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INTRODUCTION

The Pell Grant program, administered by the Department of Education's
Office of Student Financial Assistance, receives more Federal funds than any
of the other five student Finarcial aid programs authorized under Title IV of
the Higher Education Act of 1965 and its amendments.t/ The program of fered
grants ranging from $200 to $1,800 in the 1983/84 academic year to eligible
individuals so that they could further their postsecondary education, Since
its inception in 1973, the number of Pell recipients has increased over
fifteen fold. During the 1983/84 school year alone, over 2.7 million students

.received nearly $2.8 billion in grants,

‘The pri@ary feature that distinguishes the Pell Grant program from other
forms of financial assistance is its entitlement concept. All students
meeting certain criteria are guaranteed aid, with the amount of aid determined
by financial need and educational cost. To be eligible for a grant an
individual must meet certain residency requirements, be enrolled at least
half-time in an eligible program at a school particpating in the Pell program
and be determined to have sufficient financial need. Financial need is

calculated using a formula developed annually by the Department of Education
| and reviewed and approved by Congress. '

This formula, applied consistently to all applicants, takes into account
such indicators of financial strength as income, assets, and family size, and
produces a Student Aid Index (SAI). The SAI is combined with the cost of a
student's education and the student's enroliment status (full or part-time),
'tq determine the amount of the Pell Grant.

1/ The next largest program in terms of Federal expenditures is the
Guaranteed Student Loan program. The other major programs providing student
financial assistance in order of decreasing size are as follows: (1) College
Work ~-Study; (2) Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grant; (3) National
Direct Student Loan; (4) State Student Incentive Grant.

Vi~
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Generally, the amount of the grant increases as the SAIl decreases so that
an applicant with an index of zero may receive the maximum award equal to one
half of the applicant's educational cost for the year. This is subject to an
overa]i award of $1,800. Annual educational costs must be over $400 to
qualify for any award. Proportionately smaller awards are made to part-time
students.

Purpose and Organization of the 1983/84 End-0f-Year Report

Since 1973, the Pell Grant Program Policy and Analysis Section of the
Office of Student Financial Assistance has compiled statistical information on
Pell program activity. The information provides a basis for program planning
and development and is incorporated each year into an End-of-Year Report.

This report, designed as a desk top reference manual, can help higher
education officials and financial aid administrators to better understand
current patterns of Pell Grant disbursements. ‘

The 1983/84 End-of-Year Report is a series of tables, with accompanying
explanation, which describe in detail selected aspects of Pell program
activity. The tables are grouped into six chapters.

Chapter 1 highlights the.most significant program activities during the
1983/84 award period. This chapter contains general information such as the
total number of applications processed, the number of grant recipients, the
types and number of institutions participating in the Pell Grant program, and
income-related characteristics of applicants and recipients.

Chapter 2 is an in-depth analysis of selected.dgmographic characteristics
of recipients and of the impact these characteristics have on grant levels.
The chapter examines the interrelationship of factors such as recipient age,
family income, dependency status, SAI, and educational cost. .
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Chapter 3 presents information about the eligiblity status of applicants
by income level, examines the interrelationship of dependent students' earn-
ings and family income, explains summary statistics on applicants reporting
Veteran's Education Benefits and student Social Security benefits, and con-
tains a table on enroliment status by type and control of institution.

Chapter 4 analyzes the effects of family income on grant levels for vali-
dated students.

Chapter 5 1ooks at selected aspects of the Multiple Data Entry application
processing system. '

Chapter 6 summarizes information on institutions participating in the Pell
program. It includes data on the number of schools participating, their loca-
tions, type of control (public or private), and the lengths of programs offer-
ed. ' '

A glossary at the end of this document defines the terms used in this re-
port. The reader may find it useful to scan the glossary before reading the
report chapters.

To facilitate cross-year comparisons, the format of the tables in this re-
port is consistent with the format of the 1982/83 and 1981/82 reports.

