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A newsletber on state tax legislation; state sppropriaetions for universities, colleges,
and junior colleges; state support of public school systems; legislation affecting

education at any level. There is no charge for GRAPEVINE, but reoipients are asked to
send ‘occasional timely newsnotes regarding pertinent events in their respective states.
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IN THIS ISSUE

Pennessee has sppropriated state tax funds for operating expenses of higher edu-
¢ation Tor the biemnium 1961-63 in emounts representing an increase of ebout 223% ‘
over the current biennium,

West Virginia hes enacted & new personal income bex act rebroactive to January ’
1, 1961. , Individuals will pay to the state 6% of the amount of federal income tex ;
paid by them. -

This issue of GRAPEVINE reviews reports of recent statewide surveys of higher
educetion in Nebreska end South Dekota; and reports of the State College Board and
the Lisison Committee on Higher Educavion in Minnesota.

THE ROLL OF THE STATES

Californicesseescs 178 Permsylvanisivesses 181 |
Commoebioubes. s s 178-179 South Dakobassssss18L-182 ll
T11in0iSesusoeesss 179 Pennessee.ssessss e 182
Mi:;lnesota.........179' Washinetoneesossos 182-183 w
NEDraskaeessnnaess 179-161 West Virginia.....183£ |
OhiCeaersssssssses 185 WisconSilesssesesy 183-184

From the Report of the Liaison Committee for Higher Education in Minnesotas

¥The Iiaison Committee affirms its belief in the principle of state sup-
port of higher education as a major investment in its own economy. The state should
'provide, at the lowest possible .cost to the student, higher educational opportunity
for all capable vouth in Minnesots, regardless of the student!s economic status,”
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Statement of ovnership end circulation of GRAPEVINE appears onpage 178 (reverse hereof').
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CALIFORNIA. The State Department of Edu~ | the University or new state colleges
oation publisheqd in Jenuary 1961 itg i should be established in any areas not
i i already edequately serveq by junior col-
loges. )
The present report points out that
it was the intent of the Master Plan Sur-
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ture as required by s 1959 statute. Here |

We have space only to comment upon Chap- |

ters V ang XII, dealing with support for |

junior colleges, i thet about 50,000 Students who would une
In simple terms, an increase of $86 !

per student per year in state aid for . |

operating expenses ig recommended for all!

districts having less than $153,000 of ! sach year, by such metheds 8s the govern-

&ssessed valuation per student. From { ing boards of the University and the state |

that point, in districts having higher { colleges would determine at their own

valuations, the $86 would be decreased by§ diseretion. 7o meke this intent practic-

$10 for each $20,000 of eddeq valuation, | able, the Liaison Comnittes recommendeq

redoching gero in di stricts baving more that "“the proportion o total current
than $330,000 per student. This would be support paid to the Junior colleges fyom
in addition to +he Present basic state the State School Fung (augmented) bs ine

aid of $125 per student, which is within creased from the epproximately 30% riow |
the fremework of the present "foundation i in effeot to approximately 45%, to be
program' of $494 per student, The recom= | achieved not later than 1975, :
mendation is that the "foundabion program'| The proposals for state aig to junior
be boosted to $5680. This is roughly 98% l colleges as sketched in the ‘second pare- -’
of the estimateq actual average level of : graph of this note would raise, it ig .
ourrent expenses for Piscal 1961~62, i estimated, the ‘state support to about 33%
The "Mester Plan Act! of 1960 made

i of total current support, thus constitut-
the junior colleges and all their fune- i

tlons definitely a part of the tripartite ;
system of higher education, but did not | mittes.
embody soms recommendations of the Master'
Flen, such as (1) by 1964 the University | CONNECTIGUT. For the next biemnium

of California ang the state colleges ! Governor Dempsey Proposss a state budget
should discontinue al] admissions of stu-i of $590 nillion, This will require addi-

dents not meeting their regular standards | tionsl revenues . of" §130 million, The
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(thus ceasing a substantial amount of governor recommends incresses in the cig- ;
service now classified as suitable only arette tax, insurancg and business taxes, |
for junior colleges), (2) betwsen now inheritance and sales taxes, :
end 1970 twenty-two areas in the state In 1959 under +the adininistration op

Will need either & new junior college (or; Governor Abrahem Ribicoff, the sum of $30
to be ennexed to existing junior college | million was. "divertedt from state motor

distriets), and (3) no new campuses of vehicle fee income into thé general fung,
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GRAPEVINE is owned and cireulated by M. M. Chambers, It ig not g publication of the
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CONNECTICUT. (C‘on‘blnued from page 178)
Previously this had been earmarked for
the special fund for highway construction.
A faction in the legislature now demands
that the “diversion" be discontinued.
Governor Dempsey opposes this and adds
that it would necessitate a further in-
crease of $30 million in state taxes.

