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SUMMARY oL S - '
o - Seven hunﬂred and eig'hz‘,;y—thz_:*ee students responded to the Autuwnn Quarter 1975 ‘
survey,. oni questions related to.the allocation and'use of mandatory student fees
T . and opinion tovard Interngtional Students. The respondents wecommended a broad
, . base of support for most services, from University resources and user fees' as well
) as student fees. Selective pruning of services,.reductions in prograns, and charges .
. to users Zere advocated as preferred ace¢gmmodations to possible reductions in funding
o " or increabed costs. Asked to allocate a hypothesized increase in studept fees,
b the largest number of rféppndents named Finanetal Aid gs most deserving. *
- - " The large majority of respondents had méé Inter;zat'o;tal Students, ‘and con~ - .
. sidered them as contributing viluable diversity to the [UW. ¢t .|
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Introduct1on e
Since Spr1ng-Quarter, 1974 ‘ehe ‘Office of Student Affa1rs has sponsored
the series of studies of student opinion which have been conducted by, the

¢ . -

Educational Assessment Center In each of these survevs a randomly/selected =
samp]e of UM students has responded to 1nqu1r1es about ut111zatlon af‘éﬁaﬁ“““ .
satisfaction w¥th University programs, 3e vices, and fac111t1es. This. report

:presents the results of the f1fth of this ser1es of's}ud1es, cehterlng on-

quest1ons/abgut the allocation’ of monies from the. mandatory Studenf Fees\pa1d

by, a1l Students for Serv1ces and Act1v1t*es., In add1t1on¢ th1§ survey 1nvest1gated
students perceptuons of the Internat1ona1 Student popu]at1on at\the UW. '
.r The survey co1nc1ded w1th conS1derabTe pub11c1ty about the amOunt and]Jse
‘of Student Feei. Both the student government (ASUN) and newspape (UW DAILY)

1nvest1gated and commented. on this subJeet and it was antic1pated that there .

would be aroused student. 1nterest wh1ch wpuld 'stimulate a high 1eveT of response
- to the questionnaire. This did not pd)ve to; ‘be the case: ~Only ‘784 tudents .
) responded 43% of the total sample.*\ The data present'no obvﬁ00s exp anations

for -this d1scourag1ng number, which may haVe resulted from pure]y mech§§1ca1

. factors, such as mailing. date, format, or'wbrd1ng More substantive re sons,
however, may be ref]ected It may be\that students fe]t ‘their v1ews on
controvers1a1 subJect were adequate}y represented by the off1c1a1 spokespg sonsn
or agenc1es On the other hand the’ 1SSUe may *in rea11ty have been conS1d ed )
1nsagn1f1cant by the student body as a who]e St111 a third poss1b111ty m3 ht !
bg.that many students feel that they 1ack suff1c1ent 1nformat1bn about the vi rﬁous'”
programs and bhe1r'fund1ng patterns to make the judgments the quest1ons ca]]efi

for. A number of phone calls request1ng more 1nformat1on or. haw the questionsi

" were to be answered’ support this view. 7

v The quest1on of ‘response- rate is 1mportant Tn that it 1s

to the validity of survey findings.

random]y selected members choose not to rep]y tends to ‘he unrepresentat1ve of
.the population as a wgple The self=:§ jg]ected_(respondents may speak only for

. . ‘some restr1cted range of op1n1on, and thus present a biased p1cture of the -igsues. ’@
; P2

v o e e . e e o e ' :
< N i~ , )""" . 4’ ‘l'
~

*While the reSponse to one of the earlier studies in the seriesj on intares
child care and the ASUW Women's Comm1ss1on (EAC-211) was equall
age of rephe%to other studies have been substa,nt1ally h1ghe s rang1ng fyom
53% tp 74% .
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< ., In the présent case, this’ poss1b1hty suggests that t-he resu]t.s <hown in; th1s
report “should be _interpreted with more caut1on than 'is normaily w?rantea

.

A - As in the prekus surveys of th’ls series, the issues to bé &Studied werk chosen ',
. '~‘ by members of the Ofﬁce of Student Axanrs Survey Conmttee, jhased on requests
’ frem Umvers1ty groups. In particular® the questlons on Int nat1on3ﬂ Students

'owere sugéested by-the Commitiee on International Students Se vices. and Programs, .

