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Student Affairs Quarterly Survey

Autumn, 1975

,44
,

. Allocation of Serv-ices and Activities Fees and
DpiniOn on international Students at theUW

.Judith Fiedler, Assistant DirectOr

ANIMIN..N Seven hundred and eight)? -three students responded to the Autumn Quarter 1975'

survey, on questions related' to,the allocation and us of mandatory st4dent fees

and opinion toward International Students. The respondents .recommendea broad
. ,.,

,
base of support foremost servies, from University 'resources and user fdeeas well

as student fees. Seleetive pruning of services, .reductions in pTograMS, and 'charges.

to users were advocated as preferred accommodations to possible reductions in funding

or increa.ed costs. Asked to allocate a hypothesized increase in stwlept fees,

the largest number of reeppndents named Financial Aid gs-mOst deserving;
, 4

, ) i

The large majority of respondents had' met Internat'onal Studegts, and con-_

sidered them as contributingvAluable diversi.iy to the UO. .
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*While the response to one of the artier studies in the series', on interes

child care and the ASUW Wormien's Commission, (EAC-211) was equall low,- the

4110 .
Cage of replietto other studies have been substantially highe , ranging f

3% tp 74%. '

--1--,,
s ,.

f 0,

Introduction
.

Sinde Spring,,Quarter, 1974 othe Office of Student Affairs has spon56red

I

. the series of studies of student opinion which have been conducted by,the

Educational Assessment Center. In each of these surieyis a undomlcselected
.

-.

sample of UW,s0dents has responded to inquiries abqut utiliiation -of and(
,,

satisfaction Ath University programs, seryices, and.fNilities This report
. .

p resents the results of the fifib of this serjes of--4udi:et; centering on

questionszaboirtthes allocation' of monies from the MandatOry Studedt Fees ,paid
. .

.,.,
by, all Students for .Services and Activities. In addition, thiS\ survey inves tigated

A._-
students' perceftiam of the Ihternational Studght population at the. UW.

,

The survieji coincided with' considerable publicity about- the amountLint 'and 'use'

.
,

of Student Feg. Both the seuderit government, (ASUW)- and newspape (UW DAILY)

investigated and-commented. on this subject, and it was anticipated that 'there

would be aroused' student,interest.which would :stimulate a high level of response

to the questionnaire.' This did not 'Aye taibe the case: -.Only ,184 tudenti

responded; 43% of the total sample.*% The dalta present no- obvious explanation.

for -this discouraging' number, which may have resulted from purely mech ical.

factors, such as mailing.date, format, or4rdifig. More substantive re sons,

however, may be reflected. It May beqhat students felt .theirviews on

controversial, subje'tt were adequately repiesented by the official spokesp
Az.

or agencies. Op the other hand, the issue mayin reality have been consid

insignificant by the student body as a whole. Still a third possibility mi

that many students feel that they lack sufficient informatiOn about the v

programs and their fundinglmtterns to 7Make the judgments the questions call e

sons

ed

ht '

'rious

for., A number of !Shone calls requesting mare information on w the questions'

were to'be answered'support this view.
0

The question of -response- rate is important in that it is directly related

to the validity of survey findings. ksample which is
\

small because many of

randomly selected members choose not tb reply tends to 10e- unreprksentative of

.the population as a wple. The self71,01ected4respohdents may speak only for

,
'some restricted range fif. opinion, and thus pre ent a biased picture of the 4

1 '/.. f
i

i... A I

c'

in

ercen-
OM



) *
In the present case, this"possibilitY:suggests'tqt-the results shown %this

report should be interpreted with more caution that is normally v4yrante4.-'

As in the prevtous surveys of als series; the issues to be studied Werb chosen

-2-

.