- s we e e e

ILLINOIS. As e memento of the successful
effort to obtain the necessary approval
by populer vote of the projected bond
issue of $195 million for capital improve-
ments at the state universities in Illi-
nois, a handsome cloth-bound volume en-
titled Universities Bond Issus has been
prepared, containing copies of campaign
-materials used by the Universities Bond
Issue Committse.
Chairman of this committee was
" Harold E. Gibson of Illinois State Normal
University, Normal, Illinois. I am nobt
informed as to how many copies are avail-
able, but I am confident that at least a
few copies would bs given or loaned on
request to persons in other states who
may be interested in planning & similar
effort. The book conteins a large number
of pemphlets, spesches, mailing-pieces,
news stories, editoriels, and other pub-
licibty materials which were used to dis-
ssminete the story of the cepital outlay
needs of the universities among the people
" of Illinois.

MINNESOTA. Two useful documents bouching

higher education in Mimmesota became

aveilable around the first of the year.
The Biennial Report of the Minnesota

- v s me s wm e
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" College Board, and the Stabe Board of

Educabion, at the suggestion of the 1959
legislature. This report is a 50-page
mimeographed document sketching the ac~
tivities of the Liaison Committee; sum-
marizing its interviews with represente-
tives of the University of Mimnesota, the
state colleges, junior calleges, and
private colleges; sketching the instruc~
tional programs of all institutions; and
presenting statistical date on college
attendance. Twenty recommendations are
added.,

One of these is that the Commlttee
should develop a broad general statewids
plen for higher education on & basis of
voluntery agreement. This would include
provision for continuing resegarch on high-
er education in the state, and to theat
end the Committee asks the legislature
to provide it with §69,000 for the on-
coming biennium, through the three.boards
which it represents.,

An impression of the tenor of the
Committeets outlook can be ghined from
its recommendation number 14, which is
here quoted in full:

"The Lisison Committee affirms its
belief in the principle of state support
of higher education as a mejor investment
in its own economy. The state should pro-
vide, at the lowest possible cost to the
student, higher educational opportunity
for all cepable youth in Minnesota, re-
gardless of the student!s economic status.!

NEBRASEA. Released early in February |
was The Nebrasks Study of Higher REduca-
tion conducted by Lyman A. Glermy of

State College Board to the Governor is &
55-page lithoprinted paper packed with
data regarding the 5 state colleges,
_issued from the office of the board, 457
Centennial Office Building, St. Paul.
Roy C. Prentis is Executive Director of
the 9-member board. Among other things,
the report shows that the state colleges
have had an increase in enrollment of
125% within the past 6 years.

The Report of the Liaison Commitbes
‘on Higher Education in Minnesota, 1959-60,
is the first report of the voluntaery co-
ordinating agency set up by the Regents

of the University of Mimmnesota, the State i

Sacramento State College for the Committee '
on Higher BEducation of the Nebraska Legis-
lative Council, as authorized by the .
legislature of 1959. This is a 109-page
printed document issued by the Legisla-
tive Council, P.0. Box 4814, State Capi-
tel, Lincoln, Nebraska.

Specific recommendations, exceeding
100 in number, fill 10 lerge-formet pag-
es. Only & few can be mentioned here.
The expected gain in student enrollmsnt
by 1970 is about 80%=- somewhat less than
for many other states which are gaining
population faster then Nebraska. The
state has a net (Continued on p. 180)
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NEBRASEA. (Continued from page 179)
in-migration of about 400 undergraduates,
almost balancedby met out-migration of
graduate and professional students. Six=
ty-eight per cent of Nebraskals students
are in public institutions, and 32% in
private.

The pubIlic institubions include the
state university, four state teachers
collegeg, & municipal university, and
four local public two-year collegess Gen-
erally speaking, abtrition is high and
enrollments are heavily weighted in the
lower division and relatively scanty in
upper division and graduste study. One
of the recommendations is that the Uni-
versity of Nebraska, without reducing the
scope and variety of its offerings and
without drastically changing its lower
division enrollment, should move gradual-
ly toward becoming more of an upper di-
vision and graduate institution, with
greater emphasis on graduabte, research,
and service functions.