\ ‘while t.hose on Services and Act1v1t1es fund1ng were\qes1gn “to be of use to the 4 S
Servicesand Activities Fees Thmittee (SAFC). The 1ntrodu tory 1etter and . g
quest1onna1re for this study‘appears as Appendix A. )
‘ In the tab] es and, f1gures wh1ch ﬂo'ﬂow, percentages

.~ .
3 Y

based on th\e number

. - o .
- .
L

LN

e TabTe A

t . - \
- . .
: : v .

g 'C]ass Member:iship of Respondents™ and Al1-University ‘Populdtions o i
~— . B ’ . . ' . . . ".’;’ :
ST S =~ -3 of UW ; .l'* % of s/ / .
) CL o d : { Population . ' | Respondents . /., // - .
. Freshmen - ‘ - ‘L5t 7 . R .
Sophomgres . T . 9 N > o
Juniors . : ' . -%9 s 19 i
Seniors \ v 19 ‘ 23 * a . .
raduate/Profess1 al . ' 24 \;' 34 / , /
-5 S e o T 8 A

v

, The part1c1pa ion of Graduate/Profes’mona] students wWas Unusua'ﬁy high, ¢ompared .
A to previous stuydies.” Despite these d1screpanc1es, a a'lys1s\sby class ye r d1d /‘ :
. not show cpns1stent differences begween c]asses in responses to the qu st1ons o
o' ., | Ana'lyses of. the ta by sex of *‘respondent d1d not shiow strong or syste atic ’

} e d1fferences between men and women f\spondents Wherle“siich’ différences d/O‘ appéar,
\ .

. '
' * . . ‘
. a . - ¢ . '
-

vy A

'; fo they are noted in the text. .

t > - /

. i - . -

o 5' *University of Washington Autumn Quarter, 1975 Statistics -
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Resu]ts--Sgrv1ces and A0t1v3t1es Fees Fund1ng . ‘

The - respondents tended to recommend funding €rom SAF at a 1ow 1eve1 for
a]l ldisted actTv1t1es W1th the exception of the Recreational Sports Program,*
which was supported at a/§emewhat higher Tevel thancother cho1ces As Table 1
shows, on]ytvery small_nunor ties would d1sa1]ow all f1nanc1a] contribution from-
tudent fees for the programs, although ch11d care, and the Ethnic Cu]tura1 Center )
‘ ranked be]ow other offer1ngs in student responses on this question. WOmen
’ respondentsr as might be expected, were more 1ﬁke1y to suppart SAF fund1ng for

child care., They also 1nd1cated h1gher support for the Ethn1c,Cu1tura1 Center.
”o T . . . S
R ; ~Iab1e1

) ’ e . ':\
\ -

Percentage of SAF Funds, to be Alocated -to Serv1ces,and K&t1v1t1es (Nh721)

% of Respondents Recommend1ng Each Level of Support Fr0m SAF Fund1ng

N

Service or Activ1ty _; No funding 01-20% 21 40% 41 60% 61- 80% Over 80% e
.- &

.“Recreational sports T 6 76, 3
*HUB and South Campus/Ctr 2 8 :
Hall Health Center/ 8 . 12
Student Activities™_ . ... 3 .k, 9§
.Child care . . 14 - 84
“Ethnic Culturgl Center ' ™~ 15 ' 85,
- t ‘.,, .

. who shou]d supp]y the money to support these programs was 1nvest1gated in
Question 2, wh1th asked the respondents to' 1nd1cate both the source of support
and the share of fund1ng from that source for each of a number of services Ynd,
act1v1t1es For the'most part the respondents recommended'a distribution of E

. financial contr1but1on over the three sourcez’]1sted, a]though this distribution;
was by no means even. ~ Desptte the infrequent use of several of the serv1ces,‘
shdwn in Table 3 (page 12), on]y a minority advecated cutt1ng off all support
prOV1ded by student fees, even’ in the services.lgdst often ut111zed Women
advocated a h1gher proport1on of support from user fees Yor recreat1ona1 sports

,programs‘and more support for the Ethn1Q;Cu1tura1 Center from Un1vers1ty resources

*and student fees than did men among the respondents The mean percentages o
recommended appear in Tab]e 5 as do the figures representing the\proport1on of

students who would deny any Tﬁnd1ng from each source for the named serv1ces .




. ' R@commended SOUrces of Fund1ng for Programs .
ST '\ - ‘ ¥1§” oo " Mean' % of - e
- o T S W % . . recommehded funding
N w -, Ty from each source
o N . ¢ S N .
Recreational Sports Student fees ¥ , 29
A b . University Resourtesa: 30 .
- Ly £ User feey - . . % 35 .
-7 N ' ‘.t\. . - .
) ,E;.:' Mé . \‘ ot ‘d: 7 { | Y 4 Iy -
5 W8 apd South’Campus Ctr. - Student fees =T 0X 43
' fgﬁ - ~.( University Resources “a.y, 3% —
. L _ " NUser fees S R =
: ‘ I S W L m
Hall Health Center Student fees Vi E 42 .
- ' University, ‘Resources . "> . 52
‘ L User fees « =~ -1 e 34
Custodial and Maintenance Student fees - B
(for- all facilities) University Resources 743 '
_ . 3\ User fees - . 26 -,
§tdﬁent Activities Office \Student fees v . .. "~ ~ 77 Ll
-.. .+ Upiversity.Resources - 24
. : User fees - ~ =28 T
Child Care $ 340
B 7R
- 6T 3!*.'*
M . ‘ . ] :.r \
fm * \ : rr\
Ethnic -Cultural Center  Student Fevs LAS F
- PR Universit 5g§ources - 34¢°
. User’ fees - 548 ¢
. v \ . ‘:/ . , ;!‘_l'?'.,‘. ’
N . N Moo *

