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NOTES FROM THE STATES

Early reports from 5 states tend to corroborate the impression that appropriations
of state tax funds for operating expenses of higher education are maintaining substan-
tial rates of biennial increase. Table 61 combines the 1960 reports to GRAPEVINE to date.

Table 61. Annual appropriations of state tax funds for operating expenses of institu-
tions of higher education, for fiscal yeers 1957~58 through 1960-61, in
thousands of dollars,with percentage of increase for 1960-61 over 1958-59.

Year Yebr Year Year 2~year Percentage
States 1957~58 1958~59 1959-60 196061 increase increase
(1) (2) (3) (4) () (6) (7)
Golorado - 15,595 $19,796  $23,282 $7,687 453
Georgisa 18,502 21,356 24,058 26,605 5,249 24§
Kansas 21,342 23,429 25,036 27,939 4,510 19¥
Rhode Island 3,689 4,221 5,026 5,918 1,697 40z
Virginia* - 19,606 15,943 23,187 5,581 18%

*Wirginia's eppropriations are made biermially, but separately for each fiscal year
of the biemnivm. For appropriations for the fiscal year 1961-62, see page 110.

Anﬁual appropriations of state tax funds for support of operating expenses of

local public elementary and secondery schools in4 of the foregoing states appear in
Table 62,

Table 62. MAnnuel appropriations of state tex funds for suppoft of operating expenses
of local public elementary and secondary schools, 1958-59 through 1960-61,
in thousands, with percentage of increase for 1960~61 over 1958-59.

Year Year Year 2-year Percentage

States 1958-59 195¢-60 1960~61 increase increase
(1) (2) (3) (4) _(5) - (6)
Colorado $30, 004 $31,791 $40, 880 10,076 855
Kansas 28,197 32,013 36,897 8,700 31L
Rhode Island 10, 604 11,132 - 14,559 3,955 37%
Virginia 82,980 92,020 105,827 . 22,847 27L

. In Colorado, the 1960 session doubled the per-student allotment of state funds for
operating expenses of local public junior colleges. Stabte funds for this purpose wert
$426,300 for 1958-59; 474,600 for 1959-60; and will be en estimated 1,050,000 in
1960~61.