The teachers colleges, thinks Glen-
ny, should continue primerily for tea-
cher-education, but also offer occupa-
tional programs such as business, indus-
trial arts, and home economics; and
should also place more emphasis on theirs
regional responsibilities for providing
liberal arts and pre-professional cur-
riculums., The University of Omaha (the
municipal institution) should continue
with i%s undergraduate and adult educa-
tion emphases, and be sncouraged to ex-
pand master!s programs, especlally in
terminal fields, such as business admin-
istration, public administration, social
work, end applied artse. Ths junior col-
leges should go right on with their
college-parallel courses, but make much
greater efforts toward providing tech-
nical~terminal and adult education pro=
grems, and also more comprehensive
guidance and counseling services.

A substantial majority of Glenny!s
recommendations were adopbed by the
Legislative Council; and in some in-
stances the Council softened his words
only slightly, indicatihg substantial
agreement. For example, his recommenda=-
tion that the state of Nebraska adopt
no state scholarship system until the
general level of support for the public

institutions has been raised, was

epproved with the substitution of the
words “for the time being.," This places
Nebraska alongside Washington State
(GRAPEVINE, page 168) in recormending
against a state scholarship plan of any
kind,

Speaking of the statewide picturs of
the conbrol of the state institutions,
Glenny says with refreshing simplicity
and candor that "No central board for co-
ordination is necessary." But here he
apparently overlooks or rejects an oppor=-
tunity to suggest that the presidents of
the several institubions might well emu-~
late Indianat!s excellent plan of voluntery
coordination whereby the state Piscal
officer, the legislature, and the public
are kept superbly informed of the academic
and fiscal operations and needs of all
the state~supported institutions.

Conceding that "the legislature has
need for pertinent information about the
institutions - and their operations", he i
recommends & survey every five years.

This is an ante-~diluvian remedy as com-
pared with the continuous service which
can be afforded by a good scheme of volun~
tary coordinstion, as in Indiena.

While wisely refraining from advo-
cating the creation of any bureaudratic
superstructure, the report, in perceptive-
1y desceribing the Board of Education of
State Normal Schools (governing the 4
teachers colleges), discloses quite plaine
ly that consolidation of the control of
several institutions in one governing
board may easily give rise to more prob-
lems then it solves. It appears that the
7-member board habitually has one or more
members resident in the' immediate vicinity
of each of the oolleges, and that each
such member tends to be & powerful parti-
san of his own .institubtion, so that de-
cisions have usually been made on & basis
of power and persuasion rather than of ~
information and deliberation. This situ~
ation is perpetuated by the fact that the
secretary of the board is only a recorder
and often participates in policy-making
in the fashion of other members of the

,board, but does not function as a director

of research and information. The board
deals directly and separately with the 4
presidents. This, it could have been re-~
marked, tends to (Continued on page 181)
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NEBRASKA. (Continued from page 180)
degrade their status as well as to cause
them to regard each other with suspicion
or hostility.

' Glemny's remedy for these defects is
to increase the board to 11 members, and
add the drastic requirement that "only one
member shall be an alumnus from any one of
the state teachers colleges or chosen from
the county in which & bteachers college is’
located or counties continguous thereto."
This would assure that nearly two-~thirds
of the board members would be resident a
substential distance from any of the col-
leges; but it might severely hemstring
the exercise of the governor's appointing :
power. Ideally, the governor should have
a free hand to select the best-qualified
appointees, . .

An important feature of the recommend-
ed remedy is that the board be authorized
to appoint an Executive 0fficer who would
run the four colleges as a tight bureau-
cracy, with the approval of the board.
This is something different from a direc-
tor of research and information who would
keep the board and the public informed of
the facts and encourage the colleges to .
work out their academic and fiscal pro-
grams cooperatively for presentation to
the board. I am not prepared to say dog-
matically which of these alternmatives is
preferable for Nebraska; but they are
different.