I

by members of theAfficeof Student A fairs Survey Committee, 'based on requests
. .

from University, groups. In particula the questions on Into natioa0tudents
k - _

were suggested ivi-the CoMml'ttee on International Students Se vices_ and prggrams,__

while those on Services, and Activities funding were,iiesign *to be of use to the /

Services and Activities Fees "Clahmittee (SAFC). ThLintrodu torSfsletter_.and

1

Cluestionndire for this study4appears as Appendix,A.-

In the tables .andsfigUres which follow, percentages eimsed tfee:nalber

_

of respondents fpOnd each category; upless otherWise noted.
.1

Demographic Data ,

.
The sex distribution of he respondents corresponde within-1% to that

of the student body as a 'whole. Membersfiip in the vario s class.years, however,

was widely discrepant) with less than half the number b Freshmen that was.-

expected, and increasing representation Vith more ..advan ed class standing.
\4

Comparisons with allUni/ersity statistics* are-shown.1 Taple A.

Table A

Class Membenship.0 Rgspondentsand All-Univer ity'Popultions ll

. Ye

Population Respondents
, L.,._ ...

,

freshmen 1 . 15 7 .

Sophomdres . 14 , 9

Juniors .

.

.4119 lg

raduAe/PrOfes:ill . e 24 ..!

Seniors
.

) 19

...5 . .

.
. .. 7

.

4.

The participa ion of GradUate/Profestional students as Unusually high, ompared

to previous st dies: Despite these discrepancies, a alysi by clasi ye r did

not show consistent differences beween'tlasses in r sOonse\ to 4e qu stion.s.

Analyses of. the to by sex of'respondent did'not sh w strong or syste atic

differendet betWeen Men and women respondents.. Whe e-Such'diffErences dOI appeer;-

they are noted in the text.
i _

23

8
34

*UniversitS, of Washington Autumn Quarter, 1975. Stat stics

. ,
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Results--:-Seivice's a9d AotiOties Fees Funding
/ A

IP..
'

The respondents- tended to recommend funding from SAF at a low le4e1 fdr
,

. o

all listed activities with the 'exception of the Recreational Sports Program,*

which was supported at albfflrewhat higher level than other choi, ces. As liable 1
4

shows, only IWY:smallininorities would disallow all financial contribution frOm-/-

0 Student fees for the' programs, althougti child care, and the Ethnic Cultural Center, :
.

' ranked b;low other offerings in student responses on this qu.estiOn. Women .

4

' respondents,,'. as might be expected, were more likely to support SAF- funding for

child care., They also. indicated highe'r, support for the
,

Ethnic,altural Center,
, .

, --
. 1 !..'''

".

.
,

. - Table 1

I.'

Percentage of SAF Funds_ to be Allocated-to Services,and Arctivities (4=721) -

.- .

T
.

of Respondents Recommending Each Level of Support From SAF Funding

,

Servtce or Activity . Nefunding 01-20%
.

-

Recreational sports
'HUB and South Campus/ Ctr.

2

. 2

16

88

Hall Health Center/ 1 1 86

% Student Activities 3 , 96.

.Child care .

14 84

"Ethnic Cultur.41 Center ' 15. 85 ,

-21-40% ,41-60% 61-80%. Over 80%

_
.

..76,,,, 3 ' 12 /'' -.-

. 9 1 . . ----
.

12 1 .. .--- /) ,

1 , -.1- -

2
,

: --

. Who should 'supply the money to support these programs was investigated in

Question 2, whith asked the respondents to' indicate, both the source of support

and the share of funding from that' source for each of a number of serviceslo.nd,

activities., For the,most part, the respondents recommended' a distribution of

.
financial contributiOn over th9 three source listed although this'distribution-

.

OP
was .by no means even.' Despite the infreguept use of several of the services,

sh)wn in Table 3 (page 12), only a ,minority advocated' utting off all support

provided by student fees, even' fn the set:vies:Least often utilized. Women

advocated a higher proportion of support from user fee5or recreational sports

programs and more support f9r the EthnigkCultural Center from University resources

student fees thanmdid men among the respondents. TheMedn4etCentades

recommended appear in Table 2, as ,do the figure's representing the_proportion of
i

students who would deny any funding from each source for the named services..

4 , ,
',.

: OPP

6
4
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Recreational, Sports

-4-
Ie-

Table 2

Recommended So'u'rces of

.t
4

aid South ,Cam Ctr.

Hal-1 Health Center

, -

. ,

Custodial and Maintenance
(for all facilities)

4
Student Activities Office

Child Caere

Ethnic -Cultural Center

ea.

