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ABSTRACT c v . :

) Statistical data and’ summary analyses on the Baelc
Educational Opportunity Grant (BEOG) . Program fcr the 1977-78 award
year are presented in this annual report intended as a status guide
or desktop reference manual. For the first time the report contains
infcrmation based on merged gpplicant/recipient data. The tatles
provide summary statistics fcr cross-year reference and by *ype of
instituticn. Distributicon of  BECG recipients is tabulated by 'student’
2ligitility range, fagily income, grant level, educational cost
rarge, and tyge Qf 'n titution. Cther tarles show the distrikuticn of
Basic Grant recipie grant expenditurass, and average grants by
type.and control of institution; and the d15tr1bu+1on of rec1plents
by state and control of institution. (Author/MSE)
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ERRATA S

E

In May 1979, the Basic Grant Analysis Section issued the 1977-78 End-of-Year
Report containing general information and tables presenting distributions of
recipient characteristics. 1In spite of many hours.spent: checking the tech-

nicdl dccuracy of tho%e tables before the report was issued,'we have subse-

quently found that the recipient income distributions shown;in the‘oztginal
report are incorrect. The coding error which ¢caused the problem has ‘been
corrceted and Table Series 3, 4, and 10 containing the correct income dis-
trihdtléns'nrg attached. No other tables were affected by the errqr. We
suggest that you insert these tables in your 1977-78 End-of-Year Report for
ready reference. Please note that only—d{étributions by .income shown. in the
attached tables were affected. All other distributions, as well as expendi-
ture and recipient totals, are correct as shown in the original report.

The table sertes that needed to be revised are as_ follows: ' L

° Tahle Series Three
v - ! -~ . : . .
v

Distribution of BusiE_Grant Recipients by Studeﬁt'Eligibility

- [ndex Range and Family Income for: -

_ Grand Total Recipients” -~ Table 3A

.(Dupendent Recdipients - Table 3B { ;
~~Indépendent Recipients - Table 3C - .. ;
e  Table Series lour - v B . ;

'Distributig%_of Basic Grant Recipients-by Family Incoine and N
Crant lLével for:. ‘ . /

' ‘5 . . v \
, _ /
Grand Tofal Recipients ~ Table 4A P
¥ Dependent Reclpients : = Table 4B ' | 1
Y Independent Recipients . ~¥Table 4C . - ' .
Social Security Recipients - Table 4D ! R )
Veteran Recipients - Table &4E )
Dependent Veteran Recipients - Table 4F o
Independent Veteran Regipients - Table 4G )
e 5 i
o  Tablg Series Te@ S f -
oy iDiﬁtribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family Iﬁcome‘Réhge
and Education Cost Range for: - , 5
Grand Total Recipients - Table LOA#\ . . oo i
Dependent Recipiqus' - Table 10B ! ) o
Independent Reclipients - Table L1OC - ;

o ] . . ‘ Ve
.~ We sincerely regret any anonVﬁa*Fnce which this error .may have' caused you. .

-
&



DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
. ‘ OFFICE OF EDUCATION S
s BUREAU OF STUDENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
: . ' WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202 (

APR 3 0\1979

DeériColleagde: R En. :

Program "End-of-Year Report™ for the 1977-78 award period. For the first
time, the "End-of-Year Report" contains general information and statistical
tables baséd on merged applicant/rqcipient data.” Also, the report includes

Enclosed for your information 1is the, Basic Educational Oppprgunity Grant

a brief description of program trends for the award periods 1973-74 through-

1977-78, as well as summary tables for 1977-78 regarding various character-
‘istics of Basit Grant recipigats. . _ ’ ) o .

IE is'ihtended that this report be used as a summary status guide or
{desktop reference manugl on the Basic Grant Program. ‘

We hope,that this information wili be useful to you. We appreciat nur
.continuing interest and support of the Basic Grant Program.
] : M - .

xS

.'f ~ X * ' Sincerely, .
! ;- y,\k = ST
/ - o Tl b—arrou ,
’ ¥ - /] t . -
’ e ' Leo L. .Kornfeld
Ty . Deputy Commissioner for

- o » . Student Financial Assistance - . -
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Preface .' . ‘ . ‘Q y
{

For the past several years, the Basic Grant ProgramvﬁnalysiS'Section

13

u

has routinely pfoduded-an End-of-Year Report inten@éd for use as a status
Jguide o; desktop referenee'manual on fhe Program. Be?ause Wf te?hniéai
d}fficulties associated with mergiﬁg millions of records on applicants
and the r%cipient or award data from post;ecqndary educa;idn institutioné?
previbus End-of-Year Reports have been divided into two éections Appli— |
cant - ngtibtics and keciplent Statistics. Disgributions of student char-
acteristics were presented bn "eligible<applicants" and many fesulting
inferences were drawn asshéﬁng that éll eligible applicants contin;ed‘
their postsecondary education plans, actually enroliéd in a school and
;éceived awards. ’I; has aﬁ@ays beeﬁ'recogni?ed that this assumption could
not be supported“In all iéstances. JWith?n the}paSt year, the technicai
. _ o . M _ )

difficulties associated with merging the separate data files have been
e .
: : »

A}

largely overcome.and; for the first time, the universe file consisting

of the”hg{ged applicant and recipient files has been utilized to produce

’ b N ]
‘ , < . - e T Y
% the 1977-78 End-of-Year Report. ‘

\

y

Because the Basic Crant-Analysis Section has decided to use‘fhe merged

appllcant and reclplen! files to produce this End-of-Year Réport the . N

‘

remainder of these prefatory remarks will be devoted fé‘outllning "other

deClSLOHS regardqu the universe file whlch will circumscribe any infer-

ences that,can be drawn about these data.

. ) *




1. Timeliness of Data

L] % : - | *

The data processing industry has developed an axiom known as the "Rule of 90" -
] \

L

regarding ahy.l;rge data processing sys{em. Basically, data processing. ex-
 pgrts recognize Ehat éb‘percegt of ail»rec ds can be ;outinely pfééessed,
‘SUt that 10 percent of the tranéactioqs will concern deteéteg probiems asso-,

ciated with keypunch ;rrof,vmiscoding, etc. Furthermoré,'data processors

anticipaté that 90;percent ;f their time and personnel resources will be

expended in resolving those 10 percent”problem cases.

v
‘

It appears that the Basic Grant Program is not exempt from the "Rule of 90;%
Consequently; the vast'ﬁajority of récords are generally avai&abie for

" analysis ;Hortly after the clos; of the academic year in June, but error
rgsolution on tgg data file requiring hum;n iﬁterventign proceeds at a

painstakingly slow pace as additional records are trapnsferred from various

"suspense]' files to the 'Clean" universe file. . &

< . -
-

The possibility of error is introduced by virtue of incorﬁorating into

the universe of records those which contdin unresolvegd data probléms. On

» .

the other hand, waiting until the resolution process was completed and all

- ¥
records were on the cjean_ file %ould mean that this report could not be
- - T .

T\pub—lished in time for maximum htilizationaof'its,statistics,
: Do

-

‘R‘
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. \\ ) . (
Generally, it?was observed that users truncated or "rounded” numbers to a
considerable degree'for pnrposes;of clarity and simplification. Under

O . i . .
these conditions, the gttempt to achievé~absolutely "final" or "complete' "

tabulations became a spurious effort. A — a
lﬁ ’ ; - L v
Al4o, during the review of interim tabulations fromlincomplete files, .t
» ) ) ) ' . B

was noticed that while the raw numbers in the data cells changed somewhat,

>

the -percentages tended to remain constant or were altered almost imper-

a . . I
teptibly. This signified that the records on the suspense files were

distributed normally throughout the population. Since users appeared more
interestediin.percentage distributions rather than raw numbers,,the addi-

. tional time'requireaﬂto transfer several hundred, or even several thousand,

m . A 4- * . .
more records to the "clean" universé file was not warranted. >

S " - ‘ N o
Finally the decision was made to "freeze" the file in December-and rﬂ%ort ;
all Statistics as collected to that p01nt. In so doing, readers should

- ~ A ]

be aware that the statistics as reported herein will be subject to future

9,3

freconcikiation and the total number of recipien;s should grow. slightly,
but aq/;t;:ed\\Bove, no significant alterationsfin the daté distributions

are anticipated because of this.

5 ‘».;Jr \ (f’A '4 X . '“?
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2. Roster Reconciliatdon ’ S~

r

-~

. +

Another point which shbuld be' stated 4s that award (recipient) data are
derived from the Student Elfgibility Reports (SER) submitted by the in-
. \ -

stitutions‘po the Office of Education with their Institutional Progress 7

kS

Reports. This fadtor is noteworthy because award data as reported herein-

1s synomous with "Expected Disbursements” as indicated on each individual

/ + . . . , P
SER when completed by the Financial Aid Administrators at the time .they
- s : c
prepare the student financial aid packages.

LS

"It is known,' however,'that some .students change' their postsecondary edu-

) 4
cation plans supsequent to this point, e.g., they may change from full-

time to half;time status later in the school year, or drop—ong_of school

for the second term, etc.

. - ‘ ' J
N . y &>
When student rosters for sc s are printed, adjustments are made by’

3 | .

the schools to these records, actual disbursements indicateqf and the

o

rosters are .returned to thé\Q%S. Office of Education. Obviously, this
. . : - ‘v

procedure introduces yét another, and somewhat considerable, time delay.
» ' - .

Althgpgh it is megOgmized that this reconciliation process is 1ikgly'to

it was concluded, that users 6% these data

N

alter some distrjbutions,

. .
should: be awaréi

-

t,. but that timelinegs of reportirg these

data should supersede the reconci}iatiow process.

@
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( 3. "Geogpgphic\bocation' o ] )
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qtables included in this report diétributevrecipiénts by

"state" location. Qbor the purposes-of this.particular demographic para-

Séberal of the

meterﬂﬁtwo (2) choices were available™. (I)Ithé staté of legal residence

for applicants or-(2) the'location\Lf the postsecoﬁdary instiqutions
: ] - D v ~

‘which applicants attended. Obviously, needs arise for both types of
q(' , " ~ » -
distrjbmgions; but in the past,, the most pgé;ominant request was for

e . " R i N . , .
distributions of students and awards by ''school location witlin states"
, P X . v\ -, .

4 P , .-
rather than by 'state S6f legal residence." Accordingly, the decisien,
< . l .

was made to distribute staPistics wifhinithis report by, s€éte‘agcording
¢ . . . 5§ v R ,

o < .

to the lofation of the school. . /’ >
- ’ vl
- N . ‘&
- 4. Classification of Postsecondary Institutionms . N

-~

. . \’ o .. ) . .
Informatiéé‘ s to -type and coﬁyrol of institutions 1/ dataégzken directly

’ s >

Q\ B . -
from institutiona Progress Reports. During previou¥ acad
: Lo : A

1

ic years,

t - &g . .. L
* some institutio did not report level and\tzpe; thus, \they could not

be classified or categorized as either public, propriétdfy or private,

* ) Yy e .
non-profit. For this reason an "Other'" category.was egtablished to/’(

. R

Q @ ’- . ’ \ ' , ' 2.3

4 ° €
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& ‘ ! - . ;
Duripg December 1977, 'mprove_d institution®M level 'edﬁta were implemented
into the* SER processiné sybste;n and more éomp'lete,en’tr'fes of availlable .

' i:nf.ckrmatio.n on postsecondary ‘inst:it:ution.s- were added to ‘the Universe file.

-

Therefore, '‘although the category "Other" which was utilized in previous
. » . . ‘ ‘ b . /
_academic years .is present on-the tables, there are.no entries in,the

.

‘category. ’ ' cn .
‘category. o X ) -
s ! . N |

+

O : !

i ’ ’ . ’ ’ = !
Finally, any comments or suggestions for future enhancement of this repor}

-

should be addressed td: - S G : . @

i &/‘\\ ' ) I3 ‘ ‘ . ! f‘
S e ,n- o T
Dr. Joseph A. Vignone’ '

Chief, ‘Analysis Section' .. .
BCB/DPPD/BSFA : 5

, T Room 4318, ROB-3 «
S 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W. - ?
Washington, D.C. 2020
B ;. N
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Table 1 + Summary Statistics_fgr Cross-Year Reference ‘//K\\“

N
Table 1 is a summary table which presents data from academic Yea¥ 1973 74

the first year. of the Basic Grant Programy through- academic year l977 78
. y
As can‘Be observed\from‘the data, fhe Basic Grant Program has eXperienced

-
)

almost a 750% increase in the number of applications processed .from the

- w 7
. first year of operation during'the l973—74-academic year to the 1977-78 'i
acadehic year. It should also ‘be noted that during these years, the stﬁ— s
¢ dent population eligible fpr awards has been expanded from fill-time
\‘_frebhmen in 19;3 74 to all classes. of stddents in 1977-78. .

\
<

.One data element which needs furthe;,clarification ig the category "num ;:

of applicaﬁions returned for insufficient.data." This cateéory include%&'

only those applications which were returned to students for furthe® infor-
E} , } Lt - . - ¢
mation and which were nevef returned to Basic Grants for re-pgBcessing.

e 1 _. , - . ) - :
Of the 3,844,047 applications in 1977-78, there were 3,621,641 valid a
, S . o .

cations, with 2,3

390K320 qualified applicants, some” 1,863, 990 recipients

-

4 applicants 0
in 1977-78 actually enrolled in an approved postsecondary’ education institu-

tion, submitted St dent Elig&h\lity Repo;ﬁs, and actually received an award.

The mber of recipients in 1977—78 ah7wever, needs further clarification.
The number of recipients wﬂich appearS in the Summary Crg@ss-Year Reference

-

. V4 -
Table represents the total number of progfg; recipidﬁts. Technica}12: recip- \_

- 1]

ents are clagsifi as two'distinct types Regular DisbdyéZhent Students
. & s :
(RDS) or Alternate Disbursement Students (ADS) An RDS recipient is oye-who

9

receives his/her grant direct%y from the institution'he/she attends® How yer,

< L . -

~/ v
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an ADS recipilent receives his/her grant directly from the Basic Grant Alternate

[

Disbursement Unit, which is part of ,the Office of“Education The reason the

k

. ADS recipients do not receive their grant$d direcfly from the institution is

=4

. that they are attendimg an eligible institution that does not participate in’

F\ . 4 '
the Basic Grant Program. Therefore, the figure that constitutes cﬁé total
: . E }
number of recipients for Eh@ Basic *Grant Program is the cgmbined total of Sl

,
- v -

RDS and ADS recipients.

/ .
For academic year 1977 78, the wwumber of AD reciplents is 17,910, whlle

.

" the RDS recipients flgure is l 846”080 Combining these two figures gives
a total number of retipients of 1,863, 99@ It is important U% RYte that

Table ‘1 is. the only tahle ‘where the combined total of ADS and RDS recipients

is used. All of the_remaining tables‘in ‘the 1977278 Basic Grant End-of-Year . & .
- ~ . o

Report uiIl reflect only RDS recipients. Consequently, the tobag.numberﬁ .

}

of rec1p1ents that w1kl appear in all of the remain1ng tables will reflecc

_only the RDS figure of '1, 846 080. - ' s . °
. R | . (N
o I AN

Tablellﬁh}so presents total expenditures, which includes funding for ADS re-
: ¢ } J ) R

cipients as well as RDS‘recipients. Again it should be noted that Table 1 is o

. : .. .o N
the only table in thﬂs year's report that includes both ADS and RDS statistics.

’ *0

Consequentlv, the total éxpenditures figure of $l 587 863 624 w1lg be altered

) 7

iQ\the rema1n1ng tablégjtéfreflect only RDS fundlng of $1, 574 999,886.
) : ; _ ) . -

e

Other program variables that this Table presents are the average, minimum and A
¢ ' : " NS )

maximum BEOG grant. Of these three variables the minimum and. maximum grant

—

* have remained constant from 1975-76 to,l9]7-78, while the.average grant has

intreased from $763 jn 1975-76 to $852"in 1977—73.;5?