¢

fPercent of resp. *
who reconmend ‘no -
funding from source

“he 5 - f

o T B0
s

’

-1
-]

2
3,
8
6 N
RCE
23
/8

20

1.
28
56

R N 2
© 60 -

»«S‘A
PR "
50 -

11

23
38, -
29"+
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Respondents were asked t0 select amorig @ number Qf ways of compensat1ng for
pred1cted fund1ng shortages by chang1ng the 1eve1 of services. The_students
wer®e most 11ke1y to suggest seleet1ve'prun1ng, ‘rather than other a]ternatlves, .
a]though add1t1ona1 support ‘from user fees was “also named by a substant1a]v o ‘ .
: group of respondents.- As F1gure 1 shows, an 4ncreasee1n.mandatory fees wsds;T;N_A;T‘A;

4 I AR - . - Ny
°® 1eastj‘P0pu1a:r. - ‘ _ - .. DT A
—~ % \ - <t o ‘{' ) ol ; ‘ 3 , _‘- ‘;
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. ' Drop selected services

4
0

educe support.for se]ected
; services .
- Equal percentage reduction -
> over-all services
w/
Increéase amoynt of mandatory

student fee

Charge or increase user’
fees S
o + ~
,,?"'”Othen
?

A Y

.( >

»-~~7~-<-/' -nomjnatedvChildACare'and_the Ethnic
in Figure 2.. h : l
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' A “sports - ’ o
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/ childcare . —w% o T
' ’ °  Ethnic Cultural Center _13% o S / N
* . Student Activities _ 159 L. }- '
L/ ' Office ° aa ‘ - - Lo .
. HUB/South Campus Cente_é% SO T - )
. S . . ’ : .
> ’ . \\ . ; '
, C;/stodw] and ‘\h 5% . - ‘. . .. ) ,
' Maintenance . i . . . -
¢ e e K , ‘ L ’ .
. Rall Health Center b% . : .
T e - ‘ N
e //- : - . . .« )
4T - Other \\ o

(N=646 - 83% of al1 respondénts). , -
) I ' /"\\ ) ° : . , v
g ... ; : ) . . 4 , Lt oy ’
T ~* ™~ Three hundred -add thirty-six studeqts a]syynarﬁed 5:9;*‘419‘?%1’,0&-,‘2'““*! B '

o

, - R ———

’ b > 4

. . increased uger fees cduld be dssessed as a solution to "grob] ems 6f reduced "‘ ) )
" resources. The most fr:aquent]y'ﬂe,ntidned was recreé't_-ic;figﬂ sports (34%), followed

)‘ . ‘ s \ ) . 7
. by use of {MA'BUM/i/rTg '(16%)7. It is probable that thegzefresponses r:gprjeseﬁ\t\a |

Ve
“ ' ’5“" "

B . B
[y - ‘L s - s

. : . . 7 :
considerable overlap. The services chosen are §hown/1rf,gF1gure 4. .
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*. A1l services
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Recreatiohal sports
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Use of IMA Building

| -
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® .'zChi]‘e'care

Hea]th care

HUB/S{uth Campus Center-s% C

f % . an .
Ethmc ethural Center -4% : . . * ‘ ‘ U
. ' Othel: . F * ' 2% - B . v
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. o 0 0 -] 20 . 30. . V40 . 50
, . vl '-: - Percent naming - |
, 2l {N=336:- 43% of a]] respondents) ‘ v . -\ ,
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" A second questien on services mhith shou]d'not be funded from student fees .
* was asked yﬂaependently of the issue of 1imited resources. It is of course -

.a o poss1b"le tRat students v@o named such services were®influenced in their’ thmkmg

by cons1derat1ons of cost, but’ they may equaT]y have made their decisions on, the
.basis of other criteria; such as the1r evaluation of the need for or efficiency -[5\“’1

of operat1on of the°service.
e]1m1nat1ng one or more services.

For whatever reason 673 *students recommended : \

A (.
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Five hundred twenty-nine\re§pondenps, on the other pand;,named services,

E2NY . 1
£ . -~

which tha'ey Afelt should be added,iaﬁ]though these often_were An the nature
(' of exp;ansmns of'ex1st1ng offermds This overlap in numbers ‘ind-icates
- that. the students, were making thoaghtful decisions on the desirability of

.- \
individual-services, rather than s1mp1y reacting to an impulse to cut or

- m————

expand Suggested additions an de]etlons, not directly related to fundmg

d §. .

1ssues, are shown in F1gures ]

. Figur‘é 5 T
‘ Listed Services and Actnh’tiii Which Should Not Be Funded
N : .4 )
L4 : .
: . Pl - » :o . . ‘ v "
Child care . N 44%
. R ! i . . .
Ethnic Cu!tura] Cer?ter_ - 229
‘Custodial and -~ - \3% - oo ’.) ‘
M\aintenange« : S : . D, T ..