Iet it be edded that the recommenda-
tions of the report seem generally sound,
and that the people of Nebrasks are to be
congratuldted on having oblained so thor-
ough & study of the status and prospects
of higher education in the state. Director
Glenny was assisted by seven educators mow
residént in Nebraska, each of whom pre-
pared & separate report on some one aspect
of the survey. Partiocularly Go be com~
mended, in my estimation, 1s the report
on Instructional Programs, by Karl W. ;
Meyer, Deen of Insbtruction at the Nebraske:
State Teachers College at Vayne.

The report as a whole closes with two
commendations which afford evidence that
the director and staff of the survey have
some cognizance of "the efficiency of free-
dom" for state institutions of higher ed-

uecation: Lump-sum sppropristions by the

—————— - e e

legislature are praised; and the state
suditor is lauded for confining his jur-
isdiction to the legality of expenditures
end not interposing his judgment as to
the policy or wisdom of educational dis-
bursements., '

PENNSYLVANIA. Governor lawrence has
Tigned a number of newly-enacted tax
statutes which will provide about $98
million of new revenue for the next fis-
cal ysar. This is expected to wipe out
a large part of the anticipated deficit
of $86 million, and also provide ebout
$23 million of new revenue. Among the
new measures are & 2% premium tax on
Permsylvania life insurance companies
and a 8-mill levy on the surplus and un-
divided profits of building and loan
associations.

SOQUTH DAKOTA., A survey of higher educe-
tion in this state, zuthorized by the
1959 legislature, has besn completed by
e team of staff members of the U. S,
Office of Education headed by Sebastian
V. Martorana, The summary volume is a
122-page printed document’ entitled Higher
Education in Scuth Dskota, and bearing
date of September 1960, though it did
not actually become aveilable untii some
menths later,

The report contains more than & hun-
dred specific recommendations, only a
few of which can be mentioned here. For
example, fiscal strangulation ftrom the
statehouse should be throvn off, I quote
directly:

"The Regents of Education should
seok and the legislature should enact
smendments to thé laws of South Dakota

¢ which 'govern state fiscal procedures so

that approvals of expenditures are made
& responsibility of the Regents of Edu~’

! cation ahd a function of its executive

director, thereby relieving the institu-
tions from unwieldy eand delaying fiscal
controls." (You get whet is meant, de-
spite the heroically avkward expressioni)
At another place, the seme point is
more clearly stated: "The Regents should
be made the official and sole state agen-
¢y responsible for epproval and pre-audit
of expenditure of moneys (Continued on p.182
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SOUTH DAKOTA. . (Continued from page 181) i
eppropriated to jmplement the budget
approved by the governor and legislature.”
Agein, apparently &ware that South
pakote has been stuck for 65 years with
8 consolidated governing boerd which hes
never exercised enough loadership to gen~’
erate much real cooperation emong the 7
sbate institutions, the survey toem wisely
suggests that the Regents end the execu~
tive director should "exercise leadsrship
4oward more voluntary coordination (itel-

jo8 mine) of the several operating espects
of the institutions by holding more fre=
quently plenned work conferences of per=
sons holding like positions on the admin-
sgtrative staffs (such as business offi~
cers, registrars, admissions officers,

directors of student services, and acedem-
io deans) of the institutions."

There is & voluntery Council of Stete

College Presidents which meets regulerly ’
ot the seme time end plece &8 the Regents,)
end considers stetewide problems such as
eppropriations, recruitmeht, admission

end retention of students, and steff per-
sonnel. However, it does not eppear that

either the Regents or the presidents have
ever been sble to involve the institu- :
tionel feculties and administretive staffg
in systematioc and cont inuing studies of
the statewide system; and’ & recommenda-
tion that recurs at various points 1s
thet some of these persons should be led
to orgenize volunbery teoems to executse
the necessery ongoing colleotion of date
upon which plenning could be besed.

South Dakota's population hes shown’
e slight decrease over the last 30 years,
end prospects do not seem to indicate any
great increase in population or in per
cepita income. In this situstion it is
intriguing to note that the survey teem
sdvises the state to prepare to eocommo=
date BO% more students by 1970. The re=
comendation envisions not only an in-
crease in the proportion of people of
college age Who will ectually go to |
college; it aleo urges South Dakote to
take mossures to attract more students
from outside the state, pointing out theb
relatively smell and uncrowded institu-
tions &re often in & position to receive
additional studemts at relatively smell

