medical School.

+++A measure to establish the State Student Incentive Grant Program, a
" 50-50 matching program fdr needy students.

++An act to allow coileges to become "universities™ by act of their
boards of trustees, provided the State Board of Higher Education approves.

+++A measure to establish a full time branch of the University of Arkansas
Law School in Little Rock. The main law schoo! remains on the Fayetteville
campus. The Little Rock branch had previously been a night school.

+++An act appropriating funds for a College of Engineering Management at
Arkansas State University at Jonesboro. ;’
+++An act that provides for persons over age 60 to attend an Arkansas
college or university free of tuition and fees.

+++A resolution suggesting the Arkansas State University at Jonesboro host
an annual conforence for community colleges In the northeast section of
the state. :




N

+++ An act authorizing colieges and universities to teach vocationai-technical
courses as exterision work, and altowing off-campus sfudenf credit hours to be
counfed as those earned on campus.

+++An act authorizing the Academic Common Market, to allow Arkansas residents
to attend programs in other Scufhern states whlch are not offered Iln Arkansas
and“not be required to pay out-of-state fees. 3

S

Several Measures Vetoed
H A

Governor David Pryor vetoed severail measures which would have provided,
among other things, establiishment of a branch of Henderson State University
at Mena, appropriations for certaln renovations, and to aliow free tuition
for persons in the miiitary reserve who are affendlng &oiiege.

ThQ‘General Assembly aiso directed the State Board of Higher Education to
review, for approvai or disapprovai, any new degrees to be offered by pubiic
or private institutions of learning, including those of proprietary education
(private schools of accountancy, drafting, radio-television engineering, ch )

The legisiature itself considered no new poiicies of teacher tenure or.
academic freedom. The state Supreme Court, however, ordered the re-instatement
of a history professor at the University of Arkansas at Littie Rock who.had
been .ordered suspended without pay by a lower court for espousing Marxist
principies. "The professor is Or. Granf Cooper, a professed member of the
Progressive Labor Party.

Post~graduate degrees in education were éufhorlzed by Inciusion of funds
for the purpose, .for Southern State, Coﬁlege at Magnolla, and Arkansas
Polytechnic Coliege at Russeliviiie. Bothoffer an undergraduate program in
education. '

The Arkansas Post Secondary Education Pianning Commission, which had been
estabiished by executive order of the Governor in Aprii 1974, was confirmed

by the General Assembly. It is a "1202 Commission,” and with the exception

of five additionai members, Is essentialiy identical with the State Board

of Higher Education which has overall charge of coordination and governance of
higher education In Arkansas. .




STATE APPROPRIATIONS FOR OPERATING PURPOSES FOR ,
ARKANSAS STATE-SUPPORTED COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES

1974/75, 1975/76 .and 19p76/77

COLLEGES & UNTVERSITIES. 1974/75 1975/76" 1976/77

Ark, Poly#echnlc $2,783,546 $3,373,300 - $3,608,918
(Russeltvitite) .
Ark. State Univ. ' $8,406,206 $9,731,662 $11,377,701
(Jonesboro) . - ,
Ark. State Univ. " $630,844 $804,965 .  $945,770
(Bedbe) :
Henderson St. Univ. $3,970,413 $4,440,454 - ) $4,847,553‘
(Arkadelphlis)
\
Southern St. Colleg $2,489,821  $3,975,409 $4,785,314
(Magnol ia) ’
Univ. of Central Ark. $5,493,684 $6,229,068*‘ $7,118,324 :
*"(Conway) . - ' ‘
R Univ., f Arkansas: .
. Sysﬁgm Administration . —-— $276,847 $300,134
Faye+tevi l1e Campus - $19,393,446 21,420,804 22,836,897
Grad. Inst. of Tech., 741,370 834,469 ) 876,192
! Research & Ext. Center 736,715 - 877,129 918,485
Grad. Sch. of Soc. Work 278,208 312,024 327,625 :
Agri . Experiment Station 4,098,801 4,892,082 5,177,312
Criminal Procedures Inst. 18,750 18,750 19,688
Coop. Ext.. Service - 4,721,311 5,393,442 , 5,946,174
TOTAL - Univ. of Ark. Fund $29,988,601 534,025,5451 $36,402,507
F Univ. of Arkansas $5,557,736 $7,423,078, . $9,094,916
(Little Rock) "
. 4 i
Univ. of Arkansas $2,405,787 $2,711,366 $3,005,916- 9
(Monticello) ' .
Uﬁlv: of Arkansas ‘, $4,335,584 $4,794,045 ¢ $5,070,746
(Pine Bluff) "
4 .
- ¥TOTAL - Colleges and Univ. % $66,084,833 $77,687,992. $86,666,075
: *(Also Includes minor funds for programs and additlional students not listed.) ,
F : " w .
! B IS
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COMMUN ITY COLLEGES “ 1974/75 1975/76 - 1976/77 o
East Ark. Community Coflege  $648,646 $836,264 $1,020,879
~ Garland Cty. Com. College 814,068 931,157 ' 1,140,558
- North Arkansas Com. College 536,456 663,173 735,214 o
- , PhTllips Cty. Com. College 1,035,927 - 1,228,066 1,430,648 . 7
) Westark Com. College - 1,800,704 2,254,245 2,584,218 7
. . Mississippi Cty. Com. College -— 650,628 892,867 )
j . -« . b g
*¥TOTAL_~- Community Colleges $4,836,631 $7,190,603 $8,363,454 -

