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FOREWORD

Legislative concern cover the possible inadequacy of Uni-
versity facilities and state resources to meet the increasing
local demands of higher education led to this study of nonresi-
dent students and the University- In recent years, there have
been annual increases in nonregident students, apd the likelihood
is that this trend will continue d9iven the University's present
policies which set no guota on nponresident attendance nor require
nonresident students to pay a tultion differential.

The legislative reference bureau, in providing the Legis-
lature and the University with information essential to a re-
examination of present policies, has gathered data on the present
nonresident population at the University (Chapter II) and on the
practices of selected mainland institutions which generally have
provisions on residence classification, admission standards, and
tuition differentials {Chapter III}. In order to facilitate the
reading of the report, summaries are presented in the beginning
of each of these chapters, followed by detailed analyses.

Chapter I sets this study in perspective by considering
some aspects of the national scene as far as nonresident stu-
dents are concerned. The final c<hapter presents important
aspects which should be considered in reaching a policy decision
on nonresident students, presents a few alternative policy goals,
and discusses the application of the available devices to achieve
The desired goals.

The legislative reference bureau is grateful for the kind
assistance it received from individuals in mainlapd institutions
and at the University of Hawaii. Persconnel at the University of
Washington, University of Colorade, University of Minnesota,
Michigan State University, University of Michigan, Wayne State
University, and University of California Los Angeles were
extremely helpful in discussing thelr provisions for nonresident
students, as was the staff of the Western Interstate Commission
for Higher fducation in discussing 1ts recent conference on
out-of-gtate students and in reviewing selected chapters of this
report.

For furnishing basic data on the University, the bureau
acknowledges the cooperation and aid of the graduate school, the
office of admigsions and records, the office of ipstitutional
research, the office of student personnel, and the East-West
Center,

Various legislative referenc¢e bureaun wmembers participated
in this study; Mrs. Mildred Terauchi gathered the data on the
contributions of nonresident students to the academic and extra-
curricular life on campus; and Angus McPherson, under the super-
vision of Dr. George Fujita of the office of student persconnel,
performed the chi-square analysis for Chapter II.

Tom Dinell
Director

January 1963
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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION

Universities and colleges in the United States draw their
students from all parts of the country and from many parts of the
world. While the proportions of resident students, nonresident
American students, and foreign students vary from institution te
institution, most are characterized by a certain degree of cosmo-
politanism.

Migration of College Studeats

Over half a million Americans, representing 18 per cent of
the approximately three million students enrolled in American
institutions of higher education, annually attend institutions
where they are classified as "nonresident” students. In addi-
tion, over 50,000 non-~Americans annually enroll in American
universities, where they comprise slightly less than 2 per cent
of the total college student population.* Greater percentages of
out~of-state and foreign students are enrolled in professional
schools and graduate programs than at the undergraduate level,
FPigure 1 furnishes data on the distribution of students among
undergraduate, professional, and graduate schools.

Explanations for American student migration are many.

- . Some [students] want to study in programs not offered
in their home states; others want to attend college where
their parents were educated; still others wish to enroll in
a church-related ccllege, or one they consider distinguished
in a specific field. Many simply want to learn from new
sights and new people, or just to get away from home. Many
others are not "residents" where they attend college only

*american Association of Collegiate Registrars and Admis-—
sions Officers, Committee on Research and Service, A Supplement
to the Home State and Migration of American College Students,
Fall 1958 (washington, D. C.: the Association, December 1959),
p. 5. A recent survey of foreign students in the United States,
conducted by the Institute of International Education for the
academic year 1959-~60, indicates the following: (a) Foreign
students came from 141 countries and political areas; with the
exception of Canada all of the seven largest naticnality groups
were from Asia or the Middle East; (b} The field of study most
frequently reported by the foreign students was engineering,
followed by the humanities, natural and physical sciences, and
social sciences; (o) At least 41 per cent of the foreign students
were receiving some form of financial support, either through
government grants or aid from private organizations or institu-
tions. XKenneth Holland, "Who is He?" The Annals of the American
Academy of Political and Social Science 335 (May 1961), pp. 10~
11,




Figure 1

NUMBER AND PERCENWTAGE OF RESIDENT STUDENTS, NONRESIDERT
AMERICAN STUDENTS, AND FOREIGN STUDENTS ENROLLED IN PRIVATE AND
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION IN THE UNITED STATES

FALL 1958
PROFESSIONAL = 117,315 Enrolled in Home
State
62.7% W; 26% \\ E iled Outsid
A% - ] \ nroile utside
k . Home State
73,564 41,091 2,660

[i] Students from
Other Countries

GRADUATES = 305,762

73.16% 1527

223,697 65,924 16,141

UNDERGRADUATES = 2,519,925

81.62% 1.29%

2,056,819 430,408 32,698

Source: BAmerican Association of Cellegiate Registrars
and Admissions Officers, Committee on Research
and Service, A Supplement to the Home State and
Migration of American College Students, Fall 1958
{Washington, D. C.: the Association, December
1959), pp. 4-5.




because their families have not lived there long enough to
earn legal resident status. All of these reasons reflect
the trend toward increasing mobility among the American
people, who now travel and move their homes in greater
numbers than ever before.

Limits on Nonresident Students

Institutions of higher education generally pride themselves
on having a student body from different gecgraphical origins.
Many private colleges and universities actively recruit all over
the nation to insure such diversity. In such institutions, all
students, regardless of geographical origin, pay the same tuition,

Public institutions, however, treat the phenomenon of non-
resident students somewhat differently. Educators and legis-—
lators, while probably cognizant of the potential contributions
that nonresident students may make and appreciative of the
national and international character of the educational enter~
prise, have also recognized that public institutions of higher
education must serve c¢ollege-~age youth in their respective
states. "Taking care of one's own" is a primary consideration,
Limits on the admission of nonresident students have oftentimes
been set. As early as 1956 the trend was becoming apparent.

It is getting more difficult for students of one
state to enter the publicly supported universities of
other states.

Geographic quotas have been set up by a majority of
these institutions. Some state universities will permit
only 5 per cent of the student body to be ocut-of-state
residents. Others may go as high as 25 or 30 per cent.

In almost every instance, a New York student, for
example, would have to possess higher academic grades
than a "native" to be considered. Also, the institutions
charge a substantially higher tuition fee for the out-of-
staters.

A study of the practices followed by the forty-eight
state universities, made by the New York Times, shows that
an overwhelming majority now limit the number of out-of~
state students. BAnd, it was found, every state charges
nonresidents more than residents.

Colorado, a state with a very high percentage of nonresident
students (37 per cent}, is taking steps to limit their admission
in order to make sure that a greater proportion of existing and
planned educational facilities is available for Coloradoc students
by 1265 and thereafter. Colorado's legislative Committee for
BEducation Beyond High School recommended that all state colleges
and universities, except the Colorado School of Mines, limit
entering nonresident freghmen to no more than 20 per cent of the
entering freshman class.3

The establishment of out-of-state tuition in public institu-
tions is a second factor which serves to limit out-of-state
enrollment. The surcharge to nonresidents serves "partially to
equalize the cost of instruction betwesen parents who live in the



area which partially supports the college by taxes, and . . .
parents who live outside the gecgraphic limits and are thereby
exempt from such taxes."

Recent data from the U. 8. Office of BEducation indicate that
the average institutional tuition and fee charyes to nonresident
students were 2.30 times as much as the average charges to resi-
dent students.,” Further meaning is added to this ratio by an
examination of dollar amounts paid by resident and nonresident

students.

. « . The median 1961-62 charge to resident students in
413 public institutions was $189. The median charge to
nonresident students at these institutions was $431, or
5242 higher., It should be noted that whereas 20 percent
of the institutions charged resident students under $300,
only 21.1 percent charged less than $300 to nonresidents.
Less than 1 percent of the institutions charged $500 or
more to resident students. On the other hand, over 15
percent of the institutions charged $500 or more to
nonresidents.

Classified according to the tuition and fee charges
to residents, the median surcharge to nonresidents ranged
from $337 in institutions charging $100-199 to residents,
to $623 for those institutions charging $300-399 to
residents. Evidently, nonresident charges are related
to the resident charges: the higher the resident charges,
the higher the surcharge to nonresidents--both on an
absolute and a percentage basis.®

University of Hawaii Policy

Against this general background of increasing limits being
placed on nonresident attendance at public institutions of higher
education, the pclicy of the University of Hawaii stands out in
sharp contrast, The University is unique among state universi-
ties in that it does not charge nonresident students a surcharge;
all students pay a tuition of $170 for the two-semester school

vear.

Admission reguirements for nonresident students are slightly
higher than those for resident students. Nonresident freshman
applicants who are "borderline” cases are not admitted, while
a few such resident freshman applicants may be admitted. In
accordance with the general policies of many institutions of
higher eduecation, transfer students are reguired to have at least
a 2.0 {C) grade point average, while freshmen enrolled at the
University are required to have a 1.6 grade point average and
sophomores a 1.8 grade point average.

At the present time there is no official policy limiting
the admisgsion of nonresident students. Lack of dormitory
quarters and the magnitude of transportation costs, however,
serve as deterrents to large numbers of undergraduates coming to
Hawaii. Graduate students have not been numerous partly because
of the relatively limited number of graduate degree programs in
the past.

The practices of the University were recently reaffirmed



by the board of regents which adopted the following policy on
nonresident student tuition at its May 17, 1962, meeting:

The Regents of the University of Hawaii believe
firmly that substantial educational and cultural benefits
are derived from having a significant number of out-of-
state students in the University student body.

The University of Hawaii has a lesger percentage of
out-of-state students than the average in similar mainland
institutions. One reason for this is the substantial
transportation expense of students coming to Hawaii from
the mainland. Further, out-of~-state students often
bring economic gaing to the State, in that they are more
permanent tourists.

Special non-resident fees would impose a financial
rather than an academic condition on acceptance at the
University of Hawaii which might have an adverse effect
on the guality of such students. Hawaii is widely
recognized for its statesmanlike viewpoint regarding
out-of-state fees.

In view of these considerations, the Regents affirm
their continued support of the present policy which makes
no distinction in tuition and fees between resident and
non-resident students.

Purpose of This Study

Prior to the adoption of the above policy by the board of
regents of the University of Hawaii, the Select Committee on
Higher Education of the House of Representatives submitted a
report (House Select Committee Report No. 12, 1962 Budget
Session), which was adopted on April 11, 1962, stating:

It has been argued . . . that resident taxpayers
should not be compelled to support non-resident
students attending the University of Hawaii. Other
state colleges and universities have differentials and
for good reason. The day is rapidly approaching, if
it is not here already, when our University's capacity
and facilities will be severely taxed or become in-
adequate to accommodate all ocur resident students. The
absence of differentials may very well lead to restrict-
ing resident student admission. Further, a growing
number of non-resident students place an increasingly
heavy financial burden on the State and may result in
a higher tuition rate for resident students. . . .

The Select Committee made two recommendations; the first is a
request that the University of Hawaii leave the present tuition
and compulscery fee schedules unchanged, pending the findings of
the U. §. 0ffice of Education survey of higher education in
Hawaii and further consideration of out-of-state tuition by the
next Legislature,.

The second recommendation requests the legislative reference

LA



bureau to undertake a study on the out-of-state student problem
which would include the following:

. . . {a) discussion of the University's present policies
on the admission of out-of-state students and the effect

of those policies on restricting or encouraging resident
attendance, both in the present and in the future; (b} con-
sideration of the effect of present non-resident attendance
cn the University's budget and of its possible effects in
the future; (c} examination of the contributions of non-~
resident students to academic life at the University and to
the economy of Hawaii; and (d) exploration of a workable
definition of "residency" and formulation of possible means
of implementing this definition effectively. The legisla-
tive reference bureau is also requested to investigate the
possibility of establishing reciprocal arrangements between
states relative to non~resident tuition.

This report presents data in fulfillment of the above
requirements set by the Select Committee. Primary attention is
given to nonresident American students since the State of Hawaii,
in assuming the wnique responsibility of serving as the site of
the East-West Center, has already committed itself to the accept-~
ance of a relatively large number of students from foreign
countries. The University of Hawaii charges the federal govern-—
ment for the instruction of EBast~West Center grantees; therefore,
they would not be affected by a change in the University's
tuition policy. However, subseqgquent data will indicate that the
State of Hawaii is making a financial contributicn to the educa-
tion of East-West Center students. Furthermore, other foreign
students {not on East-West Center grants) might be affected if
nonresident status is assigned to them for tuition differential
purposes.

Chapter II discusses the characteristics of nonresident
students at the University of Hawaii and explores their contribu-
tions to the academic and extracurricular life of the campus and
to the economy of Hawaii, as well as attempts to estimate the
instructional costs for nonresident students. Chapter III pre-~
sents information on the treatment of nonresident students in
selected universities in terms of residence classification,
admission policies, and tuition-setting procedures. Chapter IV
summarizes some of the essential facts and principles which might
be studied by the University and Legislature and sets forth a few
ways in which Hawaii may formulate policies relating to nonresi-
dent students.
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CHAPTER N

THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAI
STUDENT BaGDY

During the last decade, there have been annual increases in
the number of nonresident students attending the University of
Hawaii. Purthermore, these increases in number have also re-
sulted in nonresident students representing an increasing propor-
tion in the student body. The data in Table 1 indicate that in
the fall of 1950, nonresident American (mainland) and foreign

.Students comprised only 4.1 per cent of the student body, in the
fall of 1962, this proportion had increased to 15,9 per cent--
more than tripling the proportion.l The establishment of the
Fast-West Center will continue to give a noticeable impetus to
nonresident attendance, both mainland and foreign.?2

A word of caution: The data in Takle l--as well as the
subsequent discussion of nonresident students--are not based on
a clear-cut definition of what a resident student is at the
University of Hawaii. Since there is no tuition differential for
out~of-staters and since admission policies have not required
residence classification, there has bheen no necessity for de-
veloping rules to define residence. Consequently, a student’s
residence has largely been determined on the basis of his "per-
manent home address”. If it is not in Hawaii, the student has
been classified as a nonresident.

This chapter attempts to provide some descriptive details
about nonresident American students on the Manca campus of the
University of Hawaii, based on the following scurces of informa-
tion: (a) 0. 8. Office of Education guestionnaire on student
characteristics administered in February 1962, (b) University of
Hawaii guestionnaire on student facilities administered in
February 1961, and {¢) University of Hawaiil questionnaire ad-
ministered to students during the fall 1962 registration. In
order to give more meaning to the chserved differences in resi-
dent and nonresident student responses, as expressed in percent-
ages, to particular items on the above guestiocnnaires, statisti-
cal tests of significance were computed for selected guestions
from questionnaires {a) and {(b) above. The chi-sguare test was
employed because it is useful in testing the hypothesis that
both Hawaii and mainland students come from the same homogeneous
population. As a result of the chi-sguare test, if the assertion
is made that there is a statistically significant difference
between Hawaii and mainland students in their responses to
particular items, this means that the probability of such a dif-
ference arising by chance is less thanm 5 in 1,000.

Contributions of nonresident students to the academic and
extracurricular life of the campus are also explored. As a
result of these types of data, there may emerge a hetter under-
standing of the effects of having nonresident students on the
University campus.

Much more difficult, and perhaps hazardous, is to identify
the effect of nonresident students on the University budget and
on the Hawaii economy, as specified in the House Committee report
giving rise to this project. While data on the economic status
of these students and on estimated costs for college life in



Table 1
GEOGRAPHIC ORIGIN QF STUDENTS
UNIVERSITY OF HaWAIT
FALL TERM, 1850 TC 196z

GCeographic O r igins

Fall Students from Mainland
Term Hawaiil Mainland Foreign Countries Total and Foreign Countries
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Pey Cent
1950 4,608 35,9 172 3.6 27 .6 4,807 199 4.2
l951* 4,470 95,3 187 4.0 35 .7 4,692 222 4.7
1952 4,3%9 94.8 i9e 4.3 42 .9 4,600 241 5.2
1953 4,327 93.8 222 4.8 66 i.4 4,615 288 6.2
16%4 4,358 33,3 234 5.0 77 1.6 4,669 311 6.6
1955 4,817 93.0 270 5.2 93 1.8 5, 180 363 7.0
1956 5,006 22,4 309 5.7 102 1.9 5,417 411 7.6
1957 5,235 91.2 352 6.1 153 2.7 5,741 506 8.8
1958 5,762 90.8 436 6,9 144 2.3 6,342 580 9.2
1959 6,197 89.4 565 8.1 172 2.5 6,934 737 10.6
1960 6,649 88.5 651 8.7 211 2.8 7,511 862 11.5
1961 7,037 85.5 753 9.1 441 5.4 8,231 1,194 14.5
1962 7,695 84.1 920 10,1 53% .8 9,150 1,455 15.9

Sourceg: University of Hawaii, Office of Admissions and Records. Data
for 1950-1259% were taken from: Harland Bartholomew and
Asgoclates, University of Hawaii, General Campus Development
Plan, A revision of the Bachman Plan to inciude The Center
for Cultural and Technical Interchange Between East and
West in Hawaii (May 1966}, p. 10.