Tnstitutions

additionel cost to the jnstitution; end |

also pointing out thet en oub-of-state

student who comes to the state for the
purpose of attending college thereby
strengthens the economy of the state. In
other words, with his expenditurés for
1:‘Lv§.ng exponses and other necessary per=
sonal outlays, he is an economio asset,
{n somewhat the Same mamnmer &s & tourist®,
snd South Dakota, with its sperse collegs
populetion, is advised to go into the
business of ettracting sbudents from
other states. There is something to be
said for this edvice, but I do not hasten
to pass judgmenmt upon it, either favorable
or unfevorable, ’

TENNESSEE. The appropristion ach enected
by the legislature January 16 and signed

by Governor Buford Filington on the sems

day provided state tax funds for operat~
ing expenses of the state institubions
of higher education es shown in Teble -16.

Table 16« Appropriations of state tax
funds for operabing expenses
of higher education in Tennes-
ses for the 2 fiscal years of
the biennium 1961-63, in thou-

sends of dollars

Sums eppropriated
1961=-62 1962~63
- )] T3
T of Tennesses $9,700 39,916
Ag BExtension 1,400 1,500
Ag Exp Sta 900 964
Memorisl Research 100 100
Municipel Adv Serv 53 53
Term A & I State U 2,186 2,251
Memphis State T 1,700 2,011
East Tenn State Coll 1,683 1,909
Middle Temn 8% Coll 1,228 1,456
Term Polybech Tnst 1,299 1,368
Austin Peay St Coll 773 831
:E__ngallmsnt TeServe * 500 )
Totel 21,022 22,359

The total for the biennium represents
e gain of sboub 22% over the preceding
bienmivan,. :

For capitel improvements for higher
educhtion the appropriation is §12 mil-
1ion, being $4,800,000 for the Tniversiby
of Tennesses and $7,200,000 for the-state
colleges. .

WASHINGTON. Appropriations of state tax
Tunas as requested by {Conbtinued on p. 183)
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WASHINGTON. (Conbtinued from page 182)
Governor Albert D. Rosellini for operating
expenses of higher education for the bien-
nium 1961-83, in his budget message of
Januvery 13, 1961, are as in Table 17.

Lol

- A = e - W em e w e

Recognizing that since an amendment
to the constitution is deemed necessary to
suthorize an income tax, it may not be pos-
sible to secure the needed revenues from
an income tax within the ensuing biennium,
he nevertheless wented no increass in the
rates of the general sales tax or the bus-
iness and occupation tex, but suggested
additional excise taxes or upward adjust-
ment of property taxes.

A new state personsl in-

come tax stetube has been enected, impos-
ing a levy of 6% of the amount of federal’
income tax paid, retroactive to Jamuary 1,
Tt is expected to produce about

Simply basing the sbate tax on-the
federsl incoms tax subomatically. disposes
of many complexities in the edministration
It also tends %o

Teble 17. Governor's recommended appro-
priations of state fex funds
for operabing expenses of high-
or sducation in Washingbon, for
biennivm 1961~63, rounded te
thousands of dollars. WEST VIRGINIA.
Institutions Sums recomaendsd
) @)
T of Washington §56,857
Washington State T 32,321 1961,
Eastern Washington Coll 4,645 $15 million annually.
Central Weshington Coll 4,766
Western Washington Coll 6,066
Western Interstale Com-
mission for Higher Ed 20 of a state income tax.
Total . 104,717

The total recommended represents a
gain of nearly 25% over the appropriations
for the current biennium. ’

Addressing the legislature, the )
governor noted that his recommendabion for
expenditure of state tax funds for operab-
ing expenses of education atall levels is
$1141 million larger then 2 years ago, and
thet for this reason the proposed expen-
ditures will exceed generel fund revenues
by nearly $58 million, unless additional
revenues are provided fors

Ho said: "We need more money %o pay
for education. TWe cen belsnce the budget
without reising taxes, but only et the
expense of educetion. o

"ou may sit through this session, end
end it without raising taxes. The author-
ity is yours. The responsibility is yourss
But if thet is your choice, our sckools
will suffer and our children will suffer.

UThink of the consequences.

He esked the legislature to submit
%o the people & proposel for & state in-
come tax. He would then hope to eliminets
the sales tex on food and medicines, or
perhaps reduce the general seles tax rate
:from its present 4% to 3%; end he would
ebolish the business and occupation tax.

give the state tax a broader base, and to
provide more refined gradimtions, especinl-~
ly in the higher brackets, than have hi-
therto generally characterized state in-
come texes.

