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PREFACE

Public demand is increasing rapidly for more of everything our colleges
and universities produce--more research, more graduate work, more facilities
to accommodate more students, and more public services. For the public
colleges and universities, at least part of this demand is translated into
action through appropriations of state tax funds.

During the three years Professor M. M. Chambers of the University of
Michigan has compiled information for this report by the Joint Office of
Institutional Research, state legislatures have provided solid evidence of
their concern for the improvement and expansion of state-aided higher
education. Whether their efforts will enable these institutions to keep up as
well as catch up with the nation"s sharply rising requirements for educated
manpower and research remains to be seen.

This report covers principally the fiscal year 1962-63. Appropriations
of state tax funds for operating expenses of higher education during this
year totaled about $1.8 billion, a gain of about 24/ percent over a period of
two years. This compares with a gain of 22.7 percent for the previous two
year period.

The report is based on appropriations of state tax funds for operating
expenses only and does not include reappropriated income from tuitions,
dormitories, athletic events, and other auxiliary enterprises.

The appropriations listed in this report provide support not only for
instructional programs, but also for organized research, agricultural and
engineering experiment stations, hospitals, county agents, adult education
programs, and many other public service activities.

In several of the state tabulations, the sum of the items may vary
somewhat from the indicated total. These discrepancies may be attributed to
rounding or to difficulty encountered by the investigator in obtaining from
his sources consistent reports of provisions for supplementary budget
increases or decreases, expenses of central governing boards, state
scholarship programs, and similar variable items. The totals are believed to
be substantially correct, but to check and verify each item would be a costly
and time-consuming project which would delay publication of this report
beyond the time when it is most useful.

Allan W. Ostar, Director

Joint Office of Institutional
Research 1785 Massachusetts Avenue,
N.W. Washington 6, D.C.
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Land-Grant Colleges
State Universities Association



INTRODUCTION

This third annual edition of Appropriations of State Tax Funds for
Operating Expenses of Higher Education, like i1ts predecessors, is intended to
exhibit, for the 50 states, the state tax-fund appropriations only, excluding
income derived from any other sources.

Tabulated by states, and by institutions within states,, the report
names somewhat more than 400 institutions, including a few nonstate
institutions, particularly in Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Vermont, which
receive direct state appropriations for varying parts of their operating
expenses.

Two-year junior colleges are not intended to be included except in some
thirty instances in a few states, where these colleges are on a fiscal basis
similar to that of the other state institutions of higher education; i.e., do
not receive any substantial part of their operating income from any local
taxing district smaller than the state.

As to the local public community-junior colleges based primarily on
local taxing districts, some twenty states appropriate state tax funds as
"state aid" for their operating expenses. These are shown in a separate 20-
state tabulation on an early page. For fiscal year 1962-63 the aggregate
amount appears to be about $81 million, and to have grown rapidly in recent
years.

In a few states, most notably in New York, substantial portions of the
annual state appropriations are for subsidies to municipal colleges, and for
large systems of state scholarships, including New York®s famous Regents”
Scholarships and the more recent broad-scale *'scholar incentive"™ program.
Much of these funds wind up in the coffers of private colleges and
universities; and this fact is mentioned here as one illustration to indicate
that mere gross comparisons among states or among institutions are of very
limited use unless the many differences among the different state systems of
higher education are studied and understood.

The figures in this report are believed to be substantially correct,
but are necessarily subject to some subsequent verification and rectifi-
cation. Informed persons who may detect any error more than negligible are
asked to notify me, for entire responsibility rests with me.

M_M. Chambers

Visiting Professor of Higher Education

Center for the Study of Higher Education

The University of Michigan, Ann Arbor
October 1, 1962

























