*Figures for this vear are estimates,



Hawaii may be helpful, they are partial indications at best,

A brief summary of the research results in the various areas
immediately follows with some attempt being made to interpret
the data. Subseguently are presented the detailed results of
the bureau's analysis.

Summary

Nonresident students at the University of Hawaii, Manoa
campus, come from practically every state in the Union and many
foreign countries. Fewer than 200 of these students are either
military personnel or military dependents. Approximately half
of the undergraduate and two per cent of the graduate students
from out-of-state entered as freshmen. Mainland students, both
on the undergraduate and graduate levels, differ significantly
from their local counterparts in their choice of curriculum—-
more mainlanders are in the College of Arts and Sciences and
fewer are in the College of Education.

Socioeconomic Characteristics

Certain sociceconomic characteristics deserve mention: (a}
Bbout three-fifths of both local and mainland students on the
undergraduate level and two-£fifths of both groups on the graduate
level do not work; {b) Mainland students tend to rely less than
local students on their parents as the primary source of support
for room, meal, and transportation costs; {c) Parents of main-
land students, both undergraduate and graduate, tend tc have had
more years of formal schooling than the parents of local stu-
dents; {d) Mainland students on the undergraduate level only seem
to have a greater proportion of parents in the professions and
protective services (includes military)} than local students; {e)
Mainland students on the undergraduate level only seem to come
from families whose yearly incomes exceed those of local parents.

It would appear, from the above data, that mainland students
on the undergraduate level are econcmically better off than local
students. This does not seem to be true, however, of graduate
students.

Academiec Contributions

In view of the fact that slightly higher requirements are
used for the admission and transfer of mainland students, one
would expect them to perform well academically. Mainland astu-
dents exceed the propertion they comprise in the student body
when the following factors are considered: ({a} inclusion on the
Deans' List; (b} graduation with honors; and (¢} membership in
honorary societies. Mainland student participstion in the Uni-
versity's honors program, however, has been limited and not very
successful, but the program itself is still new. Slightly
greater proportions of mainland students than would be expected
{a) withdraw from school voluntarily and (b} are released from
the University for poor academic performance. Exploring the
reasons for these rates may be helpful in indicating the counsel-
ing needs of mainland students.

10



Extracurricular Participation

The claim is oftentimes made by those who would encourage
even greater nonresident attendance that mainland students, be-
cause they come from different geographical origins, have much
to contribute to campus life. In terms of the factors which
were considered as reflective of extracurricular participation,
undergraduate mainliand students are not very active. Relatively
few held campus positions of leadership last year; none was
selected for the Real Deans award during the last three years.
Unfortunately no data were available on the residence of members
in the various clubs on campus.

Student governmeént would appear to be a possible and ef-
fective means for local-mainland interchange. Part of the reascon
for the relative inactivity of nonresident students in student
government may be the difficulty they experience in being elected
to office or being selected for committee assignments because
they are not widely known on campus. A "streetcar campus”, by
its very nature, makes it especially hard for the newcomer to
gain exposure. Living together with other students in deormi-
tories and participating in club activities might be helpful.

Economic Effects

Estimating the effect of nonresident students on the Uni-
versity budget and on the Hawaii economy is difficult because of
the nature of the task as well as because of the tenuous nature
of the available data. The effect on the University budget was
based on estimated average instructional costs and student reve-
nues derived from tuition and laboratory fees. The effect on
the economy of the State was based on the estimated contribution
of parents to the estimated college living expenses of nonresi-
dent students. The analysis reveals that the estimated instruc-—
tional costs for nonresidents are offset by University revenues
derived from students and by the estimated parental contributicons
to the economy.

Other factors which should be considered in evaluating the
short— and long-term effects on the economy are mentioned in the
final section of this chapter, but data on these aspects are not
avallable.

General Description

The geographical distribution of students attending the
University of Hawaii during the fall of 1962 is presented in
Table 2. The greatest number of nonresident students at the Uni-
versity comes from California (223), followed by New York (81),
Iilinois (5%}, and Washington {46}. All states, except Vermont,
and the District of Columbia are claimed by at least one nonresi-
dent student as his home. Foreign students come from many parts
of the world, but chiefly from the Agiatic countries and the
Pacific area.

Among Hawaii's students, females slightly ocutnumbered males.
The opposite is true for mainland and foreign students.

In fall 1962, there were some nonresidents with military
affiliation: 9 undergraduates and 21 graduate students were



Table 2

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIRBUTION OF STUDENTS

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAIX

FALL 1962

MALE
Honolulu . . . . . « . « « .+ « . . 2630
Rural Ozhu . . . . . . . . + . . . 657
Hawail . . . . . « « &« « « o « « . 215
Maul v « « v = v o v« & e 4 o= v . 165
Molokai . . . + . v = + « 4 « = & 18
Lanal o . v v v e e e e e e e e 9
Kaual . « v v o v v o v v w e e 6l

Total Hawailian Islands . . . . 3755

Alabama . . . . . + « + « « « 4 . 5
Alaska . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 7
AXizONa . + « v 4 e e e e e e+ e . a8
Arkansas . . . . 4 4 e e e a e e 4
California . . . . +« « « « « « « . 125
Colorado . ., . . . .+ « « + « « « . 7
Connecticut . . . . . .« « . . . . 7
Delaware . . .+ « + « « & « « « « . -

District of Columbia . . . . . . . 4
Flerida . . . . . . « « « « « « . 6
Georgla . . . . . .« e .. ... 2
Idahco . . . . . . . e . . e 4 e . 8
Illincis o . & & v o v 4 . e e - . 27
Indiana . . . . . .+ e e e e 9
TOWa & & & 4 e e e e e e e e e e 9
Kansas o v v v« o o o o 2 o o 4+ e 6
Kentucky . . . . « . « « « .« « . . 4
TouisSiana .« « « v 4 v 4 e e o« . 3
Maine . . . « 4 v 4 = v e e e 1
Maryland . . . . . . . .« . . - . . 12
Massachusetts . . . . . . .« . . . 17
Michigan . . . . + « « « <« « « . . 22
Minnesota . .« . .+ « « &+ « « « s+ 14
Mississippl .« . - .+ o+ . 4 o+ . . 2
MisSSOULrL . . v + & o v & = o « « = 14
Montana . . .+ .+ &+ o« v+ . e . . 5
Hebraska . . . . .« « « « & « = « . 3
Nevada . . . v « v « + » & 4 o« o« . 1
New Hampshire . . . . . . .+ « . . -

New JEYSey . .« + o « « « « & = + i8
New MeXico . .+ . « v« o o w + o« + o 2
Rew York . . . . « .+ « « +« v v « . 46
North Carolina . . . . . . « « . . 1
North Dakota . . . . « « « « « - . 2
OHIO 4 & & v v v v e e e e e e . 17
Oklahoma . + + v v« v e e e e e &
Gregon . .« « v « + =+ o « 4« 4 o« o+ s 15

Pennsylvania . . . . « « « « + + .
Rhode Island . . . . « « « o « + =
South Carolina . . . . . . . « - .
South Dakota . . . « « + = « + =+
Tennesses . . . .+ s e . e s w .
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Texas . . . .
Utah . . . . .
Virginia . . .
Washington . .
West Virginia
Wisconsin .

Wyoming . . .-

Total U.S.

American Samoa
Australia . .
Borneo . . . .
Brazil . . . .
Burma e . e
Cambodia . . .
Canada . . . .
Ceylon . . . .
China . . . .
England . . .
Ethiopia . . .
Fiji . . . . .
Formosa PO
Greece ., . . .
Guam . .« . . -
Hongkong . . .
India . . . .
Indonesia . .
Iran . . . . .
Israel . . . .
Italy . . . .
Japan . . . .
Java . . . . .
Jordan . . . .
Korea . . .

Laos . . . .

Macaoc . . . .
Malava . . . .
Mexico . . . .
Nepal . . . .

The Netherlands

New Zealand

Nigeria . . .
Ckinawa . . .
Pakistan . . .
Peru . . . . .
Philippines .
Singapore . .
Sudan . . . .
Suva . . . . .
Switzerland .
Tahiti . . . .
Thailand . . .

-

Table

Mainland .

2
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Table 2 {continued)

MALE FEMALE TOTAL
Trust Territory of the Pacific . . 19 2 21
Vietnam . . . . + « « -« + « < - . 3 i 4
West Germany . . .+« « « « « « « « = 2 1 3
Total Foreign Countries . . . . 399 136 535
GRAND TOTAL . . . . . . . 4705 4445 9150

Source: University of HBawaii, Office of Admissions
and Records.
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military perscnnel on active duty; 149% undergraduates and 13
graduate students were dependents of military personnel.

Selected Academic Characteristics: U. S. Office
of Education Student Characteristics Survey

Several items in the Student Characterigtics Survey, dealing
with the academic background ¢of students, were analyzed. See
Appendix A for detailed data.

Among the conclusions which can be drawn are the following:

1. Entrance to the University: On both the undergraduate
and graduate levels, there are statistically significant
differences between Hawaii and wainland students. While
90 per cent of undergraduate Hawaii students entered as
freshmen, 42 per cent of mainland students did. Among
graduate students from Hawaii, 54 per cent entered the
University as freshmen and 39 per cent transferred as
graduate students; among mainland students, 2 per cent
entered as freshmen and 96 per cent transferred as
graduate students.

2. Major field of study: Hawaiil and mainland students,
undergraduate and graduate students alike, differ
significantly in the selection of their major fields of
study. On both the undergraduate and graduate levels,
gignificantly greater percentages of Hawaii students are
in education, while significantly greater perc¢entages of
mainland students are in arts and sciences. A signifi-
captly greater proportion of mainland students is in
the graduate school.

3. PFirst familv menmber to enroll in college or university:
Only among undergraduates, is there a statistically
significant difference between Hawaii and mainland stu-
dents, with 46 per cent of Hawaii and 35 per cent of
mainland students indicating that they are the first
member in their immediate families to enroll in college.

Selected Economic Characteristics: University
of Hawaii Student Facilities Questionnaire

In February 1961 the Student Facilities Questionnaire was
administered to students during registration. Several items,
relating to the economic background of students, were selected
for chi-square analysis; see Appendix B for detailed data. The
only guestion reflecting the possible residence of a student was
one dealing with the location of his high school; this was used
as the basis for classiiving students as Hawail, mainland, or
foreign students. Although this gquestion is not ideal for
determining residence, it 1Is an acceptable criterion since many
institutions use the location of a student's high schocl as the
baszis for making an initial residence classification.

The statistical anpalysis reveals that there are significant
differences among students, as classified by their residence, on
all items. The following statements on Hawaii and mainland stu-
dents may be of interest:
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Plans to seek employment while in school: Among stu-
dents who do not work, greater percentages of mainland
students in contrast to Hawaii students~-both on the
undergraduate and graduate levels--do not plan to seek

emp loyment:.

Hours of work per week: Among undergraduate students,
69 per cent from Hawaii and 62 per cent from the main-
land do not work; employed mainland students tend, how-
ever, to work for more hours per week. Among graduate
students, about 40 per cent of both Hawaii and mainland
students do not work; those who do work have quite
similar working hours.

Primary scource of support for room, meals, and trang-
portation costs: BAmong undergraduate students from
Hawaii, costs are borne by parents in at least 60 per
cent of the cases, while approximately one-third of
mainland students rely on their parents as the primary
source. Among graduate students, about 45 per cent of
Hawaii and 56 per cent of mainland students earn money
to pay for most of these costs.

A study of student loans made on the campus indicates that
approximately 10 per cent of the students receiving such loans
are out-of~-staters. Generally loans cover the cost of tuition
and books ($150-175 per semester); such loans bear no interest,
and students are expected to make repayment by the end of the
semester.

Parental Background: U. S. Office of Education
Student Characteristics Survey

The following conclusions, based on detailed data found in
Appendix A, are pertinent:

1.

Educational level of parents: On both the undergradu-—
ate and graduate levels, there are gtatistically
significant differences between Hawaiil and mainland
students. Among undergraduates, the parents of mainland
students are more highly educated than those of Hawail
students; 40 per cent of mainland and 16 per cent of
Hawaii students had parents who had graduated with at
least a bachelor's degree. On the graduate level, the
difference, though significant and favoring the educa-
tional level of mainland parents, is not so large as
that for undergraduates.

Clasgification of father's occupation: "There ig a
statistically significant difference between Hawaii and
mainland students only on the undergraduate level. More
mainland students have parents in the professions and

in the protective services (includes military personnell,
while more Hawaii students have parents performing
clerical and sales work and skilled, semi-skilled, and
unskilled Iabor.

Total gross vearly income of family: About one-fourth
of mainiand and Hawaii students—-on both the under—
graduate and graduate levels--did not know their family

B
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income. Among those responding a statistically sig-
nificant difference between Hawaii and mainland stu-
dents was found only on the undergraduate level. A
significantly greater proportion of mainland students
comes from families with yearly incomes in excess of
518,000 (12 per cent of mainland and 5 per cent of
Hawaii students} and in the $15,000 to $18,000 bracket
(8 per cent of mainland and 4 per cent ¢f Hawaii stu-
dents).

According to the U. 8. Office of Education report on higher
education, the median family income for all students at the
University is $7,700--approximately $1,300 higher than the 1960
median income for families in Hawaii. Comparisons with the
family incomes of students in private and church-related colleges
were made by the Cffice of Bducation; University of Hawaii stu-
dents appear to come from homes with "greater economic rescurces'.

Contributions to Academic Life

This assessment of the contributions of nonresident students
to the academic life of the University is undertaken in terms of
factors on which information is readily available and quantifi-
able. An examination was made of recent students who were on
the "Deans' List”, who participated in the Honors Program, who
graduated with honors, who received awards and prizes at gradu-
ation, who were enrolled in honerary societies, who were dropped
out of schocel, and who withdrew from school. While a probing of
these areas may not give a complete picture of the academic per-—
formance of nonresident students, the results may be more helpful
than generalizations based on necessarily limited cobservations.

In view of the higher academic standards applied to nonresi-
dent students who enter as freshmen or who transfer at some
later date, one would expect nonresident students to perform
better, on the average, than resident students. ©On the other
hand, adjustment problems for the mainland students cannot be
overlooked, for they may have a difficult time getting accustomed
to the University of Hawali. The recent annual report of the
University's Counseling and Testing Service indicates that in
1961-62, 300 mainland students were counseled. This number
represented 16 per cent of the total population who utilized the
Service--at a time when the mainland students comprised 9 per
cent of the student body.

Statistical Frame of Reference

Comparisons made between Hawaii and mainland students are
especially meaningful if one bears in mind what percentage of
the student body these groups comprise:

Hawaii Mainland Foreign
1959-60 89, 4% 8.1% 2.5%
1960~61 BB.5 8.7 2.8
1961-62 85.5 9.1 5.4

[
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Inclusion in the “Deans’ List”

In order to be included in the "Deans' List® students must
achieve a grade point average of 3.5 {4 = A) the preceding
semester.

During the last three academic years, mainland students
have comprised varying proportions on the Deans' List; the aver-
age proportion being 14.4 per cent. See Table 3 for details.

Table 3

NUMBER OF STUDENTS ON THE DEANS' LIST,
RY RESIDENCE OF STUDENT
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

1959~1962
1959-1960 1960-1961 1961-1962
Residence Per Per Per

Numbex Cent Number Cent Number Cent

Hawaii. 421 86.8 343 79.4 547 85.3

Mainland U. 5. 56 11.5 80 18.5 85 13.3

Foreign Country 7 1.4 8 1.8 6 .9

Unknown 1 .2 1 .2 3 .5
TOPAL 485 432 641

Sources: University of Bawaii, Office of
Admissicons and Records and Office
of Student Personnel.

Participation in the Honors Program

Regularly enrolled students at the University who wish to
graduate "with honors" apply for admission to the Honors Program,
generally near the end of their sophomore vear. In addition to
maintaining an average grade of B in all courses in the major
subject or in all college courses taken during the junior and
senior years, the Honors Program student is expected to fulfill
three other reguirements:

1. Fach Honors student must pursue a program of
independent reading or research in his major field culmi-
nating in a senior thesis. . .

2. Each Honors student must pass a written compre-
hensive examination in his major fieldg. . , .

3. Each Honors student will attend during his senior
year an interdisciplinary colloquium to be held one evening
a week. Broad topics of interest, particularly those

1B



cutting across conventional subject matter boundaries, will
be at the core of the colloguiuvm. . . L3

The first greoup of Honors candidates was admitted in the
summer and fall of 1960. Out of the total group of 44, 84.1 pex
cent (37) were students from Hawaii. When the majority of this
group graduated in June 1962, there were: {a) orly 13 students
who graduated with honors; all but one are resident students and
(b} 2 whose work did not reach the academic level set by the
program; both are resident students. (There were four others
still in the program who were to graduate at a later date; all
are resident students.)

0Of the seven mainland students in the Honors Program, one
graduated with honors. Six students left the program, one be-
cause she disapproved of the program, another because she left
Hawzii, and the remaining four for unknown reasons.