- ; v 4 . .
. . 3 Ny

Recr‘gétio/nﬂ sports B ' .
\\"H\a” Health 'Center" ) 'FM .
) . . ; .

| ‘/ OFEST‘_% RS | '
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c N The\strong ad\focacy for support of‘ Recrehtwna] Sports which 1s hown
? ) .‘.‘i" Tables 1 and ould 2 ggest that these are h1gh1y popular offerings. ~ K
Iﬁis is indeed the case When the students wergiasked abagit the]r famﬂ]amﬁ
w1 th services and activi t1es, 99% reported at Yeast~some know]edge of “the ‘

i program This 1eve1 -of fam111ar1ty was exceeded on]y by the 100% of the
_. '1.‘ ’ respondents. who had. heard of the HUB and/or_the South Campus Center. Know-
? tedge of thesignd othez services ‘are shown in ngggre 7. .: R NN
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s use was somewhat moﬁe\fiequent \Men*\on‘the other hand,sreported more frequent
Table\s g1ves these figures.

-

ad

) o
P Coe :

Aimost tpree duanters of'the?students-ieported frequent use of the HUB
or South Campus Cejﬁer;\uh11e a somewhat smaller group acknowledged their, -

utilization of Custodial and Ma1ntenance services.

that they often used recreational sports facilities.

responses, “it-should be noted that some activities are by their na ure used‘on]y
1nterm1ttent1y, while we would expeot that others, such as custod1a1 services or

child care, would be used regularly if at all. 1In add1t1on, it.appears probable,

ey

In 1nterpret1ng these

More than half also sa1d

that some of, the respondents at least, may have neglected to report, that they

- had used§a§;g£l;;e in the first part of the question, simply notﬁpg g_frequency
in the sectnd hus, only 13 students indicated that/they had used child care

services, a]though a7. answered the question on frequency of use.

As many women

as men;sa1d that they had eVer\used Hall Health Center, a]though the women's

-participation in recreatio

. e ’

sports.

L

‘s

(% reporting ever hav1ng used)

6 or’ mone ‘times

" 54

11

32

14.

\ Freqguency- of Use of Serv1ces
‘ v ' * Frequency of Use Per Qﬂarter
Service ' Once 2 - 5 times
"Recreational’ sports L
(n=555) 14 . 32
HUB/ SCC. - . AR
N (n=724? 5 . 4
Hall Health Center < )
(n 480) - -. 56 . 87
- "4 ,
Custodial and ,maintenance ’ L
(n-183) r 18 ]g
Student Act1v1t1es Off1ce . . .
(n=176) . - 47 ) 42
'Child care Ny | -
(n=47) . ) 40 N T 28 2
: , ) v 4 \
Ethnic Cultural’ Center . v o
9 (n=118) ff:i 53« . 34 >

!

-
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The respondents who no d

an imn
<:-tﬁem”to“11'éate

ass

. Way 1n\ﬁhich money
* should be_§pent

Z
e

v

'F1nanc1aL,a&d

Salary incr ses
. poe
. SAFC

'Instruqtiona],support
' TmprOVed library service

~~Instruct1ona1 med1a

activities—
/..___/
' Buikdings and phys1ca1 "
plant '

at the UW.

AthTe‘/ys
1

fees,

/

|

AN

. ubt were familiar w
*" on\the poss1b111ty of 1ncrease§\tuTtion\Edsts, were asked\to~assume that

ase of $60 pexyear had been 1mposed

The

is amount of money ney over—a number of potentua] r§c1p1ent
) serv1ces and fao111&1es*e_wh41e~from one- f1fth to one-half gf the students
" ,//Ahoselto ’cl’e’:fy’/dmtwna] funding to eac-h of the- n\med serv1ces, very

igned eyprpx1mate]y the
ch serv1ce or

ith much recent. discussion

quest1onna1re requested

m11ar

N

ame amount to each. The
§>a§311ty, and the perc b

Departmenta] 1nstruct1ona1'

ie-\ ‘\ f o
Table 4 SRR T
A]]ocat1on of Extra Tuition . ' Yy o
" Mean dol}\\> > % of respongenfs/u;o/' o ,J
amoant rec ended recommend-To, fund1ng . |
for each service~.. | for &ach service - - |
P - - 77 _‘:F% / - \
TS50 - | e, 2 0 L
14000 S o~ ~
; 760 fo42 ‘
6\%0 48, o
- e ’ s ' w-\"g\
, ¢ 110,10 28
7.10 39 ’ e
9.50 = ° No29 - T
' . 6.30 47.
< l A

1owed'by reliance on Un1vers¥ty subs1dy

Nin y Six percent of the students agireed that the Un1vers1ty shouTH y
grams o - assist phy538§?;~rhand1capped students The med1an percentages \
of support recommended for such programs, from each funding source was 15% from
SAE,'45% from University Resources, and 5% from user fees. ’ ' ‘

~

- Re]iénce on user fees'for support or programs and services:'suggested
by th? previous responses‘of many students, appears again most strongly in
answer to.a question on the recommended sources of support for Intercollegiate
By far the most frequent response was to- name spectator

F1gure 8 shows these choices.