. * % ok % ¥
Other states in this issue, in alphabetical sequence:’
Deleware, Idaho, Illinois, Kentucky, Maryland, Mississippi, Nebraska, Permsylvenia.
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Statement of ownership and circulation of GRAPEVINE &ppeérs onpage 104 {reverse hereof).
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COLORADO. Appropriations’ for operating Table 64 Appropristions of state tax
pprop:
expenses of state institutions of higher " funds for operating expensesof
education for fiseal year 1960-6l are higher education in Delawars,
roported as in Table 63. fiscdl year 1959~60. :
-Institutions j Amounts
Teble 63, Appropriations of state tax and purposes appropriated
. funds for_ogerating expenses of (1) T (2)
7 state institutions of higher . T of Delaware §3,001,048
education in Colorado, fis ca.l Délawars State Cpl " 200,000
yoar 1960=-61, S0 Regional Ed Bd 28,000
Institubtions Sums appropriated iTotal 3,429,048
- (D) ~_(2) The ‘Um.versrby of Delaw '
— are also gob
U of Cokorado $6,473,000 $7,000 for permenent improvements.
Medical Ctre . 5,795,000
Colo State Univ 3,698,000 GEORGIA. Sums gllocated to the several in-
Experimental Sta 775,000 stitutions of higher sducation for fiscal
Extension Service 592,000 year 1960-61, out of state tex funds and.
Colo State College 2,148,000 for operating expenses only, by the Board
Colo Sch of Mines 1,680,000 of Regents of the University System, are
Experiménthl Ste 30,000. reported in Table 65,
Western State Goll 941,000 ' Teble 65. State tax funds allecated to in-
Adems State Coll 809,000 stitutions of higher education
Fort lewis A & M Coll - 341,000 in Geirgg, fcir OPeri’géng;xpem-
—2‘3 282,000 €S only scal year .
Total 2 Tastitutions Sums allocated
The total appears 'bo represent an in= (1) .. (2)
crease of about 4937 over the comparable - Un:.vers:Ltg of Georg:.a. ) $5,108,,000
figure for 1958~59, two years ago. . Ag Exp -Stations 1 848,000
A doubling of the state grent-to lacal! .4~g Extension 1,662,000
S ] - " gontinuing Education ) 293 000
public junior colleges per each seven pupilsigy Tngt of Technology 3,567,000
is estimated to meen a total of $1,008,000 i g, Tech Tnstitute - 334,000
in stete aid for 1960=61, which is about Engrng Bxp Sta 560,000
122% greater than the comparable sum for - Engrng Bxtension , 20,000
1958-59, -iMedical Coll of Georgisa 1, 124 000
The 1960=~61 general appropriata.on for ga%lmgge fﬁﬁm Hosp .3 508 888
staete support for opera’c:.ng expénses of Ga §t°8°1?_ ofug’i:én dm ; 1 8892000
local public schools is $32,010,000; and ga gt %ﬁll fgrlvlv_’omen 66% ,000.
e Southern Co
alg for traniior:a:mntand other sip;egla.;.as North Georsis Coll 463 000
aids raises the total to approximately %a.l oste State ‘1‘5{11 g 9
million. Either figure represents an in- orgl Co 2 000
ctease of about 487 over the compa.rable Au by og‘:{élgge ggg 888
figure for 1958-08. - : ¢ iAbreham Baldwin AZ Coll " 258,000.
DELAWARE. Annual .appropriations. of state COlum.gu(S}eggl},ggcoll %%37-:888
Tax funds for operating expenses of higher |Ga Southwes ern Co ,198,000
education for the fiscal year 1959=60 were i g%hnﬂz é §0 '
&s -reported in Table 64, 2 ve %e}éeSCoEi - g
otal 3 26,604 000
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GEORGTA. (Continued)

The total appears to represent an in-
crease of about 25% over thé comparable
figure for the year 1958-59, two years ago

In addition, the operating funds in-
clude sums for the operation of the Board
of Regents, the soil counservation commit-

tee, scholarships for Negross, and regional

education, bringing the grand total to
$26, 605,500,

Additional items related to capital
outlay include $500,000 for plant improves-
nents and additions, $4,650,000 for Build-
ing Authority rentals, and $8,000 for debt
sorvice, There is also an unallocated
item of $111,500, out of the total state
appropriation of $30,875,000 for operating
ezpenses and capitsal oubleys.

" The tobal for operating expenses only
apparently represents aboub 6.75% of the
totel of state appropriations for all pur-
poses, which is reported as $393,245,000,

The 1960-€1 state appropriation for
operating expenses of locéal public schools
is $151 million, an increase of 17% over °
the $129 million appropriated for 1958-59,
two years ago.
tion of 320 million for state aid %o local
public schools for capital outlays.

IDAHO. Biennial appropriations of state
Tax funds for operating expenses of higher
education for the biemnivm 1959-61 were as
shown in Table 686,

Table 66, Appropriations of stete tax
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There is also an appropria-
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industry donating an equal sum by June 30,
1961); $88,500 for the Lewis-Clark Normal
School (nsw a branch of the University of
Idaho); and $150,000 for Idaho State
Colleges

ILLINOIS. The press in Urbana-ch«mpalgn
has reported that Dean of Admissions and
Records Ce. W, Sanford is cheirman of &
project which involves a detailed study of
the cost of attending college, with the
cooperation of a selected panel of 1,000
students at the University of Illinois who
will keep precise accounts of their expen-
dltures and income throuvghout the current
Ar*nmnth semester.

Tuition foes and other feek, costs of
housing, food, clothing, travel; and var-
ious incidentals, all will be considered;
as will also the sowrces of ‘the funds,
such as parents, cther'relatives, individe~
usl and family sevings, earnings from part-
time work, loens, scholarships, and other
sources.