Graduation with Honors or with
Academic Commendation

Prior to June 1962, students with an average grade point
ratio of 3.4 or higher were graduated "with honors". This term
is now applied only to those who fulfill the requirements of the
Honots Program. Students who have an average grade point ratio
of 3.4 or higher, but who do not participate in the Honors Pro-
gram, are graduated with "academic commendation".

During the last three academic years, nonresident students
comprised 22.7 per cent of 22 graduates so honored in 1959-60,
10.8 per cent of the 37 honored in 1960~61, and 20 per cent of
the 40 honored in 1361-62.

Selection for Awards and Prizes

At each commencement, several students are honored as re-
cipients of various awards and prizes. During the last three
graduation exercises at the University, slightly more than four-
fifths of the honorees have been resident students. Mainland
students have tended to do well in creative writing and play-
writing; of the 10 prizes won by mainland students during the
last three vears, 7 have been in the writing fields. Table 4
furnishes data on the nature of various prizes and the residence
of the recipients for each prize.

Enroliment in Honerary Societies

The University has campus chapters of several naticnal
honorary societies. Election to Phi Beta Kappa is regarded as
one of the highest undergraduate honors. Phi Kappa Phi is like-
wise an honorary society recognizing scholarly achievement.
Other societies honor achievement in specified fields, such as
science, physics, civil engineering, speech, and education,

An examination of Table 5 reveals that while 86 per cent of
the 157 students in these organizations were resident students
in 1960-61, this percentage dropped to 79 per cent of 146 stu-
dents in 1961-62. The percentage for mainland students increased
sharply-~from 10 to 20 per cent.
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NUMBER OF STUDENTS SELECTED FOR AWARDS AND

Table 4

PRIZES, BY RESIDENCE OF STUDENT
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

Note:

selected for these prizes.

activities.

19591962

Foreign students were omitted because they were not

Activities in speech and
Real Dean Awards are discussed under extracurricular

Awards and Prigzes

1959-60

1260-61

1961-62

Main-
Hawail land

Main-—
Hawaii land

Main-
Hawaii land

Phi Kappa Phi Prize
{(Highest grade pecint
average)

Banks Memorial Prize
{creative writing)

Theatre Group Play-
writing Prizes

Dean Prize for Under—
graduate Research
Carl F. Knobloch Prize

{(government}
Das Prize in Asian
History and Politics
Charles F. Loomis
Prize {Asian and
Pacific Relations)
Kuykendall Prize
in History

Hawaiian Botanical
Society Award

Magistad Award of the
American Chemical
Seciety, Hawaiian
Section

Mexrck Index Award in
Chemistry

Foster Memorial
{agriculture)

American Society of
Civil Engineers
Award

Award

Gamma Phi Beta Honor
Award in Education
Hui Kahu Mai (nursing)}

United Business
Education Association
Award

not awarded

not awarded

not awarded

not awarded

N

20

not awarded
X

not awarded

not awarded

h 4

=
X

not awarded

not awarded

X
=

not awarded

not awarded
3



Table 4 {continued)
1959-60 1960-61 196162
Awards and Prizes Main- Main- Main—~

Hawaii land

Hawaii land

Hawaii land

Arnold L. Wills
Memorial Award

{(industrial
relations) X not awarded not awarded
Carey D. Miller Award
{(home economics) * b's X
Crisco Award (home
eCconomics) X X ®
Hawalil Dietetics
Association not awarded P X
TOTAL 16 3 is 3 i% 4
Per Cent 84,2 15.8 84.2 15.8 82.6 17.4
Sources: University of Hawaii, Commencement

Programs for 1960,

%)
et

1961, and 1962.
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Table 5

NUMBER OF NEWLY-ENROLLED MEMBERS IN NATIONAL HONORARY
SOCIETIES WITH CAMPUS CHAPTERS, BY RESIDENCE OF STUDENRT

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

1960~1962
196C~61 1961-=62
Honorary Society Hawaii Mainland Foreign Total BRBawaii Mainland Foreign Total
Phi Beta Xappa 19 3 1 23 15 9 1 26
Fhi Kappa Phi 27 7 O 34 24 8 O 32
Sigma Xi {sciences} 7 2 2 12* 2 2 0 4
Sigma Pi Sigma {physics) 5 0 2 7 2 2 1 5
¢hi Epsilon {civil engineering) 8 0 0 8 7 0 0 7
Omicron Delta Kappa (leadership) 11 0 0 13 9 3 G 12
Pi Sigma Epsilon (marketing) 16 3 0 19 20 e 0 20
Delta Sigma Rho (speech) 2 0 0 2 6 1 0 7
Phi Delta Kappa (education) 9 0 1 10 8 4 0 12
Pi Lambda Theta** (education) 31 0 0 31 21 o] 0 21
Total 135 15 3] 157#* 115 29 2 146
Per Cent 86,0 2.6 3. 78.8 12.9 1.




fed

Table 5 ({(continued)

Sources: University of Hawaii, Office of Admissions and Records;
commencement programs for 1961 and 1962; cfficers and
advisors of various organizations.

Note: Although the University once had a local chapter of Pi
Gamma Mu (social sciences), it is not active at the present
time,

*The residence of one student in this group is not known.
**This organization is presently a "proposed chapter” of the national

organization; the chapter may be recognized during the 1962-63
school vyear.



Classification as “Drop-Out” Students

In contrast toe students who withdraw from school on their
own are "drop-outs” or students who have been dismissed from the
University because of poor academic performance. Such students
may apply for readmission, but normally it would not be granted
until at least one semester of non-University activity has
elapsed.

During the 1961-62 academic year, there were 1,161 "drop-
outs"; 1,005 (86.6 per cent} were resident students, 142 {12.2
per cent) were mainland students, and 14 (1.2 per cent) were
foreign students.

Classification as “Withdrawals”
"Withdrawals" are students who voluntarily decide to leave

the University. An analysis was made of the reasons for with-
drawing during 1961-62; results are presented in Table 6.

Table 6

NUMBER OF STUDENT "WITEDRAWALS", BY RESIDENCE
OF STUDENT AND REASON FOR WITHDRAWING
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAIT

1961-62

Reason for Residence
Withdrawal Hawail Mainland Foreign Country Unknown
Academic 51 8 2 8
Financial 110 32 0 1
Personal 186 51 16 8
Transfer 1 1 0 0
Not Stated | 16 4 O O

TOTAL 364 151 ig 17

Per Cent 73.5 19.4 3.6 3.4

Sourge: University of Hawaii, Office of
Admissions and Records.,

Out of 495 withdrawals in 1961-62, almost one-fifth were
mainland students. Their reasons were various, but "personal”
and *financial™ problems were most common net only for nonresi-
dent students but for resident students as well.
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Participation in Extracurricular Activities

Among the 171 campus positions of leadership, as listed in
the 1961-62 student Telephone Directory, are 79 in student govern—
ment, 30 in student-faculty boards, and 62 in campus organiza-
tions. These positions are held by 138 students; 121 (87.7 per
cent) are resident students, 30 {7.2 per cent) are mainland stu-
dents, 1 is a foreign student, and 6 whose residences are not
known.

Each vear the Associated Students of the University of
Hawaii {ASUH} awards medals teo students who have promoted ASUH
activities through willing and untiring efforts. During the last
three years, 5 perscns were given such Real Dean Awards; all were
resident students.

gi Pookela is an organization to which women are elected for
their academic performance and general character. During the
last two years {1960-1962), all but one of the 19 selected were
resident students.

During the last two years, two out of three students who
received speech awards were resident students.

Effects on the University Budget
and the Hawaii Economy

The effects of nonresident attendance on the University
budget and on the Hawali economy are difficult to ascertain.
Estimates of these effects are attempted, but it should be noted
that these estimates are based upon certain assumptions and in-
volve gqualifications on which there is no agreement.

In estimating the effects of nonresident students on the
University budget, two factors are considered: (a} the cost of
instructicn at the University and (b} the income derived from
nonregident students. From these data, it is possible to esti-
mate the subsidy required to support nonresident attendance.

In exploring the effects of nonresident students on the
Hawaii economy, the legislative reference bureau initially con-
tacted several leading economists in the State; they noted that
data on this subject are not available. The primary factors
considered in estimating contributions to the general economy
are: f{a) the cost of college living and (b) the portion of
college costs made up of parental contributions. These are
pased on mainland estimates.

Data on Instructional Costs and Student Bevenues

Probably the most perplexing task in determining college
instructional costs is the selection of factors that should be
considered. The undertaking is further complicated by the fact
that the cost of educating students is different in the several
colleges of the University and that the instructicnal ceosts even
in the same ccllege are not the same for each of the four under-
graduate years.
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Information on instructional costs at the University of
Hawaii was obtained from the office of institutional research,
Included in these costs are all expenses charged to the col-
leges—-i.e., salaries of faculty members, including their porticn
for research; salaries of secretaries in the various departments;
expenses of the deans' offices] cost of supplies and eguipment
in instructional departments; and the cost of any other activi-
tieg primarily the concern of the colleges. The office of in-
stitutional research reports that in 1962-63, the estimated
average instructional costs for all colleges will be: (a)_$626
per full-time equivalent student on the undergraduate level and
{b} $z,588 per full-time equivalent student on the graduate
level.4 The average cost for all colleges was determined be-
¢cause students take courses in colleges other than the ones in
which they are registered.>

It was decided to use 1962-63 estimated costs because in-
formation on nonresident student enrolilment on the Manoa campus
in the fall 1962 registration was obtained with the assistance
of the office of admissions and records.® Instead of identi-
fying nonresident students by their “permanent home address”,
they were so classified if they had not resided in Hawaii for
twelve consecutive months prior to initial registration at the
University. Foreign students are thus included in this analysis.
The data in Table 7 indicate that there are 1,109 full-time
undergraduate and 663 graduate students who had not resided in
Hawaii for twelve consecutive months prior to initial registra-
tion at the University--a total of 1,772 students are clasgsified
as nonresidents for purposes of this analysis.’/ Furthermore, it
is assumed that all graduate students are carrying a full course
load.

There are essentially three sources of University income
from students:8

1. The annual tuition of $170;

2, The laboratory fees charged for certain courses-—-—
the business office estimates that there is an average
laboratory fee of $14 per vear for each full-time eguiva-
lent student; and

3. Special scholarships which cover more than
tuition, The most prominent scholarship program is the
one provided by the East-West Center: the federal subsidy
is $1,000 for most of the grantees at the present time; new
ones entering in fall 1962 are subsidized at the rate of
$1,750. Another program under the Rational Defense Educa-
tion Act bases 1ts scholarship grant on actual instructional
costs as defined by factors selected by the U. 8. Office of
Education, but sets a ceiling. The University's business
office indicates that the estimated instructional costs for
1962~63 are: $1,554 in botany, genetics, history, and
psycholegy; $1,409 in soil science; and $2,989 in chemistry
and biochemistry. Based on these figures, the average NDEA
fellowship is approximately $2,000.

Data on College Living Costs

& rough estimate of college living costs can be made on the
bagis of the University's figures on students' minimum expenses:
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Table 7

NUMBER OF NONRESIDENT STUDENTS,
BY COLLEGE AND LEVEL OF INSTRUCTION
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAILIL

FALL 1962
Lower Upper

College Division Division Graduate Total
Graduate School - —— 49 49
Arts and Sciences 288 220 342 850
Business Administration 83 75 24 182
Education 71 63 51 185
Engineering 44 2g 4 76
Nursing i3 16 - 29
Tropical Agriculture 20 10 56 86
Not Designated : 178 137 315
TOTAL 1,109 663 1,772

Source: University of Hawaii, Office of
Admissions and Records, based on
guestionnaire administered in
fall 1962,



Minimum expenses are estimated at from $1,250 to
$1,500 a year for board, room, tuition, registration, course
fees, class and student body fees, and books. Off-campus
living costs may be higher. These estimates do not include
the cost of clothing, laundry, transportation, and other
personal items. Students from cutside the State should add
the cost of transporitation to and from Hawaii and additional
items for adijustments in a new community. .

Adding the cost of personal incidentals and deducting the cost
of tuition and course fees, it is estimated that the cost of
college living is approximately $1,600 for nonresident stu~
Qents.lg The Bast-West Center grantee receives approximately
$1,700 per academic yvear for room, food, and personal expenses.

One can not assume, however, that all nonresgident students
contribute approximately $1,600 annually to the Hawail econony
in view of the fact that close to 40 per cent of undergraduate
mainland students and 60 per cent of graduate mainiand students
had part-time emplovment {(see discussion on Student Facilities
Questionnaire). While cut-of-gtate parents doubtless are send-
ing some money to their children attending the University of
Hawaii, there is also the turnover of local money for students
who are employed.ll Such turnover, while increasing the circu-
lation of lecal money, does not bring new money into the State.
It does, however, add to economic values created in the State,
assuming that normal market relations prevail in this employment
$0 that mainland students are worth their hire.

In order to estimate parental contributions to the college
living costs of nonresident students, the results of the Survey
Research Center were used:

Main sources of funds: ©Of the total annual expenses of
college students, roughly 60 percent on the average is met
from money contributed by their parents. 0©f the average
total cost for single students of $1550, about $950 came
from parents, $360 from money earned by the student, $130
from schelarships, and $110 from other sources. These
estimates, however, are approXimate and conceal much
variation from student teo student. For example, 2 percent
of single students receive $3000 or more from their par-
ents, .

Based on a parental contribution amounting to 60 per cent of
college costs, it is estimated that $960 per nonresident student
(not on an East-West Center grant) comes into the State.

Estimates of Economic Effects

Based on the data presented above on instructional costs,
student revenues, and college living costs, Table 8 was prepared
to summarize the estimated economic effects of nonresident stu-
dents. Once again the reader is reminded of the tenucus nature
of the data used in this analysis.

The data in Table 8 indicate that it annually costs the
State approximately 2.4 million deollars to educate nonresident
students. However, student revenues are estimated to be approxi-
mately 0,7 million dollars. While there results a 1.7 million
dollar subsidy, nonresident students are making an estimated

28



Table 8

ESTIMATED EFFECTS OF NONRESIDENT STUDENTS
ON THE UNIVERSITY BUDGET AND THE HAWAII ECONOMY
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAZXT

1962~63
Estimated University Estimated Contribution
Students Number  Estimated Cost Income from Tuition, to Living Costs from
of Instruction Fees, and Grants Outside of State
Undergraduate
East-West Center Grantees™* 45 $ 28,170 5 63,000 5 76,500
Other Nonresident Students 1,064 666,064 195,776 1,021,440
R SUB-TOTAL 1,109 $ 694,234 $258,776 $1,097,940
Graduate
East-West Center Grantees™ 324 $ 838,512 $377,250 § 550,800
NDEA Fellows 25 64,700 50,000 24,000
Other Nonresident Students¥* 314 812,632 57,776 301,440
SUB~-TOTAL 663 $1,715,844 $ 485,026 $ 876,240
TOTAL 1,772 $2,410,078 $743,802 $1,974,180

Sources: University of Hawaiil, Business Cffice, Qffice of Admissions
and Records, Office of Institutional Research, East-West
Center.



Table 8 (continued}

*Although there are some resident students on East-West Center grants,
they are included in this count. In fall 1962, there were 58 under-
graduate and 414 graduate students with grants; only 369 were on the
University campus--45 undergraduate and 324 graduate students. Al-
though the University is given some compensation for handling study
tours and study programs for the others, this amount is excluded

since the students affected are not presently enrolled at the Uni-
versity.

The East-West Center was requested to estimate the number of students
on the campus receiving $1,000 and $1,750 grants. Thelr estimates are
ag follows:! 21 undergraduate and 253 graduate students on $1,000
grants; 24 undergraduate and 71 graduate students on $1,750 grants.

Omitted from this tabulation is the sum of approXimately $274,000
which the East-West Center gave in direct support for American studies,
Asian studies, student services, and Sinclair Library.

**Does not consider the costs of supporting 74 graduate teaching and 33
research assistants who are tultion-exempt and who can be classified as
nonxesidents. These students do not ordinarily carry a full course load.



contribution to the general economy of close to 2 million dol-
lars. If the estimated multiplier of 1.72, noted in footnote 11, is
applied to the total of student revenuesl3 and contributions to
living costs, it may be estimated that approximately 4.7 million
dollars of income is generated within the State by the injection
of new money spent in Hawaii by or for mainland students.

If East-West Center grantees are omitted from the analysis,
the estimated instructional costs would be approximately 1.5
million dollars; student revenues approxXimately 0.3 miilion
dollars; contribution to the general economy approximately 1.3
million dollars.

Two additional qualifications need to be added. While the
data may indicate that student revenues plus contributions to
the general economy exceed the estimated cost of instruction,
especially if a multiplier is applied, no allowance has been
made in the estimate contained in Table 8 for the additional
increments of administrative, library, maintenance, and capital
costs attributable to the presence of out-of-state students.
Furthermore, a net addition to the economy as a whole does not
mean that the contributions may be translated directly into tax
revenues which may be tapped to offset the additional costs in-
curred by the University. Thus, in the short-run, the economy
could conceivably benefit while at the same time the state
general fund was being pinched.