I
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’ Opinions on International Students. at the UM ’ ,

: P The second part of this survey 1nve$%gated the student op1mon on

P ' JInternational Students. The respondents'*mp ess1ons were based. on at )
least some sersonal know]edge for ;he most part, s1nce.very few repo&:ted

, .no contact with students from other coun‘trnes As F1gure &shows, this contact
was_at least occas1ona1 more than rare for a 1arge maJor1ty of -respondents. . °

..~ // \ i ‘ ' - |

{S / , ., ] °. L . : : . .
) ) . Figure 9 -
Y ) : + - ) ' t/ ) ’ * I3
[ 2 Frequency of Contact with Interhational Students )
. N |

. .
\ . |

: ] Frequent B — 23g ¢ N Co
® ’ o ~ i ) - e ‘ . ’\~ , . w
© oo Occasional —44%

Rare . —28% . ‘ »
® ' _ . .
® ‘- : . e -~
Never occuts - 5% x 2

* ‘ -~
s 0 10 20 30 70
. » »
. . [ . 28 .
ct ' . . AN Percent naming -
. , . BN . -3
k_‘_: i " - - , > ) K -:"“-:i . .
. - . \_ . , . k
I In order to ascertam a genera] 1mpre551on of J:he respondents percept1o‘n - v
. . of the characterigtiTs o znatiogal Students, ‘the “gquestionnaire presented 7 ’\,
L amad

a set of polarizgd descr1ptor aoJe t1ves, and asked that the Internat1ona1
Students be.ratgd along these d1mens1ons .. As might ‘be expected, the respondents

®. ' Usteretd—their rat1ngs to'\yard the center’of the d1str1but1ons, as F1gure 10+ L
7 shows. It is, of course, alsd poss1b1e that recogmt1on of the soc1a] values - w_
of positive opinions may have.discouraged some respondents from makmg less N
‘ fuorabge ratings. The rather high number of. "No opinion" respgnses may include "\'
g some\of these 1nstances, as. well as those which simply represent 1aCk of - -
M _interest 1 the subject., - , ot o ’ )
. . 7 . ”
. 18 . )
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._'the quest1on on whether International Students should pay the same or higher

«

e

‘ - Loar- ‘
. q . .

! . -

a The 254 respondents who noted other characteristics~5f Interndtional

Students tended to give favorab?e restatements of the items jn the'previous ot

question, a]thOugh 29 mentioned d1Tf1cu1t1es in language owgCommupication, “#hnd

26 commented on International Students'’ 1nterest in Amer1can people and l’ »

customs. ¢ ' . )
A]hdst\all respondents (843& considered education to be the prinary

reason for, students from foreig countr1es to. attend the UW. They were

usually viewed as benefiting the Un1vers1ty by/prov1d1ng 8iversity, (90%

of responses) At the same time, 255 respdﬁdents identified some disadvantages =

to the UW associated with the Internat1ona1 Student popu]at1on For .the

most part, these d1sadvantages were seen as,the contr1but1on to soc1a1 or **\

political disruption (47%) or as drains on scance resources (26%) The . oot

concern with the allocation of resources F]so appearedt1n the' résponses to T

TuTtfor thap resident (in-statg) student# In th1s case, 69% oﬂ\the respondents
advocated the h1gher tuition. The1r reasons,for th1s answer were most often-
related to the fact that res1dent students, paying the taxes wh1ch help 3upport
the Un1vers1ty, should have the advahtage\of lower charges N ) ’ y

£

.




V0 Discussion .. s
Services and Activities Fees .

~

- e P =

The respondénts on this survey»e‘Xpressed a preference for d1str1but1ng - ‘
the. sﬁ'bport for most of the listed activities over more than one source of -
funding;- with emphas1s on user fees for the services used by the fewest.
Only a smalT minority of students recommended cutting off all student feds~ -, ]
fundmg for any of the activities, or services cited. The 1arges’t&ndmber saw \
i% to 40% as being an appropr1ate contribution feom any one source. Thus,
® by 1mp11cat1on, they appeared to support a principle of approx1mate]y shared "’ e
fundrng from student fees, the University, and user fees for most activities.
When the usua] fund1ng -was presented as 1nadequate the respondents - \
‘ most often suggested} reduced. support for certain activities or increased user
® fees ‘as solutions. The most fr,equént]y cited services to.be eliminated were '

) child care and the Ethnic Cultural Center, and an 1n¢{rease in student fees :a,s>
the least popular action which coulq be .taken. No single dctivity was nominated
for reduction by more than 23% of the students. If an increase 1n user fees -~

o were to be 1mposed 50% of the respondents’ felt this should be apphed to
o, recreational spofts and IMA- building use. In this survey, as in previous stud1es,.
s /students report little use of ,~and’ 11t’91e suppor\\for/f activities viewed as" .
Rl serving an easﬂy Jdentified m1nor1ﬂy tituency, such as child care and the '
.) N Ethn1c Cu]tura] Center. The féehng at recreational sports might weH be
~ asked to pay more of its own way by no maans indicates that it is n’Unpopu]ar__ )
service. Next to the HUB these programs were the mosrt' widely ecogmzed and
2 _utilized oﬁ the seryices studied. )
,‘ ) N ¢ The respondents were asked to aﬂocat ypothe 1zed increase of $60 T
in year]y tuiltion costs. Rather than.use the money for any single program or '
service, the maJor1ty aflvocated spending, it in ways similar to the d1str1but1on .
of student fees, shared agong a number of 0pt1ons./ In part1culan,_1.q£neased.‘-» .