The carefully plammed survey is said
to be "probably the most thorough ever
undertaken by any educational institution
to gather this particular information,"
and the results will provide datba useful
in detormining university policy in various
ways during the next few years.

IOWA, The 1959 session directed the Iowa
Legislative Research Bureau to make a study
of the needs and resources for higher edu~-

cation in the state, and report early in
funds for operating expenses of |1961. The survey is in progress. Clayton
higher education in Idaho, bi~ (L. Ringgenberg, Director of the Buresu,
ennium 1959-61, has appdointed Raymond C. Gibson, professor
Institubions Biennial of higher education ab Indiana'University,
and purposes appropriations |to direct the work. (GRAPEVINE, page 94).
1 2) o .
U of §diho $8§6;1,567 'KANSAS. The 1eg1s]ature ad jourzned February
Ag Research 1,404,608 10. The State Board of Regents had recom-
Ag Exten 1,241,587 mended an increase of 7% in the salaries at
Lewis-Clark Norm Sch "358,700 the state universities and colleges, and
Idaho State College 4,927,208 appropriation items to provide for this
WICHEE 148,400 were enacted by unanimous votes in both
Total 16,751, 870 Houses, though Governor George Docking!s

Appropriations for capwtal outlays
included $498 000 for the University of
Idaho (plus $250,000 for a School of Mines
building, cortingent uvpon the mining

budget request had proposed that the in-
crease be only 3%. The governor signed’
the meagure providing for 7% increases.
There was much conbroversy between
the governor &nd the legislature, dve to
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EKANSAS. (Continued) -the fact that the
governor sought to have the general sales
tex reduced, while the legislature was in-
tent upon reducing the property bax.
Neither had much vision regarding thé in-
creasing needs of the state for public
services.

A measure to raise state aid for local
publioc schools (known as the emergency sup-

plemental appropriation for grades 1
through 12), from the presert §6 per pupil
to $15 per pupil, was passed in both Hous-
es and bscame law without the governor?'s
signature. One observer sestimates that
this will cover sbout half of the normal
increase in school operating budgets, end
that property taxes will have to be raised
to cover the other half. State associa=
tions. of teachers, school board members,
and. parents had strongly advocated raising
the per-pupil ellotment to $25.

The governorts effort_to reduce the
present 237 sales tax to 1374 failed. For-
mulation of a well-plammed system of state
support for local public schools was de=
layed to await the report of the statewide
survey of educttion at all levels (GRAPE-
VINE; pege 94), which will presumably re-
sult in recommendations regarding state
school finance. ' '

Annual eppropriations of state
tax funds for operating expenses of insti-

tutions of higher education for fiscal yeax

1960-61 are reported as in Table 67.

‘Table 67. Appropriations of state tax
funds for operating expensds of
higher educetion in Kansas, for
fisoal year 1960-61.

Institutions Sums appropriated
(1) (2)
U of Kanses $9,162,000
Medical Center: 3,768,000
Kansas State U 8,625,000
Eenses S T C Emporia 2,375,000
Kenses S8 C Pittsburg 2,338,000
Fort Hays EKensas S C 1,671,000
Total 27,939,000

The total is 193% greater than the
comperable figure for 1958-59, two years
egos Apparently it represents sbout
8.66% of the aggregate of all state expen=
ditures, which is $345,592,000.

The 1960-61 appropriation for state

" jeid for operating expenses of local public '

schools is $36,897,000, about 313% greater
than the comparable figure of two years ego
In addition to reporting the state  -tax
fund eppropriations as in Table 67,
the state budget office has also reported
the” sums available to each institution of
higher education from "all funds", .includ-
ing the tex appropriations and also pre-
sumably inocluding receipts from student
fees, endowment earnings, private gifts,
federal appropriations, and all other
sources. Institubionsal incomes from "all
funds" are tabulated in Table 68, for com~
parison with Table 67.