Funding for Programs

Student fees
University sourtesw
User fee .

n fees
University .Re sources
User fee's

Mean' % of
recommehded funding
from each source
0-

Student fees '',--
Universi-O`Resources
User fees . -

Student fees
University Resofirces
User fees

tudent fees
piversitt.Resour'des

User fees

Stu nt fees
Unive sity Resources
User es

Student ets
UniVersit F),esourc,es.
User' fees _ e

4 0

an.t.

29
30
35

\ 43

52
:.34

59
43
2'6.

77
24

28

I v

34-
32
61 it

,

. 45 4.-?"'..344
iff8t

7

e

,s

'Percent of resp.
who 4ecominend no
funding from source

.13,
8

6

.4f.23

/8
5
20

11-
28
56

1 7

'60

34
40
11

23
38.
29.'

A

4Y.
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Respondents were asked

14predicted funding shortages

wert most _likely to suggest

-5-

S.

. - ! 1, . .

.

, ,
, .

to select among a number ,6f 'ways of compensating for
. .

t ,

by changing the ievel.of serviCes.: The__;studerTis.
.

_ - 4

seltctive 'pruniftg, 'rather 'than otheraltern-ative,

although additional support from user fees. Was
..

also named by a substantial '-

grqup of respondents. As Figure 1 shows, a a: 4-hcreate_irt mandatory fees-m!as -

least popular.

Figure 1

Changes in Level of SerVice:to Meet Funding Shortages

Drop selected services

educe support.for seleCted

services

Equal percentage redUCtion
° over-all services

increase amoynt of mandatory
student feet

Charge or increase user'

fees

Other

A

)

14%

3% 4

3i% t,

47% -

4

54%

10 20 30 40' 50

Percent recommending change ,

'

The, 242 students who advocated dropping o
.

-nomi nated- Chi ld - Ciare,and_ the Ethnic

in Figure 2..

.

mot, vies most often

.
.

-
_enter. Their c dices apyear

.44

.
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'Komi actions for Services to Be Drop d

,
_ .

ZEtpnic 29%

'Sports programs

DAILY

Student Activities
_Office

Not speCifie

*Other '

7%

6,%

(N=382 49% of,a.:11 respondents)

!t far arger

reduced' 7 res

tliopt-ntage

10 4 20 30.

Percent naming .

1

of ci jonsr indidated services which might be

hortages When reductions are considered,

re 3 represe the nominations given.

I' ./

9

$

s-

v
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Figure 3

Nom-illation for Services, to Be Reduced
1

specified

Sports '

Child care

Ethnic Cultural Center

T'

Student ktivities 1-5%

Office ,.

HUB/South .Caritpus- Cente 8%

,

Custodial and
Maintenance .

I-Iai) Health Center

- Other

1 /

(N =646 - 83% of all'responants).
,

2p 30
Percent nami

.

O.

Three iitind ed -arid thirty-six studerzts alsraged services fo,r
Tk.7

. incr,eased wker fees cOuld,be assessed as a solution to problems of

resources.- The mOst frequently mentioned was recreational sports (
. ,,,---- ___,-

4 by use of IMABuilding "(16%). It is probable that. thea,rBsponsest,..i
considerable overlap. The ,services ch. en are shownti lVigure 4.

r

4

which

reduced

followed
represent a
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4

uld be eased

Not cified 4

-All services

Recreational sports

Use of IMA Building

aild.care

. Health care."

HUB / South Campus Center

/ .

Ethnic COturaT Center

7%

5%-

4%

16%

15%,

(the's, 2%,

(N=336\: 43% of respondents)
4

10 20 30 . 1 40 50

Percent naming

A second question on services which should, not be funded from student fees

was asked i/dependently Of the issue of limited resources. It is of course

>Lpossible that students 4110 named such services were' influenced in their'thinking

.by considerations. of cost, but they may equally haveHmadetheir-decfsibns on ,the

-basislof other criteria-, such as their ,evaluation of the need for or efficiency

Of operation of the'service. For whatever reason, 6734students recommended

' eliminating one or more services.