® Financial Aid was supported.- . . = E

Reliance on user fees aga1n appeared in answer to a question ‘on’ sources of

support *for Interco]]eg1are Ath]et1cs An overwhelming 88% chose this means o
>
for financing these activities.



International Students ' . t
Ninety-five percent of the respondents report some contact with Inter-,

nat%ona] Students, and this contact has resulted in génera]]y positive
evaluations of. the academic any social characteristics of students frogL‘
-other gpun;ries. They are,viewed as contributing desirable diversity 4o
the Univérsity community, althéugh at some cost.of disruption and drain

on scarce resources. It was considered appropriate that International

Students pay the higher tuition costs of non-residents. :
. * '/' ’

>
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Dear Student: ' \ ~ -

Each quarter you pzé/a Seryices and Activities Fee of $37.00 as
part of tuition. The fées support a variety of programs and facilities
for students at .the UW. This.quarter the Opinion Survey sponsored by

the 0ff1ce/bf Student Affairs will study questions related to how these
fees should be allocated. In add1t%on,sop1n}ons on international ®
students at ‘the University will be investigated. As in previous quarters,
a random]y selected sample of stuge2§§/peéE%§es a questionnaire, to be

., completed anonymous]y and returned—to the Educatiorial, Assessment Center

fo tabulation. az?SU]tS of these surveys prov1de 1mportant input
" to the Uni erSTfy/s ecision-makingprocesses, as expressions of student

¢

You- hgve been se]ected to pé;ticipate-?n the Autumn, 1975 Survey.
Your respens€s on this quest1onna1re will represent the opinions of =
.many_otfer students on issues which affect all members* of the University
/;onmun1ty, While your particiPation-is vo]untary, your assistance 'will
help to ensure the validity*tof the survey's results. Your name will
not be associated in any way with your _responses, which we -hope will
be7as frank as possible. If you wish, you may om1t any o quest1ons
you prefer not to answer. //// . \
c.‘Q' ' ./ ' N
Please comp]ete the.questnonna1re, and- retugn it in t enclosed
post-paid envelope .as soon as 1t 1§ convéﬁignt If you have any
questions about the survey, or “mor information, please call me
or Jeanne Holm at the Office-d qudent ffa1rs, 543- 4972 Thank you’
vepy much for your—eooberat1on
- . X \ A . ’

‘S1ncere1y,

%m,

Jud1th Fiedler
-Assistant Director,

1

Enclosure
. o

. .
.- .
. .
b - .
N v
. v . - . '
X R o
K o~ . 23
) ) ‘ . .
’ . N
.
h

1400 N .E. Campus I’arkzjvay, Room 453, PB-30T' / Telephone: ( g,bd )_543—12"7b
. : 4 ’ = A »
' , B . - Lo -
\ H
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Autumn Quarter 1975

. Student Affairs ‘Survey.

Services and Activities Fee Advisory Study .

’ P 2

Each quarter University of Washington st?ts pay a Sery# i jJ(ities fee of $37.00 as part of
their total twitign. Part of this fee is manf&ted by the sjfis e Board of Regents for certain specific
programs or servi es;"s’uclg as ASUW, student publications @R tudent Loan Fund, etc.. Approximately
-+ $R7,00 is allocated by the Services and Activities Feggfmmitie€, gcomposed of 7 students nominated by the

" ASUW ‘and GPSS and_ appointed by’ the President of the ' S
For 1975-76, the Services and Activities Feg?
as shown below.. For each of the services,?

~ Y - ~ '

oL . . What'% Should Have -
Service or Activity—— 4 Been,A1located for 1975-76?

Reéreationa] §por1)ts programs (e. o
sports club;s etc.
— -
Student Union (HUB) and South
- Centé ° - . .

7 v
Health (Hall Health Center)
Custodial and maintenance (HUB,.Séuih
Campus Center) . .

Student Activities Of‘fice

. .Chi'ld care

Ethnic Cu]_tur‘gx.]~ Cent

4 4

ihat should be- the'.sburce of funding. for each of these@'viceg or pr‘ograms? ‘For each_oné h'.sted' below,’
please write in'what % of total funding should come from each source or sources you think should be used.
You may choose one squrce for.total funding, or more than one for partial funding., . o
. * , ) . ., - - .‘ 1] / \ .