Data Bases for End-Of-Year Report Tables

Al11 tables in the 1983/84 End-of -Year Report, except Tables 1 and 14, were
derived from a universe file containing applicant and recipient data current
through March, 1985. The applicant data were taken from the applications
students submitted to the central processor; most recipient or disbursement
data were derived from Student Aid Reports (SARs). Validated disbursement
data, obtained from Student Validation Rosters, have been obtained for most
students and were included as part of the recipient data. Some expenditure
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and grant level information found in the tables is, however, based on expected
disbursements and may not reflect actual expenditures. For example, average
grant information takes into account neither changes in a student's status
which have an impact on grant amount (i.e., the student withdrawing from
school) nor money recovered from overawards.

It is recognized that “freezing" Pell Grant data in March, 1985 and using
only information on the file through that time means that some information
will not be collected and some unresolved data problems may be incorporated in
the universe file. Nevertheless, experience has shown that the number of
additions to the file and the number of problems resolved after the cut-off
date are small and do not significantly change the current distributions.

In contrast to the above mentioned tables, Table 1 is based on the final ap-.
plicant and the most recent recipient data available. It more closely re-
flects actual expenditures. The number of recipients, total expenditures and
average Pell Grant. in Table 1 are from the most recent Pell Grant Disbursement
System data. These are aggregate data which more accurately reflect total
Pell Grant expenditures at institutions. The level of expenditures includes
funds sent to schoo]s.but not spent for students who did not receive awards,
did not receive full awards because of changes in enroliment status or other
reasons, and other recoveries. - However, because this recipient count is
merely the number of unduplicated SARs in the system, it includes those with
"zero" disbursements. On the other hand, all other tables except Table 14 are
based on special tabulations and sums of data from individual recipients' re-
cords. Such records-do not reflect changes in Expected Disbursement actually
experienced by these students, unless their awards have been validated by the -
school. By definition, these special tabulations éb not count students with
"zero" disbursements as recipients. These two factors work together to Show a
reduced average award on Table 1 in comparison with the average awards shown
on other tables. After all Student Validation Rosters have been processed for
the 1983-84 period, individual recipient data will agree with aggregate data

~iX=
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reported on Institutional Progress Reports. Because these factors have been
considered, recipient data on Table 1 (such as average grant) differs from
similar data on other tables,

The data on Table 14 are derived from a separate set of reports, National
Summary Statistics for 1983/84, produced on Sebtember 6, 1984. National Sum-
mary Statistics are also based on the applicant file "frozen" at a specific
point in time. The Summary Statistics represent a picture of the applicant
population at that point. These data are used in Table 14 because they more
finely reflect certain applicant characteristics not available from other
sources, '

The data presented in the 1983/84 End-of-Year Report have been compared

internally and.with similar data derived from other sources. The distribu-
tions have been found to be consistent. "

11



CHAPTER 1
HIGHLIGHTS OF THE PELL GRANT PROGRAM
AWARD PERIOD 1983-84
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE PELL GRANT PROGRAM

AWARD PERIOD 1983/84

Introduction

This chapter is divided into five parts. First, the significant changes
in the program, which occurred during 1983/84, are summarized. Second, the
major changes in applicant, recipient, and award data, are highlighted.
Third, the impact of program changes is discussed. Fourth, selected program
statistics are summarized, Finally, there is an examination of Table 1 which
presents a historical overview of the Pell Grant program throdgh the 1983/84
academic year. '

Major Changes 'in the Program Duringd 1983/84

Two changes were initiated during the 1983/84 academic year that may have
affected the statistical data. They were:

(] A dramatic decrease in the number of qua]ified students
selected for validation. In 1982/83 1,660,021 (50 percent
‘of all qualified applicants) were selected compared to
753,748 students (21 percent of all qualified applicants) in
1983/84. )

] A change in the treatment of Social Security and Veteran's
educational benefits in determining Pe]i Grant amounts.
Unlike 1982/83, the Pell Grant awards of students who re-
ceived Social Security and Veteran's educational benefits
were not adjusted. Instead, one-half of Veteran's educa-
tional benefits were considered as income in computing the
Student Aid Index (SAI). Social Security educational
benefits were not included in determining the SAI.