-2 . ) . \ « T
) o . -

L

N e
\‘1" ‘ '7 - g ) \1/ o
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SRR BASIC EDUCATIONL OPRORTUNITY GRANY PROGRAN ,
L Ca " SUWMARY STATISTICS FOR CROSS-YEAR ncgentucz‘ A . )
e o LN o Acmsnk YO 197118 A , |
M \"'*-l'!‘ v ‘ . \
! - v o, ‘:4 ‘ ' O : \ ; - : ’
b o 3 S R vt ACADENIC v‘é.an R |
l) " ‘U\‘ \ ‘ .\ - ' ! ' k { ' /" : } J '
’ SN J.wn-lm 9TL9TS [ 19151978 \m . 197197
i / ‘ . a,‘ ', . . ! . V-I | | - - I
“\Ng}ezn OF APPLICATIONS PROCESSED . I L O T \.590.319 RN,
v = | ' g ' ) (:l\ . ' ’J . .
NOMBER OF 4PPLICATIONS RETURNED FUR R 11 1901793 ] ST AY
INSUFF ICIENT DATA ' , \ o -
NUMBER OF VAL10 APPLICATIONS wa Wl l.nho\m' 211784696 .;.«os."m 62 4]
NUNBER AND, PERCENT OF WUALIFIED APRLICATIONS OO [ oBlobe|  TASSIEIL 2503|2390
| . 15) (61s28) (68, an (66,2%) (66,09)
UMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-QUALIFLED APPLICATIONS aner| s Taswl Listess|  leil
| : ﬁm.m\ oess| a0 (0,08)
| A FULL-TINE | FULLTIME | /FRESHMAN™L. AL S TR
CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE APPLICMNTS  FRESHMAN | FRESHHAN AND| ™" SOPHOMORES| UNNERGRANUATES | UNDERGRADUATES
o |4 SOPHONIRES|  JUNORS | |
 NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS C BT B | CITIE| Y72 ) R R ALT hasa.?do.
0L EXPEWDITURES - OIS $356i530068T|  8926,503,134] $1,473,8140301 1145911861,h0
WERNGE B0 G o f621 1163 gsef e
AINIMU BE06 GRANT e 050 s s s f210
- \
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Table 2 °* Summary Statistics by Type of Institytion
- . /7 3 . .
. - . ) . \ . , ; S
P # i - . g . £ . . ,
Table 2 presents summary statistics . by tyﬁe of institutio?f The total number

’,/ 8 ~

of institdtions participating in the Basic .Grant’ Programyduring academic year
1977~78 was 4,679, which were placed into 5 type categories” Universities,
Other Four-Year Institutions, Two-Year Institutions, Institutions Vith Pro—

grams of One-Year but less than Two~Years, and Ingtitutions with Programs of

-~ v i /\ ’ : N , \
Six Months but less than Qne-Year. c : S -,
» . . 7 ’ ’ . \\, a7
'y , ) ’ . , _
It -should be noted that the primary distinction between universities and other
> N . g\ s .

four-year institytions is that universities award advanced degrees, such as
; e : . -

:generally award

titutions regre—

graduate or law dégrees,, whereas other four-year instituti n

only a baccalaureage degreé. There_yere 1,636 two-year in

»

sent'ing. a larger"proportion than any other type of institufion. Total recip- «
' . 2 " ’ ,
ients attending all types of institutions was 1,846,080. Of this total figure,

over 75% of those récipients attended either asuniversity or two-year institu-

tiun, with the greatest number of recipients, 793,628, attending universities.
- R . »
&

Funding of recipients for all types of institutions was $1,574,999,886. \Ige
VA

largest disbursement of Basic Grant funds to.any type of institution was -
$714,848,410 to universities. This figure represents approximately 45% of T

P
>

the total expenditures.

[§
~
\ &

‘Another program variable directly related to those previously mentioned
, Y .

LY

iswaverage‘grant. bverall, the average grant was $853, with the H&ghcst

average grant being $954 for four—yearrinstitutions and the .lowest average °
grant being $747 for two-year institutions. _
8 ~ -~

. 14
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HASTER SUMMARY STAT

TABLE

Al

1§
Acmmﬁyma 1977-18

BY tvpg OF INSTITUT 10K

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

¢' 1 4
1YPE NUMBER TOTAL - NUMBER .
& OF L ESTIMATED . OF AVERAGE
INSTITUTION |SNSTITUTIONS | EXPENDITURES | RECIPIENTS. GRANT
4 . SN . ' " ) 'y '
7
UNIVERSITIGS 569| $7144848,410 193,628 8901
OTHER & YEAR 1,096  $303,096,534 311,190 $954
¢ YEAR 1,636 $4664205,870 623,154 $747
1 YEAR BUT | R
LESS THAN ' g '
2 YEARS 204 - $29,226,381 36,122
6 MONTHS BUT | . ! g
(LESS THAN |
1 YEAR v lellé $61,622,685 14,186
. |
7
.OTHER . N | 0| ! 0
TorAL 60679 (811574,999,886 | 1,846,080
4‘ 3
avy
ljR\ﬁj 5
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Tablg’?ﬁ Distribution of Basic Grant Recipiénts by Student -q
_ Eligibility Index Range and Family Income - T e
~ - )’, . s , » " i ‘. .

Table 3A ib a distribution of tﬁegcotal number of‘Basif\B{igivrecigients
‘ by Student Eligibility ‘Index and’ Family Income\ The income,gl%ss interj

) vals are in‘$3,000 ranges, with the student eligibility indices iﬁ 200

point ranges, except for the first category which_indic&tes the  number -

of recipients who received a zero eligibilify index.

Basic Grants were awarded to 1,846,080 recipients. It should be potea-

that.l;110,346 recipients, constituting 60% of the total number of Basic

Grant recipients for academié year l977—78,<£eported faﬁily incomes of’

36,000 or less. Of this 60%y 658,370 recipients, constituting 35.6% °
of the total, reported family igpqmeé of $3,000 or less. )
. b!/‘

It is interesting to note that of the total Basic Grant‘recipignts,
, AR

925,017, or slightly more than 50 percent, had stdden;zeligibility in-

\diées of zero. ‘Moreover, of those recipients witﬁ*zero.student‘eligi- .53
bility indices, 171,342 o% 18.4% had family incomes of $9,00l_or more.
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118461080 o ’ ' ALY N [ yoLot
S — Ay . o N ' Y, | » i
STUDENT ELIGIBILIAY hQ, 0- . | $3001 - ‘I $600) - | seonl - Cf slael -] |4 '
NOEX RANGE =97%f L Agt0 | 8,000 9,000 121000 151000 §15,001 » AL
0 s«“ o |- 4 R
| MugER oF RECIPIENTS wast | wdy | unem | 20l Casw |« 1% 925
PERCENT OF RECIAENTS (48,580, [ (378 | (1208 51 (028 |, 1 0.0%) 0o |
— — ' = : ‘
1 - 200 A
) - ‘ *k ' x\ ! )
NUMBER -OF RECIPIENTS 561308 124397 13,738 [S\ 31508 51992 980 | 240,928
PERCENT* OF RECIPIENTS (23,39 { 30,08 (30,88 |  (13.08) [ 2:4%) { 0.48) (100.03)
/ 201 - 400
¢ / , . { i . .
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 294991 221476 511936 381452 14,232 34269 1601406
PERCENT' OF PECIPIENTS ( 18,6%) (1608) | 13208 ([ 23,9%) ( 8.8%) (2,08 [100,0%)
"l - 600 | °
\ ' . . ,
NUMBER .OF RECIPIENTS J- 26878 114552 01088 411495 221493 84325 150,807 |
| PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS {11788 [ 1:6%) ( 26,58) ('21.58) [ 14.93) ( 5.5% (100,0%)
Vi ' ' P \ - : -_—
601 - 80 poooL
‘I B . v ‘ " ' .
 NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS WM | 10016 284035 . g2 211330 142 | o 14l
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS " 18,68 [ 4.9%) ( 19.88) ( 26,9%) (1938 | & (10,29 (100,0%)
n \ ‘g/ M [ f
T Y - ) ','5:
o0l - 1000 \ .
oy . ‘ . W
NNBER OF RECIPIENTS 200448 41538 190870 | .+ 314059 281630 201572 125111
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 16,3%) (368 | {15.88) (26.8%) | H 289 (1648 | 1100.08)
lool - 1200 [
4
 NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 114507 20974 130047 200428 211653 204756 | 1020261
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (17,1%) (2.9 (12.7%) ( 1949%) (218 ] Lanin (100,0%)
T0TAL |
 WUMBER OF RECIPIENTS | s | i Whese | 22285 langze | T30 | 18608
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (33,99 (20,98) [ 18,3%) 0 [ 6.T8) 139w (100,08)
———e— . y . ; ¢

\
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Table 3B - Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by’ Student
. i Eligibility Index Range gnd Family Income ‘ .

. . v v - -
R ’ . . , K ] ! . -
"I‘able 3B 1s a, distribution"'of total de%endentfrecipii,ent's.rh}" Student ' .
. : _ .

. 1 -

N

’,E,ligibility Tndex and Family~ Income ‘The number of dependent Basic

‘< Grant recipients was 1,135 947ﬂ this total 621,737 dependent re—

b
-~ cilplents,’ which constituted/Slo .7% of the &otal number of depre;ﬁent &
I8 4
e 1

. -
recipients, reported family incom

e
- ""‘V
oo

of $6, OOO or é.ess K :

>, -

\ 2
indices of 400 or less, 436 968 or 56 9% had: \famil};/incomes of $6 000

or lessi In additron, 73 KAZ or 6. 4/ af the, depéﬁdent rec1p1ents had

student eligibility indices ranging from l {61 to 1, 200 R
. ' p - y

' Q .0

S -
o o e
Ay \
Cog . T s
' T (s & C

i - \ )
. , . l c s

./-—.‘(
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TABLE 38~

§

oy

\

OlSTRIBUTlON oF BAS!C GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELLGIBIL|TY INDEX RANGE AND FANILY INCOME
' ACADEHIE YEAR 1977-T8

DE‘PENOENT RECIPQ\{HS

A

111354947 - FANILY INCOME -
_-_-———L s rL ‘ : v
- STUDENT ELIGIBILIT $ 0- $3001 - $6001 - $9001 - $12001 - o
INDEX RANGE ¥ 3,000 8,000 94000 12+000 . 154000 $15,001 ¢ T07TAL
0 \'\ 4 \ ‘ . ‘ “‘
N Wl . 651921
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 165,591 1864136 904644 204269 21513 - 668 ‘
PERCENT OF‘RECIPIENTS (35,59 o (39,98 { 19.%) A28 (0,5%) 0018 (100,0%)
' o i A i .
l - 200 . . ! ) . ‘f | .
S ™ ' 15 190,006
NUMBER 0F RECIPIENTS 3152 560091 - 644700 301769 51948 9
. 1% { 0,5%) (100,08,
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( lb.;i) ([ 29,58) ( :u_.os)‘ (1613) (1%
201 - 400 f’( \ S . L
o 4 ) L
‘ 31263 1124656
NUMBER OF atcmems 5,848 xz.xla 40,178 3eele 144136 12
PERCENT OF nzcww&s { 5.9 [ 10068) ( 35.69) [ (33,08 L1259 |t 2,88 oo.031
A0 = 600 | | |
k ' : 84303 1054772
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS' 1 541003 214209 394579 22,331
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS | ~// 0 80 |t w8 | 12808 | Gatas | caas | e ) 1000w
’ ' """\ Al v
\ - i ," ) .
| 601 - 800 E | y ' -
' \ ‘ l : 990474
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 24N , 14359 f 152703 354331 274090 14,514 . .
" PERCENT. OF RECIPIENTS (2,59 { 3.48) { 15.9%) ( 35.8%) { 27.5%) ( 14,7%) (100,0%)
. SR - -"_
301 ~ 1000 .

‘ ; . ' 89,974
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 1,883 2017 | %S | 21T 284278 \zo.su »
Lb,cnctm OF RECIPIENTS (2.0 - 258 | (1088 { 30,68 [ 31,4%) (22,78 (ee,00

Lo - 1200 ¢ . v
a ‘ ' ~
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS . 1.291 BRTYL 5,949 164648 231229 200696 ( ;a.m
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS i hI P TT E N {TI I 2% ¢ ) (I | (T8 100,0%)
TOTAL ‘ |
1,960 124930 111350947
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 2114960 2661349 2534198 2074385 | 23,525
' ' o (100,08}
RERCENT OF RECIPIENTS - (18,68 %.m 22 | C1han | 1080 ) 6.4%) | .
— g
J i ) o
. { M
P .
. ) 2|
| . @
. _ '
N f‘"c * L ‘
I 4 b ¢
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Te?{; 3C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by/Student
: Eligibility Index Range and Family Income

. oo

‘Table 3C is a distribution;pf;total independent recipients by Student

Eligibility Index and 'ﬂjy Income. LB
— L : J . £

T
F

The total number of independent BJsic Grant recipients was 710,133. Of
this totalﬁ'488 609 or 68.7% of the independent recipients reported family

incomes of $6,000 or less. In comparing dependent recipients to indepen-

dent recipients, 54.7% of dépendgnt recipients»reported family incomes of
. - o . :
$6,000 or less, whereas 68.7% of independent recipients repoéigd family ,

)

incomes within this rarge.

i . ) '
Moreover, 459,196 or 64.7% of independent recipient# had® student eligi-

-

\

- J

bility indices of zero. Of those independent.recipients with zero student
Fname, T

eligibility indices, 319,816 or 69.5% had family incomes of $6+000 or

.less. Only 29,119 or 4.1% of the ‘independent recipients had student -
. I Q -

eligibilitjﬁindices in‘éic 1,001 to‘l,ZOO’range.

>
-

/' ’ ) c& Al
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; THALE 3¢ \§ A ' ¢
_ stmemlou OF BASIC SRANT RECIPIENTS 8Y STUDENT ELIGIRILITY INDEX RANGE AND FAWILY mcovt A
ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-78 :
| opeENeNT Ao \, b
| 7100133 . FAMILY TNCONE: |
| [ —————— . n
STUDENT ELIGIBILITY S0- $300) - 36001 - Y| $9001 - 51200k ~ » v
INDEX RANGE 3000 . ¢| 6,000 91000 12,000 15400 815,001 + “T0TAL
o \ T ..
+ | , , g )
NUKBER OF RECIPIENTS 263,366 1531803 200568 | . 132 83 % 58 453196
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (81,7%) 103%4) 4y (0,29 (0,08 ¢ 0.0%) (100,08
BEY! ‘
NUMGRR ‘OF RECIPIENTS 244785 169306 9,0 LN m 5 504918
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 49,68) [32.08) [ (11 (1.48) (0,08 ( 0.0%) (100,08}
201 = 400 0N \ y 7
‘ » ¥ -
NUNBER OF RECIPIENT W3 101462 114808 11233 % 6 414748
PERCENT OF RECI ( 50,5%) ( 21:9%) Laha) L | 2:58) (0,28 ( 0.0%) {100,03)
! : il
A0 - 600 /
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 21529 61549 12,851 1ole | 162 22 r.) 450035 ¥
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 52,20 (14,5%) ( 28/5%) [ 428 (0,38 (0,08 (100,0%)
' : N N
601 - 800 A ’
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS, 23,924 31657 12,332 | 21193 20 2 2978 |
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 55,6%) ( 8,5%) (28,68 L L 68} | 0.5 ( 0,0%) (100,08)
_ 3 .
v T . R r
801 - 1000 11
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 18565 2122 104455 31489 173 81 35,143
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 52.8%) i {638 ( 29.1%) £ 9.9%) € 1,08 ALY 1100,0%)
10011200 ”
ER OF RECIPIENTS 164216 1S5 | - 1,098 1IT6 024 60 294119
| PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS | 55,48 (538 | (24,3 ( 12.9%) (1,480 (0,29 (100,08
| ¢ - - R f /
j ToTAL \

l - l 4 .
NUMBER OF “RECIPIENTS 414,528 1941543, 84,152 154269 1140 240 10013
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (98,3%) | . (21,3 ( 11,8%) L 2.9 0,13 (0,08 (100,08}

) W 2
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, Table %A Dist?ibutién\of ﬁasic Grant Recipients by Family
‘ 4 Income and Grant Level : _ } , )
o IR % : ot Y\ o T 4 ’ S Tt
.\“ "._L ‘_‘ - K ‘v i LJ . -

v v - v,
“"Table 4Alls a‘distribu;ionnof total Basfc Grant rEle%gnts by Edmily
~Income and G}ant ,Level. The grann levéis show ranges of awards up tor

y
LA -

-and’ including the maximum award of $1 400. ' \ ; {

A

Of particular interest in Table 4A is the total number of recipients

who received the maximum Basic Grant award of Sl 400. During the 1977-78_

-

academic year, 142,596 or 7 7% of the total recxplent populatlon received

the maximum award. Of those reci ients who recelved the maximum award,

«

¢§0’834 reported family incqeg§w anglng from $0 to $3,000. sAnother 35,180

/ . . E )
reported family incomes ranging from $3,001 to $6,000. These two income

%

ranges accounted

'or/épproximately 607 of those ‘recipients receiving the

8
4

maximum award b6f $1,400.‘)‘ . ~ ~

Table 4A. also indicates that 753,206 or 40.7% received awards of $799 or

3

\
i -

less. tfiiic*crant awards ranging from $800 to $1,399 were also, awarded..

to 950,278 or 51.4% of the recipient population.