*{includes misceltaneous funds.)

Unlv. of Ark. Medical Ctr. $14,002,415 $16,453,094 $17,806,147

A :
. GRAND TOTAL i ;
" Colleges and Universities $85,221,271  $101,653,086 $113,209,917

»

- ~

SUBSIDIES TO ARKANSAS STUDENTS .
ATTENDING COLLEGES OUTSIDE ARK.. .

£

‘ . - Optometry . " $60,000 $86,000 $120,000
Dental Aid-SREB 347,510 436,583 439,833 -
Non-SREB - , 110,000 135,000 150,000
Veterinary Ald-SREB 69,000 189,000 " 396,000
Non-SREB 164,930 334,040 . 350,040
TOTAL 751,440 $1,180,623 $1,455,873
STATE SCHOLARSHIP &
STATE STUDENT [NCENT!VE \ ©ot
GRANT PROGRAMS © - $350,000 $250,000
GRAND TOTAL - ALL : $85,982,711 $103,202,460 $114,935,053
. 4




MARYLAND ' Toﬁ‘pw Stuckey, The Associated Press

L. few bills deahngmth ANNAPOLIS...The Maryland Commission on the |

Structure .and Governance of Education,
higher education were . almost ready to issue its flnal report
some 28 months after it was created,
i introduced at the 90-day appealed to the 1975 General Assembly not
! to enact bllls affecting the structure of .°
session, and fewer still, public educatton in Maryland. The legis-
. . lature, for The most part, complied with
most of them of minor the request “frém the Rosenberg Cammission
. . ' at the annual session which ended April 7.
\ o impact, were enacted." The result was that few bills dealing with \

higher education were Introduced at the
* 90~-day session, and fewer still, most of
them of minor impact, were enacted.

The two bills with the most Impact would elevate Morgan State Colleges and
Towson State College t6 university status. The Towson change would be one
of name only, and the Institution would remain as a part of the state

col lege system operating under the Board of Trustees of State Colleges. $
Morgan State, on the other hand, would become a separafe institution with

its own |2-member board of +rus+ees. ,

i .
' . 'Sharp Departure from Tripartite System

\ - The change In status for Morgan State represents a sharp departure from
Maryland's tripartite system of hlgher education. Currently the public
institutions of higher education--with the exception of St. Mary's College, .
which has 1ts own board--are divided .Into three segments:. the University
of Maryland, the communjty colleges and the state colleges. Morgan would
be pulled out of this system under the bill enacted by the 1975 General
Assembly. The Morgan tfustees, however, would still be answerable to the
Maryland Councl| for Higher Education, In addition to the governor and the
legislature. The council, for example, would have veto power &ver creation
of new professional schools and graduate programs proposed by the Morgan
trustees. : . ’

The Towson and Morgan bflls were enacted in the. last few days of the
sesslon, both gaining approval in the fact of opposition from legislators
who argued that the request from the Rosenberg Commission should be honored.
- Black legislators, who mpde the Morgan bill a top priority Item for the
1975 »esslon, were ‘instrumental In galning university status for the
Baltimore Institution, whlch has a predominantly-black enreliment. The |
i Morgan bili effecfively cleared the way for the Towson State bill, although
supporters succeeded In gefflng the latter measure through the House of
Delegaies only after the_ house had once rejected it and only in the last
hours of.the final day oﬁ the sesslon.