13



Major Changes in Applicant, Recipient, and Award Data During 1933/84

The following major changes in applicant, recipient, and award data
occurred during 1983/84.

) The number of institutions participating in the program
increased by 2.9 percent from 6,193 in 1982/83 to 6,372 in
1983/84. ‘

° The number of applicants increased by 6.5 percent.
Approximately 5.4 mil1lion persons, half of all undergraduate
students in the U.S., applied for a Pell Grant during
1983/84.

° The average award increased by 6 peicent from $959 to
$1,014. '

° Total expenditures in the program rose by 16 percent from
$2.42 billion to $2.80 billion.

° The proportion of recipients reporting as independent
increased from 45.6 percent to 47.6 percent.

e  The reported financial strength of recipients, as indicated
by the SAI, decreased in 1983/84.  For example, the propor-
tion of recipients receiving zero SAls increased from 52.5
percent in 1982/83 to 55.0 percent in 1983/84. Likewise,
the proportion of students receiving re]aiive]y large SAls
decreased. In 1982/83, 12.9 percent received SAIs greater
than 1,000; in 1983/84, 12.5 percent received SAls in this
range. :
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) Educational costs for Pell Grant recipients increased. In
1982/83, 34.5 percent of all recipients attended institu-
tions with costs greater than $3,600; in 1983/84, 36.6
percent had costs in this range.

Impact of Program Changes

It is unclear whether the two major changes in the program had any signi-
ficant impact on statistical trends. One would expect that a dramatic de-
crease in the number of recipients selected for validation might shift the
income and SAI distribution downward. (The assumption is that institutional
validation of U.,S. tax return items on average increases the amount of report-
ed family income and the SAI.) This appeared to be true. The proportion of
recipients reporting incomes of $6,000 or less increased from 45.5 percent i~
1982/83 to 46.2 percent in 1983/84, while the proportion of recipients with
1hcomes over $15,000 decreased from 21,5 percent to 20.8 percent. Moreover,
the proportion of recipients receiving zero SAls increased between the two
years. There may be other more important external reasons for this modest
downturn in the reported financial strength of Pell Grant recipients. For ex-
ample, in 1982, the base year for reporting income on the 1983/84 Pell Grant
application, the nation was experiencing a recession and a period of rela-
tively high unemployment,

The change in the treatment of Veteran's and Social Security educational
benefits probably did not have a major effect on program-wide statistics given
the relatively small number of Pell applicants who receive these benefits. JIn
1983/84 approximately 2 percent of all applicants. reported receiving Veteran's
educational benefits and 3 percent reported receiving student Social Security
benefits, compared with approximately 3 percent of all 1%82/83 applicants that
reported receiving Veteran's educational benefits and 7 percent that reported
receiving student Social Security benefits.
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Summary of Selected 1983/84 Statistics

The percentage of students who are financially dependent on their families
continues to represent more than one-half of all recipients; however, the per-
centage decreased to 52.4 percent in 1983/84 from the 54.4 percent reported in
1982/83. For independent students, there was a corresponding increase to 47.6
percent from the 45.6 percent experienced in 1982/83.

The data indicate that Pell Grants continue to be directed toward recip-
jents with low family incomes. Nearly one-half (46 percent) of all recipients
in 1983/84 reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. Approximately one fifth
(21 percent) reported incomes over $15,000. Independents predominated in the
lower income ranges, while dependents were more numerous in the higher
ranges.

An examination of the distribution of family income for qualified appli-
cants rev-: - the same results. Approximately 56 percent of all qualified
applicants . cported family incomes of $7,500 or less, while 39 percent had
incomes over $15,000. As with recipients, independent applicants were more
numerous in the lower income ranges, while dependents predominated in the
higher ranges. Table 14 presents applicants distributed by reported income.

As would be expected, there was a strong correlation between family income
and assets and an applicant's SAI. Generally, the lower an applicant's income
and assets,. the lower his or her SAI. The correlation between SAI and grant
level, however, is not as direct since education costs and enroliment status
have a heavy impact on the size of the grant awarded. For example, although.
55 percent of all students receiving Pell Grants had zero SAls, only 41
percent of all recipients received grants of $1,200 or more.