There were 658,370 recipients who had family incomes ranging from $0 to
$3,000. Of those recipients in that income ranée, 355,920 or 54% received

grants ranging from $400 to $999.

25
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« - DlSTRlaUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY'FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL ' \
T ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-10
GRAND TOTAL . o Y
Lises080 . N _ GRANT LEVEL
M . ) "
FANILY INCOME RANGE [ 400K TS A0 - $10000 = 4 51,200 - | |
o , 399 199 999 11199 14399 31,400 To
piwem | o
t « _ .
NUNGER OF RECIPIENTS  *| 62,481 164,156 ISTS00 | 119973 |- 59023 634251 6261488
 PEACENT OF RECIRFENTS 408 | - 26 ( 2508 (19181 (9,48) [ 10.08) (100,08)
34001 = 64000 ’
! | |
© NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 29,291 107/08 1204156 99,555 51,989 - 52,814 460,892
' PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS e (23,28) L2608 | (2lew) (12 [ 11.48) (100,0%)
81001 = 9,800 | | = o
Sy ’ - ‘
NUMGER OF RECIPIENTS 33,245 911579 894637 684945 M3 © 211223 331,950
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (9,89 [ 21,08 [ 26,58) (2080 | U 988 |1 o628 ([00,0%) ,
90000 = 120000 \ | . | | . -
{ NUMGER OF RECIPIENTS 133068 821124 554544 WSl | 126 WSTL | 222085
PERCENT- OF RECIPIENTS [ 14,8%) (3688 [ (298 |~ L1560 | (559 (2,08 (100.0¢)
13,001 = 154000
NOWBER OF RECPPIENTS | . 30,813 571354 231923 101248 21226 562 | 1244926
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ~ | ' (-24,5%) | - (45.9% [ 19| (82w [ LT3 [ 0.48) (100,08)
— ( _ : T '
s 154001 ¢ ‘ : ¥
NUMBERJRE RECIPIENTS 512 33469 14557 2| st 13070
PERCENTADF RECIPIENTS (3,090 | - Ce608 | . (10,89 (3.2 ( 0.68) [ 0.2%) (100,0%)
0TAL - ' | | | |
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 27210 5354996 N 360030 | . 159,526 142,596 | 148464080
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (109 ( 29.08) CA6M | - 118207 (864 (108 (100.03)
N S ,
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Table 4B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Famfly
Income  and Grant ;Level .
\-// o . )

Table 4B is a distribution of totaL“&ependént recipients by ?amily Inco#e

- . !
and Grant Level. 'The same grant levels and income ranges as listed in/
Table 4A are replicated in Table 4B. o~ ‘ _ /

4 . S /

Table‘4B_indiQifes that 621,737 dependent recipients reported family)
. - §

Ly

incomes of $6,000 o?zfess. This constituted 54.7% of the total depen-
{ .

dent recipienfs. Of those reporting family incomes of $6,QOO or less,

445,128 or 39:2% of the total dependent reciplents received grants
: ) >
ranging from $400 to $1,199.
As shown by Table 4B, 605,324 dependent récipients received grants .

ranging from $400 to $999. This accounted for 53.2% of all dependent

recipients.
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' TABLE 48
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FAMILY INCONE AND GRANT LEVEL
ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-T8

DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS | \
- GRANT LEVEL ‘ -

111350947 » ‘
FAMILY INCONE RANGE 0s 5 400 - $ 800 - | SL000- | Sli20o - ! 1‘ “
199 199 ©o999 . 1199 11399 $14400 TOTAL
0= 3000 |
 NUNGER OF RECIPIENTS 9,503 411958 601195 21532 304160 26153 2111960
" PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS LAY NI (R ( 20,03) (1078) (12,5%) nooow |,
3,001 = 6,000, \
NUNBER GF RECIPIENTS 11139 S L 601532 es) | Jls | 69 ]
PERCENT OF RECIRJENTS G b cleaw | vzaw | ocaae | v | ) 0o {
b0t - 9000 W . )
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 154125 58,764 111208 591330 0128 19,089 2530108 |
|_PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS t 599 ( 218 [ 26.08) (23,3%) (119 (1.5 00,080 |
91001 = 121000 . f .
NUWBER OF RECIPIENTS . 261862 761163 531599 W13 | 12205 Wall |, 201038
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS . [ 12,98) (3600 | (2588 | (160%) [ 5.8%) a1y o |}
‘ P ( » B
C 120081 - 150000 ‘ : . '

v : '
NUMBER" OF RECIPIENTS S 31k 564814 24117 104190 aar | 123.525/
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 24,28 { N39%) (19,28 | S0 8.2%) ( 17%) 0 0,49) (100,0%)7] .

- / M ) . s el
150000+ | .
NMBER OF RECIPIENTS 28,404 121610 11929 21364 W1 | 109 |
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 38,99 [ 4640%) ([ 10,88) WY [ 0.6%) | M”ﬂ( 1100,08)
, al
10T - , :
N,uuesupnscmcms 121/34] 3161898 2861426 2094081 1141281 851920 L3
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (10,681 [ 20,08 (S |18 10080 | 1 T8 (100,08)
: . ma——

30
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'I"%‘l:le 4c Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
Income and Grant Level" - '

@

. Table 4C is a distribuELQn'of total independent recipients by Familyg

Income "and Gfant Level. [Independent recipients constituted 710,133 or

'38.5% of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

" As Table 4C indicates, 383,393 or 54.1% of the indepeﬁdent recipients

received grants ranging from.$4D0 to $999 which compares to 53.6% of

the total recibignt population in ‘'these same grant levels.

Table 4C also indicates that 488,609 indepéndent.recipients reported
family'incomés‘of $6,000 or less. Of those independent recipients who
reported family incomes of $6,000 or less, 353,284 or 49.7% of all in-

dependent'rgcipients received Bésic Grant awards ranging from $400 to

w J g

$1,199.° In addition, 56,676 or 7.9% of independent recipients received

" the maximum award, of $1,400. ,

Al

31
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! ' "TABLE 4C,

Dls1ﬂleUIlo~ OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS By FAHlLVulNCOME AND GRANT LEVEL

\

" [NDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

ACADEMIC YEAR 1971-78 , . ’ A

GRANT LEVEL

7100133
. P I ——
FAMILY INCONE RANGE A $ 400 - $ 800 - $1,000 $141200 - .
99 199 . 999 11199 11399 §14400 T0TAL
0 - 3,000 e
. ; o |
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS ' 52898 1221198 971309 TIad4) 21196 36,719 §140528
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 10 | gl 29,49 [ 23u8) [ 18468) [ 6.78) ( 8.8%) (100,08)
3401 - 61000 ) ,\ , 3
" }
MUMBER OF RECIPIENTS AL 550506 | 500438 390023 144029 114650 1941543
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (C9IW ( 28e59) [ 25.98) ( 20a08) (1,28 19,08 (100,08)
6,00} - 9;01 ‘ ‘ '
" NUMGER OF RECIPIEN 184120 300815 181429 91615 J 30039, 2l | dnse
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS | © (21458 { 389%) (2188 U119 { 3.68) (% 2:5%) (100,08)
9001 = 120000 v  ° o | e
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 61206 54961 11945 198 201 158 "5269
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 40,68) { 39,08 (12,780, (528 [~ O LW L Ls) (100,08)

" 12,001 = 150000 . ‘ N //
NUMGER OF RECIPIENTS 640 g | 1 \) 59 9 | B |, Il
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 45.,6%) ( 38,59) (10,48) (b8 (088 | 05 (100.08)

lSOWl ¢ v .
MNBER OF RECIPIENTS e wl 15 B 1 20’
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 45,00) (5% | LY [ 6s28) Y] (298 (100,09
107 ‘ .
NUNGER OF RECIPIENTS _ 95,869 2114098 1600295 | 1260950, 450245 564616 100133
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS RNRER T (30.5%) 1 20,68) (17.8%) Pean |t Ten | (1000
) . L, 3
e S ——
, 3
\ .
. . : ‘\/>
7 . ; 1
] | 33
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Table 4D " Distribution 'of Basic Grant, Recipients by Family

Income an? Grant Level

)

“Table 4D ig a distribution of Social Securi;;‘::Z;;Tents by Family

"
~

Income and Grant Level. Table 4D shows that 215,123 Social Security

recipients reéceived Basic Grant assistance during the 1977-78 academic

- 4 '3
. year. Social Security recipients constituted 11¢7% of the total Basic

P

Grant recipienq\population. : ‘

/ %\) | A

A revi of TabléLAD“Shows ihat 120,619 or 56.1% of the Social Security’
recipfents reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. From that figure,

70,546 or 32.8% of the Social Security recipient population, reported

¥

~ -'! *
i

familf incomes of $3,000 or less.
) /

N
~

O0f particular interest are the grant levels for Social Security recipi-

. .
ents. .THere were 78,258, or 36.3% of Social Security recipiigts who

réceived awards of $799 or less. Another 120,434 or 55.97% 3f~f§: Social

Security fécipLents,;feceived Basic Grant awards ranging from .$800 to
Sl;yﬁﬁ ‘Finally, 7,5% or 16,431 Social Security recipients received
. 2t 2 .

the maximum award of $1,400.
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TABLE 40

o

q{é‘RIBUIlON OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FANILY INCOHE AND GRANT LEVEL

- SOCIAL SECURITY RECIPIENTS

f

SCAOEMIC YEAR 197778

GRANT LEVEL

21512 I
FAMILY INCOME RANGE ‘s 0- R $800 - | %4000 $h200 - |
pw 199 999 N 11399 $14400 TOTAL
0 = 34000 ff :
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 5,576 150768 1499 130070 70451 10251 684621
L PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (8,9 ( 22,9%) ( 288) ( 19.08) 1 10,88) ( 10,59) £100,08)
~ 24001 = 6,000 f
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS o 180 AL 171869 - 141263 80085 61539 611315
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (45N | 192w ( 29,¥ [ 23.2%) C13.08) | Cloes | 100,08
64001 - 9!0‘0‘0 -~ 5'
" NUMGER OF RECIPIENTS 396 13,504 144189 94910 28 21265 484055
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 8.29) ( 284N ( 29,58 ( 2046%) (g8 | L ATH (100,08}
. [ . ——
90001 = 120000 | M
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS [ 1869 Of{:1za 5,506 | . ‘20913 986 326 25,11
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS 16,8%) (43,00 (o168 | 1L //ﬁv 1.0%) {128 (100,0%)
12,000 - 150000 P
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 2,598 4102 1143l 97 03 : R 84754
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 29,60 [ 46489) ( 168 (5.8 (1,08 (0%, (100,081
1,001 + : )
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 1,007 1205 250 1 20 12 21561
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I ) O (9.9 (2.8 0TS (0.8 (100,08}
. - + 4——"’ i et fr e 27 i 2 e _"'-_"'_""'"—':'-'_
204776 571482 581832 401726 zo.ev% 16431 215,12
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (9,68 ( 2647%) (2139 ( 18,5%) (9.8 toT.6%) (100,08)
v .
L ‘
. ¢
Jr\ ¢
J I
- 5
§ EIA
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Table 4E Distribution of Basie Grant Recipients by family ’
. Income and Grant Level

- s
o

Table 4E is a distribution of alff veterans who received Basic Grante by

~. -

Family Income and Grant Level. Veteran recipients compnised approxi-

4

mately 6/ of the total Basic Grant recipient population for academic

year 1977-78. / _ I
of particular interest in this Table is the number of veteran/recipients ’
reporting low family incomes. Table 4E indicates that there were 71,426
veteran recipients, which constituted:65.1% of the véteran population,:
reporting family i comes Jf $6,000 or le;§\ In addition, Sb 877‘or 73.62.
of tie total, veteran recipient population received Basic Grant awards

[}

g
ranging from $400 to $1, 199 while 5 891 or 5.3% received the(maéémum

award of $1,400.
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. * TABLE AE )
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FAMILY [NCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
- S ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-18 f o '
VETERAN RECIPIENTS oo :
109,854 ) ; GHANT LEVEL .
FANILY TNCOME RANGE $ 0- $ 400 - $ 800 - $1+000 - $1,200 = .
- 199 199 999 10199 11399 81,400 rotaL
0~ 3,000 ) .
4 A '
NUMGER OF RECIPIENTS | ' 409) 91752 8,840 61139 21596 2323 14 04)
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1.91) o [ 28468)- [ 25.9%) { 18408} (1,68 [ 6.8%) (100,08} -
3,000 = 6,000 RE y | - . - ]
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS iy 14152 91640 84799 34080 21643 32003
+PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 6,6%) [ 24028 (30,08 | t2law (1 9463) (8,29 (100,04
: B e e
6,001 = 9,000 j )
* NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS A638 9461 11176 1,969 1.;‘ 181 211649
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 16,1%) [ WT8) | 5,54 TR (5, (2.8%) (100,0%)
: . L3 0 \ AV 4 ! e e ———— T,.._..,,__———__——.
90&01 - 12,000 '
NUMBER orﬁcmems C 2682 whle L 21203 1S | | m 122 11237
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS - [ 23,68 [ 419%) { 19.9%) ( 10.08) (3,38 1 1.0%) (100.0%)
124001 = 159000 (
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 11000 11592 605 203 3 " 10459
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 28,9%) [ 46,08%) [ 17,48 ( 5.,8%) (118 0.5 (100,0%)
‘ ey et 8 EpEp— B
154001 ¢
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS . 504 T AN wnl - K 2 1123
" PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 40.8%) (45,78} NRUTELY (2,29 { 0,68} (0% (100.0%)
TOTAL: | \
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 15,316 331983 281631 161263 74570 54891 109,654
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (13,9 | 130.9%) ( 26418 [ 16468} [ 6.9%) (5,38 (100,0%)
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Table ,4F- Digtribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family

Incéme and Grant Level
’ r

Table 4F is a distribution of dependent veteran recipients by Family

& e
-

' SIFS L Y
Income and Grant Level. Dependent veteran recipients constituted 2.7%

-

of the total Basic Grant recipient population. ._fiﬁr

An analysis of this Table indicates that 28,071 or 57.4% dependent
C .
veteran recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less.. Of these

28,07i dependent veteran recipients, 16,497 reported incomes of $3,000 .

or less, and 9,198 or 55.6%»n¢;eived grants ranging from $400 to $999.

0@i;/§,034 or 6.2% received the maximum grént.

Of “all dependent veterans who reported family incomes of $6,000 or less,

10,784 or 227% received Basic Grant éwards of $799 or less. furthermore,

26,654 or 54.3% dependent veterarl recipients received—-awards ranging
4 . :

from $800 ‘to $1,399, while 2,996 6;\571% dependent veteran recipients

received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400.

:
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1, olsIRleUTloN OF BASIC GRANT RECQP(EMS By FANILY INCOME ANO GRANY LEVEL
ACADENIC YEAR 1977-78
DEPENOENT YETERAN RECIPIENTS ‘ \
481924 1 ‘ GRANT LEVEI. ,
X s DA ————
FANILY INCOME RANGE $ 0« ] $a00- $ 800 » $1000 « $11200 - ‘
- 199 199 999 10099 ¢ 11399 £1,400 TOTAL
" " | d .
0+ 3,000 ) %{, ‘
NUNGER OF RECIPIENTS -l v am 11126 Lh0ud 03 14889
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS | 1 4,IW) [ 18,1%) [ 30,28 [ 21.8%) WERL] { 11.8%) (100,081
10001 ~ 60000 ‘
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS - 649 20786 iz [ g /mas \1an 13,858
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (4,88 | ZQ.lH ( 29.1%) 4.1 ‘|' 22.4%) 1380 P\jQ."l {160,0%)
69001 = 9,000
NOHGER OF RECIPTENTS | Lks |V a2 ) 4086 21122 Llg) 554 13571
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Cacl o rasan | 0. f 20,08) CRdy | 4,08) (100,08)
9001 = 121000 - b / | p
NUMGER OF RECIPENTS + 1667 w8 | o oSl teen | 108 94065 q\
Pcaccmorntcwcms {18,38) | 42048 L gam [ 11,63 (3% R (100, 08!
7 12,000 + 184000 | .- b
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS | 929 11542 Y 199 " 2 31330
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS (28,08) | ( 468) AL (5498 ( Ly (060 (100,08}
‘ ‘ J
1%,00] ¢ . "
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS ol s 124 -~ 8 | Ll
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS TR T [ 46,28) [ 10.2%) { 2.9 [ 0.6%) (08 | 100w
107A ' - ; i
L) ’ 'L ‘} ! ('\- , ‘ >
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 206 |, Aese | 7 1052 84813 $9 299 | \mza-h
PERCENT OF PECIPIENTS ( 10,6%) 28,7%) (29 ( 18,98) ( 9.1¥ (88! (100,0%)

2
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Table 4G Distribution of Basic Grant Rec£3%ehts by Family
‘ Income and Grant Level NS

>

Table 4G is a distribution of total independent veteran recipients by
Family Income and Grant Level. Total independent veteran recipients

constituted 3.3% of the total Basic Grant recipient population.