4
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,t

Five hundred itwenty-nne,re Pondents, on the other hand named services,

which they felt should be addedlthough these often.were/l/n the nature

of expansions of-existing offerings. This overlap in numbers indicates

thg,the students, were making thoghtful decisions on the desirability of

ind4vidual -services, rather; than Simply reacting' to an mulse to cut or

expand. Suggested addjticins an deletiofis; not directly related to funding

issues; are shown in Figures d

. ,

/

Figure 5

Listed Services and Activities Which Should Not Be Funded

J

Not specified

Child care
se

Ethnic Cultural Center.

Custodial and
Maintenance.;

Recreation spbrts

4

3%

.sa

1111111111111111111111122%

\3%

all Health Center'

(N.-38

U

111114%

A

/

44%-

tiu

.

I(

-b fb 20 ' 30

,

40 . 1 so'
J..

Percent naming- 4

49% of all respondents) "WI

12, r

"..
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4
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Additional S

4 -

-10- .

Figure 6 4,- A

and Activities Which Should be Funded

Not specified 0

WashPIRG

1111111117%

11111111111=111111111120 .

More ,sports

Increase to other
present serviCes...

More
. 4

Assi stance; to
'hand itaa,e'd

More academic/
counsel ingN

0,41er-A

utorial alin5%

11 - 17%-of all resOndents)

9%

13%

15%

18%

10 20- 30.

4

Percent naming

The strong adliocacy 'fOr, support Of- Recrebtional Sports which is shown
,

,

in Tables 1 and ould ;gest tlqat these are highly. popular offerings.i '2--4

This is indeed the Case: When:the student's we4lasked abaat their familiarib-

- wi th services and activi ties, 99% -reportei At, tTtsome kno,w1 edge of ti(f

'''s,,
program. Tks revel -of familiaritY was exceeded only by the 100% of the

respondents, who had, heard of the HUB and/or the South Campus Center. Know-

> ledge of these and other

,#.

services are
. .

shown in FAOre 7.

13
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Almo$t twee quarters of the students -reported. frequent use of the ,HUB

or South Campus Cp ter-Iwhile a 'somewhat smaller group acknowledged their,

utilization of Custodial and' Maintenance services. More than half also said

that they often used recreational sports facilities. In interpreting these
..

responses, it-should be noted that some 'activities are by their nature used only

41
,Intermittently, while we would exPexpect that others, such as custodial services or

child care, would' be used regularly if at all. In addition, it:appears probable.

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

'4 had used._ servicein the first part of the question, simply noiligq, frequency

41
in the 'sec nd. hus, only 13 students indicated that they had used child care

services, 'although 47- answered the questipn on frequency of use. As many women

as men ,said that they hadever used Hall Health Center; although the women's

- use was somewhat megpent. Iliall,,oirL,the other handreported more frequent
, .

-participation in recreatio sports. Trabte-,3 gives these f igures.,
.

le j

;

Frequency-of Use of Services v

arter.-'

Service Once

Frequency of Use Per

(% reporting- ever having used)

2 5 times 6 orrmore times

Recreational sports

'01=555) 14 32 54

' HUB/SCC.
%

(n=,724) -5 4 * 74

Ha,l1 Realth Center

(n=480) 56
r(,4,

\37-- 7

7. Custodial and ,maintenance

(n=183) , *. 18

Student-Activities Office

19

fl

62

(n=176) . ""- 47 42 11
7*

rhAid care '411J

(n =47) 40 28 32'

c

Ethnic Cultural' Center ...,
(n=118) /".7.1 53 34 14

4..



N, 1

The respondents, who no d ubt were familiar with much recent_disCuSsion

do the possibility of increasejd tui n costs, were asked to assume -that
\,_

an rn ase of $60 per. year had been imposed The.9uestionnairerequdsted

-,,--them-tb-diro-cate this amount of money over -a number of 'potential 7cipient

services and facilikiesWhileTfrom one -fifth, to one -half o'f the students
chuse to additionalfunding to each of the%64med.services, ver;)1mpar

L,--
numbers.of respondenassigqed aiprpimately the ame amount to each. The

,

mean 'dollar amoOnt recommen e -.ch service or cility, and the perc

0

.P.

students who Would

. ,

Way in-Which money
should be_Oent

financial_444

Salary inc r ses

SAFC

allotcoothing-to_each, is shown on Table 4.
.