Other Considerations

Other factors which might be included in the analysis of
the short-range economlc contributions of nonresident students
are: (a) payment of transportation costs, and (b) expenditure
of relatives and friends who visit Hawaii. Another factor is
the part-time employment of students--this may enhance the
economic welfare of the State if such employment 1s not depriving
the local labor force of jobs, but rather making it possible for
local needs to be met. Unfortunately, there is no information
on this aspect. The University advises out-of-state students
to "arrive prepared to meet their full expenses for the year."14

The dollar approach of imnmediate effects iz not sufficient
in exploring this subject. Long-term economic benefits need to
be considered. One can argue that a certain propertion of non-
resident students will decide to settle in the State, and thus
make a life-long contribution to the economy. Those who return
to the mainland or settle elsewhere may encourage other students
to enroll at the University. Decisions, favorable to the eco-
nomic development of Hawaii, may well be made by University
alumni working elsewhere. (The reverse may alsc be true.)

The intangible economic benefits of enabling local students
the opportunity for further development through their associa-
tion with cut-cf-state students, although recognized, defy
measurement,
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Footnotes

ir fal} 1961, the proportions of Hawail, mainland, and foreign students
were 8%, 8, and 3 per cent, respectively, for undergraduates and 70, 14,
and 18 per cent, respectively, for graduate students.

mitted from this discussion are student enroliments during the summer
and in the College of General Studies. Reports from the Summer Session
0ffice indicate that during the regular sessions of 1960, 1961, and 1962,
mainland and foreign students comprised 36.4, 30.4, and 31.1 per cent,
respectively, of the total enrcllments. The College of General Studies
estimates that about half of its enrollment is from ocut-cf~state and that
this group is largely composed of military personnel and military depend-
ents,

Judson L. Ihrig, Undergraduate Honors and Related Programs at the Uni-
versity of Hawaijl {Septembar 1961}, pp. &-7.

K full-time equivalent student is one who redisters for 32 credits per
academic year.

See page 318 of the U. 8. Qffice of Education report, University of Hawali
and Higher Education in Hawaii, for a different set of cost figures com-
puted in a diiferent way and based on different components.

A questionnaire was administered during the fall 1962 registration by the
office of admissions and recerds to furnish the legislative reference
bureau with data relative to the number of nonresident students on campus,
theilr grade level and college, and their military affiliation.

According to data in Table 2, based on permanent home address, there are
1,45% nonresident students.

The registration fee is excluded because it i3 difficult to claim that it
is used for "educational purposes’.

University of Hawaili, feneral Catalogue 1962-1963. Bulletin, Vol. XLI
{June 1962}, p. l4.

The Survey Research Center of the University of Michigan reports that in
1959-60, the average annual expenses of unmarried college students were
about $1,550 per year. .John B. Lansing, Thomas Lorimer, and Chikashi
Moriguchi, How People Pay for College (Ann Arbor: Survey Research Center,
University of Michigan, 1960}, p. 1.

A study of the impact of exports on the lncome of Hawaii was conducted by
the First Nationmal Bank of Hawaii. In an unpublished manuscript, it is
noted that the iIntroduction of new meney into the Hawail economy £rom an
cutside source starts "a chain reaction which can be more important than
the impact of the original spending. This is known as the 'multiplier
effect’ of injections of new money.” The report concludes that there is
a multiplier of 1.72 in Hawaii.

Lansing, et al, op, cit., p. L.

The sum of University income {rom tuition, fees, and grants, shown in
Table § as approximating $740,000.

Material sent by the office of admissions and records to applicants from
the Continental United States.
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CHAPTER W1

RESIDENCE CLASSIFICATION, ADMISSION
POLICIES, AND TUITION FOR NONRESIDENT
STUDENTS IN SELECTED UNIVERSITIES

One of the reguirements of this project iz to explore a
“workable definition of residency”. As a meansg of doing this and
in order to show the variety of policies relating to nonresident
students, the practices of selected universities were studied.*
It should be pointed out, however, that existing practices should
be considered in terms of the obiectives of a nonresident student
program, If this is done, varying practices can be effectively
evaluated. In this chapter are presented examples of policies
regarding residence classification, admission, and tuition for
nonresident students. The chapter is illustrative rather than
comprehensive in its coverage of institutional practices.

In view of the diversity of practices included in this
chapter, a summary follows. Readers interested in the details
should refer to the sections which follow the summary.

Summary

Policies on residence classification, admission, and tuition
are usually developed by state institutions of higher learning to
implement their decisions or those of their legislatures with
respect to the participation of out-cf-state students. These
three types of policies are interrelated. They may be designed
so that one policy reinforces another or go that one mitigates
against the effect of another. For example, the policy to
establish a high nonresident tuition differential may be offset,
at least in part, by a less restrictive definition of residence.
Ap institution's approach cannot be explained in terms of tuition
differentials, admission gquotas, or definitions of residency,
as isolated factors, but only as a combination of pelicies in
thegse three areas. Ideally, the particular policies developed
by an institution are based upon the ckhjectives which it desgires
to achieve.

Residence Classification

The residence classification of a student at a state insti-
tution is significant for at least two reasons. The first and
most obviocus is the amount of tuition that is charged. The
admission reguirements which are to be applied are also fre-

*This chapter is based largely upon information cobtained in
personal interviews held by the author on several campuses:
University of Washington, University of Minnesota, University
of Michigan, Michigan State University, Wayne State University,
University of Colorado, and University of California lLos Angeles.
Information on other universities was gathered from their re-
spective catalogues or through correspondence.
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quently related to the student's residence clasgsification. For
a resident student, tuition is lower and admission may be easier
than for a nonresident.

There are wide variations as to which agency of government
prescribes the definition of a nonresident student. In some
states it is the legisglature and the definition is incorporated
in the law. 1In other states the definition is formulated by the
governing board of the university or the coordinating board which
governs several universities and appears in rules and regulations.
In still other instances there are both statutory requirements
and administrative rules.

Institutions of higher education vary greatly in the
criteria they use in determining a student's residence, Among
the common factors are the following: ({(a) length of residence in
the state; {b) emancipation of minors; (c) status of wives;

(1) classification of aliens; and {e) other regulations. Most
states require resident students to have lived in the state for
a designated period of time prior to their initial registration
at the state university. In the case of students who are minors,
the length of residence usually applies to their parents or
guardians. When a minor is emancipated from his parents or
guardians, he must usually qualify for resident status as an
adult. Most frequently marriage or self-support is recognized
as the sign of emancipation. The residence of a wife usually
fellows that of her husband though some states protect the
female's resident status even though she marries a nonresident.
The treatment of aliens varies. Some states accept them as
residents if they have secured declaration of intent papers and
otherwise meet the residence reguirements. Many states note
other types of evidence which may or may not be used in establish~
ing resident status.

Various groups of individuals are granted the privilege of
paying the resident tuition rate even though residence reguire-
ments are not met. Among these groups are military personnel and
dependents, federal employees and dependents, staff members and
public school teachers, and graduate students. Frequently state
universities treat military personnel and their dependents as
residents during the period that such personnel are stationed in
the state. Several states apply a similar provision to federal
employees who, as a result of civil orders, move into a state.
There are alsc universities which make an exception to the out-
of-state requirement for staff members and families and teachers
in the public schools. Some institutions in defining residence
have more liberal provisions for graduate than for undergraduate
students.

The determination of residency is a complicated matter.
Different universities have followed different procedures in
making these determinations. Sometimes the reliance is placed on
an individual officer, other times on a board. Frequently pro-
vision is made for appeal cf a decision.

Admission Policies

Some students, classified as nonresidents for tuition
purposes because they do not meet residence regquirements, are



considered as residents for admission purposes. This means that
admission is easier for such students than for the typical non-
resident. While the particular groups of students given such
special consideration vary among institutiens, freguently the
children of alumni are selected for this privilege.

Some institutions have established quotas for nonresident
students as a means of insuring adequate facilities for the youth
cf their state, Quotas may have the effect of restricting the
admission of out-of-state students to those with better than
average academic gualifications.

2 school may set higher academic requirements for nonresi-
dent students than resident students and thus reduce the number
of incoming nonresident students. This policy may also have the
effect of making the nonresident portion of the student body the
brighter portion.

Tuition Policies

All land~grant colleges and state universities in the 50
states, except the University of Hawail, c¢harge nonresidents
tuition rates which range from 1-1/2 toc 3 times the rates for
resident students. There has aiso been a tendency to increase
nonresident tuition more rapidly than resident tuition.

The authority to set nonresident tuition may be lodged with
the governing board cof the university or the amounts may be
specified in statute. The tuition may be the same for all non~
residents, or there may be an attempt to relate tuition more
directly to costs, resulting in different charges for the differ-
ent colleges. Summer session fees are sometimes the same for
residents and nonresidents, probably in part because of the
administrative problems involved in residence classification.

Nonresident tuition is determined in several different ways.
In some instances it is set to cover a percentage of the cost
of instruction. Other schools, in setting this charge, are
concerned about the level of charges at neighboring institutions.
The concept of reciprocity has been employved occasionally in
several different forms.

Attempts have been made to mitigate the effect of tuition
differentials on out-of-state students by providing scholarships
or permitting the remittance of a portion of the nonresident
tuition for some of these students. Furthermore, there are
gpecial efforts made to give financial aid to ocut-of-state gradu-
ate students.

Residence Classification’

The classification of students as “"resident” or "non-
resident” is a complex task. Rules and regulations are generally
developed to serve as guides in a majority of cases, but from
time to time there are "unigue” or "peculiar” cases that must be
handled on an imdividual basis. In some institutions, rather
elaborate machinery has been set up for the processing of such
cases and for the treatment of appeals.

L
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Residence Beguirements

Defining "residence” is no easy task. Corpus Juris Secundum
states: "The word ‘residence' is a noun . . . It has bheen
variously characterized as an ambiguous, amorphous, broad,
elastic, flexible, general, liberal, relative, slippery term.
This source then goes on to indicate that:

Two fundamental elements are esggential to create a
residence, and these elements are: (1) Bodily presence in
a place. (2} The intention of remaining in that place.
Residence is thus made up of fact and intention . . .
Neither bodily presence alone nor intention alone will suf-
fice to create a resgidence. There must be a combination and
concurrence of these elements, and when they occur, and at
the very moment they occur, a residence is created.

In California, Colorado, Kansas, and Wisconsin, the non-
resident student is defined by law. In Colorado, the legislature,
in enacting legislation dealing with the clagsification of non-
resident students, further indicated that all institutions of
higher education were expected to apply the prescribed uniform
rulee. In other states, like Minnesota, the definition is formu-
lated by the governing board of the university. In California
and several other states the definitions of a nonresident are
different for payment of tuition and for admission of the student.
Regidence requirements for admission purposes are generally more
liberal than are those for tuition purposes.

A 1960 survey of all public four-year colleges and universi-
ties in the Western states, made by the Western Interstate
Commission for Higher Education (WICHE), showed that in about
half of the Western states, residence requirements are estab-
lished by state law, while boards of regents make rules in most
of the remaining states, although in a few cases both statutory
and administrative rules are developed.

Colleges and universities vary greatly in the factors they
consider to be evidence of a student's residence. Just as
variant are the exceptions to residence requirements provided
for certain groups of students.

Factors. Among the factors commonly considered by institu-
tions of higher education in determining a student's residence
are the following:

1. Iength of residence in the state. Many states
require resident students to have lived in the state for a
period of either 6 months or a year before the date of first
registraticon in the university. The Univergity of Minnesota,
for example, provides the following:

No student is eligible for residence classifica-
tion in the University, in any college thereof, unless
he has been a bona fide domiciliary of the state for
at least a year immediately prior thereto. . . . ¥For
University purposes, a student does not acguire a
domicile in Minnesota until he has been here for at
least a year primarily as a permanent resident and not



merely as a student; this involves the probability of
his remaining in Minnesota beyond his completion of
school.

A study of residence requirements indicates that in
most states the age of majority is 21 and that:

The rule with respect to an adult student typically
provides that he shall be considered a resident if he
has maintained residence within the state for at least
twelve consecutive months next preceding his registra-—
tion, provided such residence has not been acquired
while attendirng any school or college within the state,
However, if the adult student is unable to qualify as
a resident under the above rule he may be clasgsified
as such if his parents have resided in the state for
the required time, provided the student has not
acquired residence in another state.?

Michigan State University stipulates that the residence
classification of a student shall not be affected by the
residence of any person, other than a parent or legal guard-
ian, who may furnish funds to the student for payment of
fees,

In the case ©of students who are minors, the length of
residence required is generally applied to the parents or
guardians.

The State University of Towa has a special provision
for dependents ©f persons whe find it necessary to be out-
of-state for extended periods of time.

Dependents of persons whose legal residence is
permanently established in Iowa, who have been classi-
fied as residents for tuition purposes, may continue
to be classified as residents so long as such residence
is maintained, even though circumstances may require
extended absence of said persons from the state. Per-
sons claiming residence in the state while living in
another state or country must provide proof of a con-
tinual Iowa domicile, such as, evidence that {1} they
have not acquired a domicile in another state, {2} they
have maintained a continuous voting record in Iowa, and
{3) they have filed regular Towa income tax returns
during their absence from the state.

Z. Emancipation of minors. Colorado defines the
"emancipated minor" thus: "a minor whose parents have
entirely surrendered the right to the care, custody, and
earnings of such minor amd who no longer are under any duty
to support or maintain such minor." If emancipation is
established, the emancipated minor assumes responsibilities
as an adult and must gualify for resident status as an adult.

The General Statutes of Xansas stipulates that minors
who have neither lived with nor been supported by their
parents for three years or more prior to enrollment can
qualify for in-state status if certain residence require-
ments are met.
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The University of Minnesota indicates that marriage
constitutes emancipation of minors, both male and female,

The University of Washington recognizes that a minor is
emancipated if he 1is married or fully self-supporting.
Where self-support is claimed, parents are required to con-—
firm this and to file a statement that they do not claim the
minor as a dependent for income tax purposes.

3. Status of wives. There are varied regulations on
the residence classification of wives!

University of Michigan: “The residence of a wife
follows that of her husband; however, those women
students who, by reason of the residence of
parents, or those who, being twenty-one years of
age, have acquired residence, may continue to
register as residents of Michigan, although subse-
quently marrying nonresident students or other
nonresidents.”

Wisconsin: ". . . any female student who entered the
university as a nonresident student and married a
resident student after matriculation, shall be
entitled to the exemptions [ from fees for non-
resident tuition} after attending the university
for 2 full consecutive semesters as a nonresident,
and while continuing to reside in this state."

University of Minnescta: "The domicile of a female be-
comes that of her husband and so remains while she
continues to live with him. For University pur-—
poses, a nonresident female becomes eligible for
resident status one calendar vear after marriage
to a Minnesota resident; conversely, a resident
female loses residence privileges one calendar
vear after marriage to a nonresident."

All of the above examples show that the residence of a
wife normally follows that of her hushand. Some institu-
tions, as noted above, protect a female's resident status,
despite her marriage to a nonresident. On the other hand,
there are other institutions which always assign an identical
residence classification for both husband and wife.

Indiana University allows married students, while
attending the University, to claim in-state status by certi-
fying that their only home has been in Indiana for the
required six months and that they intend to treat Indiana
as their legal domicile,

4. Classification of aliens. The University of
Michigan classifies an alien and his wife or children as
residents of Michigan if the alien is {a) lawfully admitted
for permanent residence in the United States and (b) met
state residence requirements.

The University of Washington has a similar provision.
The University further stipulates that an alien with a
vigitorts or student's visa has authorization to remain in
the United States only on a temporary basis and for limited
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purposes; therefore, such an alien is not free to establish
a permanent residence within the United States and is con-
sequently not competent to establish domicile in the state.

Michigan State University specifies that "Aliens who
have secured the Declaration of Intent papers and have
otherwise met the requirements for residence shall be con-
sidered residents.”

5. ©Other requlations. Many institutions spell out
other evidences which can not in themselves establish resi-
dence. The University of Minnesota has the following rule:

The following facts, standing alone, are not
accepted as sufficient evidence of domicile: employ-
ment by the University as a fellow, scholar, assistant,
or in any position normally filled by students; a state-
ment of intention to acquire a domicile in this state;
voting or registration for voting; the lease of living
quarters; payment of local and state taxes; or auto-
mobile registration.

Colorado states that:

{a) Payment of Colorado income tax is highly
persuasive evidence of domicile in Colorado.

{b) Nompavment of Cclorado income tax by a person
whose income is sufficient to be taxed is highly per-
suasive evidence of non-Colorado domicile.

At the State Univergity of Towa the following facts,
either singly or in combination, may be considered as evi-
dence of domicile:

{1} Student is self-supporting, especially by employ-
ment of a type offering a future in the state extending
beyond his university course; (2} student has acquired
a family of his own; (3) he has purchased, or leased on
a year-around basis, what may be considered as a home
establishment; or (4) he has acquired interests in the
community which are relatively permanent in character,
other than those of attendance at the University.