Table 68. Income available for operating
expenses to institutions of high-
er education in Kansas, 1960-61,
from "ell funds", including tax
funds and all other sources (for
comparison with tax fund appro-
priations shown in Table 68).

Institutions Calculated incoms
— (O &)
T of Kansas $16,418,000
Medical Center 8,826,000
Kensas State U 15,844,000
Kensas S T C Emporia 3,494,000
Kansas S C Pittsburg 3,388,000
Fort Hays Kensas S C 2,947,000
Total 50,912,000 °

Tables 67 and 68 afford some’ compari-
sons which will serve to  remind us that
GRAPEVINE 'S tebulations of state tax fund
appropriations do not provide any basis for
estimating the total institutional budgets
of the universities and colleges involved.

Observe that state tax fund appropria-
tions constitute only about 55% of the
aggregate of total institutional budgets
in Kensas; and that this percentage varies
considerably emongfthe different institu-
tions. For example, the State Teachers
College at Emporia gets aebout 68% of its
budget from state tax funds, while the
Kanses State University at Menhattan gets
only 54%% from that source. The Univer-
sity of Kensas and its Medical Center (tak-
en together as a whole) gets only 51% of
its operating income from state appropria-
tions of tax fundssy and the Medical Center
{taken alone) gets less than 43% from that
sourcs.

These observations are roughly
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KANSAS. (Continued) indicative of the
usual situation of state institutions.
dependable assumptions can be made; but
often it will be found that the larger the
institution, the more cosmopolitan its

- character, and the greater its.age and
prestige, the less will be the proportion
of its operating funds coming from state
tax sources; and for the smeller state in-
stitutions, often a larger share of the
institutional income is derived from state
tex sources. Thére are some notable ex=
ceptions to this, but in many instances it
will serve as a good approximation.

Yo

To some extent the same considerations

apply to funds for capital outlay. Again
for illustration, capital outlay funds
available to the Kansas insbtibutions in
1960-61 from "all funds® and from "stabe
tax funds® ere set out in Table 69

- e e im e em ew w68 e’ am em e e e M e v e w e

second year whén compared with current
operating budgets. The additional furds
will meke possible salary increases ab all
levels, with increases up to $1,200 per
year at the upper professional levelS.
In addition, the lLegislature is making
available over $2,950,000 for the purpose
of capitel construction. ©Of this sum, $1%
million will be used for underwriting a
bond’ issue of §12 to $15 million in class-
room, laboratory, office, end library
buildings to be built during the next four
years. ,
The first projccts plamned include a
352 million physics-chemistry building,
scheduled for construction to begin on
July 1; & $13 million College of Commerce
building and a $1,700,000 library addition
to begin about October 1, 1960. The Medi-
cal Center, costing over $26 million, is
nearing completion, with the Medical Sci-
ence Building already completed and the
400-bed teaching hospital well under way.
President Frank G. Dickey also reports the-.
new men's residence hall for 525 men will

be ready for occupancy by Sepbember 1.

WMARYTAND. The 1960 session authorizsd

creation of a state debt of $20,268,000 to

finance specified capital improvements.

The shares of the § state teachers colleges
in the proceéds are allotted as follows:
Coppin, §678,000; Bowie, §$104,300; Frost-
buirg, $600,000; Salisbury, $78,100; Towson,
$149,900, GRAPEVIIE has not received &

Table 69. Capital outlay funds for Kansas
institubions of higher educa-
tion, 1960-61, from "all funds"
and from “State tax funds",

Capital outlay funds
Institutions From "all¥* From “state*
funds" tax funds"
(1) {2) (8)
U of Kansas $1,382,000 &1,260,000
Medical Center 24,000 24,000

Kensas State U 732,000 728,000

Kansas S T C 1,013,000 1,013,000

S © Pititsburg 784,000 784,000

Fort Hays S C 881,000 * 866,000

Total Z,816,000 4,675,000

report as to what sums, if eny, are allot-

*Syms in Column 2 include the sums in
Column 3.