Instructional, support

improved library servite

-Instructional media

Belcartmental instructional
activitieg

bi;ilitlings.and physical '_

plant

Table 4

Allocation of Extra Tuition .

Mean doll?'
amobnt rec ommended
for each service--...

14,00
..

7:60

-8\ZO

'10.10

7.10

a.
6

9.50

6.30

% of frespond s 'who ;

recoMmend no, funding
for 6 service

22

42

48.

39

29 --

47,

Reliance on user fees for support or programs and services, suggested ,

th, previous responses of many students, appears again most strongly in

answer to,a ,question on thg recommended sources of support for Intercollegiate

Athleti,6*at the W. By far the most frequent response was toname sbeciator

fees," llowedty neliande on Univer:94.ty subsidy. Figure 8 dhows these choices.
4, 1 11

Nin y-six percent of the students'agoieed that the University should ve I

r. ograms to assist phys)Cally handicapped students. The median percentages

of support recommended for such programs, from each fur(ding source was 15% from\
- .

SAF, 45% from University Resources, and"5%,from user fees.

'16
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Opinions on Interriatonal Students, at the UW

The second p'rt of this survey.invelligated the student opinion on

.International Students: the respondents'%impessions were based. on at

least some personal knowledge, for $e most part, sincezve'ry few reported

. no contact with students from other couritnieS. As Figure s Flows , this contact'

was at least occasional more then .rire for a large majority of .respondents. .

o

Figure 9

Frequency of Contact -with International Students

Occasional 44%

\ 1 Percent naming

;..
.

.
,

In order to ascertain a gencral impression of ,Pie respondents' perceptiop,
. r.

of the characteri s o a'tional Students, the questionnaire presented
. ..-,--

a set of po3ariz d descriptor a jectives, and asked that the International

Students be .rat d along theSe dimensions., As might be expected, the respondentS"

ustere eir ratings toTard the center' of the distributions, as Figure 10 ,4

shows. tt is, of course, als6 pbssible that recognition' of the social values v=.

of positive opinions may have discouraged some respondents from making ess

fayorab e ratings. The rather high number of ."No opinion" responses may include

osomf these instances, aswell as those which simply represent ladk of

interest the subject,

18
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The 254 respondents who noted other characteristics-!of Internalional

Students tended to give lavorabie restatements of the items in the previous/
question, although' 29 mentioned difficulties in language olivommuoication.,Cld

S44 '26 commented on International Students' interest in American people and

customs. #

Almos-t\all respondents (84° considered education to be the primary
, , .

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

usually viewed as benefiting the University by 43i4ovIding 8 iversity,(90%

of responses). At the same time, 255 respolients identified some disadvantages

to the UW associated with the International tUdent population. For .the

most part, these disadvantages were seen as, the conti-ibutiOnto social or

political disruption
.

(47%) or as drains on' resources (26%). The

concern with the alloc,ation of resources also appeared in the' rdsptnses to

.
:the questio; on whether International Students should pay the same or higher

ITITtit4 tha,n resident (in- state) students. In this case, 69% ofd the respondents

advocated the higher tuition. Their reasonsifor this...answer were most often

related to the fact that resident students; paying the taxes which help support

the University, should have.the advdntage of lower charges.
0.

4
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Di scus s on

1

-

Services ,and Activities Fees
A

tie

The respondents on this survey_eRpressed a preference for distributing
the,sttport for,most.of the listed activities over more than one source of

fundgrwith.emphasis on user fees for the services used by the fewest.
Only a small* Minority of students recommended cutting off all student fees
fundirig for any of the activities, or services cited. The largest'iiiitauber saw

4% to 40% as being an appopriate
40

con,tril;ution from- any one source. Thus,

.by implication, they appeared to support a principle of apProximately shared'

ft

funding from student fees, the University, and user fees for most activities.
When the usual -funding was presented as inadequate, the respondents

most often suggestedf reduced.support for certain activities or increased user
fees 'as solutions.. The most fnequently cited services to be e.liminated were
child care and the E,thnic Cultural tenter,' and an increase in student fees was
the least popUlar action which coulq be .taken. No single activity was norbinat d

for reducticin by more than 23% of the students. If an increase in user fees
were to be imposed, 50% of the respondents" felt this should 'be applied to
recreational sports and IAA building use. In .thi's survey, as in previous studies,.