! !
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While Morgan officials pushed'fél thelr own board and the independence
that would come with I+, Dr. James L. Fisher, president of Towson State,
testified before legislative committees that he was interested only in
a name change “from ctollege to university. He said status as a university,
even I f the change was only cosmetic, would help his Institution compete
for outside grants. Legislatlve skeptics grumbled that the name change
was probably only the flrst step toward separate status and that othen
colleges would probably be scrambling to follow the Morgan-Towson lead.

o

" Of the.remaining legislation enacted by the General Assembly, probably

the most significant was a bill allowlng the state's universlty and
college employes to cfivose outside pension systems Instead of.requiring,
Yhem to participate In the state system. Under-state penslon‘rules,

emp loyes who leave the system before completing five years can .recover
their own contributiohs bu+~nof the money contributed by state government.
The bl 1l enacted by the leglslature will allow them to put both thelr
money and the state contributions into approved private pension plans.

The measure covers professional employes only. - .o

]

“

Three Scholarship Bills Passed

Among the dozen or so bllls affecting higher educgtion which were enacted
-at the -1975 session were three dealing with scholarships. These bllls
would: o < -

+++Provide scholarships for tuition and fees at any publlé fnsflfuflgn
of hlgher education for Maryland residents who were prisoners of, war in
Vietnam. Estimates|were that about 20 former war prisoners would qualify

under the biil, i . . . N

‘

+4+Add a community college president and a coliege financial aid éfflcer ,
to the State Scholarship Board, increasing membership on the board from
seven to nine. .

+++Remove a requlreﬁenf that applicants for the state schoiarships must
pass the examination given by the &cholarship board to be ellgible for
state aid. Applicants would still have fao take the examination and would
have to meet several other requirements, Including having been accepted at
an approved institution of higher learning.

Another bili enacfad~by the General Assembly authorizes a $10 mlllloﬁ bond
- Issue for construction of community college facillties. '

The-bi | Is which falled to win approval at the 1975 session falled to stir
much debate or controversy, except for the Issue of scholarship reform,
which again fYoundered In the state senate. . "y
Communi + Col lege offiicials made a futile appeal to the state to pick up

a larger share of the| cost of educating a student at the two-year Institu~-
tions, but none.of the several bills along that line even got out of a

.
¢
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house ar senate committee. The current aid formula provides ‘that the
state will pick up 50"parcent of the total per pupi! cost with the local
government kicking in 28 percent and the student 22 percent. The maximum
state per pupl! contribution is set at $700, however, and Dr. Alfred -
0'Connedl, executive director of the State Board of Community Col leges,
told fiscal committees of both the house and senate. fhaf $700 no longer
covers 50 percént of the cost at any of the state's 16 community colleges.
He sald hat even $800 wouldn't reach the 50 percegnt lewe! ‘at more than
half of the colleges, and warned that tuition, Increases Id be Inevi-
table without additional state help. Leglslafors listened sympafheflcalJy
and then told the community they couldn't help because there wasn'+ any
money avallable to Increase state ald -

Another bill which got nowhere would have.guaranteed cofllective bargalnlng ’
rights to academic emp loyes at all Maryland institutlons of higher learring. \
It would not have authorized such employes to strike, but.would have pro- . _ .
vnded for dlspufes to be submitted to binding arbitration.

Scho]arsﬁip Reform Endd in Stalemate

The senate again fought at length over the Issue of scholarship reform,

and again matters ended in a stalemate. Under the present law, each of

the 47 senators gets $14,500 a year to pass out In scholarships, with a

maximum of $1,500,to any one student. 'All awards are four-year awards

and continué for that period of time unless the student leaves school or

gives up. the scholarship. Each senator gets an addlflgya? $14,50Q each

year so that, by his fourth year in.dffice, his scholarShip recipients

are geTTIng about $58,000 a year. There is also a small House of Delegates .
program which brings Maryland's Ieglslafive scholarship program up to ’
, about $3 mil|fon a year.. There Is no requirement that the financial ald
be handed ou+ on the basis of need, and the absence of need as a requlre-
ment is cosflng the state federsl scholarshlp funds.