:( o . - L. . How should this sevrice

o ' e or activity be funded?,

. ’ . ’ . /

- « . ;/%/from % from . % from
. “Present source —" Student University. User
-, e of funding "~  ,</%_Fees Re3burces Eees

¢

. " Recreational sports programs Student ‘Univérsity‘ User
.o ~fees resources  fees

. - HUB and Séuth Campus Center - Student User
: : N . ) fees  fees

v

Hall Health Center , ' “Student -
. . - fees

- .

d. Custodial and majntenance // Student
(HUB, South Campu Center) , fees

“e. Student Activities OFfice Studefit
) . 4 fees
// ~
. f. Child care . Student User .
- ’ ) fees——fees
LT
'g. Ethnjc Cultural Ccnter < Student
. ’ fees
KX




%
3 Present estlmates suggest that 1nﬂat1on and increasing costs will make some changes in the levels of

funding necessary. Which t_ypes of changes do you th1nk should be made? (Please check any wh1ch you
, would approve)
o’ - .

‘a. Drop one or more Services or activities - Nhich(ones?

. ’ .
.

X -

v *

|} .
B. Reéduce the amourt of support—fGr one or more services or altivities - Whig/one/??“’

«

~ » .
?]Impose an -equal percentage r'educti,(_m over all services or activities

d. 'jncr'gﬁse the amount of studenf, fees. paid by a1l students‘

“ I - i 3 3 I 3 ,’-
e. Charge or increase fees for the use of certain services or activities - Which ones?

]
'

f. Other (p1'ease' describe) *

4. Are there any of the listed services or activities which should @:dbe funded from student fees?

No

Yes - Which ones? - ‘ LA

- . - .J\‘
Are there any other serv1ces or act1v1t1es, in addition to those already sponsored which should be
, funded fr'om student fees?

o
.

Mo “

/ Yes - What are they" -

—— e - - - - = RS . '

/ - .
. .
6. What is your familiarity with each of these s’ervi:h‘ activities?
— , N P

Never o -~ How often dbr‘ing
heard He Used a _ymca] quarter? ‘
of it of it ~Onee -5 times 6 or more
r 4




.

) ’ . e . ’
‘ . . N ‘ : M ) ' .
oy 7 ' , . -3- f\ -t Lt ’

] [} i . v -
*7. If tuition were to beg ihcr ased” by $6‘0 per year, ‘how.much of the extra money should be spent in,

)
e * Y

“each of the following ways? .

® s L0 . . Anjount of 8 - How should this
) L b ~» extra funding extra mongy be used? -
L B . ¢ - P .
a.. Financial aj‘d to students ,
b. Faculty and staff salary increases ! ’ N
;" . > c. Services and Activities Fees Chmmittee v/ ’ . t
o (allocations to services and programs) .
B ) ~ -
d. Instructional support . office staff and supplies). J
g e. Improved 1ibrary. services ] ’ J 'j, )
f. Instructional media (audio-visual, 'c']osed-( . L .
« circuit T, etc.) b ' - ] .
‘ g. Department related instructional activities ' co Ty
1 (1anguage labs, tutorial center, etc.) v s
. . -w .
h. Buildings and physical plant (rgnova\tio'n% L. 2 . -
and new construction) - : %0.00 < .-
0 e )" 3_? . b2 .
8. How should intercollegiate ath]eticsfe-financed? (Cneck one or mare answars) . . .
. a. Spectator fees ‘ " o ' ‘ S )
. b Univér;ity subsidy from general University funds ’ . o, o s N |
- ! ca' Subsidy from student fees ) ' ’ IR P,
) ' v : T . |
d. .Limit the programs to those which can be funded from gate receipts é .- e . SRk
. - - ) e c 7 x o ~
« . e. Other (please describe) | . ‘ N
* L ; o ' ] )
9. Do yos think the University should have programs to assist physically handicapped students? .
.. .o . ) 2 w . . . - ~
- No - ) C ’ ! o s
. - - ) e LR
L ) &q - l_iow—shouts,d*money to:provide these programs be provided? o .. .
.- ° £ % from' > . "
. . " % from University - = from e N '
® . . student-.fees Resources user fees v ' ’ "
I ‘ . . <100 A F
i . ‘ ) . ) R . - . L " PY
10. Services and Activities fees have funded a number of buildings K£or student services on gampus,' such as £
Schmitz Hall, the IMA Building, the South Campus Center, etc. If funds are available, do you think other.,
® . , student service facilities should be built with Services dnd Activities fee funding?
N ' ' C o — . .
___Yes - What facilities should be built? : s (“’”\ .
b - e . . . . }
AR . ‘ ' e i
’ b : : . A ’ ..‘ * ) ’ : " ‘
- . ! - . . v - ! L4 .
r . . - . 26% . " . - /
] o . & , ‘,‘ ) ‘ s B - I \ :‘ ' /
¢ ’ . ] S ' .
. ) '/ - ~ . . . . ‘
. . S -~ . - ) e . , M 7 °
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Internatmna] Students at }' Umvers'lty of Wash'mgton