4 :
An analysis of Table 4G indicates that 43,355 or 71.4% independent

r

veterans reported family incomes of 6,000 or,leés. 0f this figure,

31,947 or 52.6% of -independent veteran recipients received Basic Grant

awards ranging from $400 to $1,199. *

Another pertinent statistic is. that 30,025 or 49.4% independent vet-—
erans received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less; 27,810 or 45.67%

received awards ranging from $800 to $1,399, while 2,895 or 4.77% re-

ceived the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400.

LN
\

43
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TABLE 4G

IPIENTS BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-78

600730 N GRANT LEVEL
e ——— o —
FAMILY INCOME RANGE $ 0- $ 400 - $ 000 - $1,000 - $14200 « o
. 399 199 999 11199 11399 $10400 TOTAL
0« 3,000 \"
NUMBER OF n:flmms 069 8 z*\' 84457 414]) 11556 '1.381 264154
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 15.5%) [ 31.6%) { 26,68 { 1648%) { 6,98 {538 (100,0%)
3:00] = 64000 )
. []
- MMBER OF RECIPIENTS. 110 41966 51598 39720 11155 1h2bh 184175
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS M (8,08 [ 21.38) ( 30,88 { 20,4%) (6,38 i 649%) 1100,0%)
61001 = 9,000 b -
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 3492 51769 21990 ad? X 221 14,078
"PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 24,8%) [ 4D49%) 2Ly [ 8,89 - { 2;59}2 [ 1469 1100,0%)
TS T T T ]
[ 900l - 1200m -y
MNBER OF RECIPIENTS 995 B4 218 t5 6 |
"ERCENTOFREC!PIEN}S { 45,8%) [ 39,7%) {10,0%) (298 (0,78 (0,68 | 100,08 -
>
124001 - 15,000
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 6] 50 13 \ 4 | ] 129 §
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS |1 [ 47,2%) { 38.7%) (10,00 (3,19 (0,79 10,08 (100,08}
150001 ¢ . ‘ ' .
, }
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 13 ) ) ] 0 1 2
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1 59,09 { 18418%) { 13,6%) [ 4,5%) {0.0%) (4,59 {100,0%)
TomL
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 104100 194925 * 15.219“' 9,450 3,081 2,895 60,730
PERCENT OF RECIPENTS ( 16,8%) { 32.8%) { 25,1%) { 15,5%) [ 5.0%) Cade [ (100.0w
--—-——-—-—--J—.— 4—:-&-_ w———
, | ;
¥

L
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Table 5A  Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational
" Cost Range and Grant Level ’
\ ' - y

Tablg 5A is a distributibn‘of'all Basic Grant recipients by: Educational
Cost Range and Grant Level. It'shouid_be noted that the educational

S . a .
cost ranges are in_$300 increments after the first educational cost

range of $1,500 or less.

4

Table 5A indicates“thaﬁ 1,248,970 or 67.7% of all Basic Grant recipients
.. N\ '
attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs ranged
1 !

. X
from $1,501 .to $2,700. Also;, 76,043 or 4.1% of all Basic Grant recipi-

. ) “ 1
ents attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs

were $1,500 or less. These récipienté received Basic Grant assistance
. ) ’

A ]
of less than $799.

2

.

Table 5A also shows that 300;746 or 16.3% of all Basic Grant recipients

-

“attended postsecondary institutions where*the‘eﬁucational costs ranged

€rom $2,701 .to $3,600. Also 220,321 or 11.9% of all Basic Grant recip-

t

ients attended poétsecon?pry~institutions where the educational a’sts

L

‘were $3,601 or more.
I . " .

46
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‘ TABLE ti:
DISIRIBUIION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY AIIWM. cost MNGE AND GMNIC}HEI.
ACADENIC YEAR 19"-70

GAN TOL - | | -

14 846,080 o /
o
"EOUCAT10NAL COST' $ 0 $#00 - - $1y200 - ‘
RANGE w - | %99 gt / IR AL 1o
™ ] T —— i
0~ 11500 /[w |
NUNBER OF RECIPIEMS 22,990 63,053 0 0 0 (.0 76.\)63
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 30,280 [ 69.18) [ 0,08 ( 0,08 (0,080 byl (100, g3)
. . —"] ¥ e —————]
11501 = 14800 \ |
NINBER OF RECIPLENTS 36,565 1044678 139,493 Co 0 [0 260,136,
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 13,08 (.28 [ 49.68) [ 0CU ( 0.08) 'yl (100,08
L4801 = 24100
| ek of meciients | weame | 122802 T B O I T R 42,864
PERCENT OF RECIPIENDS ( 119 [ 21.68) | 45,98 (15,3 (0,08 gl | (100,08)
b i : «./"*/-\‘/'—-—-——.__—-—
v 201 = 2,400
, 3
MNBER OF RECIPIENTS 36,92 | 8951 38,049 | 194,31 Wl (o 363,039
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS {10,130 ( 24.58) ( 581 | 53.58) (Lg) 0y (100,080
; ? J*‘/\x/-r\\——
20401 = 2,100 '
AUNBER OF RECIPLENTS 149454 31,808 164959 15,042 18,068 (o0 162,331
_ PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS I 898 (.80, | (1048 | | a8 ( 48.08) ) (100,084
2,101 - 3,000
MINBER ORRECIPIENTS 161410 39,611 losss | 1132 30368 ‘“'soz 165, 167
PERCENT OF) RECIP1ENTS (998 | (200 ( 10,08) ( 10.€8) [ 16.38) 0 (100,08}
34001 - 3.aoo ™
MIMBER OF RECIPLENTS 151 18,169 84086 81412 9120 (iz'ﬁgz 422
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (10.280 (580 (L0098 | 1L [ 12,38 Ougy) (100.,08)
] B
3,301 - 3,600 ’
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 61292 14,512 61560 61949 Tl ( 12"'0 6L 431
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (10,28 | (2. (10.78) (138 | 4L Ayl (100308) |
‘e "'. - — ] -"-‘——-—-- )
43!60!’ ! ¥
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 260824 S 251255 25,810 00514
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS (12,180 | 25,580 [ 10481 (1.3 ( 4383
[N ]
 T07AL
' ‘ ¢
EKC‘““ OF RECIPIENTS 2n200 535,996 454,721 3364031 1594526,
§ = CENT OF RECIPLENTS ( 1L73) ( 29.08) ( U8 [ 18.28) {868
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Table 5B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational
Cost Range and Grant Level

P

~

~ Table 5B is a distribution of all dependent Basic Grant recipients by

5
Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. &t shosld be noted that the

educational cost ranges, are in $300 increments after the first educa-

tional cost range of $1,500 or less.

-~

\,
N

. "y
. . { )
Table 5B indicates that 747,813 or 65.8% of all dependent Basic Grant

recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational

costs ranged fnom.$1,501 to $2,700. Also, 32,265 or 2.8% of all depen-
v . i ' L4 . L4
dent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where

the educaticnal costs were éi,SOO or less. These, received Basic Grant

assistance of less than $799.

S
gTable 5B also shows that 195,344 or 17.2% of all dependent Basic Grant

recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational
costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600/ Also 160,525 or 1‘4.1‘2 of all

depen&ént Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions

where the educational costs were $3,601 or more.
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- | TABLE 5 § ‘
- msmeunou OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY EOUCATI CNAL COST RANGE AND CRANT LEVEL
- ACADERIC YEAR 1977-18

4

CEPENOENT RECIPIENTS © . o
14135,947 | W © GRANT LEVEL
# Ny : h —-—--——-_—_n
| EDuCATIONAL cosT $0- $400 - $800 - $,000 - | 81,200 - : :
RANGE 39 199 99 14199 L399, | 8,400 ToTaL
0+ 14500 | | | L
WABER OF RECIPIENYS | 7 8,008 21 0] . 0 of . o 2,265 |
N | PERCENT OF RECIPIEMS U I T I ¢ 0.08) 0.08 (0080 ] {100.08) |
1501 1600 ’ e - ' . 1 #
/ ' . . IR " ' )
NUMBER OF REC(PIENTS Y Sibel | . 91,00 0| 0 S0 “16he506-
PERCENT OF RECIPLBNTS | ¥ 10,280 (340 | (5809 (0,080 (0,08 O 008+ tleoeot)
a Y c Y
C1vdot- 2,100 | . 7
AUMBER OF RECIPLENTS 25303 61,856 118,679 TR A 0 253,169 |
psmqoraeclmms { 10,08) [ 26,88) ( 46,08) ( 16:28) (0.8 (0,08 | {100.08)
24101 - 2400 P '
WHBER OF RECIIENTS | 22852 56,166 250505 17,152 2633 J 0] amom| ¢
PERCENT OF RECIPIENIS | ( 10,08) (25080 f 1130 [ 52,28 (L) [ 0,08) (100,084
RIC T2 T R R )
NINBER OF RECIP IENTS aim | s e | 1009 | 50,04
PERCENT OF BECIPIENTS R/ I R  { P TR (9580 | (40
21100 - 3,000 b oy Bl d 'r;
NINBER OF RECIPIENTS 10,870 Ml e | W’ 30 261424 110,561
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 1988 [ 2458 (1020 | 000058 | (200080 | o 1 2308 (100408
1 } :
3001 - 3,300 | .7 o - iy .
. v ' ) Y
MMBER OF RECIPIENTS WAL 10,50 5,019 5,069 br44 12,440 44 000
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS (9,98 ( 24,080 (1159 (10580 (14068 [ 28,28 (100, 08)
s v e e ——— % . g
30301 - 3,600 0
NMBER OF RECIPLENTS 4178 9,634 41569 Ge20 | 5802 | S d1e980 40, 183
PERCENT OF RECIPI ENTS (10280 | r a8 | L) (138 (628 | - 13 (100408
38010 | , | - $
HIMBER OF-RECIPIENTS 19, 661 41,519 19069 D3 | o 35,016 160,825
PEACENT . OF RECIPIENTS CLL20 | (2598 | 1 1L.e%) (1) (lo28) | (20,88 (100, 08)
o oL | . | ) \
5“ ;‘:“En OF RECIPIENTS 124341 318,898 1426 209,081 114,201 s;,m 1135541 5‘{5
ERIC AT OF RECIPIENTS ( 1068 ([ 28,080 (25,28 (L6 | (10,08 (1580 100,08
, e . —— _;—_J
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Table 5€ Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational

Cost Range and Grant Level ‘

able 5C is a distribution of all independent Basic Grant recipients'
by Educational Cost Range and Grant Level. It should be noted that

- the educational cost ranges are in ;$300 increments aftér the first

educational cost range bdf $1,500 or less. , >

- 4

Table 5C ‘indicates that 501,157 or 70.6% of all independent Basic
- ’ ' ¢
Grant recipients attended. postsecondary institutions where the educa-

tional costs ranged ‘from $1,501 to $2,700. Also, 43,778 or 6.2% of

all independent Basic¢ Grant recipients attended postseCOndary insti-

P -

tutions where the educational costs were $l 500 or leée. These

recipients received Basic Grant assistance of less than $799.-:

Table 5C ‘also shows that 105,402 or 14.8% of all independent Basic

<

Grant recipients attended postsecondary ingtitutions where_the edu-

cational costs rahged from $2, 701 to $3,600. Also 59,796 or 8.4% of

rd
.

all’ independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti-

‘tutions where the educational costs were $3,601 or more.

/
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TABLE § ¢
| . DISTALSUTION OF BASIC GRANT mmenn BY EDUCATIONAL, COST RANGE ANC GRANT LEVEL
W | © - MADEAIC YEAR 1977-T0 /
INOEPENOENT RECIPIENTS
I TN  GRANT LEVEL | , :
. i *W"
~ EDUCATIONAL COST b o $400 - 4400 - $,000 - 31,200 - :
NGE T L A 1199 11399 a0 ol TOIAL :
T - 7’\.1 — 7 y
0~ 15007 N r |
MNBER OF RECIPIENTS 1490} 20,816, 0| 0 0 0 43,778
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (3000 | eS| ﬂrpn ( 0,08 [ 008 [t 0.0 (100,084
L1301 - 1,800 ( .
| mmoER OF RECIPIENTS 19,723 | 48,037 43.‘10 L, 0 0 ~ 0| Uee2d
PERCENT OF RECIPIBNTS [ 164980 ( 4l38) { 4700 ( 0.08) (0.08 ( 0.080 (100, 08)
Lol - 24100 | .
WNBER OF RECIPIENTS .| = 23,783 54, 656 B4y 642 0 0 189,675
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 12.58) [ 28.88) [ 44.68) ( 0.08) (00l (100.08)
D101 <4400 . |
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS W31 | 33,005 12,924 | L9 0 13,014
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 10,38) ( 23.78) o ( §5.53) [ Loy (008 f  (100.08)
2!“1 hd 20100 ( : ‘s-
- . ~ ) /
NINDER OF RECIPIENTS 501, 12,714 5631 Gweed | i 0 seal
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS. ( 9.0% ( 22,881 ( 10,381 [ 818 ( 4928 (0,080 ;wu.on
21701 ~ 3,000 y ! | J B
) , )
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 5,540 12,53 . 50218 5,815 1,339 C1el18 | Sheb26
PERCENT OF RECIPIBNTS | . ( 10.18) ( 2298 (958 | (.10.68) ( 1343 (3200 [ (100,08
3,001 - 3,300 - N . |
NIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 3199 1,599 3,007 3,403 2 | s | w2
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 10,680 Ca2 [ 9.9 ( 1.2 ( 8.88 ( 3080 | (00,080
o 30 300 \ ' ‘
MIBER F-REEHLENTS 114 4193 Lol | - ke | X kR 1,190 2, 54. ’
PERCENT OF RECHPI ENTS {1078 (23980 | 0 9.8 fnan |4 Ll (3080 (10,0
J ¢ 3'“”’.. | ¢ 7 ' 5
" WINDER OF RECIPIENTS B ST 144871 60166 6751 44T 20,466 59, 196
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (1198 ( 24,581 ( 10.38) ( 11,38 ( 168 [ 34.28) (100,08}
TorTa , | -/ '
l ‘
,.K‘[Cuf RECIPLENTS 95,069 211,090 16, 295 126,950 45 245 Seele | ' 110,133 54

COFRECIPIATS |t 1St | (308 | caen | cmen o Ceam | onem | (100,00
—_-*_ ;

N ' N o -
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" Table -6A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student
) ' , Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level

.
Table 6A is a distribution of total Basic Grant recipients b?’Student
Eligibility Index Range and grant Leve}*. The grant levels show ranges

of awards up to and including the maximum ;;;rd of $1,400. The student
eligibility indices are distributed in 200 point ranges except for the—=

' o
first category which ifidicates the number of recipients who received

zero student eligibility indices. !

Tapie 6A indicates that 925,017 or 50,1% of thg_total Tecipient popula-
tion had student eiigibility indiées of zerof wigh 69.37% of those re-
cipients with zero stddeﬁt eligibility-indices receiving Basic Grant
awards ranging from $é00 to’$1;199. fﬁ additioq; 142,59Q recipients,

which'cqnstituted 7.7% of the total recipient population, received the \

\

maximum grant of $1,400, £

FurEhermore, 401,330 rec ents or 21.77% had student eligibility indices
ranging from 1 to 400 a;jPSeceived Basic Grafit awards of $1,399 or less.
Also, 417,372 recipienfs, which constituted 22.6% of the total recipient
popg}gﬁioﬁ, had student eligibility indices raqging from 401 to 1,000, and
the& received awards of $999 or less. There were 102,361 or 5.5% of the
total number of recipients‘;ho had eligibility indice; of i,OOl to 1,20%.

4 .
These recipients received awards of $799 or less.