(5} Fvidence of payment of Iowa income tax must be
presented.

Exceptions, The following groups of individuals are fre-
guently charged resident tuition even though residence reqguire-

ments are not met:

1. Military personnel and dependents. There are great
variations in the degree of generosity with which military
personnel and their dependents are treated for the purpose
of residence classification.

Illinoig and Wisconsin both grant military personnel,
on active duty staticned in their respective states, and
their dependents the privilege of attending their universi-
ties at the resident tuition rate during the periocd that
such personnel are stationed in the state. Similarly do




both +he University of Michigan and the gtate of Colorado
grant military personnel and their dependents the privilege
of paying the resident rate, but only after they have met a
residence reguirement--6 months in Michigan and one year in
Colorado. The State Universityv of Towa has a provision
similar to that of Michigan in regard to military personnel
and dependents. The University of Minnesota grants "persons
in Minnesota under military orders, not for educational
purposes . . . the special privilege of paying tuition,
beginning a year after their arrival, at the resident rate
so long as their military assignment continues in the state.”

2. Federal employees and dependents. The State Uni~
versity of Jowa grants the privilege of paying tuition at
the resident rate to federal emplovees who move into the
state as a result of civil orders from the government as
well as to their minor children. The state of Washington
provides that, for tuition purposes, the term "resident
students” shall include "the children of federal emplovees
residing within the state.”

3. Staff members and teachers. While some institu-
tions, like the University of Minnesota and Chio State
Univergity, have no special provisiocans for the dependents
of staff members, other institutions do. The University of
Washington includes "children and spouses of staff members
of the university” in the term "resident students”. The
iniversity of Michigan stipulates that "Pull-time members of
the *teaching staff', teaching fellows whose appointments
require at least three contact hours of teaching each week
in regularly assigned formal classes, and their dependents
may register in the University as residents of the state of
Michigan."

Even less restrictive is the provision of the Uni~
versity of Illincis:

Staff members and the spouses and dependent
children of staff members of the University and allied
agencies located in Urbana-Champaign on full-time
appointment, members of the faculties of state-sup-
ported institutions of higher education in Illinois
on full-time appointment, teachers on full-time
appointment in the elementary and secondary schools in
Illinois, and staff members on full-time appointment
with allied agencies located elsewhere in Illinois,
classified as nonresidents of Illinois, are permitted
to attend the University upon paying the same tuition
and other fees assessed against resident students
during the period the staff member, faculty member, or
teacher holds such appointment and during the summer
immediately following the school year for which such
appointment was effective.

Michigan State Universitv has a similar provision for
teachers in the public education system,

4. Graduate students. Some institutions give graduate
students special atteption., The Unjversity of Maryland, for
example, charges all graduate students the resident tuition
rate,
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another institution, which prefers to remain ancnymous,
provides that after six months as graduate students, such
out~of-state students may be classified as resident students
if they are: (a) ogver 21 years of age and (b) citizens of
the United States. Although residence in the state is
required, no check on this is made, so that it is relatively
eagy for graduate students to achieve resident status. It
is also interesting to note that this provision can not be
found anvwhere in print; but the word gets around and in-
creasing numbers of graduate students are seeking a change
in their residence classification.

Wiscongin has an interesting provision; one that in-
directly encourages prospective graduate students to enter
as freshmen:

any student who shall not have been a resident of
the state for one year next preceding his first admis-
sion to the university, except as above provided [in
special exemptions], shall not be exempt from the pay-
ment of the nonresident tuition fees until he shall
have attended the urniversity for four academic years;
but if he shall have attended the university and there~
after shall continucusly have been a resident of this
state for a period of combined attendance at the uni-
versity and subsequent residence in the state of not
less than four years, he ghall, while he continues a
resident of the state, be entitled to exemption from
payment of the nonresident tuition fees upon re-
entering the university.

5. Other exceptions. Pastors and their dependents
are allowed to pay the resident tuition rate, as of the date
of their contracts, at Michigan State University.

A liberal provision is found at Indiana University:

. « . children of Indiana University alumni, children
of nenresident taxpayers, and children whose parents
have nmoved from Indiana to another state so recently
that the student could not be classified as a resident
in the new state are given the privilege of paying
resident fees, even though their domicile is not in
Indiana.

The 1960 WICHE study states:

. . . Other exceptions reported by one or two imstitu-
tions include honor students, athletes recommended by
their coaches, children of alumni, veterans, school
teachers, residents of certain named states and terri-
tories, blind persons, foreign students, previous
residents, and "nonresidents” who have attended the
institute for three years. Only one Western public
college reported it makes no exceptions to its resi-
dence reguirements.

of special interest to Hawaii is Oregon's provision
which exempts Hawaiil and Alaska students from the nonregi-
dent fee if they have been bona fide residents of their
respective states for the major portion of the two years
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immediately preceding registration for the term for which
exemption is granted.

Concluding Remarks. According to some involved in residence
classification work, their task is made especially difficult be-
cause of the increasing numbers of: (a) married students,

{b) students 21 years and over, and (¢) students from broken
homes. One institution, which had developed its residence rules
in 1935, is presently attempting to revise them in order to meet
current problems more effectively.

Several institutions also made the observation that as the
nonresident tuition fee rose, there was increasing pressure among
nonresident students tc alter their residence classification.

One employee who handles such cases remarked: "Students tell all
kinds of lies to get re~classified." In view of the trend to
raise tuition and to increase the difference between resident and
nonresident tuition, the future may demand residence require-
ments which are more precise and comprehensive. In this regard,
it is interesting to note that the Michigan Council of State
Colleges attempted to formulate common rules for residence
classification. Although the attempt was not successful, it may
portend future activity on the part of other states.

A recent attempt to define "residence” for college purposes
was made by the coordinating board in New Mexico in response to
a legal requirement. The results of this board are presented in
Appendix C.

Residence Classification Procedures and Staff

There are many students who cbviously can be classified as
resident on the basis of the location of the secondary schools
they attended or the in-state residence of their parents. If,
however, the student's transcript is from out-of-state, his
address or that of his parents is out-of-state, he is an alien,
or there is any other fact disclosed by his correspondence or
application that there may be a guestion as to his resident
status, he is classified as a nonresident. In such cases, the
burden of proof is placed directly on the student--he needs to
prove that he is a resident.

In many universities, information on residence is sought in
the application for admission. The 1960 WICHE survey indicates
that a majority of Western states reguire a notarized affidavit
of residence from the student in cases of doubt. Special
questionnaires to determine residence classification have been
developed by many institutions. A few of these are included in
Appendix D for illustrative purposes.

There is some variation among institutions in their resi-
dence classification procedures, as indicated below:

University of Colorado: The Director of Admissions is
responsiblie for residence classification. He uses formal
and informal committees to aid him with the more difficult
cases.

University of Minnescta: The responsibility for determining
the residence status of a student is lodged in the 0ffice of
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Admissions and Records. Professional staff members screen
all applications. For the purpose of determining the classi-
fication of difficult cases, the Dean of Admissions and
Records is aided by a Board of Review for Residency Classi-
fication. This Board is made up of six members; five are
appointed annually by the President and chosen from the
faculties of the different colleges and different campuses;
the chairman is the Dean himself, One of the Board members
is a lawyer; this is deemed desirable because of the many
legal complications which may characterize a case. The
Board meets at least once a meonth and handles between 5 and
10 cases at each meeting. The Board invariably meets with
the student and other witnesses may be called. Decisions
are made by majority vote.

University of Washington: Students who are initially
classified as nonresidents by the Admissions Office have the
right to file an application for reclassification (see copy
in Appendix D) with the Residence Classification Office.
This Office is maintained in the Attorney General's Division
of the University. An assistant attorrney general {who works
on other legal matters also) and two full-time clerks handlie
all residence cases.

The pattern of wutilizing the admissions offlce or registrar
to make the initial residence classification and of providing
legal counsel to work on reclassification or appeals is a common
one. ‘The University of Illinois and Wavne State University
follow this general procedure.

Instead of using a legal counsel, scome institutions have
established review boards or ad hoc committees to rule on doubt-
ful cases. Among such institutions are the University of
Minnesota, Michigan State University, Indiana University, and the
State University of Iowa. {This method was criticized by at
least one institution, which lodges all responsibility for
classification in the admissions officer, on the basis that there
is less opportunity for continuity and consistency when groups
make decisions than when one individual doces. This institution
uses committees to make policies on residence classification when
& new circumstance arises, but not to rule on individual cases.)

The University of Michigan assigns the task of reclassifica~
tion of doubtful cases to the University Vice-President for
Student Affairs.

In many institutions, students are given the right to appeal
the decision of the review board or officer to the regents or
trustees. However, such governing boards generally refer such
cases to the reviewing agencies and thus reiterate their decisions.

Some institutions provide for students who may wilfully
claim improper residence status. Wayne State University, for
example, states:

Any student who improperly claims resident classifica-
tion shall be regquired to pay the nonresident fees for all
work carried under such improper c¢lassification, and will
be subject to such disciplinary action as may be deemed
appropriate. Willful misstatement of factg will subiect the
student to dismissal from the University.
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As noted earlier, many institutions reguire that students nota~
rize their applications for resident status.

Admission Policies

While institutions of higher education generally admit a1l
graduate students, regardless of geographical origin, on the same
basis, there are usually differing policies relating to the
admission of entering freshmen and transfer students. There are
three policies which have special relevance to the nonresident
student: {a} definition of residence for admission purposes (as
geparate from tuition purposes); (b} establishment of ¢uotas for
nonresident students; and (¢} requirement of higher academic
standards for nonresident students.

Residence Re-Defined

The University of Washington admits the children of out-of-
state alumni on the basis of entrance reguirements set for resi-
dent students but charges such children the nonresident tuition
fee,

The University of California has separate rules for classi-
fying a student as a resident for admission purposes only. A
student is given such classification if he has met at least one
of the following conditions:

1. He has resided continucusly in California for at
least three months prior to the semester in which he wishes
to register,

2. His last semester of formal schooling, or at least
three-fourths of his formal schooling after the eighth grade,
wag done in California.

3. At least one of his parents attended the University
of California.

4. He can present convincing evidence that circum-
stances reguire that his parents or his spouse move to
California before the end of the semester in which he
wishes to register.

5. He or his parents are legal residents of California.

6. He has been assigned to the University by the
Federal Government, such as, students subsidized by the
Navy Five Term Program (not NROTC candidates who are re-
gquired to meet cut-ocf-state reguirements).

7. He is a foreigner admitted to the United States
under the guota system who has chosen California as his
residence,

In view of the tendency for institutions to limit nonresi-
dent enrollments by setting higher academic reguirements, there
igs a distinct advantage for students to be classified ag resi-
dents, if only for admission purposes.
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Quotas Established”

The University of Michigan reports that traditionally over
two~thirds of the freshman class have been residents of Michigan.
This university furthermore gives priority, among qualified non-
resident students, to the children of alumnpni. Michigan State
University limits the nonresident freshman enrollment to 20 per
cent of the class.

The 196C WICHE survey indicates that 3 out of the 57 public
four-year colleges and universities reported gpecific guotas on
nonresident entering freshmen. ©One of these schools reported
that although there is no formal quota, the governing board
preferred the proportion of nonresident students to be no more
than cone-fourth.

Higher Academic Standards Set

The 1960 WICHE study reveals that out of 56 institutions
replying, 27 reported no differences in their academic require~
ments for regident and nonresident students. The remaining 29
demand higher requirements for nonresidents than for residents.
Among the 29, there are 17 which require higher grade point
averages for nonresidents, 5 which require a higher rank in class,
and 7 which reqguire both or which employ other standards.

Some examples of what kinds of admigsion standards institu-
tions set for resident and nonresident students are found below.

University of Washington:

All applicants are expected to present a college preparatory
high school background which includes at least 16 units
distributed as follows: 3 units in English; 2 units each in
mathematics, one foreign language, and social science; 1
unit in laboratory science; and 2 units in electives from
the foregoing areas. In addition, a nonresident must be
eligible for admission to the University of his own state
and meet the scholastic standards as listed below, which are
based on Washington's four-point grading system.

Applyving Directly From High School

3.00 (B} grade-point average or placement in the upper
25 per cent of the graduating class. For residents:
2.50 grade-point average.

Applying With Fewer Than 45 Acceptable College Quarter
Credits

3.00 (B) grade-point average or placement in the upper
25 per cent of the high school graduating class, and a
3,00 (B} grade-point average in standarxrd college

*The restrictions on nonresident freshman enrcllment set by
Colorado are presented in Chapter I of this report as is an
excerpt from the Benjamin Fine article dealing with practices
of universities in limiting ocut-ocf-state students.



courses. For residents: 2.30 for College of Engineer-
ing, 2.20 for College of Education, and 2.00 for other
colleges.

Applying With 45 or More Acceptable College Quarter
Credits

2.70 (B~) grade-point average in standard ccllege

courses. For residents: 2.30 for College of Engineer-
ing, 2.20 for College of Education, and 2.00 for other
colleges.6

University of California:

It has been necessary to place some limitation on
enrollment of applicants who are not residents of California,
and therefore, only those of exceptional promise will be
eligible for admission. The regulations . . . are designed
to admit out-of-state applicants whose standing, as measured
approximately by scholastic records and aptitude tests, is
in the upper half of those who would be eligible under
regular rules.

California's Master Plan provides that resident students
eligible for admission to the University be in the top 12~1/2 per
cent of the graduates of the California public high schools, The
above provision for nonresidents reguires them to be in the top
6~1/4 per cent. Specific requirements for nonresident students
in terms of test scores and grades indicate the following differ—
ences: {(a}) entering freshmen who are residents need a 3.0 (B}
average in the required high school subjects while nonresident
students need a 3.4 average; (b) freshmen admitted by examination
who are residents need a total of 1650 on the basis of three
achievement tests in subject fields while nonresident students
need a total of 1725; (¢} transfer students with 56 units of work
or twe years of prior work need a 2.4 grade point average if they
are residents and 2.8 if they are nonresidents.

Michigan State University requires entering freshmen who are
nonresidents to have a score of 1100 or better on the scholastic
aptitude test and to be in the top guartile of the high school
graduating class. However, since out-of-state applications are
so numerous from two states, their applicants, to be admitted,
must have a score of 1400 and be in the top 5 per cent of the
class.

Admission policies for nonresident students are sometimes
stated in more general terms, as at the Yniversity of Minnesota.
On January 29, 1937, when nonresident fees were established by
the board of regents, the following policy was alsc set forth:
"Students from ocutside Minnesota should not be admitted whose
secondary school work, intelligence rating, or other measures of
scholastic achievement do not give better than average promise
of an ability to profit from courses of instruction and residence
at the University of Minnescta."?

In contrast to the tendency to establish higher academic
standards for nonreslident students for admission or transfer
purposes is the position that such requirements can be placed
too high.

ey
o



. . . Some feel that out-of-state students could become "un-
fair academic competition” for residents if too great a
difference in requirements prevails. Others point out that
our ways of predicting success in college are by no means
fool-proof, and that standards placed too high will turn
away many of the students who would make the greatest con-

tributions to university life., 10

Tuitien Policies

211 land-grant colleges {members of the American Association
of Land-Grant Colleges and State Universities) and state uni-
versities (members of the State Universities Asscciation) in the
50 states, except the University of Hawaii, charge nonresident
students a higher rate for tuition and reguired fees than that
for resident students.

Magnitude of Tuition Differentials

Tuition for cut-of-state students rangesz from 1-1/2 to 3
times the tuition for resident students.ll The lowest under-—
graduate nonresident fees in 1961-62 were found at Alabama Agri-
cultural and Mechanical College {$150), Lincoln University ($220),
Kentucky State College ($236), and the University of Hawaii
{$241). The highest rates were found at Pennsylvania State Uni-
versity {3$1,050) and the University of Vermont ($1,040).

Table 9 pregsents data on the ratios of average nonresident
to resident tuitiorn and fee charges in different geographical
regions for 1960-61 as reported by the U, §. Office of Education.
An analysis of the replies of 414 public institutions reveals
that the average nonresident tuition is 2.30 times as much as the
average resident tuition. The range in ratios varies between
2.11 for technological institutions to 2.90 for other profes-
sional schools and from 2.12 for institutions with enrolliments of
5,000 to 9,999 to 2.40 for those with 2,500 to 4,999 students.

By region, the ratio varies from 2,11 in the Great Lakes and
Plains to 2.49 in the West and Southwest.

The U. 5. Office of Education survey by Bokelman and D'Anico
also reports that while resident tuition fees rose in 1961-62,
the largest rate of increase was in nonresident tuition and fees
in state universities—-1l per cent. In this connection, it is
interesting to note that in 1962-63 the University of Wisconsin
will raise the anmaal out-of~state tuition fee to §$750 but the
in-state fee remains at $236. This tendency to increase nonresi-
dent tuition more rapidly than resident tuition was also found
by WICHE in its 1960 survey of public colleges and universities
in the West:it?