'students report little use of ,-and 1 idle 'support r, activities viewed as-
serving an easily _identified minority tituency, such as child care and the
Ethnic Cultural Center. The fdeling at recreational sports might well be
asked to pay more of its own way by nom ns indicates that, it is an 'unpopular,.

ecognized andservice. Next to the HUB, these programs were the' most widely

utilized of the services ,studied.`/
The reSpondents were asked to allocat ypothe

1

in yearly tuition costs. Rather than.,use the money

ized increase of $60
or any single program or

service, the majority a vocated spending, it in way similar to the distribution
of student fees, shared ong a number of options( In particular, al:creased
Financial Aid was ,supporte

Reliance on user fees again appeared in answer to a question on sources of

Support -ror Intercollegiate Athletics: An overwhelming 88% chose this means

for 'financing ,these activities.

1

4
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International Students

Ninety,five percent Of the respondents report some contact with Inter -,

national Students, and this contact has resulted in generally positive

evaluations of, the academic and social characteristics of students from

other cpuntries. They are, viewed as contributing desirable diversity to

the University, community, although 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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Educational Asses-Anent Center

V?

Dear Student:

5

Appqmdi A

IVERSITY WASHINGTON
.-0.,""1-ASHINGTON 98195

rr

.-- November 3;---; 5

4,4

r

Each quarter you p a Services and Activities Fee of $37.00 as
part of tuition. The fees support a variety of programs and facilities
for students At .the UW. This, quarter the Opinion Sur_vey sponsored by
the Office/of Student-Affairs will study questions related to how these
fees should be allocated. In dddition opini-ons on international
students at the University will be investig AS in previous quarters,

40:- a randomly selected sample of students eives a questionnaire, to be
completed anonymously and returne a the Educatiorial,Assessment Center

far( tabulatiob. The resullts of these surveys provide important input
to the Uniyers-i-tY> dkision-making)processes, as expressions of student
tnterysfsand needs.

)
.....

You h e been selected to rticipate in the Autumn, 1975 Survey.
Your respa s on this questionnaire will represent the opinionS of :,-

many er students on, issues which affect all membervof the University
co-rounity, While your partic lation- is voluntary, your assistance 'will

'help to ensure the validity+of the survey's results. YOur name will
not be associated in any .way with your responses, which we .hope Will .

be-as frank as possible. If you wih,ydu may omit any o he questions

4

. you prefer not to answer. / .. \
4,-

Please complete, the.quistrionnaire, and-return it in t e enclosed
post-paid envelope As'soon as iteis cdoryreeitieht._ If you have any
questions about the survey, or tash more, information, please call me
or Jeanne Holm at the Office ,-cif Student Affairs, 543-4972. Thank you
verw much for yourcooperation., , ,

\Sincerely,

f
Jr:bjg

Enclosure

. 4

gat

Judith Fiedler
Assistant Director,

2,3

1p

1400 N.E. Campus Parkivay, Room 453, ,PB-30,/ Telephone: (206),543-1470

4 16,
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. Studeht Affairs Surve

Autumn Quarter 1975

..-
,

Services and Activities Fee Advisory Study

Each quarter University of Washington stu ts pay a Ser
their total teitign. Part of this fee is Man -tar by the. s
programs or servites.l.uci) as ASUW, student publications
,sg,00 is allocated by the Services and Activities Fe
ASUW 'and GPSS and appointed by4 the President of th

. 1. For 1975-76, the Services and Activities Fe
as shciwn below:. For each of the services,

Service or Ac-acitz----

a. Recreational ;ports programs (e.
sports clubk etc.)

b. Student Union (HUB) and ;South a«sus
Centgt

c,. Health (Hall He alth Center)

d Custodial and maintenance (HUB, ,'South
Campus Center)

Ac es fee of $37.00 as part of
Board of Regents for certain specific

tudent Loan Fund, etc.. Approximately
omposed of 7 students nominated by the

ed use of _these funds to be distributed
student fees should be used?