Approximately 62 percent of all Pell recipients attended public institu-
tions, 20 percent attended private non-profit schools, and 17 percent attended
private profit-making schools. Over 52 percent of all Pell Grant recipients
were enrolled in five year institutions or four year schools without graduate
programs. Approximate]y-40 percent attended schools offering two to less than

1-4
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four year programs, while the remaining students attended institutions requir-
ing less than two years of course work. This pattern of anrol Iment is similar
to that for 1982/83, indicating that program changes did not affect signifi-
cantly the kinds of schools in which students enrolled.

Students could apply for a 1983/84 Pell Grant through one of four
sources. About 40 percent of all applicants applied through the College
Scholarship Service (CSS); 39 percent submitted applications directly to the
Pell Grant program, 16 percent used the American College Testing (ACT) appli-
cation form, and 4 percent applied through the Pennsylvania Higher Education
Assistance Agency (PHEAA). The proportion of app1iéants who qualified for a
grant differed substantially by application source. Roughly one-third of the
students submitting a CSS, ACT, or PHEAA form did not qualify for a grant. By
comparison, only 14 percent of the applicants submitting their applications
directly to the Pell Grant processor failed to qualify.

1-5
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DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY LEVEL OF FAMILY INCOME
- AWARD PERIOD 1983-84
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PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION ATTENDED
AWARD PERIOD 1983~84
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PELL. GRANT APPLICANTS/RECIPIENTS BY MULTIPLE DATA ENTRY SOURCE
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TABLE 1

Pell Grant Program
Summary Statistics for Cross-Year Reference
Award Period 1973/74 through 1983/84

Table 1 summarizes the general applicant and recipient trends in the Pell
Grant Program from award period 1973/74, the first year of the program,
through award period 1983/84. '

The Pell Grant program experienced a dramatic increase in both the number
of applications processed and the number of recipients from 1973/74 to
1976/77. Much of this increase was due to the expansion of the population
eligible for Pell Grants from full~time freshmen in 1973/74 to all undergrad-
uates attending Pell participating institutions at least half-time in
1976/77.

Program expansion was more gradual from 1976/77 to 1978/79. During this
period, the number of official applications processed increased from 3,590,379
to 3,885,383 and total grant expenditures rose by approximately $65 million
dollars, compared to an increase of more than $1.4 billion dollars between
1973/74 and 1976/77. From 1977/78 to 1978/79, the number of qualified appli-
cants dropped from 2,390,320 to 2,228,603, An increase in the average grant
from $758 in 1977/78 to $814 in 1978/79 accompanied the decline in the number
of recipients and the growth of total expenditures. '

From 1978/79 to 1979/80 the program expanded greatly, primarily in re-
sponse to the passage of the Middle Income Student Assistance Act. While the
number of applications only increased from 3,885,383 to 4,186,716 (8 percent),
the number of recipients increased from 1,893,000 to 2,537,875 (34 percent).
Since the -average grant increased from $814 to $929 (14 percent), the tctal
expenditures grew from $1.54 billion to $2.36 billion (53 percent).

1-10 RZ2



In 1980/81 growth in the Pell Grant program slowed. Although the volume
of applications increased by 15 percent from 4,186,716 to 4,825,420, the
number of recipients increased by only 7 percent from 2,537,875 to
2,707,932. The average award decreased from $929 to $882. Total expenditures
increased by 1.3 percent, from $2.36 billion to $2.39 billion.

From 1980/81 to 1981/82 the number of applications and recipients remained
approximately the same. The average award dropped from $882 to $849 (3.8
percent), primarily because the maximum awardfdropped from $1,750 to $1,670.
Total expenditures dropped from $2.39 billion to $2.30 billion.

A number of éhanges to the program were initiated in the 1982/83 academic
year: the definiticn of an independent student was modified; veteran's educa-
tional benefits were used to determine grant levels and validation selection
was greatly expanded. Total expenditures increased in 1982/83 by 5.3 percent,
from $2.30 billion to $2.42 billjon. At the same time, the number of recipi-
ents decreased by almost 7 percent (from 2,709,076 to 2,522,746) while the
number of applicants increased by almost 3.5 percent from 4,945,760 to
5,118,558 and the average award increased from $849 to $959 (3 percent).