KENTUCKY. The General Assembly of the

Commorwealth of Kentucky unanimously adoptﬁg

ed the first billion-dollar budget to bs
offective July 1, 1960, through June 30,
1962.

fiscal year 1960-61 was 811,759,860 and
for 1961-62, $14,306,660.
tions represent sn increase over the cur-

wmt year of $2,678,460 for the first year

the biennium and §5,225,260 for the
cond year. '

Percentagewise, the increase is 29.5%

for the 1960-61 year and 5S.7% for the

The appropriation to the University
of Eentucky for operating expenses for the

These appropria-

ted to the University of Maryland, or to
Morgen State College.

{ A measure was passed Lo increase the
11th step on the state minimum salary scale
for public school teachers from §5,000 to
$5,300, which means an increase of §300

. ko teachers with 10 or more years of credit-

able experiencc. However, any local dis-
trict paying & meximum annual salary of
$7,300 or more is authorized to epply the
$200 towerd payment of "merit increases"
if it so chooses.

This finance measure also increases
the per pupil payments of state funds to
cach local board of education from $20 to
28 per year.

A Senate Joint Resolution requests &
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MARYIAND.  {Continued) complete restudy
and re-svaluation of the philosophy and

practice of financing the public school

system.
. ity for this study and its financing will
be repor‘ced later. °

MISSISSIPPI. The exeou'bive budget recom-
mendations for state appropriations for
operating expenses of educational insti-
tutions during the biennium 1960=82 are &s
" followss Institutions of h:.gher learing,”
$20 ‘million; locdl- public junior colleges,
$4 million; local elementary and secondaery
schools, #108,080 389. These figures all
represent "increases of from about 11% to
nearly -256% over the preceding biennium.

- NEBRASEA. The 1959 ‘session enacted a meas<
ure directing the Iegislative Council to
set up & committee of seven members to
study the entire system bf higher educa-
" ¥ion, public and pr:.vate, in the state;
and to consider the needs of the. peopls
for the next ten years in that respect,
&8 well as the methods' of finamcing the
necessary services and facilities. The
committee is to report to the 1961 session.

Detdils regarding the responsibils

Table 70. Biemnial appropristions of
_ state tax funds for operating
~ sxpenses of higher. ‘edusation—in

‘Pormsylvenia, blemnium 1959=61.

Lyman A. Glenny of Sacramento State College

nstitubions “Sums appropriated
I ¢ ()
Pern State U $34,277,335
State Colleges = : ~
Indiana © . 2,790,000
West Chester 2,186,000
California 1,562,000 -
Millersville 1,599,120
Bloomsburg 1,455,000
Kutztown 1,300,000
Shippensburg 1,239,180
Slippery Rock 1,227,000
East Stroudsburg 1,220,800
Edinboro 1,120,000
-Lock Haven’ 1,014,960
Mansfield 1,013,400
Clarion 997,200
Cheyney " BO3,360
Special state schools 3,060,000
1Private institutions - S
T of Pernsylvanis 6,369,680
U of Pittsburgh 5,318, 844
Temple U 4,478,176
Other state-aided* 21,587,202%
Total 94,569, 637

in Californis has been seleotsd to head the¥includes certain medical schoois s and

"survey. Much of the staff work will be
done by selected faoculty members and ad-

ministrative officers in Nebraska :ms*b:.-
'tu'bionsc

PENNSYLVANTA. Appropristions of state
Tex funds for operating expenses of high-
" er education during the biemmium 1959-81
are reported in Table '70. Reportmg of .
these data was retarded by the extended '
duration of the 1959 session. Consequent-
1y Pemnsylvania could not be included ia
the compréhensive Teble §1 on GRAPEVINE,
page 71, Note that these biemmial
" eppropriations cover the 2 fiscal years
'1959~60 and 1960=61; and that dividing
the sums by 2 will give figures roughly
anslogous to the annuel appropriations
for 1960-61 currently being reported
from some other states.

Table 70. (Column 2)

industrial, egricultural, trada, and art
schools.