N

95




TABLE ¢ A

»

DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL
ACADEMIC VEAR 1971-18

GRAND TOTAL ; 4
1, 846, 080 A GRANT LEVEL
PE—— L e - — .
STUOENT ELIGIBILITY  |” 3 0 $400 - $600 - #4000 - |, 814200 -
INDEX RAKGE 399 199 99 1y 199 1,399 $11400 TOTAL
0 3\
NIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 58,612 201,112 2431648 192,228 83,141 142,596 525,017
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 6,08 i 2.3 ( 26,38 {20,181 [ 9.08) [ 1548 uoo.o%_
|- 200 \
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 8,024 40,918 56,115 51,202 © 150185 0 240,92
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS N ( 1698 L 2,18 ( 23.13) ( 3481 (0,08 (100,08}
A B ) . i
201 - 400 '{
WUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 6,055 26,888 38142 86,52 | 0 0 160, 406
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 4281 ( 18.08) ( 23,18 ( 53,98 (008 Loyl tioo.os
Wl-o0 P ‘
NIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 01832 e | o | o o Y o
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (45 Clot | L6 ( “0.08) {008 [ 0.08) (100031
M,,.._g\ 601 - 40 X -,

MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 1648 | 125,026 4 N oo of 0 141y 448
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 1l8) ( 88,3¢8) (0,08 (" 0.08) ( 0,08 [ 0.0%) (100.08)
[ —— i — L

801 - 1000 : -
NUKBER OF RECIPLENTS 20,251 104866 0 0 0 0 125,111
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ( 164181 [ 83,81) (0,08 (0,08 (0,08 (001 (10, 08)
1001 - 1200
MHBER OF RECTPIENTS 102,358 3 0 0 0 0 102,361
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 99.93) ( 0.08) (0,08 ( 0.08) ( 008 [ 0.08 | . (100.08)
ToraL ‘ |
WINBER OF RECIPIERYS 211,210 535,996 454,721 138,031 159,526 1420596 | 1,846,000
&acsm 0F RECIPIENTS I 13 { 29.08) [ 24.63 410,281 ( 868 (118 (100408)
_ . . esesssosmynyd

57
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Table 6B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student
Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level
d ’ . -
. Table 6B is identical to table 6A with the exception that this table

was prodﬁced for dependent recipients only. Table 6B indicates that
465,821 dependent recipients, or 41% of the total number of dependent

recipients had eligibility indices of zero. Of those dependent re-

¢

or 67.17% received Basic‘Grant awards ranging fro $400 to $f 199 ﬁi }."
‘ ’ * a ¥ ‘;- o
while 85, 920 dependent recipients or' 18.4% deceived thé maxjmum =
’ . v o PRI S v e < R
o awardfof $l 400 - / A, T . : 5
et LDy
- £ o ~
r : Iﬁ-a?ditign, 302 6%4 Qppendents or Zg 67 ha& Student eliglbility in-
N ,m. "’;' h .
dices ranging fgqm,l to‘AOO Also,'294 22Q or- 25 9% oﬁ tﬁe‘dependent i
ﬁ f"’“ ’t;"a “
recipients had elfgibil*ty ind1ces“/9 agng from-401 000, and -
’V;./' .
2 73 2%% oigp 47 had eligtpikity~indice? ranging ?rom 1,,

, .b ‘ / s ) ot 1;.. .',-ﬁ.
L Ag Tgﬂle 6B shdws Aég%zj? depeﬂdent;g;ﬁ
. "

$799 or less. Thesg tegipients comprised 38:67 of*the t¢ talﬁdépendent
. ' ’,l :\'y K

reci iené’population. ip &ddition '609v788 or, 53 6% of - ther

<

Fl . o J ' i -

% N 7 52 of the jependent vécipientapopulatidn reeeived the maxfmum award
Fi ST o

oot e T O I
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TABLE 6 8

OISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUOENT ELIGIBILITY [ADEX RANGE AND GRANT LEVEL

AADENIC VEAR 1971-18

CEPENDENT RECI PLENTS 2
1,135,981 GRAAT LEVEL
STUOENT ELIGIBILIY | 8 0 400 - W0 - | #0000 | 810200
IKOEK RANGE T 199 09 1199 11369 1400 1AL

0 ﬁ‘ \ 1

MABER OF RECIPIENTS A2 | w2 | 1286l 91y 562 @281 85,020 | 465,82

PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS Coamt |oren | canen |ov20e | cless | e | cieo.
1= 00

\ ' ]

MWBER OF RECIPIENTS S0 bl G5 | e 990 | 0| 150,00
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS R I I D T 11
1 - 40 i -
NNBER OF RECIPIENTS o | lests Bl8h | 66,248 0 0 11265
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Coast |orsan | taan | cseen | o | (o0 | (1o

" 4L - 600 ,' '
NMBER OF RECIPIENTS w136 | o 16y05 85,831 0 0 ol 1sm
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS Casn | cisa | crean | Coal | T e |0 o0n | (ot
0l - 400 i ‘ \
NHBER OF REC IPLENTS 108 90,364 2| 0 0l sh
DERCENT OF RECIPIENTS R IR T I I I I
-~ j01- 1000 \ -
NNBER OF RECIPIENTS 0,141 19,2 0 | 0 o o, ®am
PEACENT OF. RECIPI TS CILS | s | o0 | oot | C a0 |
1001 - 1200 |
.\‘ . ‘w,.‘
NABER OF RECIPIENTS TRy 0 o 0y, 0 g 104
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS wooon | o0 |t o0m | oo’ o.bm R U
g )
on ‘
NNOER OF RECIPIENTS L | ugese | weks | 208,001 420l 05,020 | LoL35540 |
PERCENY OF RECIPIENTS clned) | rghon | casan |l e | e oo
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Table 6C - j Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student _
' y - Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level

i

Table 6C was produced for indepsadent recipients are distributed
1.

by Student Eligibiltiy Index Range ang Grant Leve

. o ‘
This Table. shows that 459,196 g£_94.7z of independent recipients had
student’ eligibiltiyAindices of zero. Of these independent reqipienfé’
JQith zero stu@gﬁt eligibiltiy indices, 364,273.or 79.27 geceived
Jgrants ranginggfrom $40q to $1,399, with 56,676 or 12.3% receiving *

the maximum grant. ,

Furthermore, 98,666 or 15192 of the independent recipients had eligi-
bility indices ranging from 1 to 400; 123,152 or 17.3% had eligibilit}
indices ranging fyém 401 to 1000; and %9;119 or 4.1%, had student eligi-
bility indices ranging from 1001 to 1200. A

, . ) )

& . J

[
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INDEPENDENT RECI PLENTS

i

N\

DISTRIBUTION'OF 'BASIC GRANT RECIPIENIS BY STUDENT ELIGIBIL
" ACADEMIC YEAR [977-78

4

TABLE 6 C

N

J{IY INDEX RANGE ANO GRANT LEVEL
A

© 110,19 GRANT LEVEL
h — ———— O — SRS
STUDENT EL 16181 LITY 0 - $400 - $600 - 81,000 - $1,200 - .
INOEX RANGE 399 199 %9 11199 1,399 81,400 , T
0 ! |
WIMBER OF RECIPIENTS Y 120, 140 115,017 944666 340450 564676 459, 196
JERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 8.38) ( 260181 { 25,08 { 20.68) (150 (12,38 (100, 03)
L - 200
5
MNBER OF RECIPIENTS 3,451 12304 12,351 12,011 10,795 0 50,518
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 6l [ 24.18) [ 2.2 (23,5 ( 2L2%) ( 0.08) (100,08}
21 - 400 =‘I ! !
. o ,
NJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 3,548 1L 11,950 0, .0 0 1,48
PERCENT OF RECIPIENS )Lm (25080 | (25,0 (42,48 0.0 (003 (100.08)
. I
401 - 600 1
NINBER OF RECIPIENTS 3,69 12,378 26,961 0 0 0 45,035
PERCENT OF RECIPLENTS (8,28 ( 20,430 [ 64s38) L00n | 000 C 000 | (0.8
601 ~ 800 - [
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS mm% 34662 2 0 0 0 42,974
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS umw L8068 (0,080 tmw/ (0,080 ( 0.,08) (100, 03
801 - 1000 (
NNBER OF RECIPIENTS 9, 504 25,639 0 0 0 0 %, 143
//\nnmrwnnwums { 21,081 [ 12,98 ( 0.08) (0,080 (0,08 ( 0.08) (1004080
1001 - 1200
“NJMBER OF RECIPIENTS 29116 3 0, 0 0 0 29119
“ PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (9998 | (0,08 (008 L C 00 | (0,08 (0011 (100, 03)
SR |
NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS " 95,869 217,098 168,295 126,550 45,205 |1 56,616 110,133
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 13,59 ( 30,50 [ 23,680 [ 17.88) (. 6,381 [ .98 (100, 08)
S — : J
10. ‘ Q N



Page 26

Table 7A . Digtnibution_of Basic Grant Recipients by studént
Eligibility Index Range and Type oflInstitution . p
~ 4 7 -

Table 7A shows the distribution-.of Bésic Grant recipients ig Student
S

Eligibility Indi;/dad Type of Institution. The categorie f institu-

tions presented 'Iin this table are identical‘go those reported on the

Inéf&tutional Progress Report. v
L] -

"0f the 1,846,080 Basic Grant recfgients, 793,628 attended universities

‘and 623,754 attended two-year institutions. The Basic Grant recipients
enrgfled at these two types of institutions accounted for over 75% of

al - recipients.

. \'
As Table 7A shows, 359,612 or approximately 45% of+ the Basic Grant

o

recipients enrolled in universities had student eligibility indi

Wy )

of zero. Another 1112644 or 14.1% of the recipients enrolled ‘in utii-

versities had student eligibility indices in the 1 to 300 range. In
comparison, 356,986 or approximately 577 >f the recipients enrolled
in two-year institutions had student eligibllity indices of zero and

72,451 or approximately 12%-had student eligibility indices in the

1 to 200 range. ) \R\

/ ‘ ’ ' V.

-«

'

7




TABLE T A

DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS B'V STUDENT ELIGIBILITY INOEX RANGE AND TYPE OF IRSTITUTION
ACADEMIC YEAR 197118

GRAN) TOTAL

h

° \
: \
.
118460080 TYPE OF INSTITUTION, .
. OTHER - 1 YEAR BUT 6 NONTHS !
STUDENT EL IGIBILITY , | A LESS THAN  [BUT LESS THAN '
INDEX RANGE UNIVERSITIES YEARS YEARS 2 YEARS 1 YEAR (THER T0TAL
0 o \,
. i '
NMBER OF RECIPIENTS 359,612 136,233 356,986 2,18 49, 904 525,017
- L-200 R J’ i
\ [
‘ mWefa.qf RECIPIENTS Lo 1511 124451 3,633 T8 240,929
< 01 - 400 ’ |
MJHBER 1]4 RECIPIEM‘ 14813 30,515 41453 3518 408086 | 160, 406
01 - 60 |
MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 0915 19550 46y 201 2189 19387, 1?0.801
601 - 800
mngm OF RECIPIENTS 66)394 LI 414081 24080 3o 676 141448
801 - 1000
- NJNBER OF RECIPIENTS 59,026 25.8&6 34,840 ot 1068 15,111
1001 - 1200
NUMBER liF RECIPIENTS 50,362 211944 264635 10385 2,035 102,381
T0TAL
MIMBER Of REC!fIENl‘S "?'62\5‘ , 390 623.15;0.__ 36022 T4, 186 11846, 080
,\ N
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L N
Table 7B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student S
_r/Bligibility Index  Range and Type of Institution ’ //”///
“Table 7B indicates the distribution of -dependent Basic Grant recipients
}

by Student Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution. g

P . ; ) .
Dependent Baslc Grant recipients show.the same trends in enrollmen®“and
student eligibility index as the total recipient population. As indi—

caced by the table, 536,455 or approximately 477 Were enrolled tn uni-~

[veifities and 326, 624 or almost 29% were enrolled in two-year institutions,

thus agcounting for approximately 76% of the dependent recipients.

A

©0f the 536,455 dependent reciﬁients enrolled in uniﬁersities,'207,034 ‘ N

for 38.6% had student eligibility indices of zero and 91,097 or 17% had

A3

student eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range. ’This same trend is
shown in‘two—yea; ihStitutions, with 152,825 or 46.8% of the 326,624
_dependent’ recipients having student eligibility indices of zero and

53,708 or 16.47% with student eligibility indica#ﬁ the'1l to 200 range.

i
D
~1
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TABLE 7 B '
DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELIGIBILITY [NDEX RANGE ANC TYPE OF INSTITUFION
- ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-70

1

\ CEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

{

, [ - ;

11135, 541 ' ‘ . TYPE OF INSTITUTION *
r_ | R LYEAR BT | 6 NONTHS ]
STUDENT EL IGIBILITY Y B . LESS THAN [BuT LESS Tha
CUU0BCUME | WERSITIES' | YeMs | Yes | 2vEmS | 1 Yew OTHER T0TAL
0 ’ |
(| Wk oF Recteients | aon,on et | Lses | gl 16,551 i1
" o0 s )
| e ogs/cyum's: Lo e | wem | mam| g s 190,006
o | 5| f
R OFRECIPLENTS | S5 sRe. s | sl Ll a0 112,58
401 - 00 Y |
| e ok ncmens | saow | man | o L el 165,112
401 - 408
“MMBER OF RECIPLENTS Wik | 2oy wen Wl Y s S8, 414
M1 - 1000 |
AABER OF RECIPIENT S| | A L 1456 9,904
Wi | | _ ?
NMBER OF RECIPIENTS 419 msn | lrdt o 9l 324
T | )
| oneen o necteies 90485 | 2 | ubukas W 80 s
. ; l | |
° |
. | q
ERIC be , | | - 0
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]

Table 7C Distribution ‘of Basic Grant Recipients by Student
Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution

Table'7C shows the distribution of independenteﬁésic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index and Type of Inétitution.

“As indicated by‘Table 7C, 297,130 independentrrecipients were enrelled
in two-year institutions, which accounted fég 41.8% of the independent
recipieuts. In addition, 257,173 or approximately 36% of the indepen-
dent recipients were enrolled in universities. Altogether, these two

types of institutions accounted for over 78% of the independent .
A DN .

recipients.

Of the 297,130 independent recipients enrolled in two-year institu-

tions, 204 161 or 68.72 had student eliéibility indices of eero In
addition, 152,578 or more than 59% of the 257,173 independent recip—
ients in universities had student eligibillty indices of zero.

)

70



‘INOEPERDENT RECIPIENTS

noix»

" TABLE 7 ¢
OISTRIBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIP IENTS BY STUDENT ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE
' ACADENIC YEAR 197718

\

AND I'E OF INSTETUTIGN

Y

TYPE OF INSTITUTION
. T | omea TR W | 6NNE | ]
STUDENT EL IGIBILITY 4 2 LESS THAN |BUT LESS ThAN
[NEX RANGE WIVRSITIES | VEARS YEMRS 2YERS | LYER QTHeR 10TAL
0 | |
\NUNBER OF RECLPLENTS 152,518 se.ak 204 161 12,765 | 33,353 | 459, 196
- 0 %\ |
NIMBER OF RECIPIENTS 20,541 o | ey w30 hilt |
01 | |
\WBER OF RECIPLENTS 923 | el | 10 1,024 2l 0148
0l - 60
MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 18,901 b 519 16,693 o5t 19% 45.035‘
01 - 800 ! T
\OMDER OF-RECIPLENT 11,650 b3 fbr448 906 181 Q2,5
'umf 100 | @
NINBER OF RECIPFENTS west | b s past | 0 e e 35143
O B S A -
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 11683 4313 10,31 566 1,064 T
[ o B 1
NINBER OF RECIRIENTS 251,113 ‘ e | aana 17,996 A 425 110,133
L ‘

-
'
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Table 8A 4 Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients and Average
. Grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level |

" Table '8A indicat&s the distribution of Basic Gramt recipients and

A\

éverage grant by T¥pe of Institution and Grantglevel.

0
) o 4 . ) :
As indicated by Table 8A, 793,628 or approxim: y 43% of the Basic

Grant recipients enrolled in universities. Some 203,430 or 25.6% of

“y
these recipients received grants in the $1,000 to $1,199 range and

anéther 196, 826 or 24.8% received grants in the $800 to 5999 range.

4

An additional 186,353 or 23.5% of the recipients enrolled in univer- .
*

sities received grants ranging from $400 to $799. Grants ranging

from $400 to $1,199 were received by 73.9% of these recipients. (Thg}

average grant at universities was $900.

' L. »

However, the trends for the 623,754 or 33.8% of the recipients‘enrolled
%
at two-year institutions were somewhaﬁéﬁlféﬁfent. Some 238, 542 or 38.2%

.

received grants in the $400{to $799 range. Also, 197,283 or 31 6/ re- *?