WISCONSIN, The governor's recommendations
regarding eppropristions of state tax
funds for higher educabtion for the 2 fis-
cal years of the ensuing bieanium are as
in Table 18.

Teble 18. Governor'!s recommendations of
state appropriations of tax
funds for operating expenses of
higher education in Wisconsin,
for fistel years 1961-62 and
1962-63, in thousands of dollars.

Institutions Sums recommended
1661-62 1962-85
(1) (2) (3)
U of Wisconsin $32,163 $35,989
State Colleges 10,827 12,725
Totals 42,980 48,714

The governoris reconmendations repre-
sent substantial reductions of the sums re-
quested on behalf of the institubions by
the Coordinating Committee; bub they seem
to be higher then the eppropriations re-
ceived over the-preceding biennium by 30%
or mores Ths exact percentage is not yet
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WISCONSIN. (Continued from page 183)
ascerteinable, because some of the appro-
pristions for 1960-61 were for e sum
sufficient" which can not’ be precisely
Imown umbil after June 30, 1961. Readers
of GRAPEVINE will elso rocall that appro«
primtions for the biennium 1959-61 wsre
made at different times, the first appro=-
priations being only a temporary stop-gep’
at- the reguest of Governor Gaylord Nelson, .

pending his further recomnmendations regard-

ing revenue mMeasursss

" OHIO. The Imterim Commission on..Education
Beyond the High School, 700 Bryden Road,
Columbus 15, Ohio, of which E« &« Whiteker
is execubtive secretary, issued under date

of February 17 2 report to Governor Micheel 1ati

V. DiSalle on A Proposed Policy for the
State of Ohio for Gommunity Colleges end
TMaversity BrancoheSs  ~« ~mw e

The 75-page mimeographed document cond

sn independent "state community college
board" consisting of the governor or his
representative and 6 members appointed
by him with the advice snd consent of the
senate for overlapping terms of 6 years.
Added would be the stete superintendent
of public instruction and one president
of an accredited 4=year college or univer-
'sity in Ohio, as "advisory members" serv-
-ing at.the-pleasure.of.the.governors. .
This board would employ an executive
seoretary. L

- Two of the nine members of the In-
torim Commission entered shor+t disser~
ting reports in which they indicated ‘
thet i their opinion ths propossd légis- |

; 1~y RN

gofiplicate
ized highe
through university branches. One of
these digsenters conceded, -however, tHAT ™™

tains a draft of & proposed statute which'

would authorize & county or combination ofil.

counties having at least 100,000 popula=

tion to establish a junior college district:

to be governed by & board of trustees to

consist of 7 local residents eppointed by |

the governor for overlapping terms of 3
yearse .
The local board of trustees would be
empowered to determine whether :the junior
college should be operated wholly by the
district and the board itself, or whether
it should be opereted wholly or in pert
under conbract with an gccredited univer-
sity or college. This provision is the
result of a compromise with the facts of
1ife in Ohio, where at présent there are
no public junior colleges, but where the
six stete universities are operating a
total of 29 extension cen‘bers_oi‘fering
two years of college-parallel v'vorlc. .The
university presidents ere unanimous in ad~
vocating the conbtinuation and development’
of these centers &S§ university "brenches",
while the local public school authorities
generally favor the locel publie junior
oolleges |

The proposed statute would place the ~
supervision and le adership of junlor col-
leges from the state level in the hands of

- g lo6al " public 2=year community college |
should-be-established-ab- once. in-the .

oity of Clovelande - — - —m ~omoe -l oo

© The Interim 'fdbxmnission on Edueation
Boyond the High School in Ohio exists

i for- its contimence  at least until-1963;

undsr & statute of 1959 which provides = |

end presuiiably it will be investigating
end reporting upon various other aspects
of higher education in the state during
the next 2 years or mors.

d ok ok k Kk Kk ok k K %

Can you sphd GRATEVINE & brief
tebulation of this year's sappropria-
tions of state tax funds for operabting
exponses of each of your statels insti-
Tutions of hipher education during the
ensuing fiscal year or biennium?

Plegse- exclude such items as

! student fees end any other appropria-

ted inoome from non-tax sources.
Rkt

! Address M. M. Chambers, TUsHeSe
; 4200=@, The University of Michigan,
i Ann Arbor, Michigan.
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