Two major senate bllls ?h revise the, scholarshlp program were defeated,

one In a tie vote, after lengthy floor debate. One bill would have Trans-
ferred contrél .over scholarship funds to the scholarship board by 1979.

The other would have increased the amount of scholarship money and would

have allowed the board to give out 50 percent of the funds. The remaining

50 percent would still have been given out by the senators, but they would
have had to pick recipients from a llsf prepared by the board, ranking ,
applicants by“heed. ‘ ] -

N Tight Budget Restrictions

¢/

Governor.Marvin Mandel, striving successfully to avoid any major tax

Increases, imposed tight Trestrictions on the fiscal 1976 budget, and .
higher education suffered along with most other state agencies. Total , "
general fund appropriaflons, after the very minor reductions made by the

4 .
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leglslature In Mande!l's budget, amounted to $196,734,916 for the Uni-
versity of Maryland, the state colleges and the community colleges.

This was up about 9 percent from the $177,439,759 appropriated the

previous year.

The following table shows the current budget for state Institutions and -

the final appropriation for next year:

UNIVERSITY OF MARYLAND

General
Special
Federal - \

Total

STATE COLLEGES -

General

-

Speclal

~

Federal @

Total-
N\

¢

ST. MARY'S COLLEGE

General
Speclal
Federal . "

. Total

{974-75
$106,645,749
100,773,440

2,439,148

$209,858,337

1974-75
$ 39,350,409
26,694,970

_ 9,312,921
$ 75,358,300

1974-75
$ 2,257,201

I'4
1,105,438

N 45,000

$ 3,407,639

’

1975-76
$119,347,533
110,195,510
3,056,825

$232,599,868

1975-76

L4

$ 44,064,918
51,470,656

9,149,665
$ 84,685,239

1975-76

$ 2,333,965
1,338,925
. -*58,500

$ 3,731,390

i

The budget contalned a lump sum appropriation of $30,988,500 for the
state's community colleges, compared with $29,[86,400 for the current

year, The state pays 50 percent of the cost of educating a student up
to a maximum of $700. <::p . *

The capltal Improvements budget for the University of Maryland totaled
$20,923,400. Included In the projects for the main campus at College

Park were $2,500,000 in supplemental furids for construcglon of a physi-
cal education bulldlng, $5,546,000 for a human ecology bullding,

- 4N
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$4,594,000 for a dining halt, and $1,130,000 for extension and replace-
ment of utllitles. The Eastern Shore campus got 5698 100 for renovation
of the admlnlsfraflon buliding. 41,

Among the projecfs at, the state colleges were $750,000 to help wlth con-
version of a student center at Bowle Info a dinlng facility; $2,470,000
for construction of an administratlon bullding at Frostburg S+a+e College,
$2,591,000 for an additlon to the service buliding and $!,880,000 for
renovaflons to provide additional administrative service area, both at
Morgan State; $1,990,000 for constructlon of a central dining hall, and
$2,269,923 for remodellng of Caruthers Hall to provide additional Instruc-
1 Tlonal and administrative space, both at Sallsbury State; $!,820,900 to
help with construction of a physlcal education facllity and wlfh purchase
of equipment for the facllity and $1,959,800 for renovation of the dining
halt. St. Mary's College got $3,962,000 for construction,of a fine arts
center. o .

The total capltal budget for the university and the colleges was $44,326,700.

[




MISSISSIPP]  James S. Saggus, The Associated Press

. .
.. _ M LY
- .

"'Ii's going to be a very JACKSON... Misslssippl will glve Its state
’ universities record fipancial support
\ difficult year for the next year but officlals warn that tultion
' ¢ _ Increases may become necessary anyway.
universities,' said ’
) _ ~The [975 leglsliative sesslon approved
Thrash." X . $70,199,809 for the Institution of higher

learning, up almost $8 miliion from the
. budgset for the current year which ends
June 30. But Dr. E. E. Thrash, executlve secretary of the State College
Board, sald the schools needed all of the $76.1 milllon which had been
requested.