- )

ceived grants in the $800 to $999 ranée and 96, 137 or 15.4% received

M
grants of $399 or<¥£ss Thetefore, 85. 3/ of the Basic Gtang\reciplents&\
who attended two-year 1nst1tutions)§ﬁ§e1ved grants of $999 or less.

The average grant at two-year institutions was $747. \

Of the 1,846,080 recipients, 535,996 or 29% received grants ranging from

:SQOO to $799, 454,721. or 24.6% reqéived grants ranging)from $800 to $999
P . ’/

and another. 336,031 or 18.27% received grants in the $1,006\;o $1,199

range. Approximately 727 of the recipients received grants ranging. from

\ ' S / ®
$400 to '$1,19y. | S ?



TABLE &

DISTRIBUT 10N OF BA‘IC GRANT RECIPLENTS AND AVERAGE'GRANT BY TYPE OF INSTITUT ION AND GRANT LEVEL
ACADENIC YEAR 1977-78

GRAND TOTAL

11846, 080

{

| | GRMT LEVEL |
: BIRE $400 - 600 - 0,00~ | sl200- |
TYPE OF INSTITUTION 399 RN /99 A 198 14369 40 T0ML
: ¢ ‘
UMIVERSITIES \
b ' \
"| MMBER OF RECIPIENTS Than 186,353 196;825 2034430 85,032 50,115 193,628
o] WERAGE GRANT | $900
. ,,;‘
OTHER & YEA
MHBER OF ‘RECIPIENTS . 3200 | 15,486 45,002 641 46 45,810 5,540 301,190
IERAGE GRANT 1. f of 18
I O K |
MNBER OF RECIPIENTS ’%v 960131 236, 542 191,283 50,835 iy 23821 623 154
AERAGE GRANI : o | 3 » ‘,m
L YR BUT LESS THIN 2 RS kD :
. MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 085T | LLI83 [ 5099 Wb | 28 s |
WERAGE GRANT / C 809
¢ \
6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN | .
MUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 1,938 23,52 JoAll 12,394 9106 1085 | ' 478
AERAGE GRANT ' . $824
e et e e e i mmc e s — &
OTHER
- NNBER OF RECIPIENTS | 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0
AVERAGE GRANT N 0|
\ i \
R 1 o
{  WKBER OF RECIPIENTS 21,210 535,99 456,20 36,031 159,526 142,55 Aebton0go | .
L 1 [ ! - ! ' ! ,..J.._' !
' v ' ' w 7
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P » : -
&_ Table 8B Distribution of Basic Grant Reciplents and Average
Grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level -
i »
,//F\
Table.8B shows the distributigpxﬁf dependent Basic Grdnt recipients and
average grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level.
As Table 8B indicates, 536,455 or approxim%tel& 47% of the dependenE
A : : - 5
¢.. recipients enrolled in universitiesp, Over 73% of those dependenégger

. /
cipients enrolled in universities received grants ranging from $400‘to

$1,199, with 127,767 or 23.8% in the $400 to $799 range. There were

-

140,058 or 26.1% in the $800 to $4§9 range, éad another 128,409 or

23.9% received g:ants in the '$1,000 to 31,199 range. The average

nt recipients enrolled in universities was $898.

grant for depen

' : ' /
As shown in Table 8B, of)the 326,624 dependent reciplents enrolled in
v J .

two-year institutions, 122,261 received grants ranging from $400 to

(.
$799 and another 107,817 received grants ranging from $800 to $9995.

The average grant at two-year instigytions for depeni&nt recipients
: !
was $766. -]
‘& ' ’ j

Moreover, of tﬁe 1;135,947 dependent recipilents, 318,898 received grantéx_

. . { . g
£ ' in the $400 to $79a)range. Another 28§,426 received grants in the $800
. N | N . . R ~

%o $999 raAge and an additional 209,081 received grants ranging from

§\ © $1,000"to, $1,199. Approximately 72% of the dependent fecipients received
s '3

grants ;ang%dg from $400 to $1,199.
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ACAUEHIC TEAR |

- uste X
olfmeuuou OF wu GRANT RECIPIETCAND AVERAGE GR
9

DEPENDENT RECIPIENIS

/

\

BY TYPE CF INSTITUTION AND GRANT LEVEL

18

Lol 35 T GRANT LEVEL , p |
R — L ot
$ 0~ $400 - " $600 - $1,000 - $1,200 - 2
reehe stiumion % 1% 99 10199 1,399 1,400 101
. I 4 /
UNIVERSITIES -
WMBER OF RECIPIENTS 41,36 121,61 140,058 "1284409 61,062 31,195 53¢, 455
+ AVERAGE GRANT ' | $698
OTHER 4 YEAR '
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 22,23 53,953 0890 | O 45,03 36,593 35,676 125,281
AVERAGE GRANT K $952
.
‘ b
2 OYER \
. ~ ,
MUMBER OF aeugum] 43,106 122, 261 Lon, 817 20,511 11,595 12,13 326, 624
AVERAGE GRANT $166
I
1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS ,
MMBER OF RECIPIENTS C 33 5 846 2,53 2,321 1,336 247 18,126
AVERAGE GRANT \ $815
| ¢ MONTHS BUF LESS THAN 1 WR | } t 1% |
WHBER OF RECIPIENTS 4,106 9,00 bl 4,198 3,6% 2,368 29,361
AVERAGE GRANT i $630
QTHER T ~
e "
'MINBER OF RECIPIENTS ! 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AVERAGE GRANT Q v
oL / LI ‘ / _
MNBER OF uummsf 121,341 'm.u( 286,426 209,06] 114,261 15,92 L3557 |
‘ M
]
a
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%

Table 8C Distribution of Basic'Grant Recipients and Average
Grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level"®
. ’\q
. p -

Table 8C shows the distribution of independent Basic Grant recipients
Jp\ and average grant by Type of Institution and Grapt Level.

. 4

)
As indicated by Table 8C, 297, 130 of the independent’ :ec1pkents were

Q‘genrolled in two- year institutions. Of these independent recipients,
116, 285 received grants ranging from $400 to $799 and 89,466 received

grants ranging from $800 to $999. The average grant at two-year

a

. ! 7-“
" institutions for independe:k recipients was $726. \ ‘

. P _ {
' Another 257,173 independent recipients were enrolled in universii}#é:—\‘

3
with an average grant'of $904. Of these independ?nt recipien&skﬂ§8,586

<’recelved grants ranging from $400 to $799, 56,768 received grants in

the $800 to $999 range jand another 75,021 received grants ranging from

$1,000 to $1,199. : N

O
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DISTRIBUF 10N OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS AND AVERAGE GRANT BY TYPE CF INSTIIUTION AND GRANT LEVEL
., ACADENIL YEAR 197716 ¥ .
INEPENOENT RECIPLENTS S /I poo
) 'l i , >
nowm o GRMT LEVEL T N ¥
o > ‘f40- OO - | 800 - 0,000 - | $15200 - L :
TYPE OF INSHITUTION ]399 T A N Rt 14368, 11400 {1 /TR
Co - R ' o ) § g
" UNJVERS IT1ES A VAT
"y ‘ S ' . L ' ! : # o ‘
MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 2909 58, 586 56,768 15,021 23,969 16920 | 2511m
AVERAGE GRANT - . Lol $904
| -~ o . ‘ﬁ . . (.'.lvv' ' '
.‘ plusa\a R - | | - -
CNUMBER OF RECIPIENTS | i 8,973, | 2,53 |- 13,12 190000 | 95200 194864 92, 409
'AVERAGE GRANT . ¢ ) o ~ o 8951
T . TR r NE \
1' | z YE‘RI L ‘ ’ <y '.\ ." ,‘ ) ' . o P I“i“ . i ‘? &
WNBER OF RECIPIENTS LosuRl | omeasl | oeass | wael s |t uoss |42t
AVERAGE GRANT " - , . COE N R 1178 1Y
L :"' t N ) " l ﬂs—.u [ ! 'I; ?
L YABUT LESS THAN 2 YRS - ' o Pyow A i
1 . ' N ' . - - . ‘:: . [ ‘
W MINBER (#,' RECIPIENTS - R - Y y o 21662 o 2.2r99'. Ty Wiy T 2,680 | J/’ﬂ/b b
AVERAGE GRANT . e o . A B 5802 ]
SRR | / o
6 HONTHS BUT LESS THAN L YR |- - ( o o B A ‘,
' ¢ . 5 . E . : , "\1I ,.v“. . -, - r'w 18 I
 WUHBER OF RECIPIENTS | - 7,232 14,761 BTTL LA PR 1 TS B WYY Sl | *45.42? g
AVERAGE GRANT : o PR A I S LT I
o ‘ b ¥ ) o ) o .-J;’,: | ‘.v
LU ! . . ¥ " : RN " Y . 41‘:",'
AUKBER OF RECIPIENTS 0| TN T T8 IR T SRR SRR W il AR S N
AVERAGE GRANT S o - R R T 0]
an I~ 1 SR B
‘ L “\ | : R . ' SR
MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 954869 27,098 | 168,295 | 1264950 WBiese| o S64bTs 10,133
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Eligibility Index Ran;% and Educational Cost Range; O
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Table 9A Distribution of Basic GrJhg Recipients by Student
Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost 'Range
’ P J '
. b I
Table 9A shows the distribution of BasiE”Grant recipientjrby Student

;
L PI
(e

. “J .
A totaf’gf 925, 017 Basic Grant recipients had student eligibility indices

of zero, which'hgqggnted for approximately 50/ .of the recipient population.
Of these recipients, 231, 118 or 24.9% attended in%titutions_yith educa-
tgonal costs of $1,801 to $2,100. Another 164, 030 or 17.7% eé’ofée&’in
:institutions with educational costs ranging from.$2 101. to $2,400, and antg'

additional ‘161, 249 or 17. 4/ attended institutions with educational costs

ranging from $l 501 to $1,800. Therefore, 604‘of the recipientsgwith

o

zero student eligib}lity indices enrolled in institutions with educational

costs ranging Trom $1 501 to' $2 400.
64 or 23 9% of the total Basig{érant recipi-

(4.

7!’
_iﬂhs with educational costs ranging from

Table 9A also shows that 442,

$1,801 to $2,100. In additid 8.7% of the total recipients enrolled in

) \
ingtitufions with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $2,400. However,

220,321 or 11.9% 6f the recipients were- enrolled in institutions with e%u—
- . = .

cational costs of more. than $3,600. It is interesting to note that, ‘of the
.v

542 864 recipients enrolled in institutions with educational costs ranging

from $1, 801 to $2,100, 231 118 or approximately 52% had student eligibility

indices of zero.
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TABLE 9 A

Y STUDENY ECIGIBILITY [NDEX: RANGE AND ECUCATIONAL CCST RANGE
ACADENLG YEAR 197118 , | .

v . )
10846,000 i EDUCATIONAL COST RANGE - , _
STUDENT ELIGIBILITY.| 0~ | 1501~ | tdo1- | 2000~ | 2000~ | 2r0b- | 3001 -1 3301 - L |
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MINBER REC 1P ENTS WL | 200447 | 35031 32090 | 12,205 | 124808 907 |, 15030
PECENT RECIPIENTS | ( 3,280 [ € 13,580 | ( 234480 | € 20030 | 8,00 | { 8,430 58); 0
601 - 800 " fi i EH
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'*zéblé §B ‘Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Studeng
7. - Eligibility-;gdex Range and Educational Cost Range
. ‘\4 o ’ ' ';u R ’ : . .

Cwe

Tabl.M9B‘ind;ca£es the distribution¢of dependent Basic Grant recipients

by Student Eligibility Index Range’énd Educational Cost Range.

”»

~ As shown in Table 9B, 465,821 or 41% of the dependent recjpients had

-gthdent eligibility indices of zero. . Of these dependent recipients,

- ‘ - ,
107,607 or 23.1% we{?'enrolled in institutions_wiﬁh educational‘costs
o /\ ) . ‘

i

ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.

of‘hll depend!%t recipients were enrolled in

;;st tutions wicp,educétional costs ranging from $1,801 -to $2,100.

" Also, 253,189 or 22.2%

X,

Within\this cost catégory, 107,607 or approximateiy 42% had student
e : - . . K . ) .
gibility indices of zero.
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DISIRIOUIIOV JF BASIC GMN! RECIPIENTS Hywaﬂl ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE AND ECUCAT IONAL COST RANGE

" DEPEMJEN! RECIPIWS

L3

v

' \
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g™ L
i

TABLE 9,8
MADENIC YEAR 1917-18

EOUCATIOML CosT QANGE

[

[}

3001« | 330] - S |

J

| swoenrettetury | o | 1501 - ﬁol- A01- | 01 - | 2101 -
INDEX RANGE 1500 1600 R100 2400 2100 3000 3300 - | 3600 | 3601+ 1074
1 , - .
/ \0
TNUMSER REC IP1ENTS 15,040 | 05,320 | 10Ty607 | BL,032 | 41,407 | wbeT24 b 19,385 | 16,708 | 45,761 | 465,62
PERCENT- RECIPIENTS +| (30480 | € 103801 (23080 | 10380 | (10,80 | € 10,08 [ 4d8) [ 3590 | 9881 | (100.08)
|- 200 ' ' ‘ X
NUNBER REC IPIENTS 50610 | 250599 | 43,047 | 31,858 | 16,600 | 16,100 | W72k | 6,80 | 29,130 190.00!
PERCENT RECIPIENTS | ( 24930 | € 3u88) [ (22680 | € 19980 | 0 8100 |1 9,580 |4 W[ L8[ 015380 | (100,080
200 - 40 | ',
NUNBER RECIPIENTS | «.;5.109 (4426 | 26,589 | 23,080 | ' 946%2 | 10,401 ' W22 | M9 | 18,263 | 11258
PERCENT RECIPJENTS | ( 2,180 | ( 12,780 | ¢ 20,680 |0 20,080 | U 858 [ 1 920 | € 3.080° [« 3680 |0 16280 | (100.08)
NOMBER aeﬂ'u ENTS 20039 [ 12,958 | 23,223 | 22,831 | 0,800 [ 9,798 | 3,80 252 1 10,894 | 105,12
P ERCENT ueg?ums 0 28| 1228 [kt [ 8 Ll s | st |1 3 m.9u¢; (100.08) | -
10,795 | 21,003 |- 2,197 _i‘.--'"wq 90494 | 3,519 | 3,505 | 174650 | 9e4le |
LR 2 R T R M T X (R N TR N R .ol
f S ; : ] ' ' ¢ ' ' I _" )
NUMBER A5 SRk | 8866 | 19,130 | 19,861 | 8184 | i85 [ 3,25 A2 | 2] 8 w 3
mcem 4 : LL0 9880 L2080 022,080 [ 1 9400 | ¢ 9830 [ 1 3.8 (2580 | 19,00 uua.nxi %;
' o 0 ¥ A A
" v -, lf. 1, dﬁ' ' _ - Y ¥
1.190‘“ M.m 140502 [TV 60002 | 60948 | T4T0 ) 2,625 2067 | 140205 | 15228 .
O b8 | (s a.\m y }.w [0 |0 94080 (10,08 | 259 [( 3.0 (20,081 | (100,08 Y™
| 2% \ , ]\ :‘  : . ‘1 a3 ' ) .
mu aatcmems 3265 [ 1640506 | 2530089 | 220,028 | 106,090 | 110,561 | 44,000 | 40,763 | 160,525 [1,435,96
PERENT. ascmems J&‘ 280 MR | 224080 [ 198 ] 09380 [0 ST 3 | 380 | (1480 | (100,080
e ‘ : ‘ - j . !
R g 55 87
¢, . ‘. - \ i
) % .
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Table-9C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student
) Eligibility Index Range and Educational Co8t. Range

[

P

Table 9C shows the distribution of independent Basic Grant recipients >
{

by Student Eligib}l*tyllndex Rangé and Educational Cost‘Range,
4 a‘-d;i“ . “: ‘C‘? . | .
As Table 9C ihdicaéeé, %59,196 independent recipients had zero student
. RN o
eligibility indices, of which 123,511 or 26.8% were.enrolled in insti-
. & . . '

m»t&tibniﬁwith‘educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100.

»

As gﬁo in Table 9C, 189,675 or 26.77%4pf tﬁe indépendent .recipients
were enrplled in insgitutions with educational costs ranging from $1,801
{ .