The total apparently represents an
inorease of about 2137 over ths comparsble
figure for 1957-59. This is a slightly
higher rate of increase than the average
of about 207 previously noted in 42 states.
It will be observed thet Penmsylvania
mekes substantial eppropriations to cere
tain private institutions-~ a practice not
followed in most of the states, and not
on & comparable scale in eny other state.
The biennisal appropriation-for state
aid for operatihg expenses of local publie
gchools is $686,591,000, being an apparent
increase of a-little more ‘bhan 7% over the
preceding biennivm.

Total of state approprlations for all
purposes for, the biennimn is -$2,931 mil~
lion. . Of this, the $94% million for
operating expenses of hlgher sducation
represents about 337,

For oapital improvements,’ the bien-
nial appropriation is §750,000, to go to
the 14 state colleges .in sums of from

$45,000 to $65,000 eachs For the other
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PENNSYLVANTA. (Conbinued) , institutions,
Puildings are constructed by the General
State Authority, with costs wltimately
emortized by rentals paid by the institu-
tions, The 1959-61 appropriation for the
purpose of rental payments is $477,196.

RHODE ISTAND., Appropriations of state
Tax Tunds for operabing experses of in-
stitubighs of higher education for the
fiscal year 1960-61 are reported &s in
Table 71.

Table 71. Appropriations of operating
expenses of state tax funds for
higher education in Rhode
Island, fiscal year 1960-6l.

- Institutions Sums appropriated
(1) - (2)
U of Rhode Island 4,615,000
Rhode Island College 1,303,000
Total 5,918,000

The total represents about 53% of
aggregate of annual state expenditures
for all purposes, which is reported as
$115,260,000.

State eppropriations for support for
operating expenses of local publié schools
for 1960-61 amount to $14,559,000, an in~
crease of about 375% over the comparable
ennual figure for 19658-59, two years ago.

‘As requested by the legislature in
1959, the Board of Trustees of State
Colleges has reported to the 1960 session
& master plan for the establishment of
community colleges. The recommended plan
calls for the establishment of 3 two-year
colleges to be known respectively &s
‘Blackstone Valley, Pawtuxet Valley, and
Mount Hope, and to be open for students
successively in the fall of 1962, 1964,
and 1966, Initial capacity of each tom-
munity college would be 500 students, with
plans to accommodate an aggregate of 6,500
in the 3 colleges by 1980, )

Though called "community colleges",
the projected 2-year colleges would in
fact be state junior colleges, governed
by the Board of Trustees of State Colleges
and supported by state appropriations and
student fees. They would, however, per-
form all the functions commonly belonging
to community-junior colleges; and the
centralization of conbrol at the state
level may be appropriate in a small and

densely populated state. The plan recom=
mends that the Board eppoint one president,
one business officer, end small ‘clerical
staff with office in Providence, to head
the community college system.-

As to student fees, the recommendation
is that the Board consider the formulation
of a consistent fee policy for all the in-

" istitutions under its control, including

the University of Rhode Island, the Rhode
Islend College of Bducabtion, and the com-
munity colleges. X

Initial estimated cost of plant con-
struction for the community colleges is
$3,000 per student to be accommodated, and
initial estimated operating cost is §700
per student per year

Copies of the 30-~pege Report on Com-
munity Colleges may be obtained from Edwin
F. Hallenbeck, Director, Office of Insti-
tutional Research, University of Rhode
Island. .

LAST-MINUTE REPORTS from ARIZONA, MARYTAND,
and NEVADA

Hastily we add Table 72, showing an-
nual appropriations of state tax funds for
operating expenses of higher education in
Arizona, Maryland, and Nevada.

Table 72. Anmual appropriations of state
Tax funds for operating expenses
of higher educationsl institu~-
tions in Arizona, Maryland, and
Nevada, fiscal year 1960-61, in
thousands of dollars, with per-
centages of increase over fiscal
year 1958-59.