-

"1t+'s going to be a very difficult yéar for the.unlversitles," sald
Thrash. "The goneral support came out at about a 12 percent Increase.
inflatlon last year generally was conceded to be |l or 12 percent. We
Just held the line on Infiation. We expect to have about 2,000 more
students and would need 108 new faculty members to handie them. None of
+hese Is provided for." ' .

’

) -~ . - =
]

3 : "Hard Decisions Ahead"

Thrash said that while board officlals "are Indeed grateful to the
legislature for' the extra effort made to glve us the money we came out
with, we have some hard decislions ahead. We must see whére we go from
here. The board has got to decide whether to Increase tultion. Students
have not had a significant tultion Increase since 1968. The board may
look hard at ths tultion possibillties.”" .

“The class | unlversities-~Mississippl State, Mississippl and Southern
Mississippl-~got leglsiative approval to generate up to 31 percent of
thelr total budget from thelr own sources, such as tultlon charges and ’
grants. The flgure had been 28 percent. No changes were made In the
percentages of class |1 (26 percent) and class |11 (24 percent) schools.

The unlverslty appropriation Included $65,833,674 In general support
money; $1,390,318 for Gulf Coast Research Laboratory; $1,720,420 for
off-campus centers and extension work; $! mitilon for Iibrary Improve-
ments; $175,000 for matching Sea Grant funds, and small amounts for
other specified purposes. The legisliature earmarked enough of the

money to provlde 3 percent cost-of-living salary Increases for all

emp loyes, plus meirif ralses under general board policies. .

Because of the economic slfua#lon, lawmakers considered few higher
education proposals that dld not fund current programs. One exceptlon
was the perennial constitutional amendment to shorten terms of Co.llege
Board members from the current 12 years to eight. This time It dled

22.9-
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without debate In the Housé when caught by a dead!ine before |awmakers
got to I+ on thelr calendar. . .

-

Loan Bills Passed . o .
-g; ’ h .

P
-

Other exceptions Included measures. to:

+HBroaden the medical education loan program. The bill signed by
Governor BlLl1 Waller boosted the maximum loan to $24,000 and included

%

a limited forgiveness feature. -

+HCreate a postsecondary education foan program. The blil signed by
Waller still lacks state funding.

++And coordinate ‘the work of the Natchez branches of Copiah-iincoin
Junior College and the University of Southern Mississippl’ to create
In effect a full four-year college program. Under the new law, the
USM branch will offer the work above the junior college level.

_The* student [oan-fund-bi - provides up to $2,500 a year for four years,
when funds are avallable. It sets up a three“member board composed of
representativeés of senior and junior colleges and the governor. . Backers

. had counted on a $115,000 appropriation, which would have made possible
$500,000 in foans through the federally guaranteed [can program.
However, the appropriation got clogged in the legistative machinery.
Backers hope that both state and private schools will be able to come
up with some seed money to get thé program started. They sald that
commercial banks have become reluctant to make student loans under +the
current money market ccnditions.

The medical “loan blll modernizes an existing program which has $400,000

in funds but Is used Iittle because 1t Is not competitive with the

medical loan program of the armed services. The present program will

lend a total of only $5,000, while student costs are computed at $6,000
a‘year. The present program also requires comp lete repayment by the
student and requires a student go Into general practice. The new pro- ‘
gram witl embrace dentists for the first t+ime and will be open to any .
medical student going Into primary care fields. Besides boosting the ¢
total loan limit to $24,000, i+ permits forgiveness of one~fifth the |
debt for those going Into practice in towns of 7,500 and less population.
It also authorizes local government to pay on the doctor's debt If they
desire to do so as a means of inducing a physiclan to locate there.

The Natchez college bill reorganized the Co-Lin junior college district

to give Adams County (Natchez) additfonal representafion on the govern-%gip -
ing board. It requires .co-equal campusessat Wesson, where the home .
campus has been, and Natchez, where a satellite operation has been In 4

effect. The Co-Lin branch will be coordinated with the USM branch,

which under a 1974 }aw can grant degrees. The USM branch also offers.

master's degrees. - . '
’ ) .o - "‘?. 4
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Senator Troy Watkins of Natchez, a member of the local commlttee seeking
sltes for both schools, sald, "We hope to find side-by-side permanent
locations for them, where they can work together." The two branches are
now In temporary facliiities nine mlleslaparf.