1975-7 What`% Should Nave
Allocation Been Allocatedkfor 1975-76?

e. Student Activities Office

f. Child care

Ethnic Cultural Centg.

2. Inlet should be. the .source
please write inwhat %;of
You may choose one source

OW '

of funoling.for each og theser-iervices or programs? For each one listed below,'
total funding should come from each source or sources you think shduld be used.
for,tcrtal funding, or more than one for partial funding.,

How should this se trice
or activity be funded?,

% from % from . % from
Student University. User

,. Fees Resources Fees

=TOW._ _

4

a. 1 Recreational sports programs

,

. -

Present source.-)--
of funding ,-

Strident Universi ty
'fees resources

b. HUB and South Carpus Center student User
fees fees

c. Hall Health Center t Student Universi ty
fees resource

d. Custodial and maintenance Student
(HUB, South Camput Center) fees

e. Student Activities Office Stude
fees

f. Child care

g.

User
fees

er 4

fees

Student User
fees - -fees

Ethnic Cultural Center - Student
fees

24

= 100%

= 100%

= 100%

=Ibm

= 100%

1
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S.° Present estimates Suggest, that inflation and increasing costs will make some changes in the levels of
funding necessary, Which types of changes do you think should be made? (Please check any which you
would approve)

'a. Drop one or more Services or activities - Whichnes?

b. Reduce the amount of su or-tfone or more services or activities - Whi0 t.

fr

..1Impose an -equal percentage reduction over all services or activities

d. ,,Increse the amount of student fees, paid by all students

e. Charge or increase fees for theiise of certain services or activities - Which ones?
- . . .

f. Other (please' describe)

111k

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

No

Yes - Which ones?

1-
5. Are there any other services or activities, in addition to those already sponsored, which should be

funded from student fees?
4 ,

. No K
N

?

/ Yes - What are they? -

/,
4%.,,

. ,

6. What is your familiarity, with each of these gervicesiM activities?
i 1.

.

Never \ 'f.
How often dliring

,

\-.._ heard Hurd Used a typical quarter?
of it o it :Once 2 -5 times 6 or more
V----

a. Recreational sportyrro ams'

, b. HUB and South Campus enter

e. Student Acti ities Office

Hall Health Cente

d. Custodial and- intenance

f. Child car

g. Ethnic ultural Center

o

41
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41)
8. How'should intercollegiate athletics-bfinanced (Check one or we ansWers)

0
401

f .
-3-

v 4
- .

.'7. If tuition were to 4 ihcr ased
.
by $6 0 per year, towinuch of the extra money should be spent in,

each of the following ways

Amount of 4
extra funding

financial aid to students

b. Faculty and staff salary increases

c. Services and Activities Fees Obmmittee
(allocations to services and programs)

d. Instructional support ,(office staff and supplies)

e. Improved library- services

f. Instructional media (audio-visual,'dlosed-
circuit TV, etc.)

Department" related instructional activities
(language labs, tutorial center, etc.)

h. Buildings and physical plant (renovation ,

and new construction) $60.00

g.

,

How Should this
extra money be used? ,

I

43/

a. Spectator fees

eibs Unvrpity subsidy from general University funds -,.

.:.

.

c,.' Subsidy from student fees . _..'

.... , .

d. ,Limit the programs to those which can be fun'd'ed from gate receipts ...

...-_, ,

e. Other (please describe)
t

i

.

. 3

9. Do yo b.think the Univettsity should have programs to assist p sicaliy handicapped students?

No

A-,
s = How-shoul:Money toi)rovide these programs be provided?

% fromi

% from University from
411. student-.fees Resources user fees

1 Op %

10. Services and Activities fees have funded a number of buildtngs..for student services on spmpus,' such as
Schmitz Hall, the IMA Building, the South Campus Center, etc. If funds are available, do yoll think other,
student service facilities should be built with Services And Activities fee funding?