. . . $ . )
to $2,100. 0f tYis number, 123,511 or approxi atel?’65% had zero student

: A 9
eligibility indices, while only 7,524 or appr xi%?telyi%% had student
’ -~ " ' *
eligibiliry indices in the 1,001 to 1,200 range. iz : NG
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' TABLE 9 ¢
0|SIRIIUIION OF BAS{C GRANT R;CIPIENIS BY :STUDENT ELIGIBILITY INDEX RANGE AND EOUCATIONAL CCST RANGE

e NP

ACADENIC YEAR 1971-18 y
 INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS
10,19 EOUCATIOMAL COST RANGE 4 ‘
P———r——-’“ﬂ——-_-m__ e - - S——
Ol sowoemt evtemmuary [, o+ | asor- [ ousot- | aore | 200- | an01- | 301- | 330 -
@ IMECRMGE | 100 | 1600 | 200 | 2000 | 2000 | 3000 | 300 | o0 | dow | 1O
r?u 0 f _ l‘r ' ) '
A “ . s .

NUNBER REC IPIENTS 528 | 15922 | 123,510 | 62,998 %6?540 36,809 [j 2lidd 1021 | 36,620 459, 19
PERCENT RECIPIENTS | ( 6,880 | ( 16,580 | ( 26.88) | ( 18.08) | ( 190 {8,080 {1 68 | € 3,08 | ¢ 198 | 1100.08

! l-zoo ' . " b
MNBER REC PLENTS 510 | LS9 | 12,580 | LLRT | b0 | 40080 | 20258 | L85 | w62l | 50hSI8
PERCENT REVIPIENTS | 1 S.080 | ( 14980 | € 20,780 | (22,280 | € 8680 [ 8080 [ 1 4480 | € 2980 | ¢ 9,080 | (10008
IR | o |
NUMBER REC 1PLENTS 1468 | 1,633 E 10,558 3190 3,510 L118 Lell 4205 | A1) 168
PERCENT RECIPIENTS | ( 5180 | ( 15,980 | € 26 0880[ € 224080 | ¢ 1900 | 7380 | 0 3080 | € 2680 | ( 4980 | (100,08
we s N | 1oy o R R
. , ' BT |
MIMEER RECTPLENT DAL | T | I[85k | 3405 | (3008 LS00 | L6 | 401 | 45098
PEACENT RECIPIENTS | 1 5,000 | (1668 | (QL8) | (2281 | 750 [ bty 0 3300 | sl | (bt | (g0
| . 6 g
601 - 800 _ ‘ x
NUMBER RECIPIENIS LU |, nose| wso | gee | s | 29| 1as | L 3.9‘o'$m" ]
PEACENT RECIPIENTS | ( 4.981 -0 16480 | 1 20480 | € 288D | € 220 [ 6880 | 1 2,300 | 0 230 | (08 | (100
01 - 100 e Y SN “ . \
WUMBER REC LP1 ENTS Lbol | BT | o002 [ A nsea | e | 2299 1,023 1 0 a0 | B
PERCENT RECIPIENTS |  4.20) | (164680 | { 20390 | (F22.58) | ( 1.5}( (688 | 1 .290 | (240 | (9,600 | (100,00
1001 - 1200 | |
‘ i z - . ’ (’1 . -t | \
NUMBER RECIPIENTS - .np Gos | 1| elio | 230 | 1M o | 2900 | asle
PERCENT RECIPIENTS | 1 4ubt) | (16,180 | ( 28,801\ ( 2381 | ( 190 [0 eIt [ 4290 | € 2%l ¢ 990 | (lo0som |
— i . - 1—+ <
: X s ‘ " ‘ ' L
NUMER RECIPLENTS | 43,78 | 116,230 | 169,675 | 139,000 [ S6,200 | S4u626 [/ 30122 | zo.m’ RIACR
{298 (300.C8)

CENT RECIPIENTS | ( & 180 | ( 164380 ) 4 26780 | ( 19,580 | & 1.9%) [ ( 7.6!!.“%&¢54glll
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Table A0A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family

Income Range and Educational Cost Range

i‘.
[

7 -
Table 10A indicates the distributiqn of - Basic Grant’ recipients b Family
el . ;}W'W: .

ey ) o
Income Range‘snd &gucationaL.Cosc Range 24

Table 10A shows that ‘a-total of 1,086, 639 or approximately 594 of the
" ,Basic Grant reciﬁients had ercational costs*;anging from $1,501 to

$2,400. Of that number, 280, 736 or approximately 15% of all Basic

-
Grant recipients were enrolled in institutions with costs ranging from

v -
$1,501 to $1,800. Another 442,864 or approximately 24% of all recip-

N\ . .
ients had costs in’the $1,801 to $2,100 educational costs range and

363,039 or approximately 20% of recipients enrol}ed in institutio#is '

N

with costs rangifg from $2,101 to $2,400.

y . LY <
. By far the largest number of students in €ach of these three.educa-

N

tional'co‘t ranges reported family incomes of $3,000 or less. -As «

shown in Table 10A, 107,433 or approximately 38% of the recipients

with educational costs ranging'frdm_$l,501 to $1,800 had family

e $0 to $3,000 fange} In addition, 159 622 or approxi-

mately 367% of the ré?ipients with educational costs in the $1,801 to | RN

] $2, 100 range had fnmlly incames. ranging ffom $0 to iﬁ 000. Also, K

126,147 or approximately 35% of the recipients with educational costs
3 . . . ) . ' L
ranging from $2,101 to $2,400~had family irfcomes in the $9_to $3,000

! v . . : . ’
ragée. Of the 1,846,080 total recipients, 1,110,346 or approximately

.

]
L 60% of- the Basic Grant rECiR}Q£ES had family incomes of $6,000 or

less. o S ' . ' .
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TARLE 104 . ‘ Pw N
Dlsmlnurlon OF BAS[C GRANT nscwuulg BY FAMILY INCOME RANGE AMD EDUCATIONAL C0S] RANGE .
ACKDEMIC YEAR 197778 ' v

GRAND TOTAL ,

118464280 ' myu INCOME RANGE :
" ; . ©
EOUCATIONAL COST s 0. | siool- $600] - so001 - | sta0l - | A
s RANGE 3,000 84000 9:000 12,000 151000 $15,000 « |, HIALL°
‘ D - 11500 | \ ( I ‘
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS . 13,828 210360 | -, 1o 54831 2e102 | ¢ 14301 164043
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS L 4§49 [ 29.08) (14,8 __ﬂp"°" (3,5%) L) (iov.oy)
CLs0L - 100 ' ‘ I
K : A | ¢ :
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS < 1054369 144801 504777 280215 |. 144304 h2lo 2604136
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS +f.  ( JJhSY) (26,68 | (18,0 (10,08 { 5.08) ( 2.5%) (100,0%)
— - . n - R VoS - - ————— h —e e - PR e v b ———— ,._.{ i —
1,801 = 2,100 ‘ ‘ ,
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 156,317 Hailsl 82¢100 491009 2711269 144928 4421864
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (35,00 R VI T O T LY U AL i (100.0%)
i - . : ) 4 : - . TR e ——— e ———— em e
20100 - 20000 o | e | |,
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 120,709 Bork2d | o 86eTS1 105 214036 161410 3631039
PEncEN! 0F RECIPIENTS thaw | o {18,9%) e T (4,54 (100,08}
e ] S LRl Ak S B e =
Z!Wl - 2!700 lv .-"l ] ‘{' ' " : ‘ ﬂ \\
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS T YRR B WYY 211631 oo | - 108708 \) 61590 162331
Ta0r- o | ol e | b , ;{ . &
. ] " ] , i
Nuuicn OF RECIPIENTS o ShSle 410245 304706 201961 111899 6872, 1650187
PERCENT, OF RECIPIENTS (3% | 2.9 L1850 | (1268 ALY \ 1 R
730000 - 3,300 - : g . ,
B R ‘} ' R ’ . \S_’ r q
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 24452 21317 134003 . 81294 MS6A | o &5 122
PERGENT OF RECIPIENTS (.8 tan | e | DL [ b8 [ 3,48 - (0mes)
[ . e et ——— Jr S o — I VSO S o s e -
| LR BN . \ B R
¢ ! . N A PR . ]
 NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 184914 150607 obed | T Teges | - T EBe 2,619 610431
. PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (30,19 L B8 (18,98 | (20 PR L 0 a5y | oo, 0$’
—— LIS a—— .- .HL_,,,~.V.._. [N R _-,-‘,_. T éﬁ.ﬁ:__ . s e I .
ey ! L B | 3/,
\ ', ) . ) ‘ s ’
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 554371 484303 444326 351904 211968 145049 220,321
%nmrwauwqu SBR[ A8 20N |0y 82n |l 9.9 {6,597 00,08
BERIIL S ' t C N " ~ doon
Y| NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS . 626)488 4601892 aar.gkg R <L Lo qanazer| 7 1an, TIVR461080
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS { 33.9%) {24498 LR (12,080 [ {6477 S0 (lpO.ow_j
. } . 3 —-“. . Sy . " —L, - N
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"Table 10B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family
’f'\ Income;Range and Educational Cost Range " : '

[

Table 10B shows'the,distribution'of dependent Basic Grant recipients

by Fami&y Income Range and Educational Cost Range. _ (.

N o

The data for dependent Basic Qrant recipients indicates, trends similar

to the total recipient population,'with 253, 189 or 22.37% enrolled in ',

institutions with educational costs: 1n the $1 801 to $2,100 range,

224, 028 or 19.7% with costs ranging from $2 101 to $2 400 and 164 506

or 14.57% with. educational costs in the $1,501 to $1, 800 range. This

-

means that 641,723 or approx1mate1y 56A of all dependent recipients

weré enrolled in 1nstitutions ‘with educat10na1 costs ranging from

$1,501 to $2 400 Moreover, 621 737 or .54. 7/ of the dependent rec1p—
lents had family incomes'of‘$6 000 or less, and of that»number, T 9\\

; i 137 152 or approximately 2% were -enrolled in, 1nsti§utions w1th

. educational costs rangir\g from $1 801 t(o}_L_].QQ «k

R
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S | TABLE 10 8 \
! DISTRIBUHON OF ‘BASIC GRANT RECIPIERTS 'BY FAMILY INCOME RANGE AND EOU! .!IUNAL COST RANGE.
B ACADENIC. YEAR 1977-78 =% )
oepann:m REGIPIENTS * ¢ \
|.|35.9c1 P FANILY INCOME RANGE l ! \
4.‘_-,; Lo ¥ Y
[ _EDUCATIONAL OSY § 0. $300] - 86001 - $9001 - $12001 - | \ o
a RANGE 4 3000 64000 91000 120000 15000 sls.ool\ L ToTaL
L & -gl.soo ! s 3 N
VRN ’ v ; : {
NUMGE OF RECIPTENTS s T 600 Pl | T2 1202 21651 14293 321265
PERCENT ‘OF RECIPIENTS - 1 18,7%) (129498 [ 22.9%) ( 1841%) ( 8.2%) A T
I i . . . j S
4 hS01 = 14800 [A R I M
' sz Co . . . . .
NUMBER OF RECIPLENTS | ° 39,078 | . -434135 350618 250484 ¢ 144024 11167 1641596
{ERCENT OF, RECIPIENTS AN | (22 L 21,88) I 15048 (8,59 ( 4.39) (100,08)
‘L4801 -z.l/ K -] )
L ] i . .
NUMBER, OF RECIPIENTS 09,380 | | <600217 | BT4162 ~ Me657 261903 144862 2531189
Pencthr OF RECIPIENTS | (1959 |- L2318 [ 22,59) [ 17.6%) ( 10,6%) ( 5.8%) (100,0%)
r , g B
| ! - ) !
‘} ZIWI Z!‘Qg uy. l
‘T Nuqua oF RECIPIENTY - 64420 49,293 50,758 VA 1466 261126 160357 | 2240028 .
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS / -t 6% (- 22.0%) [ 22,68 (1881 ¢ 11.9%) (18 (100.08)
“ j W - |- v
' N . ) v R 4
NUBER OF RECIPIENTS , zm's; S 200908 214595 | - 1710687 100607 | 69960 | 1084090
PERCENT' OF RECIPIENTS 123,39 ’:.J;‘w 23048 (20,28} ( 16:6%) (- u93) (" 6% (100,0%)°
i 2 J.I '”ﬂ. ‘ o 5
y L h"-.:\', ) -
uns;n 0F nccmtm 21.456»9""’l Y. 851671 ' 24,600 194957 114795 186) 1S
Encgm OF RECIPIENTS (19,59, B9y 02,28 ( 22,29 { 18.0%) C10.68) | (628 | L00.08)
i»mol-noo ., b J"“?’y \ ‘ A / L-
1 ‘ ‘ " ” ) ' o .
NUMBER OF AECIPIENTS TS|, Mg 94053 Te764 TR 206BL | 1 40000
+ PERCENT OF Ecm:ms ( 18,08 . ( 25.7%) (22,3 (17.6%) s Lo s | 0]
' mou- 3600 A | Ty |
" NUMBER OF nzcmcurs OIS |, 9ibas 94296 14566 41049 2,811 40783 |
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS (10,88 ( 23:68) (22,18 | 1853 \“ ( |u %) : (689 uoozom
R A ' o/ o
: v . : : , ,
NUMBER -OF RECIPIENTS 19,643 320462 374504 632 t21856 | T 14428 1604525
avencqut or RECIPIENTS Sl [ 20,2%)) ( 23,38 t2lse | 130 |0 (B8 (100,08
! "\i ": - —_T” - ——n - R et SIS ._..)‘,.. e —_—
mm ’ . ‘ S
“\ . Wt : - . ! o : oo !
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS ° . 211,960 2661 T4y 2534799 207305 1234525 120930 | (11350907
Lm" ' OF RECIPIENTS (18,6%) { 23.4%) 1223 187 | 1088 Lk | (100,080
. “_—. - »
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Table 10C ~ gistr:ibntion of Basic Grant Recipienits; by Family
: - ‘Income Range and Educational Cost Range //

Page 37
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. * - . LI g a
' " Table 10C indicates the(%gstribution of independe Basic Grant ’

?Ecipients by Family Incdfilﬁange and Educatiohal Cost Range.

\

©

-

Indepgndent recipients showed simil r trends to the dependent recipients
7. ) - J ‘ . /
., and the to;ai‘;ecipient\zfﬁulati n, wit 444 916 or 62.6% enrolledﬁin

' [ ‘A ! -

.institutions with egyggtional coste/ranging_from $1,50 » to $2,400. oOf

v~

! all independ_nt res%%ients, 116 230 or 16 4/ had educ ionallcosts of

$l 501 to $l 800, anothen 189 5 or 26. 7/'had costé o $1,801 to $2;100
\J . o

in institnggoné with edupatiqnal“costs

A

and 139,011 or 19.5% enrolle

0. > . o4

'rang}ng from &2,101;to 52

e o . - M el .": ’ - A n.\ -
- As indicated by Table 1 488,609 d »837% of ‘the indepepdent recip-
.ef 56, dOd or'less, aéd;pi that number,313l,508
R - :

ients had familJ incomés

2 0 M .
% _or 26. 9/ enrolled in/institutions with edui7£donel{costs-ranging from
$l 801 to $2 100. - L -
) hi \
v 7 /
/ *
9
A\ - . i . .
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HBLE 10C

ENTS BY FAMILY INCOME RANGE
/ ACADENIC YEARNOTI-T8

—-

AND EQUCATIONAL COST RANGE

’
1

i

N

i PRl

lnosp:uosur nscmzms : ‘{- ,
onean AR " FAMILY INCOME RANGE
* . EDUCATIONAL COST s 0. | 200} - $6001 £ | 59001 - s1200] - i
te . RANGE . 31000 60000, [} 94000 12,000 \lsrﬁ’oo $15+001 + ToTaL
: ‘ \ . e ! 4 —
0= 14500 ‘
o e ) |
NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 191 M98 | 3e60L 629 si| ? 40718
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS - ( 63,040 (26,76 | & 1 Bu28) (Y ) '4\m 009 (100,08)
NS0l - 1800 - “ N '
NUNGER OF RECIPIENTS 9l 311686 15+159 21791 28 1161230
PERCENT ‘OF RECIPIENTS . (RN [ 2n2s) (1300 2w ( ey | 7 (100,0%)
) : ? . ' N '
l.m\e 100 R _ "
“ Y 3 \
NUNBER OF nzcmcms . 1054989 " 244938 41352 366 1891675
PEACENT OF RECIPIENTS . { 55.0% (13:19) (2% (1019 ( Ho0.oy)
. /" ' i .
21101 = 24400 . v
. L v, 'l \, " ‘ f
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS * | 84,26 1154993 1239 30 1394011
PERCENT OF REClPlENIS { 50,6%) SR ETY: 11 Iy 1 L. 0a2% [ (100,0%)
/. z.m-z.ro,o | R ( K
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS - | . . 36297 61036 11043, 0l | . 560281
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS . |* { 60,9%) L J0.78) ol 831 {019 { (100.0%
S T -3, c ; )
8 34000 o . N , , ‘
NUNBER 0Ff RECIPIENTS o 3leBes 560 | A 6-{06, Choes | Wl + 541626
PERCENY #F RECIPIENTS jt.%a.zn [ 2844%) RNt Ll I 195 TI (100.08)
21001 - 31300 ,’ ' ,
‘ . b '
| NUWBER OF RECIPIENTS 963407 -91974 30150 50| 50 312
v . 7 ~r . - - ——
32301 - 3.600 . ’ -
. \ .
"NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 11,899 5981 |, 2T} 003 kL 20,65
RERCENT OF RECIPIENTS [ 57,6%) [ 20.0%) {1138 1 149%) [ 0.1%) (100,08
J-W: R - " N ;.
NUMBER: OF ‘RECIPIENTS ' CX T 15084 64822 * 19272 112 594796
- PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS. V199,79 | - L 26.08) SITY coadm b b0ln (100,08} .
T - " 5 .. .’ - i ' - I3 4 - . .— . P _______.__‘___ﬂ__..
TomL ‘ .
NUMBER OF azcmgms _ 4,520 1944543 [ _amsz“ 110,10
OF RECIPIENTS T VR R O 1% N B I RV ( Hoo.08) 4
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Table 11 ° - Summary Statistics by Type of \Cont#ol of Institution

Iable 11 presents a summary of Total Expenditures, Total Recipients

- 4
and Average Grant by Type and Control of: Institution.

d

Of the ‘three institntional.contrdls (Publio,.Private Non-Profit; . .
Private Profit—Making); qulic‘Institutions received the largest-share"
($1,064,620,953),-approximately:682'of‘the ;;Ehi Basic Grant-éxpendi—-
'1 tures. Private Profit—Hakinglinstitutions received the smalleSCfshare
($140,926,725), approxinratély 9% of the total expénditures. Publie
Institutions had 1, 318 055 recipients in 1977-78 and Private Profiu-

“king Institutionsf had. 162, 733 recipients.