Several leglstators continued thelr war with the College Board over the
work load permlitted for students at the university branches dotted across
the state. When a loan program biil came up,in the House, several Gulf .
Coast lawmakers offered an unsuccessful amendment to force the board to )
pérmit Il semester hours Instead of the six now allowed. Backers sald

six hours was not enough work to quallfy a student for full G BIt! .
benefits, Representative Gerald Blessey of Blloxl sald the Il-hour pro-
vision was In the law now, but the board was Ignoring It. Representative
Horace Harned of Starkville, chalrman of tha Universities and Colleges
Commi ttee, opposed It on grounds It might be the first step roward

setting up fullscale universities at the branch campuses.

. ' Duplications in Programs Cited

.

Several leglslafors argued on varlous col lege measures that there were-

too many duplications In programs at: existing schools. The leglstature's
Performance Evaluation and Expenditure Raviéw Committee called for the °

board to sé} up statewlde objectives for higher education, and goals for .
each unlverslfy It .sald the board should review such .matters periodically. *

The' PEER commlffee said procedure for allocating funds to each Instituticon
should bé refined to take Into account thefr divérse educational and
supportive needs.

.

' , Lo

The board reported to lawmakers later Taaf It was making "surprising
progress" In a $32,000 study authorized by the [974 legislature Into.
university programs and areas of duplication. Dr. Tom Meredith,
academic programs offlcer of the board, toid the House Unlversities and
Colleges Committee that the Instltutions were cooperating and he hoped

to finish the task thls year. "We are bullding up an Inventory of Infor-
mation on where programs are offered so we will know 1f we need to
establish a new one somewhere," he said. The Information wiil help
schools determine the cost per student hour and decide whether a program
In the catalog Is actually In demand and worthwhile. He sald In many ,
Instances programs that seemed to be duplicates were rot because Thelr ,
emphdses were dlfferenf. .

‘

One bl il on the Iighter side caused a small furor before dying quletly
In the House Unlversities and Colleges Committee. The measure, whlich
passed the Senate, would have allowed Mississippl State Unlversity to
keep Its football nolsemakers--the clanging cowbelis I+ has long
used--desplte a Southeastern Conference ban against such artificlal
nolsemakers. One source sald the measure might have gotten State Into
troubie with the SEC. Bulldog backers were bitter about the SEC pro-
hibition, saylng nobody fussed until State teams began winning games.
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Most of the other higher education bliis were appropriations.

L)

Dental School to Begin in Fall

Lawmakers gave the University of ﬁisslsslppl's new school of dentistry
$1,059,656 to begin operations thls fall, enough for what Thrash called
"a reasonably good start.! The legisiature provided $1.5 miifion in
revenué sharing money for pians and construction preiimlnaries for the
veterinary medicine school aughorized for Mississippi State iast year. .
it Is now In the process of hffring faculty.

" The legislature provided $20,235,000 in state aid +9 the junior colleges,
which aiso draw supporf from thelir local districts.” The State Budget
Commission had recommended $18.2 miiilon for the two-year schoois and
the final figure was one of the few Instances In which iawmakers gave
more than recommended. , The increasg showed the poiltical ciout of the
junior colleges. in addition, vocattonal and technical schools got
another $18.9 miliion. >

_Other major appropriations inciuded $8,824,956 for the University of
t. Mississippl medicai school, compared to the current $7,255,882; and
., $8,766,331 for the schooi's teaching hospitai, compared to the current ~
figure of $7,495,000. The medicai school expects to get another $i1.1 '
miliion from fees and speclal sources, while the hospital expects
another $19.2 miliion from simiiar Sources. : ‘

The University Sf Mississlppl nurslﬁg school wiltl get $793,229, the
-USM nursing program 5}.2 million, and the Mississippi University for
Yoren nursing program/$i,077,238. . ’

‘i Lawmakers aiso designated severai university construction projects for
prepianning, with the actual construction to be authorized and funded
later. The projects inciuded a $2.5 miiilon marine education center at
Guif Coast Research Laboratory; a $3.5 miiiion industrial technoiogy
\bul Iding at Alcorn State; a $2 mi | 1lon physical education Instructional
facliity at Deita State; a $5 miilion assembly buiiding at Jackson State;
a $2 mlillon ciassroom buiiding at MWW, and a $6 miilion technoliogy
bul 1ding at USM. -~