No

Yes What facilities'should be built?



International Students at University of lLshington

11. What contact have you had with ii4dents_from othei. counties?

a.

c.

-a. Contact in the

12: Would you consider your
4110+

No contact

Contact only as students in class

Contact with hiternational,studentsin UniVersity kettingis outsideof class
.0

check all that apply)

.

community away from.t0e. University

contact with.irreerna.tiAal:students
- ,

Frequent

casional

.

13. Please indidate'the,characteri§tics below while
checking the place along the- keit-yob feel.is

ti

4

14a What

Rich

Good-students

Clannish

-Nave 'great difficulty
adjusting to:life
,at the-UW.

Hard-w)orking

Interested primarily
in obtaining an
edhcation in the US

Poorly prepared for
the University

Interested primg-ily
in political or
social causes in
the US

# 14.

Rare

Never occurs

you think apply to international students in general, by
ost aPpropriate.

.
4

.P00i

Inadequate students

.

other clratteritics do you think are generall,y f4tind

Friendly;

Nava:little difficukty
adjusting to life at
the UW

r
Lazy

-2--'21-11ot interested primarily,
in obtainingon
education in the BS--

Well prepared for-the
University

Not interested primarily
in political or
social causes in
the US

e

in internatiOnal students at the UW?

15. Nas the presence of international students at the UW affected your own experience
b.

, No

Yes - In what ways?

16. What do you think are the primary reasons for internatipnal.stude nts coming_to the UniverOty?
. ..

.

I

2 7



,s

or
17. IA what ways can international students contribute to the UW?

:5-

t

I.
what ways could they have a damaging effect on the UW?

:1,A4
o,

#

19. Many universities in other countries do not charge.different fees'for American .students than for their
own residents. Do you,.reel that the U14 should

a. Charge international students the anle fees as in-state students

b., Charge internItlirThal students non- esident (higher) tees - Why should this be done?
'A. 40 * - -..,_

, _ lavif
Classification formation .

-attheADiversiity?24.

Vii, F,

Sophomore

--Juni

Senior
.. '

e you

Male

22, College___

Major

a

4,
1:

Female

.

, , <:,_ .

THANK'YOU VERY CH FOR YOUR PARTICIPATION.
ABOUT THE SUBJECTS OF THIS 'SURVEY.

:

..
,, , ,!. -e

WE WOULD APPRECIATE ANY OTHER COMMENTS YOU WISH TO MAKE

28 -
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Educational .Issessincnt Csn1.0.

*

Dear Student!
er,

Appendix B

UNIVERSITY OE,WASHINGTON
SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98195

1

#,
*A/ember is 1975

Maybe the meek' which inc dd an election, midterms, 4nd the
first sunny day, since September as the wrong time to send'you the
Student Affairs opinion quesfionna eon Services and ActiOties
Fees abLkinternational Students: If, esaite these distractions,
you have already completed and. returne .f ID us, :thank you very

our prompt participation. Your "11.svers tq the questions
will tproV.i . source of i mit one detisigps an

the .alroctibel5T-Teto0 ' 'the pro Ma's ebs aril *ti et'!

- -

.

Zr,Thowever, you have. nat,yet found portunit respond,

will yod consider gloirighi's -as-.soap-a possible. a me ..: r of-)

_the-randtfli.cliosen sample,for this study, your respons kij- /.

represent_ he viewslof many, other students. It is importanr-t4
we..filear nui- opyrions on how the fees you pay should be spent. -....

The results,of previous opinion surveys for the. Office- of Student

Affairs have been a significant part of the
decisions which affect all stun- , ave. been based.

= Please call or write us
survey, or if you wish us to

ire; 1 k. you again for

,JF:bjg

A

e'

.

.

c

if you Piave. any qiiestionts:about this
send "you another. copy of the question=

your cooperation In this study. '

" Sincerely,

Tudith Fiedler
Assistant DiiAector

a

t

1;

41.

100 N.E. Campus Parkway, Room 453, PR-30 / Telephone: (206) 5434170
ti
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