0f all the changes in the 1982/83 program, the one with the greatest im-
pact was the expansion in validation selection. The number of eligible appli-
cants selected for validation increased over 500 percent from 313,791 in.
1981/82 to 1,660,021 in 1982/83.

Comparing 1983/84 to 1982/83, the voiume of Pell Grant applications in- |
creased 6.5 percent from 5,118,558 to 5,453,548, and total recipients'grew 9.4
percent from 2,522,746 to 2,758,906. The average Pell Grant award increased 6
percent from $959 to $1,014. This larger average award together with the
increase in recipients contributed to a 16 percent increase in total expendi-
tures from $2.42 billion to $2.80 billion. The percentage of applicants se-
lected for validation dropped to 21.3 percent in 1983/84 from 49.7 percent in
1982/83.

- 23
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TABLE |
PELL GRANT PROGRAN
SUMHARY STATISTICS FOR CROSS-VEAR REFERENCE
. (PART 1 OF 2)

AWARD PERIDD
19731974 1974-1975 197511976 1976~1077 1977-1878
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING OFFICIAL
APPLICATIONS, v v vvvevionivans 512,866 1,304,877 2,339,337 3,690,379 3,044,047

NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING VALLID

APPLICATIONS, v.vvvevveniinn, 482,331 1,114,004 2,178,696 3,408,718 3,621,841
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
QUALIFIED 268,444 661,648 1,455,187 2,258,043 2,390,320

' APPLICANTS, v ovveviinns 52.3% 52.2% 62.2% 62,9% 62,2%

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
NON~QUALTFIED 213,087 432,436 123,509 1,150,675 1,231,321
APPLICANTS, . vurarsinnns A1,7% 3.1% 30.9% 3218 32.0%

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
APPLICATIONS RETURNED FOR

INSUFFICIENT DATA AND '
NEVER RE-SUBMIVTED 30,535 . 190,783 160,641 181,661 222,406
FOR PROCESSING., veivuurunn, 6.0% 14, 6% 6.9% 5.1% 5.6%

NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL
APPL]CATIONSI!llllllt’ltlltl

cI-I1

CLASSES OF ELTGIBLE APPLICANTS FULL-TIME * FRESHNEN ALL ALL
FULL-TIME FRESHMEN &  SOPHOMORES UNDER- UNOER-
! FRESHMEN SOPHOMORES B JUNICRS GRADUATES GRADUATES

NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS
SELECTED FOR VALIDATION.....

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS,......... 176,000 567,000 1,217,000 1,844,000 2,011,000
TOTAL EXPENDITURES.-.......... $47,509,000 $356,353,000  $025,998,000 '$1,475,444,000 $1,524,340,000

AVERAGE  PELL GRANT....svvu. ., $270 $620 $761 §756 $758
MINIMUM  PELL GRANT........... $60 §50 $200 $200 $200
WAXIMUM  PELL GRANT..,.v....o, $452 $1,050 $1,400 $1,400 $1,400

*The average grant found in Table 1 {8 based on the most currently
gvallable reciplant data, which is based on actual expenditures by
institutions from Progress Report data and SARs submitted, The
sverpge prant found fn the other tables is based strictly on the
division of total expected disbursements by total recipients,

|
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TABLE |
PELL GRANT PROGRAM
SUNMARY STATISTICS FOR CROSS~YEAR REFERENCE
(PART 2 OF 2)