Year 2-year Percentage
States 1960-61 increase  increase
(1) (2) (3) (4)
Arizora  §15,818 $4,177 433
Maryland 26,088 4,705 22
Nevada 4,107 © 1,696 70%

Teble 72 carries further the story of
Table 61, on page 103, this isste. More
details aboub Arizona, Maryland, Nevada,
and other states in your next GRAPEVINE.

k %k ok ok ok ¥

See detailed report from VIRGINIA, page
110 (reverse hereof).
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VIRGINIA., Appropriations of state tex funds, separately for operating expenses and
Tor capital improvements, to institutioms of higher education in Virginle for the.
biennium 1960=62, are shown in Columns 4, 5, and 7 ‘of Table 72.- For purposes of-
comparison, the figures for the biemnium 1958-60 are shomn in Colums 2, 3, and.6. of
the' same table. Virginiats 8 principal institutions have a total of 8 separately
located brench institutions.

Teble 73, State tax fund appropriations for higher educatien in’ Virginia, for‘-opera‘b«
‘ ing expenses for fiscal years 1958~59 through 1961=62, and for capital
outlays during biemniums 1958-60 and 1960=62, in thousands of dollars..

Appropriations for operating Appropriations for
. . : expenses * capital outlay
‘Institutions Year. Year Year Year Blemnium Biennium
. | 1958=-58 1959-60 1960=61 196162 1958-60 1960-62
() (2) . {8) (4) . (5) | - "(6) 7)
T of Virginie ~1§2,420 $4,522  $5,048 {;}_5_, T8 | 33,269  $5,782
M Washington Col "37T 1397 "399 . 435 445 - 520
Ve Polytechnic Inst 2,843 2,946 3,316 3,347 | 3,338 "3,591
- Radford College 462 .. 484 .48 | "515. . 400 -538
Ag Exten 2,005 2,064 2,366 2,453 - -
Ag Experiment Sta 1,427 - 1,449 1,665 1,719 117 208
Engrng experimenkt 55 57 . 69 70 - -
Roanoke Tech Inst - - T T 31 - 671
College of Wm & Mary 1,164 1,203 1,428 1,498 1,393 1,623
Norfolk Division ~ 508 523 " 599 634 587 1,170
Richmond Prof Inst 398 431 473 497 65 573
Petersburg Div .- - 117 90 T -
Newport News Div T - - T - .t 62 . - © -
Medical Coll of Va 1,389 1,385 1,955 2,036 497 | 4,464
Ve Military ‘Inst T791 783 1887 - 899 836 - . 404
Ve State College 1,878 1,920 2,166 - 2,208 865 1,10L
" Norfolk Division 507 561 676 - 719 |, 489 7386
Madison College 740 728 ~ 818 849 B33 1,041
" Longwood College 611 630 685 724 T 726 916
State Council H E G 30 80 T 62 © Bl S - e
Totals . 19,605 19,943 25,187 23,953 13,350 | 21,339

The “total for operating expenses for the fiscal year 1960-61 appears to be shout
182% gréeater than the comparable figure for 1958-59. (Virginiats appropriations are
made biennislly, in even-numbered years, but the sums sppropriated for operating ex-
penses for each fiscal yeer of ths blennium ars separately specifieds ~GRAPEVINE
hebitually compares sums sppropristed for the next ensuing fiscal year, ab present
1960-61, with the compareble sums-appropriated for the fiscal year 2 years earlier,
" g0 as to show the change over a 2wyear period).

As an indication of one cwrrent diréction of expasnsion, it will be observed that
provision is being made for the operation of mew branches of the College of Williem -
and Mary.at Petersburg and Newport Newse The development of cammumity colleges &t
these locetions was recommended in the Biemnial Report of the State Council of Higher
Edueation (Jamuary, 1960), with the suggestion that they be orgenized and controlled
s branches of “parent institutions"; that the locel municipality furnish the site; -
end that the stete supply one-third of the operating costs. Sources of additional
capital improvements and of operating funds beyond the state's recommended -contribu-
tion were not spelled out in the report. ’ .

—-—--——-----—---—---.-inm------ﬁ-----------
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