Average Tuition and Fees Per Cent

1957~58 1960-61 Increase
Fesident Students $151 $179 8.5
Nonresident Students 344 422 22.7

The WICHE report also obhserves that this trend had been noted
over a decade ago by Charles Hoff in his national study of
tuiticn and fees.
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Table 9

RATIOS OF AVERAGE NONRESIDENTIAL TO RESIDENTIAL STUDENT
TUITION AND FEE CHARGES IN PURLIC INSTITUTIONS, BY TYBE OF
INSTITUTICN, BY SIZE OF ENROLIMENT, AND BY REGION
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Table ¢ (continued)
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As a result of the freqguency and magnitude of recent tuition
increases, there has developed some ctoncern about nonresident
fees approaching private school tuition figures--a circumstance
which, some people feel, jecpardizes the principle of public
higher education. ©On the other hand, it should be noted that
even with additional charges to nonresidents, "public institu-
tions derive from tuition and required fees only an estimated 25
to 35 per cent of the total costs for educating a nonresident
student."13

Characteristics of Tuition Policies

Information is presented below on the authorization of non~-
resident tuition as well as on the nature of tuition policies
in selected universities.

Authorization of Nonresident Tuition. Some states have
statutory provisions authorizing the governing boards of uni-
versities to set nonresident tuition. The Ohio Revised Code, for
example, provides that “reasonable tuition for the attendance of
pupils who are nonresidents of Ohio® may be charged by the board
of trustees of the several state colleges and universities (Sec.
3345.01), The Revised Code of Washington goes one step further:
it actually sets the general tuition fee for resident and non-
resident students (Sec, 28.77.030).

In contrast to legal provisions authorizing nonresident
tuition are the decisions of governing boards. The University of
Minnescta, for example, has considerable autonomy. Its regents
decided when nonresident fees were to be instituted; they also
decide when those fees are to be revised.

Uniform or Differentiated Tuition for All Colleges, Some
institutions charge all resident students the same tuition, and
another uniform, but higher, rate to all nonresident students,
regardless of college. For example, Michigan State University
presently charges all resident students a sum of $327.75 a year
for tuition and fees, and all nonresident students a sum of
$873.75.

Other institutions, however, operate on the theory that
tuition should be related more directly to cost and have differ-
ent charges for each of the colleges. Among these universities
are Chio State, University of Minnesota, Indiana University, and
the State University of Iowa. For example, Chi¢ State has the
following fee schedule, effective the autumn quarter of 1962:

Fees for Fees for

Resident Non-Resident

Students Students
College or Schocl Per cmarter Per Quarter
Agriculture and Home Eccnomics $110 5260
Arts and Sciences 110 260
Commerce and Administration 110 260
Education 110 260
Engineering iio 260
Graduate School 110 260
School of Nursing 110 260
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School of Optometry 147 297

Dentistry 230 380
Dental Hygiene and Dental

Laboratory Technology 157 307
Law 132 282
Medicine 230 380
Pharmacy 115 265
Veterinary Medicine 150 300

Universities with different tuition for each of the colleges
and professional schools generally charge most for the schools
of medicine and dentistry and least for the undergraduate col-
leges, like arts and sciences, education, business administration,
and agriculture. In no institution, however, is the nonresident
student charged the full, direct costs of instruction.

A few institutions make & special case of the graduate
school in recognition of the desirability of having nonresident
students from different institutions and the small likelihood of
a sufficient nunber of in~state graduate students. At both the
University of Marvland and the State University of Iowa, for
example, both resident and nonresident students in the graduate
school pay the same fees. At lowa resident and nonresident
students in the college of liberal arts pay $145 and $310, re-
spectively, per semester, but all graduate students pay $165 for
the same period.

Fees for the Summer Session. There is no difference in the
summer session fees charged resident and nonresident students at
such institutions as the University of Washington, Indiana
Unijversity, and the University of Minnesota. Oftentimes these
credit hour charges are slightly higher than those for the aca-
demic year, particularly in institutions which expect summer
session programs to be "self-supporting”. Ipdiana, for example,
charges $7 and $18 per credit hour to resident and nonresident
students, respectively, during the academic year, but charges
both groups of students $9 per credit hour during the summer
session. Furthermore, many institutions realize that their
summer sessions attract non-degree students and new applicants
and that administering residence classification would be too muach
of a task for the short summer term. {Both Indiamna and Minnesocta
likewise have a flat charge for all students taking extension
courses. )

Some institutions maintain a different fee schedule for
resident and nonresident students during the summer. For example,
the University of Wisconsin charges $80 for residents and $110
for nonresidents during the summer session.l4 The University of
Illinois charges $37.50 and $125.00, respectively, for resident
and nonresident students. 15

Determination of Nonresident Tuition

Presented below are the practices of several institutions
that differ in the manner in which they determine nonregident
tuition.

University of California: "The nonresident tuition fee isg
caleculated essentially to cover the cost of instruc-
tion."” Such fees are set by the Regents, 16
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University of Colorade: Acting in accordance with the
recommendation of a legislative committee, the nonresi-
dent tuition is between 60 and 90 per cent of the
instructicnal cost of maintaining a student. Costs
are figured on a campus wide basis and not by college
cr class status, The computation of instructional
costs excludes capital outlay. The biggest item is
faculty compensation. Computation for 1962 resulted in
a figure of §$1071 as the cost of instruction per pupil
(full-time equivalent); Colorado will charge $832 as
nonresident tuition or 77.7 per cent of cost, {In
addition there are required fees totaling $72.)

Michigan State University: An important consideration in
determining nonresident tuition is the fee that other
institutions are charging. Another factor is legis-
lative acticon, particularly as it relates to the
university budget.

University of Minnesota: Over the years, Minnesota has
tried to have its nonresident tuition at the median of
the Big Ten Schools. Although this fee is not related
intentionally to instructional costs, the cbservaticn
was made that resident tuition covers approximately
one-fourth of faculty and administrative costs while
the nonresident tuition covers approximately one-half
of similar costs,

To proponents of nonresident tuition, the idea of having a
nonresident student pay "the full cost of higs education” or a
major portion thereof seems attractive. However, the computation
of that cost is complex; the magnitude of the final figure
depends on the factors which an institution believes to be part
of “instructional costs". One economist-gtatistician has the
fellowing view:

« « . many people believe that the "unit cost” of a stu-
dent*s education is the ingtitution’s total "educational and
general" cost divided by the number of students. This
simply isn't true. It costs much less to teach students in
the first two years of college than those in the last two
years--and professional and graduate education may be many
times as expensive as teaching a freshman. Also, the labo-
ratory facilities and expensive instruments needed in the
physical sciences usually push their costs far above those
of a lecture-course in English literature. If we really
tried to charge each student the cost of his education, we
would have a whole scale of tuition charges—-and we'd have
to keep changing the figures.

Ancther consideration in determining nonresident tuition is
the principle of reciprocity. In a 1947 survey of state uni=-
versities and land-grant colleges, 2 out of 61 institutions that
replied did not have a uniform resident fee; "instead they assess
such fees on a reciprocal basis, charging a student from a par-
ticular state the fee that his state university would charge
residents of their states.”

Michigan State University had a similar provision during
1960-61:

For students coming from states where the land-grant
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university of that state charges Michigan residents fees

in excess of 5645 per year ($215 per term), the fees charged
by Michigan State University will be increased to equal the
fees of the land-grant university in the state from which
the student comes to a maXimum of $750.00 per year ($250

per term).l9

Acecording to Michigan State's vice-president for business and
finance, at that time there were about 15 states with nonresident
tuition above $645. The intent of the reciprocal provision was
to discourage other institutions from establishing higher non-
resident tuition. However, in 1961 Michigan State raised its
tuition for nonresidents to §750 and abandoned the reciprocal
provision. The one-year trial period is considered too short to
evaluate the effectiveness of this type of arrangement.

Other attempts at reciprocity were discussed by the execu-
tive secretary-treasurer of the Association of State Universities
and Land-Grant Colleges:

Several very interesting experiments in institutional
inter-change, some invelving reciprocal waiving of non-
resident fees, are under way. Missouri has such arrange-
ments with the Universities of Nebraska and Arkansas, each
involving exchanges in fields not covered by the other
institution, and waiver of non-resident fees., The New
England public universities have a general agreement cover—
ing certain fields, under which any student from any New
England state can enrcll at institutions offering programs
in these fields without paying the non-resident fee. Un-
fortunately the exchange is rather uneven and in time quotas
and exchange of funds may have to be instituted. Minnesota
has announced it will try to negotiate arrangements with
surrounding states, under which each State will pay the
differential between resident and non-resident fees for its
students. . . .20

The notion that each state should pay the differential
hetween the resident and nonresident fees for its students is
also discussed in another article on nonresident tuition:

. . .« It is a matter of debate whether the additional
charges to nonresidents should be assessed against the indi-
vidual student or against the governing body of the com-
munity wherein the student's family resides. It could be
argued that since the student's family pays taxes, he should
bhe entitled to financial support from tax monies if he
attends an out-of~State college or university, especially if
comparable facilities are not available in his home State, 21

Such an arrangement is found in the Western states all of
which are members of the Western Interstate Commission for Higher
Educaticn. HNonresident students in dentistry, wmedicine, and
veterinary medicine may, under certain conditions, pay the resi-
dent tuition while the home state pays a supplementary fee to the
professional school to help meet the cost of training.

Financial Aid to Nonresident Students

The University of Colorad¢, aware that its nonresident
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tuition is high and that academically able students from out-of-
state should not be penalized because of economic hardship, has
a scholarship fund for nonresident students. Included in the
nonresident fee vearly is 315 for this scholarship fund,

Because of the magnitude of the charge [in nonresident
tuition] and also because of the belief that the University
should be in a position to compete aggressively for the most
able students wherever located, the Board of Regents estab-
lished the Non-resident Scholarship Fund financed by a
specific fee paid by non-resident students. This year it
ig primarily used to cover hardship cases arising from the
large increases in non-resident tuition and feeg that have
ocecurred. In the future it will also be used ko make it
possible for very able students of modest means to attend
the University in spite of itsg high non-resident charges.

Wisconsin has a provision to give financial assistance to
needy and worthy nonresident students by remitting all or part of
the nonresident tuition but not in excess of a certain propor-
tion of nonresidents. Another interesting provision relates to
the role state senators and assemblymen may play in recommending
nonresident students whose tuition is to be remitted, 23

Efforts to give financial aid to graduate students, the
majority of whom may be nonresidents, are characteristic of most
institutions. Such universities offer many assistantships and
fellowships--both teaching and researche--so that yraduate stu-
dents can be subsidized to a certain extent.
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CHAPTER WV

ALTERNATIVE POLICIES RELATING
TO NONRESIDENT STUDENTS

Many public institutions of higher education adopted basic
policies regarding residence reguirements, academic standards,
and tuition differentials for nonresident students during the
period immediately following World War II. Generally the circum-—
stances which prompted these policies were the same: increasing
number and proportion of state vouth seeking higher education;
growing number and proportion of nonresident students in the
student body; increasing sentiment that state facilities would
not be adequate for local youth because of nonresidents; feel-
ing that local taxpayer should not be subsidizing the education
of nonresident students on the same basis as that of resident
students. -

Hawaii is presently facing similar circumstances. The
State House of Representatives in adopting House Select Commit-
tee Report No. 12 in 1962 expressed concern that the University's
facilities "will be severely taxed or become inadeguate to ac-
commodate all our resident students” and that "a growing number
of nenresident students place an increasingly heavy financial
hurden on the State”.

The hoard of regents of the University in re-affirming the
policy of no tuition differentials for nonresident students did
so for several reasons: nonresident students are recognized for
their contribution to the educational and cultural life of the
campus; the University has a smaller percentage of nonresident
students than the average in similar mainland institutions; non-
resident students bring economic gains to the State; nonresident
fees would impose a financial condition on acceptance by the
University.

The recent U. 8. Office of Education study on higher educa-
tion recommends that the setting of tuition should he the pre-
rogative of the beard of regents.l This would change present
practice. Sec. 44-3, Revised Laws of Hawaii 1955, as amended,
stipulates that the board of regents shall set the annual tuition
fee not in excess of $170.

Regardless of whether the board of regents or the legis-
lature or the two in combination are the policy makers, there
are certain essential aspects, discussed below, which should be
considered in reaching a decision on the type and size of the
desired nonresident student population. There are also a
nunber of alternative policies which may be followed; the basic
ones are discussed in this chapter. To implement the policy
decigion, a number of devices or tools, which have been described
previcusly, are available. In this chapter, suggestions are
made for applying the devices to implement certain alterpative
policies. Finally, there are aspects which shouid be considered
regardliess of which policy is followed., These are noted briefly
at the end of the chapter.

Table 10 is included at this point to serve as an outline
of the several aspects which need to be reviewed in reaching a
policy decision on the tyvpe and size of the desired nonresident
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Table 10

OUTLINE OF ASPECTS AFFECTING A POLICY DECISION
ON THE TYPE AND SIZE OF THE NONRESIDENT
STUDENT POPULATION ATTENDING THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

Basic Policy Question
to be Determined:

Aspects Which Should be
Considered in Reaching a
policy Decision:

Alternative Policies:

Basic Devices Which
Are Employed in Imple-~
menting a Policy Decision:

Agpects Which Should be
Considered Regardless of
Which Policy is Followed:

Type and size of desired non-
resident student population.

(1)

{2}
{3}
(4]

(1}

(2)

(3}

Hawaii's share in the
higher education enter-
prisej

Hawaii's unigque role in
higher education;
Expanding graduate program
at the University;
Financial facts facing the
University.

Continue present system of
not restricting nonresi-
dent attendance;

Raise quality of nonresi-
dent students; keep their
number constant;

Reduce number of nonresi-
dent studentsg;

Increase nonresident
attendance.

Residence requirements;
Academic standards;
Tuition differential.

Feasibility of reciprocity;
Existence of opportunities
for interchange;
Effectiveness of inter-
change.



student population. The decision-making process on this issue
has several phases, and it is important to keep each in its
proper perspective and place.

Aspects to be Considered in
Reaching a Policy Decision

Eigher educaticn, in contrast with elementary and secondary
education, is oftentimes considered as a national, rather than
a state, enterprise because of the highly mobile college popula-
tion and in recognition of the fact that many advanced degree
recipients and professional school graduates do not receive
their advanced training in their home state. In addition to
examining whether Hawail is doing its "share" in educating as
many in-migrating students as there are out-migrating students,
this section also discusses Hawaii's potentially unigue contri-
bution to international education.

The determination of policies regarding nonresident students
requires knowledge of certain features about the University of
Hawaii. Three important areas are scrutinized--expansion at the
graduate level, sources of income for educational purposes, and
magnitude of tuition and fees as compared with those of similar
institutions.

Migration Patterns of Hawaii's College Youth

A considerable nmumber of Hawaii's college yvouth go to the
mainland for their college education. In fall 1958, about two-
fifths of Hawail's 9,696 undergraduate college students, all
of the 299 professional students, and about three-tenths of the
1,436 graduate students migrated to the mainland.?2 According
to the U. 8. Office of Education survey team, only five states
exceeded Hawaii's proportion of undergraduate students going
cut-of-state for their college education.

In all, 4,405 students (undergraduate, professional, and
graduate} of Hawaii's college youth were studying on the main-
land.? College students coming to Hawaii for study numbered
1,137, the overwhelming majority being undergraduate students.
In fall 1958, exclusive of foreign students, there were 3,208
more Hawaii students studying on the mainland than there were
mainland students studying in Hawaii.

In total numbers, as well as in terms of level of training,
more college students left Hawail than came to Hawaii. Furtherw
more, Bawail has no professional schools. Details on Bawaiil
students' out-migration to the various states and the in-migra-~
tion from those states are included in Appendix E. Viewed in
terms of numbers, Hawaii may be regarded as a debtor state--
particularly when the in-migration figure for students coming
to Hawaii from certain states (e.g., California, Oregon,
Colorado) falls far below the number of Hawail students attend-~
ing institutions leocated in those states.

In order to evaluate Hawali's seeming debtor status as far
ags economic gffects are concerned, it would be necessary to
examine a complex of factors. The basic approach would require
data on the average instructional costs in the various states,
the portion borne by students as reflected in nonresident fees,



and the portion borne by the state. Since Hawaill currently has
no nonresident fees, contrary to mainland practice, the State
bears a considerable portion of the instructional costs for non-
resident students. Thus, a small number of in-migrating stu-
dents from a particular state may conceivably cost more to Hawaii
than that state may be expending for a larger number of Hawaii
students, paying nonresident fees. An attempt to assess the
creditor-debtor status of the varicus states, on the above basis,
was undertaken for 1951-52, but Hawaii was omitted from the

study. 4

Since a large number of Hawalil students leave the State
for their undergraduvate training, an attempt was made to gain
Jfurther information about such students. A 1962 report cof the
Department of Education was extremely helpful.> Greater pro-
portions of boys and girls in the higher quintiles of standing
in class went to the mainland than in the lower guintiles. For
example, about one-third of boys in the highest quintile and
one-twentieth of boys in the lowest guintile went tc the main-
land. Of the 1,138 students on the mainland, 562 were from the
public schools and 576 were from the private schools, represent-
ing & and 34 per cents, respectively, of graduates from their
schools.