. AWARD PERIOD

1978-1979  1979-1880  1980-19B) 1901-1082  1982-1983  1993~1984
NUHBER OF ARPLICANTS
SUBMITTING OFFICIAL !
APPLICATIONS.0vvvevrevernres 3,885,383 4,186,716 4,025,420 4,945,760 5,110,650 6,453,540
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING VALID
APPLICATIONS. . veevrevennnss 3,401,420 3,068,420 4,475,780 4,614,580 4,700,255 4,955,775
NUMBER AND PERCENT QF
QUALIFIED 2,226,600 2,020,745 3,330,504 3,380,237 3,341,371 3,541,19)
APPLICANTS. .\ vvevvennns | 61,43 72,4% 6. 0X 69.7% §5.3% 64.9%
NUNBER AND PERCENT OF \ .
NON-QUALIF 1ED 1,172,025 838,684 1,145,228 1,216,353 1,367,854 1,414,504
APPLICANTS .o\ vvveerne 30.2% 20,0% 22.7% 24.6% 26.7% 25.9%
NUMBER AND PERCENY OF
APPLICATIONS RETURNED FOR
INSUFFICIENT DATA AND
NEVER RE-SUBMITTED 483,955 318,287 249,658 331,170 409,333 497,173
FOR PROCESSING. .0vvvevvenes  © 12,54 1.6% .28 6.7% 8.0% 9. 1%
NUNBER OF ABPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL
APPLICATIONS . ovvvvvereernns 248,238 260,918 265,203 266, 197 296,146 284,945
CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS ALL ML Tl AL ALL ALL
. UNDER- UNDER~ UNDER- UNDER~ UNDER= UNDER=
GRADUATES  GRADUATES  GRADUATES  GRADUATES  GRADUATES  GRADUATES
NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS
SELECTED FOR VALIDATION..... 119,263 232,118 320,852 313,791 1,660,021 153,748
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS.......... 1,893,000 2,537,876 2,207,032 2,700,076 2,522,748 2,758,906
TOTAL EXPENDITURES .+ . vevvvssss $1,540,895,000 §2,35%,222,000 $2,387, 117,000 $2,299,718,000 $2,420,517,000 §2,797,057,000
AVERAGE PELL GRANT...0vvvon.. $814 §929 $882 §849 $959 $1,014
MINIWUM PELL GRANT........... $50 $200 $150 §120 $50 §200
VAXIHUM PELL GRANT.....vveres  ° $1,800 $1,800 $1,750 $1,670 $1,800 $1,800

*The average grant found in Table | s based on the most currently
availablp recipient data, which 1s based on actua! expenditures by
institutions from Progress Report data and SARs submitted. The
average grant found in the other tables i3 basad strictly on the
division of total expected disbursements by total recipients.
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CHAPTER 2

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF PELL GRANT
RECIPIENTS
AWARD PERIOD 1983/84




TABLE 2

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Student Aid Index and Family Income
Award Period 1983-84

2A - Total
2B - Dependent
2C - Independent

Tables 2A, 2B, and 2C present the distribution of Pell Grant recipients by
Student Aid Index (SAI) and family income.

The tables  indicate that Pell Grants were awarded to 2,758,905 students
during 1983-84 with more grants directed toward dependent than independent
students. The data, however, show & continuing increase in the p;oportion of
independent recipients over the past three years. In 1983/84 47.6 percent of
all recipients were independent; in 1982/83 45.6 percent; and in 1981-82 41.9
percent.

The tables show that Pell Grant .asards are directed toward low income
students. In 1983/84 nearly one-half of all racipients reported family in-
comes of $6,000 or less. Approximately one-fifth reported incomes over
$15,000. Indepen. 1ts predominated in the lower income ranges, while depen-
dents were more numerous in the higher ranges.

° Rec. sients with family incomes of $6,000 or less:

1983/1984
Total - 1,274,076  (46.2% of all recipients)
Dependent - 345,137 (23.8% of dependent recipients)
Independent - 928,939 (71.0% of independent recipients)
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1982/1983

Total - 1,147,608 (45.5% of all recipients)
Depandent - 214,878 (22.9% of dependent recipients)
Independent - 832,730 (72.4% of independent recipients)

[} Recipients with family incomes greater than $15,000:

1383/1984
Total - 574,141 (20.8% of all recipients)
Dependent - 538,156 (37.1% of dependent recipients)
Independent -~ 35,985 (2.7% of independent recipients)
1982/1983
Total - 542,614 (21.5% of all recipients)
Dependent - 516,976 (37.7% of dependent recipients)

Ir”ependent

. 25,638 (2.2% of independent recipients)