- . TN

13. What contact have you had wi th students from other countﬁes" (Sheck all that apply)

a. Mo contact PR L
. : s o " ' .
b.- Contact only as students in cTass N L <k T ) 4
7 _c. cContact with 1nternat1ona1 ~Students,in University settings outs1de of c'lass 4
~ e . N
d. Contact in the conmumty away from the Un1vers1ty : \ -

12 Hou]d you cons1der your contact w1t'h 1nterna$‘io%al students .
-_ z’;w" & -

-

Rare -

casional - .- . . . Never occurs

. . - . . \ . )\“ . \
» 13. Pledse 1nd1ca *the, charactemshcs below wh%you\ think apply to 1nternat1ona1 stu‘dents in_general, by \\‘&

checklng the place along the’ ?ca1'e you feel.i ost a\propmate 1 ‘ . ; ,

. " TN e e e
\\.'-4* v e 0T ) L§-‘, .o % o v . ,(,i! : ) " > L .;\s.‘ -~ % l U; \
e 4 . . . ¢ k2 3 4 5L . ‘,\ Opinion -

L > Cee s SR & L S

- . . L. . s L Yt 4- L0 ~N . LN N
] N Rich . , - TN -Poor - .o S
- . Good- students _ T i -Inadequate students ' ~ -
Clannish ~ e - ‘ Friendly, - e
- Have ‘great d1ff1cu1ty ’ * ' tiave11tt1e d1ff1cu\:y e
. adjusting to: Tife v " . adjusting to life :
. .at the UW . the UW ] T
o Hard-vgorking’ ;, . , - \\ Lazy o -
. Interested pmmarﬂy RN . \N\ot interested primarily .
" in obtaining an ' Lo X in obtaining,an_ :
. ~  education in the US N R ) educatmn in the US * ‘~———e_ ° ’
N . " Poorly prepared for ’ ‘ Hell prepared for “the - , 4
R " the University < Un1vers1ty ) O
- Interested pr1mar11y ' .ot Not interested primarily ‘\ . . ¥
. in political or . . in political or - s 1y
. s6cial causes in ¢ : social causes ‘in L .
. the US - . the US o8 : v
. ' ' : ; ) o & ? ey ’ v .
]‘h What other ch\rractemstms do you th1nk are generaﬂy‘ fdi’md m 1nternat1cna1 students at the UW?
;.A\‘ ! T~ ~ . /

2 : i i -
B N 't =

- ¥

15. Has the presence of international students at thewuw affected your gwnexperience\:e:@ T~
No “ - . - I “ I '

Yes - In what ways? -

e e o e .-

16. What do you think are the primary reasons for 1nternat19na1‘students coming _to the Un1vers1ty7

v : \

] ( —, .~ o
- . =
>

~t




17. Inwhat ways can international students contribute to .we uW?

" . ° f-:, A ¢ - - ) , { v Y .-\
.. . \-\ ' =@ & ,
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S‘Q In"what ways could they have a damaging effect on the UW? i ' *ﬁ’ v
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+ 19. Many umvers1t1es in other countmes do not charge different fees‘for Amemcan stydents than for the1r
b + own residents. Do you,feel that the UW should . .

? ., . . t . - . 3
® T a. Charge international students the gamg fees as in-state students N

b, Charge 1ntern;mgna1 students .non- es1dent (higher) fees - Nhy should this be done?
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THANK YOU VERY %UCH FOR YOUR PARTICIPATION. WE WOULD APPRECIATE ANY OTHER COMMENTS YOU WISH TO MAKE
ABOUT THE SUBJECTS OF THIS SURVEY. - . . : .
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UNIVERSITY OF, WASHINGTON

LT t . .
" L SEATTLE. WASHINGTON 98195
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S Dear Student’ A { . .. N N
. Maybe the week which ingc ded an efectwn, mdterms @nd the .
® first sunny day.since September as the wrong time to send you the . )

) Student Affairs opinion guestionnal

"7 ™ Fees and~International Students. - If" ~

o you have‘already compleded and.returne o us, *thank you very ' -

T, Y T our pronpt participation. &Your h&wers *t§ the questions L -
o

e e -_wﬂ] prov.

. JA
.( , s “the aﬂocatmn’ met‘,oﬁ

le source of informagion isigps on - L

* thedes Programs

. I(F'however‘, you have nat yet found
wﬂ] you consider domg\tms “as. soon” as poss1b1e
) . .the“randdmly chosen sample.for this study, yoiir respons é
-~ - - represent, he views.of many other students. It is importanttha
® - Y we dear yqur op}mons ‘on how the fees you pay Should be spent. =~
. © The results of Previous opinion surveys for the 0ffice of Student .

" Affairs have been a significant part of the ion-en-which : —
_decisions wh1ch affect all stu ave been based. ‘ o :

\\!\\ , ‘ P]ease caH or wr1te us if you have any questmn’s about th1s ,
® == survey, or if you wish us to send you another. copy of the questions’
S ‘wa1re Th ‘k you again for your cooperatmn in this study. ot )
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