' ' . ,,//
Despite the fact that Public Institutions had the largest expenditures
/4
and number of recipients, their average grant wai"807 In comparison,
. 1 -~

the average grant at Private Non—Profit Institdtions was $1 611 and 55

the average- grant at Private Profit—Making Institutions;Was $865. The

+ lowest average grant, $566, was at Publ :nstitutf%Js with Programs

A s :
oE'One Year but less than T#Q Years. The smalLest'number of recipients,

'504 were enroclled in Private Non—Profit Institutions with Programs of

Y " *

Six Months but sless than One Year. s T

‘ o - TNl .
“"Again,'it.should,be ndated that the catégory "Oéner"‘has been included
o 'I. . ) . -, . : . . (

' in,Table 11, althpugh there are no entries in this category’regulting .
. N . . : s r
from improved methods of data editing in the computer processing of

'\ o ~

Basic Graht records. o o ‘ (ﬁ

L3
o
»
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TABLE 11.

BASIC GRANT EXPENDITURES, RECIPIENTSs AND AVERAGE
GRANT. BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION 11971-701
ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-78

101

SN N

Y,

: | TOTAL. AVERAGE
TYPE OF INSTITUTION EXPENOTURES RECIPIENTS GRANT
TOTAL PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS  |$10064+6205953 193184055 .-
& ' ——
) \_. . . \ . . ‘ .
UNIVERSITIESE $5751359:776 656917 | $875 I
OTHER & YEAR $103,860842 119,132 $87) I-
2 YEAR $3800793+645 534,098 $712 I
1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS $34656+72) 61459 $566 ]
6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YR $949,969 ° 11449 ' $655 I
| o -
l; TOTAL PRIVATEs NON-PROFIT $369,452,208 365,292 R 1711}
I UNIVERSITIES  $128+8350101 | 1354991 $14020 '
OTHER & YEAR - $1921671,763 | 191,547 51,005
1 . ' - N .
1 g 2 YEAR "$3607704904 36,387 $1,010
7 . ) .
I\ I YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS $704,708 863 | $814
.- : - ﬁ. [ ._“'
6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN | YR $4694732 504 K $932. l
N l . . ' Ay} L]
TOTAL PRIVATEs PROF]T-MAKING $140+926+725 162,733 N 3665
» s L
\ - g S
UNIVERSITIES $653+533 720 - '$907
OTHER™& YEA $615634929 74111 $921 -
) P ! 1
. 2 VYEAR 5481641321 . 52069 $913
1 vh BUT/LESS THAN 2 YRS $241R64,958 (: 28,800 $663
6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YR 560,202,984 7?fﬂQ3\ $826
= ' ) e Y 1
$0 0
/ 3
Slo57§o9990886 1:846,080
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Table 12 Distribution of Basic Grant Redipients by State R
: and Control of Institutions T , .
Ta‘le 12 shows the distributlon of Basic Grant recipients by State and
LY ¥
' L [ 4

Control of Institution. oo
AN . o ' ! o e e «

t

As indicated by Table 12, only three tates had more than lOO OOO re-
cipients, these being New Yorklwith 206,451, California with 181 290

“and Texas with 102 834‘ The collective number of recipients in these )
< - ', [ ~

three states represented 490,575 or 26 67 of the total number of Basic

th@‘_;zcipients dé\ever, it should be noted that the category;"All
N ’ . Y " . ’, ~

Others, which includes Guam, Puerto Rico,

" gin Islapds ane the
U.Ss. Trust Territories had a recipient figure of 100, 718 }y \f
(/} . .\ ) \/ .

In Public Institﬁtions, s1x states had *more thar 50, OOO recipients

*
y

~
"These, six states, Califotrnia, New York Texas, Illinois, Florida and
\. \

Michigan hadza collectivg.total{rf 529¢850 recipients or 40.2% of . the

. ent1re rec1pient population‘for delic Institutfons

-

¥

. Lo . N - -
- )

i | \ T oA b N
Table 12 also 1ndicj§és that in Pgﬁvate Non-Profit Iné%itutions nine

v Y

states, California, Illinois, M&ssachusetﬁs, New York Nog§h Carolina, :
o, Pennsylvania, Tennessee an exas ad a recipipent gur excee g

Ohio, P lvania, T dT d 1pi k\fi ig dh

10 OOO Thpse nine states accounbed for 166 497 or 45, 64,4f th& recip—

ient figure for Private Non—Profit Institutions ,““{f N .
& ﬁ;}%

-4 T
. ,'(- h. o e -

£
Recipients in Private Profit—Maklng Institutions accoun%ed for 162, 733

»

_ror 8.8% of the total recipient population Of these 162 733 reqipTénts. b

&
in Private Profit—Making Institutions, 57 017 or 3 3SA were enrqlled ih
‘~

institutions locgfted in California, New York a;d Pennsylvaniah

) ' : : -,

N .

o
vt ,«.;---
'R

ﬁ ‘,

= X

_\j 102 !



CMeLE 12 1
DISTRIGUTION OF HASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS
Y STATE MWD CONTROL OF INSTITUTION

ACADEMIC YEAR 1971-18

i ) - o PRIVAIES -
RECIPIENTS. PUALIC PRIVATEs NON=PROFIT PROFH-HAKING o ToTAL
iMs: " . 113180055 3651292 ' 1620733 " 0 118461080
- — -
* ALARAMA 321894 11456 _i56] p 43191
[ ALASKD ¢ 14 83 ] 1 1 19
“|_AR[20NW 201166 0, | 11995 D 251204
ARKANSAS 151940 2,09y 11523 0 204056
CALIFORN]A 145697, 16003 191562 ! 181,290 .
COLORADO ° 170634 - 1146 I 0 214301
CONNECTICT 91600 _ 14 ‘ Lo80] 0 141504 -
DECAWARE: . 2191y £98 349 > 0 Y166
D157, OF COLUMATA 11403 woay - | LNl n 13+200.
FLORIOA 544 298¢ 21144 A T
_GEORGIA 251521 J13145 T 218 ) " 36,055
HAWALL KT 298 o ) 41066
DO, o Wip 4 L Y ) WISt
LLINO[S o0kl 19 15 5102 0 841972
O R INDIANA 180528 06 53611 N 29607 _
oo lom 01367 ¢ ) 4506 . 2657 [} ? 11530
KNSAS [ 141145 AT I8 1 THTAT
KENTUCKY o 1807 |- YT TR [ HAK
LOUISIANA . T 19449 - W L 43,064
HA [NE ', 51600 1,893 . - 1501 I § 8000
MARYLAND - 20082 20656 '+ | 'R 1 M TLEL
MASSACHUSETIS 241805 191054 K 41163 W, 81022
HICHIGAN 5212]3 .. 91681 " 116 0 85,810
AINNESOTA .- 0261291 %, 5912 IR ] W10
_ HISS[SSIPP] VT 3158) 1087 0 31199
WISS0UR| 261429 11876 2,518 0 36,1823
HONTANA §° ° 51266 TN : 197 0 61012
NEERASKA 91085 aRly b 936 - 0 120342
NEVADA 2419 T 20 n 21182
NEA_HAHPSHKE 290] 1,910 ' 143, " I
NEW JERSEY 320080 m 8589 1 45113
NEW MEX]CO. , [281] J,mﬁ /903 0 15173
" ¢NEW YORK . J360268 | 430911  P61266 0. 206145
JNORTH_CAHOL [N Janse T 104599 I ITIE i S0sl 14
. |_NORTH .DAKOTA TH 825 11292 L0 [ TIEL
ORI | 451653 135220 N Y[ 60393 T 451266
o | OXLAMOMA” 251005, 118 155 . 291938
" OREGON; 194002, N [ Lidss 0 20,188
PENNSYLVAN] A 30008 - 19741 ihley [ n ¢ oA T
_RHUQE [SLAND 41596 21925 i 4 FEE I 1 81360
SQUTH CAROLINA- 18v46] 197 31042 B P 285,300
| SOUTH DaKOTA NI 0,891 ~__ Wl 7 1 THWs
L_TENNESSFE 20s]g |7 *0059) , v 208 1 391320
CLIEMS, 0]1109 144185 61940 0 102483
s T N 2 ' T n R
YERMONL 20682 1102¢ B n 317146
YIRGINTA T 290 |] K 21026 0 0,408
: NASHINGION HILX A 2815 2009 ¢ " 281520
il y Y[HGINIA - nn/ 11819 bt ) i101063
L L WISCONSIN 2wt e . 19)e. . 115J¢ " 38T
NG 11948 ] B 132 . IIR1]
EKC""E”S I st BN I I Y7 ] T8

I
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Table 13 Distribution of Basic Grant Expenditures by State -
: and Congrol of* Institution v .

R

Table 13 shaws the distribution of Basic Grant Expenditures by ftate -

, and Control of Institution.» S . e
e ’ 4
/ . - / , s . ( -

" As ihdiCated.in Table 13, total expenditures for‘Public Iﬁbtitutions~

upre $1 064 620 953Jrr 67.6% of ‘the total expenditures for -the Basic

4
r Educational Opportunity Grant Prdgram ’/n-additionq total exPenditures .
- for Private Non-Profit Institutions were~$369e45f 208 or323 5% of the
» : ~

AN tota1 expenditures, while total expenditures for Privaté Profit—Making :

Institutions w&me $140 926 725 or 8.9% of the total expenditures for

( . . . L. .
the Hésdc Grant Program. , . N .

. E . - , . o ‘ E . . )

) o >
¢ 14 Q - .

’ / o Y
. ) " t\
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. TABLE 1D

DISYRIGUHION 0F

)

RANT, EAPENOL TS g

5 ‘

t

. TR o
' , U BY.SYATE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION .
L L NACADENIC YEAR 1971-8 -
rl-_ S ey o
¢ ' . ' ") -PRIVME, 1 S
thptumwats PRI ) PRIVATEY NON-PROFIT [ AROFIT-HAKING . OTHER L
. R PR * L
o TomLs” s1h0046201953 | 5360,4521208 + $14019261125 £ $195749999,806 |
[ | , y \ y A ) o A I .
T T AT 2620100 oo | sansene. |
P XTI " 495448 §26.066 | 4 | $650,221
ARJ2ONA - $1505210892 14620163 + shNgi0n6 - | ¢ 3 $19:2410531" " |, .
Lo RKANSAS +« . |~ §12:041195 33,018,562 815236032 N\ [ 30 TSI AN
v 143 R P UYL S D TEAELL I
COLORADY - $1,023:212 $1,851,156 [\~ MY $10 5030
LCOMECTICUT - 1 : $1r400s : $1 S1gelihls
. - 5 VIT VT I N 1949 n 5
- A L% 3 Y I T T T 5 31213661813
FLORIOA » - $431296155) .| $81932:859 . $2)369:113 ° \ $n . 85045911925
| GEORG]A _$20,96%)189 $8:2080000 .. YT TS ' Y A X ) UT Y/ 1Y
[ HAYALL 214101986 FTYEN F VI ' sisyelol fn $3:041:818 |
DAHO S22 '}IL §a2la430 ' 49,99 ) $3,1680, 28
LLINOS $ATo 1070088 04}39:83 $5:0060887 |\ $0 32120008
INDIANA L $15 1160038 §42859; 44 $0,0500260  } $1 _$2545831852
o $803030454 $6,001+836 $490:267 i $14,795,35]
" KANSA §1150970495 35300001 [ §1,135.519 % __$1545831265
Eiﬁiﬁiv $15:41]0763 $493649120 __$3)4124564 ) $230]95100 7
| _LOULSIANA _ $2131921491 $21654315] $4467711 $) $35525 019
| HMNE $4480891249 Sol6Bs2ls $482:]10 TN % 1
AR __$22,300 119 $2.8620020 ] . §R63:03 T - 260,00
_mmmsms $20536] 134 $1804799]) $316391199 M « 3424801254
[__MICRIGAN Y 7Y $91536:¢ T KT\ "§56,920,6882
" A $20+4191583 $116144825 7 T8 . szmamu
*N[SSISSIPPl $2617]4030¢ 4,042,953 §1,049,181 10 $31+852: 128
N SSOUR] f0ulsteg2e | 97,368,129, $2108] 1838 $n_ §2915941189
HONTANA $4,3900192 $463:232" | 5168250 $n_ $5,0201214
RASKA * $1,4000858 | 259 $7360)18 $0 _§10,325:295
NEVADA ‘ $1oAT00054 | ¢ - 389,786 51991647 ) $21159+881-
| NEW HARSHIRE FIESTTITS I R VT ] 121118 ) LI
_N_Eu_mm 32618300221 $614051908 $516841]85 $ §38:620310
NEW MEX]CO $10,595+800 3810003 1549,]52 30 $1215621255
[ NEx YORK $126,8361149 $44,033,801 $22,198:697 $0 $193,668,649
[ NORTH CAROLJHA $2913080522 $111210,542 $L913 115 T $42:500) 179
NORTH_BAKOTA 3416281976 830,265 3244929 $0 35,103,138
OH]O $1917981283 /;.H.ooz.le $504631116 B .” 158, 3204810
OKLAHOMA i 91429417] 13541533 — $112030 143 1 $23:19881047
QREGON- 11130382 /811910160 A 1 IT R TY T I AN ) $18:1¢3s001
PENNSYLVANTA sza.lsum /. $18+0]8:607 T $90899:138 - §0 156102, v84
'- _sgg?u% 81500130 §21669 645 - SNbds $0 111511726
QUTH CRROL INA 1$15+0274138 $11573 106 $21720 13 $0 §25:326:02}
20T DaxdTi — $4,9300001 3118064 J5¢ 3315146 $n $71054,98] -
MNESSEE $19,98] 1841 $1112611$99 n.%.m 8 £341420,029
({119 x 36103990869 | J  §]308804996 $51488,299 M $80, 711,764
Ut 15,0450352 17 $219,016 §218,145 1 56,282,513
YERMON 82021028 $985:409 1111409 40 $31295,942
VIRG]NIA $19:4041339 $59]1710390 §117284700 3 $265 3041425
[ VASHINGTON $16:10008)2 $216360108° 116680054 $0 $21089199%
YEST YIRGINIA §614381J]10 3197312408 $94499172 §0 $911161090
W[SCONSIN _ 82015080 FATTIETY I TN $0 $211210:299
¥YORING _ 314589078 3 0961129 80 311685807
AL OTHERS 13211061144 $64 16281946 3016819 | 5 $1004052:009

i