An SAI is an indicator of the eligible applicant's financial strength
which the institution combines with the applicant's educational cost and
enroliment status (full-time, three-quarter time, half-time) to determine the
applicant's grant level. For a given educational cost and enrolliment status,
a lower SAI results in a higher grant. The tables indicate that in 1983-84
over half of all recipients received zero SAls. fs'in 1982-83, a much larger
proportion of independent than dependent students received the minimum SAI.
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. Recipients with SAIs of O:

1983/1984
Total - 1,516,652 (55.0% of all recipients)
Dependent - 526,615 (36.3% of dependent recipients)
Independent - 990,037 (75.6% of independent recipients)
1982/1983
Total - 1,325,114 (52.5% of all recipients)
Dependent - 461,843 (33.6% of dependent recipients)
Independent - 863,271 (75.1% of independent recipients)

Approximately one in eight Pell Grant recipients received SAIs greater
than 1,000. As in 1982-83, nearly four times as many dependents than indepen-
dents were in this SAI range. ’

° Recipients with SAIs greater than 1,000:

1983/1984
Total - 346,104  (12.5% of all recipients)
Dependent - 262,995 (18.1% of dependent recipients)
Independent - 83,109 (6.3% of independent recipients)
1982/1983
Total - 324,865 (12.9% of all recipients)
Dependent - 255,807 (18.6% of dependent recipients)
Independent - 69,058 (6.0% of independent recipients)
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The tables show that the greater the recipient's family income, the lower
the potential for a zero SAI. Approximately 90 percent of students reporting
family incomes of $6,000 or less received zero SAIs; only 1 percent of the
over $15,000 income group received the minimum SAI.
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ALL RECIPIENTS

LESS THAN
STUDENT AID INDEX: $1.0m

P . |/ ORI 2,308

401 = B00u..vvsvserinsnonn 870

601 = BO0..iieruirnannes ' 641

801 ~ 1,000 00 vveiranrennons 459

1,000 = 1,2000 00 eusvnserenees 219

1,200 = 1,400 00 vvininssannnn 251
1,401 = 1,600, cvvviviranas i 150

TOTAL, s vevvennennnerionnanien 285,626
10,4
100.0

31

$1,001-
3,000

366, 363
24.2
81.2

127
0.1
0.0
318,987

‘3'7
100.0

TABLE 2A ’
OISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY STUDENT AID INOEX AND FAMILY INCOME
AWARD PERIOD 1983-84

$3,001-
6,000

513,008
3.9
84,0

31,129
16,7
6.2

611,464
N
100.0

FAMLILY

53.001'
9,000

244,004
16,1
65.4

62,309
26.0
18.7

22,056
12,0
5.9

373,100
13,5
100,0

INCOMWE
$9,001-  $15,001~
15,000 20,000

115,421 5,882
1.6 0.4
21.5 2,1
102,537 17,845
42,1 1.4
19,1 6.3
94,119 37,249
51.0 20,2
1.5 13.2
4,759 47,413
44,2 28,0
13.9 16.7
§3,027 49,140
N7 3.3
9.9 1.4
37,601 44,614
2.9 30,7
1.0 15,8
27,912 36,415
20.8 27.1
5.2 12,9
19,724 25,833
17.1 22.4
3.7 9.1
12,398 18,702
12,9 19.4
2.3 8.6
537,508 283,093
19.5 10.3

100.0 100.0

520,001~
30,000

21,179
12,5
8.3

34,187
2.7
13.4

43,707
30,1
17,1

50,850
7.8
1.9

49,654
43,0
19.4

44,930
48,7
17.6

265,611
9.3
100,0

$30,001+
24
0.0
0.1
1
0.
0

oo wm

32

TOTAL

1,516,862 N
100.0 R%
55.0 C%

240,070 N
100.0 R%
8.7 %

184,460 N
1000 R%
8.7 Ch

169,057 N
100.0 A%
.1 (%

157,235 N
100.0 R%
5.7Ch

145,321 N
100.0 R%
5.3 C%

134,388 N
100.0 R%
4.9