Hawaii's Potential Role in International Education

The establishment of the East-West Center at the University
of Hawaii and the acceptance of this responsibility by the State
indicate the significant role of Hawaii in international educa-
tion.

The East-West Center was proposed for Hawaii because Hawailil

. - . stands as a brilliant symbol of the day by day success
of the democratic processes as they respond fo the creative
impact of varied cultural and racial groups. Our newest
state provides tangible demonstration of the ¢ooperative
accomplishments of peoples of diverse origins, working
together as free men, with mutual respect and considera-
tion. It represents the reality of the American dream,

not as a bland assimilation of differences, but as a ful-
filled promise in the useful employment of diversities for
mutual good. Indeed, Hawaii's people constitute a visible
proof that men can live together in harmony. . . .0

Although the federal government expends a considerable
amount of money to support the East-West Centexr, it is important
to remember that the State likewise gives financial support
though the precise magnitude of this support is not known. (See
Chapter II.) Hawail has committed itself to play a unigue role
in serving as the site of the Center. The University presently
has 441 foreign students who comprise 5 per cent of the student
kody. In the nation at large, non-Americans comprise 2 per cent
of the total college student population.

If Hawaii is potentially valuable to the Asian student,
Hawall may be equally valuakle to the mainland student. Hawailil's
unigue contribution to the family of American States may lie in
its dedication to promote better understandings between East
and West, with a heavy emphasis on the need for more Americans
to broaden their horizons. Such an undertaking, if accepted by
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Hawaili on a larger scale than is presently the case, would in-
volve positive student recruiting con the mainland and a willing-
negs to expend the necessary funds for increased instructional
costs.

University's Expansion on the Graduate Level

Expansion on the graduate level has bheen rapid in recent
vears. In 1959~60, the University offered master's degrees inp
33 fields of study and doctor's degrees in 7 fields. In 1962-
63, master's degrees in 48 fields and doctor's degrees in 17
fields were being offered.? Part of this growth is attributable
to the impetus given by the East-West Center because its grantees
are chiefly graduate students. The University, as the only
state university in Hawaii, also has begun to feel a greater
need for graduate programs in order te meet local needs as well
as to increase its stature as an academic institution. While
it is possible for small liberal arts colleges to gain their
reputation for being good undergraduate schools, state uni-
versities which are highly regarded are generally those with
strong graduate and/or professional schools.

It is difficult to say how long the trend toward increasing
graduate offerings will continue. Many instructional depart-
ments at the University now offer the master's degree; many of
these will probably strive to initiate doctoral programs. There
are some fields in which it seems "natural” for the University
to excel. On the other hand, graduate programs are more costly
than undergraduate studies and enrollment in most doctoral pro-—
grams is almost always chiefly comprised of nonresident students.
At the University, for example, there are presently 727 advanced
degree (master's or doctor's) candidates; only 182 (2% per cent)
are Hawali residents. The rest are nonresidents: 290 from the
mainland and 255 from foreign countries,B

As noted in Chapter III, institutions oftentimes make
special provisions for graduate students, enabling them to pay
the resident tuition fee. The governor of Wisconsin recently
proposed that its University place no restriction on enrollment
of nonresident graduate students. This provision is in line
with one of the guiding principles developed at a conference on
cut-of-state students sponscred by the Western Interstate Com—
mission for Higher Education: "Admission to graduate studies
in our universities should be kept free from all restrictions
based on geographical origin."?

University Sources of Income for Educatienal Purposes

The University has several sources of income for educational
purposes-~state appropriations, federal funds, student fees, and
sales of services, gifts and grants. During recent years, there
has been a decrease in The proportion composed of student fees.
in 1956~57, for example, student fees accounted for 22 per cent
of the educational income; in 1961-62 this figure was 12 per
cent. See Appendix F for information on other scurces of income
for the last six years.

The recent U. 5. Office of Education study also points out
that the University, when compared tc 52 land-grant colleges,
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depends less on income from tuition and fees and more on income
from the state and federal governments than is typical of sister
institutions.

It is difficult to determine what should be the proportion
of educational income composed of student fees., Seymour Harris
reports that for public institutions of higher learnirng, tuition
and fees comprise 25 per cent of general and educational income
(and 62.5 per cent in private institutions).l® Hawaii, like her
sister states, is concerned abkout how additional resources are
to be provided for higher education made necessary by increasing
enrollments and an expanding University.

The U. 8. Office of Education survey team on higher educa-
tion recommends:

That in order to meet more adeguately the basic needs
of the degree-credit programs at Manoa and Hilo campuses
of the statewide university system of Hawaii, plans and
efforts be extended to raise from sources typically drawn
upon to finance the costs of general and educational func-
tions, {principally State appropriations and student
tuition charges) an amount increasing from the level of
about $14.6 million in 1962-63 to a level of approximately
$40.9 million by 1972-73.11

The above recommendation, however, does not specify how much
more students should be charged for tuition. Hawaii will
probably be faced with arguments for high tuition and with sup-
port for low tuition. Resolving these different points of view
will not be easy.

Advocates of the "high tuition"™ school emphasize that it is
unfair for taxpayers to subsidize the education of relatively
rich college students--that a fairer arrangement would be higher
fees with a sufficient number of scholarships and a substantial
loan fund. There is also the feeling that a college education
enables graduates generally to obtain lucrative employment and
that a college education should be regarded as a personal in-
vestment. Furthermore, proponents point to the rise in family
incomes and argue that families are better able economically to
pay for higher education.

In sharp contrast to the above philosophy is the "low
tuition" viewpoint. Supporters emphasize that the state has
the responsibility for providing higher education and that
opportunity must be expanded to enable the gualified, regardless
of their financial ability, to attend college. This position
asserts that college training is & social investment, for
democracy requires an educated citizenry.

In view of the above controversy, Ostheimer’s study on the
consequences of raising student fees is of interest. He con-
ciuded that "a percentage increase in the average student charge
is accompanied by a percentage decrease in the enrollment ratio
which is one~fifth as large, assuming that income, the adult
educational achievement, and the proximity of population to
universities and colleges are constant. For a given number of
youth, a 25 percent higher average charge, for example, has
associated with it a 5 percent decrease in enrolliment, . . .
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It is generally believed that an increase in tuition will
be necessary--nationally~--in the next decade to meet the needs
of higher education. The difference in opinion arises in
determining the amcunt of increase.

Comparative Data on Tuition and Fees

in order to compare the University's tuition and fees with
those of other institutions, data on resident and nonresident
tuition and fees were gathered for: (a) 24 higher education
institutions in the West-~all state universities in the West
were included as well as state colleges with student enrcll-
ments egual to or greater than that of the University {(1960-61)
and (b} 31 public, c¢oeducaticonal colleges and universities with
enrollments of 7,500 or more in non-Western states (spring
1960} .13 Among the significant facts are the following:

1. The University charge (for tuition and fees) for resi-
dent students is about 20 per cent above the mean for
Western institutions and about egual to the mean for non-
Western institutions.

2. The University charge for nonresident students is
one~half or less than the mean for Western and non~Western
institutions. For both groups of institutions, the Uni-
versity charge is the lowest, probably due to the fact
that the University is the only institution without a
differential for nonresidents.

Alternative Approaches

There is general agreement that the University should have
nonresident students. No one, locally or nationally, has pro-
posed that nonresident attendance is undesirable and should
therefore be eliminated. All are agreed that nonresident stu-
dents are an asset to the campus.

The problem then is not one of determining whether or not
& tuition differential should be established for nonresident
students, but rather one of deciding the type of nonresident
population that is desired at the University. The several
alternatives and the application of the basic devices to imple~
ment these alternatives are summarized in Table 11 and dis-
cussed below.

Alternative I. If the present policies of the University
are continued, the nature of nonresident students will be left
pretty much to chance. Selection is made from those who happen
te apply for admission, and students who accepi are those who
can meet the tuition, transportation and living expenses. What
is the desirable proportion of nonresidents in the student body
is not clear nor is the desirable ratio of nonresident American
students to foreign students clarified. These or similar areas
should be explored as a minimal attempt to define the nonresi-
dent population.

Alternative II. Another possibility is to strive to raise
the gquality of the nonresident group, without increasing the
present number or the present state subsidy of educational
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Table 11

ALTERNATIVE POLICY GOALS GOVERNING

NONRESIDENT STUDENT ATTENDANCE AND AVAILABLE

DEVICES T0O IMPLEMENT SUCH POLICIES

Basic Devices as Applied te Nenresident Students

Alter- Alternative Residence Academic Tuition
native Policy Goals Reguirements Standards Differentials Other
I Continue present system None, Same as for resi- None,
of not restricting non- dents or only
resident attendance. slightly higher.
Iz kRaise quality of non- Define. Impose higher None or some if dif-
resident group; keep standard as ferential is used to
number constant. number of appli- finance scholarships
cants increases, for highly qualified
but needy nonresi-
dents.
II1I Reduce number of non- Define Set higher Adopt a differential, Establish
resident students. strictly. standards. guotas.
Iv Increase nonresident None. Same as for None or small; if Gffer
attendance. residents. substantial should scholarships;
be easily waived, initiate

positive re-—
cruiting pro-
gram.

Note: Different policy geals may apply at the graduate level as compared
to the undergraduate level.



costs. Academic standards would have to be raised. This plan
assumes that the number of mainland applicants will continue

to rise and that by keeping the present number of nonresident
students constant (which will in effect reduce the proportion
they comprise in the student body), it will be possible to
select the more able. There need not be a tuition differential,
although residence requirements will need to be defined-—-at
least for selection purposes. If an attempt is made to attract
the very qualified students through the establishment of a
special scholarship fund for nonresident students who may need
financial assistance, the adoption of a differential might be
desirable if a certain portion of those revenues is set aside
for the fund.

Alternative 11I. Ancther approach is to reduce nonresident
attendance. This can be accomplished by one or a combination
of the following means: (a) formulate very strict residence
requirements with few exceptions, (b) estabhlish a quota for non-~
resident students, (¢) set very high academic standards, {d)
adopt a tuition differential, probably large enough to cover
most of the instructional costs.

Alternative IV. Still another possibility is to increase
nonresident attendance by initiating a positive recruiting pro-
gram. Under this plan, the University might attempt to define
what it considered to be a desirable "student mix" and recruit
accordingly. Residence requirements, if any, should not be
restrictive; academic standards should be left as they are;
scholarships should be offered; a small or no tuition differ-
ential should be charged {(or if the differential is substantial,
it should be easily waived for certain groups of nonresidents
whom the University is especially desirous of attracting).

The above list of alternatives should not be considered to
be exhaustive. Obviously combinations of alternatives are
possible; further it may be desirable to treat different groups
of nonresident students differently. 1In particular, should
Hawaii decide to alter its present policies on nonresident stu-
dents, it will be necessary to decide whether graduate students,
for tuition purposesg especially, should be treated as resident
or nonresident students.

Determining future policies on nonresident students should
be based, at least in part, on the aspects discussed in the
previous section: evaluation of whether or not Hawaii is doing
its "share” in the higher education enterprise; recognition
of Hawail's unique role in international education; awareness
of the expanding graduate program at the University; and knowl-
edge of certain financial factors. Regardless of the alternative
selected, there are several general aspects which should be
considered.

General Considerations

The financial conseguences of having nonresident students
on campus are oftentimes & concern. Although the tuition dif-
ferential is generally used to ease the economic burden, some
institutions are making reciprocal provisions for selected groups
of students, as noted in Chapter IIT.
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Should Hawaii decide to explore the possibilities of
reciprocity, it might initiate discussions with those states
which have approximately the same number of Hawaii students as
Hawaii has of their students. Another possibility is to reguest
the Western Interstate Commission for Higher Education to
examine the ramifications of a Western regional compact for
graduate education.

Attractive as reciprocity may seem, it may be difficult to
achieve. The author discussed its possible use with adminis~—
trators in California, Washington, Colorado, Minnesota, and
Michigan; all felt that their legislatures would not look upon
reciprocity with favor and that the nonresident differential was
a pretty well established practice. Purthermore, some pointed
to the complex job of bookkeeping which would be required.

Hawail is fortunate in having students from all parts of
the nation and from many foreign countries. It is not encugh,
however, merely to have a cosmopcolitan student body. What
happens to the nonresident student at the University? Does he
in fact make the valuable contribution he is reputedly able to
offer? It is difficult to assess how much interaction there is
between resident and nonresident students. The observation made
by the U. 8. Office of Education survey team is of interest:
students "strongly believed that there should be both social and
academic interaction between the students from the United States
and students from other countries studying at the university."14

Meaningful interaction can take place in the classroom, but
the living arrangements of students oftentimes offer a more
continuous and effective opportunity for the exchange of ideas.
For this reason, East-West Center plans for student living pro-
vide for residential units.

Presently the University's limited dormitory facilities are
largely occupied by resident students. More residential units
will soon be ready and conceivably some nonresident students
will be occupying them. If the potential values of having non-
residents on campus are to be realized, it would be helpful for
nonresident students to be given opportunities to share resi-
dential units with resident students or to be provided with
facilities on campus for "mixing”. On the other hand, Hawaii
has much to offer nonresident students besides academic learn-
ing, and the realization of this objective likewise reqguires
an environment conducive to interaction.

Miss Maizie Yamada prepared the manuscript for printing.
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Appendix A

DATA ON REPLIES TG SELECTED ITEMS FROM THE U.
"STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS™

OF EDUCATION
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII
FPEBRUARY 1962

A. How did you enter the University?

s.

OFFICE

QUESTIONNAIRE

UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS

GRADUATE STUDENTS

Main- Main-
Hawaii land Total Hawaii land Total
1. As a Freshman 4695 205 49500 502 3 505
2. Transferred in Freshman Yeax 114 36 150 9 [¢] g
3. Transferred in Sophomore Year 254 102 356 20 1 Z1
4. Transferred in Junior Yeax 164 126 290 35 3 38
5. Transferred in Senior Year 21 15 36 o 1 7
6. Transferred as Graduate 14 4 18 367 190 557
TOTAL 5262 488 5750 939 198 1137

B. In what college is your major field of study?

UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS

GRADUATE STUDENTS

Main- Main—
Hawaii land Total Hawaii land Total
1. Tropical Agriculture 268 19 287 42 7 49
2. Engineering 678 17 695 i5 o 15
3. General Studies 93 21 114 ii 7 i8
4. Business Administration 787 50 837 44 4 a8
5. Bducation 1445 88 1533 416 33 449
6. Nursing 218 25 243 16 3 16
7. Brts & Sciences 1727 269 1996 328 116 444
8. Graduate School 13 14 B7 78 35 113
TOTAL 5283 503 5792 950 202 1152

C. Are you the first member of your immediate family (parents and siblings)

to enrell in a college or university?

UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS

GRADUATE STUDENTS

Main- Main-—
Hawaii land Total Hawaii land Total
1. Yes 2456 168 2624 400 76 476
2. No 2837 334 3171 555 126 681
TOTAL 5293 502 5735 955 202 1157

D. Which one best describes youy parents educational level?

UNDERCGREADUATE STUDENTS

GRADUATE STUDENTS

Main- Main-
Hawaii land Total Hawaii land Total

1. 1-% i88 16 398 121 2 123
2. &-8 ils1 37 1228 202 z21 223
3. 9-11 9G4 46 995G 127 33 160
4. High School Sraduate 1537 150 1687 215 46 281
5. Technical School Graduate 393 56 449 59 23 82
&. Bachelor's Degree 509 106 615 9g 33 123
7. Professional Degree 177 47 224 73 21 54
8. Master's Degree 167 32 13% 22 16 38
9. Doctoral Degree 39 11 50 16 & 22

TOTAL 5245 495 5740 G325 201 1126
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E. Which categery is most nearly applicable to your father's present
or last paid occupation?
UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS GRADUATE STUDENTS
Main-~ Main-
Hawaii land Total Hawaii land Total
1. Professional 588 130 718 176 57 233
2. semi-Professional 227 24 251 48 £} 57
3. Managerial or Official 1264 14C 1404 248 53 301
4. Clerical or Sales 602 31 633 94 17 111
5. homestic or Personal i44 6 150 15 2 17
6. Protective Services 234 58 92 19 3 22
7. Building Services 32 3 35 7 1 a8
8. Agriculture, Fishing, Forestry 274 23 97 75 18 93
9, Skiiled Lahor 1150 56 1206 141 27 168
10. Semi-8Skilled Labor 436 12 449 66 12 72
11, tUnskilled Labor 310 =] 316 &4 3 67
TOTAL 5255 496 5751 547 202 1149
F. which category includes your family's total yearly gross income?
UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS GRADUATE STUDENTS
Main= Main-
Hawali land Total Hawaii land Total
{in thousands)
1. i+ 237 &0 297 a0 18 108
2. 15-18 185 38 223 55 8 63
3. 10~1 789 99 888 161 40 201
4, §-10 586 43 629 111 19 130
5, T7-8 409 30 439 67 14 81
6. 6-7 519 32z 551 64 14 78
T 466 24 490 69 14 83
8. 4-5 285 23 108 52 7 59
3. 13-4 239 13 252 33 7 40
G, 2-3 il9 7 126 11 2 13
11. 1 ~ under 28 o 28 3 8] 3
12. Unknown 1430 133 1563 2729 59 288
TOTAL 5292 502 5794 945 202 1147

Source: Data were furnished by the University of Bawaii,
Office of Student Personnel, using questionnaires
prepared by and distrxibuted for the U, 5, Office

of Bducation.
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A.  Plans to sesk

enployment

Appendix B

DATA ON REPLIES TC SELECTED ITEMS FROM THE
UNIVERBITY "S$TUDENT FACILITIES"
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

PEBRUARY 1961

QUESTIONNAIRE

Iocation of High School Attended

UBDERGRADUATE STUDEWTS

GRADUATE STUDENTS
Location of High School Attended

Mainland Mainland

Interest to Hawaii or Foreiugn Mo Total Hawaii ar Foreighn Ko Total
Seek Employment Posgessions Country Reply Possessions Country Reply
1 Yes 933 133 45 iz 1123 22 pac) 17 1 138
2 Yo a84 188 40 14 1226 118 110 60 13 301
3 Undecided 1035 81 30 7 1153 31 24 0 5 80
4 No reply 1324 52 49 1% 1641 290 8z Z7 8 307

TCEAL 4276 654 164 49 5143 531 344 124 27 1026
B. Hours worked per week

UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS GRADUATE STUDENTS
Location of High School Attended lacation of High School Attended
Mainland Mainland
Hours Worked Hawaii or Forelgn No Total Hawaii s34 Foreign No Total
Pogssessions Country Reply Pogsessions Copntry Reply

¢! 2903 396 114 30 3443 213 140 az 17 462
1-8 268 26 10 1 308 1z 7 1 1 21
10-1% 570 [3Y 13 5 648 22 io & 38
2029 251 51 i6 3 321 61 61 19 5 148
36-39 86 22 b i 1i6 46 24 i 71
4049 127 78 2 5 212 155 82 3 2 242
S0~59 4 8 12 < 5 i i0
L0698 1 2 1 4 2 2
F-79 2 2
¥o reply & 13 2 3 B2 i 11 2 1 3z
TGTAL 4276 654 164 49 5143 331 344 124 27 1026




1L

o

¢, Bource of payment for room

UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS GRADUATE STUDRENTS
Location of High School Attended Logation of High School Attended
Source Mainland Mainland
Hawali or Foreign No Total Hawatl ar Foreign Mo Total
Possessions Country Reply Possessions Country Reply
! Parents 3209 236 56 15 3516 178 10 8 1 197
2 Epouse 109 115 15 g 247 75 87 0 3 175
3 Barn money 393 180 24 13 620 209 185 30 11 435
4 Work for 125 27 7 1 160 & 9 1 16
5 Gthex 175 57 47 7 286 29 46 70 9 154
X No reply 265 i 15 3 314 34 7 5 3 49
TGTAL 4276 654 164 49 5143 531 344 124 27 1026

I, Source of payment for meals

UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS GRADUATE STUDENTS
e tooation of High Schopl Attended i~ Location of High School Attended
Source Mainland Mainland
Hawaili or Foreign o Total Hawall or Foreign No Total
Pogsessions Country Reply Possessions Country Reply
L Parents 3079 227 58 13 3377 1613 10 11 1 185%
2 Spouse 113 107 15 7 242 72 a2 9 3 lee
3  Earn money 644 204 32 18 896 221 186 26 12 445
4 Work for 105 25 5 1 136 4 4 i ¢ g
3 Other 154 57 40 2 56 31 48 70 9 158
X Ko reply 181 34 14 7 236 40 14 7 2 63
TOTAL 4276 654 164 49 5143 531 344 124 27 1026




Source of payment for transportation

UNPERGRADUATE STUDENTS GRADUATE STULDEWTS
location of High Scheool Attended Logation of High School Attended
Source Mainland Mainland
Hawall or Foreign No Tetal Hawaii or Foreign No Total
Possessions Country Reply Possessions Country Reply
1 Parents 2596 190 54 14 2854 121 7 12 1 141
2  Spouse 110 102 1l 7 230 £8 8O 7 3 158
3 Barn money 1044 244 46 i) 1351 262 188 27 11 488
4 Work for 44 16 O g &0 1 3 2 o 13
% Other 232 62 36 ] 335 34 52 70 9 165
¥ No reply 250 40 17 & 313 45 14 6 3 68
TOTAL 4276 654 164 42 5143 531 344 124 27 1026

ZL

Sourece: Data were furnished by the University of Hawaii, Office of Institutional
Reseaxch,
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Appendix C

LEFINTTION OF “"RESTDENCE™ FOR HIGHER
EDUCATION PURPCSES DEVELOPED BY NEW MEXICO

General Definition of Resident Student:

A resident student is defined as cne who shall be a bona fide rvesi-—
dent of and domiciled within [this State] for a reasonable period, not
less than one year, immediately preceding his or her registration for a
term or semester in any State-supported colliege or university in {the
State]. A minor will generally be preszumed to be a resident of the place
of his parents' or guardian's domicile (See Section 5).

pefinition of residence or domicile:

Domicile is a person’s permanent home, to which he intends to return
at the termination of any temporary residence at another place. A person
can have but one domicile at any time. In changing domicile, he retains
hig old one until he fully acquires a new one. "“Permanent home" means
that place which the person considers to be his home either permanently or
for the indefinite foreseeable future.

Presumptions and Proof of Residence:

Any studept whose residence has not been in this State for twelve
months before his matriculation at fan in-state] educational institution
may be presumed a non-resident for tuition purposes. Proof of residency
for tuition purposes requires a written declaration af intent to relin-
guish residency in another State and establish it in [this state} if he is
an adult, or from his parents or guardian declaring their residency in
fthis state}, if he is a minor.

In addition the declaration of residence must, set ocut or be ac-
companied by enough facts, plus such other evidence as the facts of the
particular case seem to call for, such as evidence that he {or his parents
if he is a minor) has accomplished at least one of the following overt
acts:

{a} Registering for the purpese of voting in {this statel

(b} Gainfully employed on a regular basis in [the State]

(c) Living with spouse at [an in-state} residence

{d) Possessing . . . regident hunting or fishing license

{e) Having received Veterans Tax Exemption Claims in [this statel

{f)} Possessing a license to participate in a profession in [the State]

{g)} Participated in judicial proceedings in this State in which the
posture of . . . residence [in this Statel has been necessary and
successfully maintained.

Attendance at instituvtion as temporary; effect of payment of taxes, etc.,
on residence status in educational institutions:

Attendance at an educational institution is temporary residence; a
student neither gains or loses domicile solely by such attendance. Pur-
chase of property, and payment of taxes in [this State] are not necessarily
proct of residence in the State for the purpose of enrolling in a State—
supported institution of higher education. If any or all of these are
consummated by a non-~resident student while normally enrolled in a State
educational ingtitution, or by his parents or guardians, such student shall
be deemed to retain his original residence and not to have acquired one in
[this State] except as provided in Section &, nor does birth in [the Statel
or direct descent from [State] forbears or alumni of {the State's] higher
educational instituetions, or atterdance at or graduaticn from [an in-
State] high school necessarily prove residence [here} .

Residence of minor {any male or female under 21 years of age):

The residence of a miner {any male or female under 21 vears of age) is
that of his father; or of his mother, if his father bz not living or if
the parents are saparated and the minor habitually resides with the
mother; or, i1f both parents are dead, of his legally appointed guardian or
any one else with whom he habitually resides in the absence of formal
legal designation.
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11,

12,

Change of residence status:

Residence or non-residence status once established shall be presumed
to continue, but such status may be reviewed upcn the application of the
school officials or of the student on any occasion of registration or re-
registration for any term or semester.

Emancipation of a minor:

A minor may become emancipated {freed from parental domicile) through
marriage, formal court action, abandonment by parents, death of both
parents and lack of legally appointed guardian, or pesitive action on his
own and his parents part evidential of his release from parental contrel,
To gqualify under the last category, the minor must have completely sepa-
rated himself from the parental domicile and prove that such separation is
complete and permapent. Mere absence from the pareptal domicile is not
proof of its complete abandonment.

Residence of a married woman:

The residence of a married woman is that of her husband if they are
living together, except as noted further in this paragraph. A wife not
living with her husband may establish separate domicile. A non-resident
womah who marries a resident of {this State}l shall become a resident at
the beginning of the next semester or term following such marriage.

A resident woman who marries a non-resident shall keep her resident
status as long as she maintains residence in [this State], but loses it if
her husband establishes a family home elsewhere. If a resident woman
marries an alien, she shall not by that act alone be deemed t¢ have alien—
ated her . . . residence {in this State],.

Persons enjoying majority privileges:

An adult f{over 21 vears of age) who has had his domicile in fthe
State] preceding his initial enrollment in a series of consecutive academic
vears shall be presumed a resident until he changes his domicile elsswhere.

‘Teachers:

Any person who teaches in a public or parochial school system in
{this Statel on a full-time basis for a full school year of approximately
nine months may thereafter {unless he gualifies under another provision of
this definition} be classified as a resident of {the Statel for tuition
fee purposes, providing such psrson intends to make this State his perma-
nent home.

Federal Service:

Any person entering the active Service of the United States while a
resident of [this State] and who enters a State institution of higher
education in [the State]l after his separation from such Service may be
classified as a resident of the State for tuition-fee purposes, provided:
{1} he has not while in Service done anything (such as vote in another
State) to show abandonment of [his State}] residence; {2} he has not
established residence in some other State subsequent to his being retired
from Service; {3} he returns to [this State] within a reasonable time
after his separation from Service with the intention of making this State
his home; (4} he is not a minor with parents or guardians whose place of
residence classifies him as a non-resident of [this State].

Non-resident fees!

Any person unable to gualify as a resident for tuition purposes
shall be required to pay the non-resident fee upon enroliment, during any
semester or quarter of the regular 9-months academic year, in a course of
study consisting of 8 or more semesteér or guarter hours., HNon-residents
shall be charged non-resident fees for summer session attendance on a per
credit hour or flat fee basis, according to the practice of the institu—
tion. A non-resident will not he entitled to any refund of fees by
beconming a resident during a term.
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14,

Non-citizens (aliens}:

Non—citizens and their children shall be classified as residents or
non-residents on the same basis as citizens of the United States of
America, eXcept that non-clitizens and their children on diplomatic or
student visas shall be classified as non-residents., Service 1p the United
States Armed Forces or, in the case of a female, marriage to a citizen of
the United States shall entitle the non-citizen student to be classified
as a resident or non~resident on the same basis as citizens,

Aany commitment made prier to July 1, 1955, to any student granting resi-

dent classification for tuition purposes by any institution shall not be
affected by these regulations.

Source: State of New Mexico, coordinating board for higher
education.
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Appendix D

SAMPLES OF FORMS DEALING WITH
RESIDENCE CLASSIFICATION

Sample Form 1
UNIVERSITY OF COLORADG
PETITION FOR IN-STATE TUITION STATUS

Do not write in this space ] Student’s Name . . o — _ 0 o

Mafriculation Number,,

- — e e a— e

TO THE STUDENT:

Your residence for tuilion purpeses can be determined only if complete answers are given to (he
following questions. All information submitted will be held in strictest confidence and will be used only
for the purpese of determining your residence status. Please feel free to supplement the material on
this form with any other inforrnation that will have a bearing on your case,

The education which you have had prior to coming lo the Universitly of Colorade may be pertinent
to this application. Thereiore it is Impeortant that you have filed complete admission credentials with the
Office of Admissions,

Please study the Universily rules regarding residence status before submitting this application,
These rules may be fourd in any of the bulletins of the several schools and calleges under the heading
"Classification of Residents and Non-residents.” A swdent who willfully gives wrong information to
evade payment of non-resident tuition shall be subject to serous disciplinary zction,

WHO SHOULD COMPLETE THIS FORM:

A. The Student should compiete this form only if he or she i5 over 21 vears of sge or an emancipated
persan whally dependent o Bis or her rescurces. {MarTied womern, see item C, helow.}

B. The Father of the siudent should normaily complete this form if the student i3 less than2i years
of zge.  (In case the parenis are separsted, the form should be completed by the paremt having
legal custody or the legaily appointed guardian,  In the event that no person has been designated
as having legal custody, the form is to be compieted by the parent with whom the student makes
his home. 1f the guardian or person having legal custedy 1s 2 married woman, her husband
should complete the forem,  (See (fem , below)

C, The Husband of a married woman student should complete this form since her residence is that of
her husband,

PRODECURE FOR FILING THIS FORM:

1d be returned to the Cemmittee o Tuition Status; Macky

When the form 13 completed, it shou
123, University of Colorade, Bouiter, Colurade.



Page 2

(Please use the space at right to explain any
unusual circumstances of the relationship, such
as court order giving custody of children, legal
guardianship, and ete.}
Soeet

City State

-3

. Your preseni
home a_ddress

|- STRCINNRG S 3 [ S — Steer & Ko,
IDENTIFYING INFORMATION
Last First Middie City
1. Student's 2. Address
Name For Reply Stae
3. For whal term 1s in-state status desired?
Last Fifst Sdd e
4. Name of person completing this form,
Month Day
5. Birthdate of person completing this form, _
6. What is your relationship to the student? Use this space to more lully explain ftems & and

8,

13,

When did voor present
slay in Celorado bept
{Use space at right to explain your where-
abouts belween the dates in ilems 12 and 13, if

i4, For what purpose did
you come to Colerade ?

g, Your present malling address. {Use space a!l
right to explain any urusual circumstances. )
S::eu _ Tty Sue
G, Umversity of Colorado, give
5 2, {all and spring, 1960-B1.)
institution dates
100 L.ist previcus collegiate
institulions attended and }
give dates of atiendance, ‘;
+y
FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO RESIDENCY
Full Name Swreet City State
1i, Give names and addresses of two a.
persons, not members of your
immediate family, who can veri- =
fy the statements made herein.
¥onth Year
12, When did you first Use this space to more fully explain items 171 and
come to Colorado? - 14.
Month Year

Ciry Srawe

L

. Where did you i, How lopg did
Hive before com- ! you live there?
ing to Colorado ? y

i



Page 3

FACTORS CONTRIBUTING TO RESIDENCY, Continued

Place Date
i8

i7. Wheo and in what siate
did you file your most
recent state income tax
refurn?

Piace Dawe
When and in what slate
did you file your mast
recent federal income
tax return?

9, ifyouownacar, in 1t year 20,

what state was it Thu year
icensed?

In what county and County
state was your motor
vehicle operaters Siate
Heense issued ?

21, Describe any Colorado real
estate which you may own,

22. If you are a registered voter, please name
the county clerk's office where such status
can be verified.

City County St

23, If you hold membership in a church, professional
association, club, or lodge, give name and location,

Name Cley Stae

Name
24, o youhavea checking account,
give name and address of the
bank.

City Stare

Employer
25 If employed, give name
and address of employer.

Chy Stawe

Etmipioyer
26, When and with whom was your’ most
recent out-of ~state empleoyment?

Datey

Chxy
27, Where is your hoeme?

Staze

MILITARY SERVICE

Note: This section need be filled out only if the per

sopcompleting the form has had recent military

service,
Month Tesr Month Tes:
28, Dates of military service: from to
Month Year Month Tea
28, if part of your tour of duty was
: . from to
spent in {olorado, give dates:
0. ¥ you decided to make Colorado
your true hemeduring the pericd
that you were stationed in Colo-
rado, please explain i the space
at right what evidence might sub-
stantiate vour inteni.
Chey S
31 Where ¢id you live prior to induction?
Motk Tear Month Yeat
32. How long did you live there? Irom: o
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FPage 4

MILITARY SERVICE, Continued}

23, K you did not comedirectly to
Colorade upon beingseparated
from service, please explain
your whereabouts during that
interim,

State Month Yeaz
34, 1§ youhave applied for any stale

benefits for veterans, please

name the state and approximate

date of application.

STUDENT'S FINANCIAL RESQURCES #
What are sources of student’s support ?

35 {Indicate percentages)
SUPPLEMENTAL S’TA'E'EMENzJ

36, Please state why you believe
that in-state classification
is appropriate in this case.

I hereby certify that the questions in this application have been answered accurately and completely,

{Signed]
Date Person completing this form
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Sample Form £

Forn AZ65—&M s8]
UrrvERSITY ©0F MINNESOTA

Minneapolis 14

APPLICATION FOR RESIDENT CLASSIFICATION

{For Admission and Fee Purposes)

1. Name ... Date

2. Permanent home address S .

3. College of your choice {Arts, Duluth, Engr,, Grad., etc) S

4. Date of birth..... . Place of birth._.

Month Day Yesr City and Sute

5. IF foreign born, have you been naturalized or taken steps toward it?. v Explain ..

8. When did you come {or last return) to Minnesota to live . From (place}f_......

Explain any earlier stay here
T. Supply the following information:

4. Father's name. -

His address

b, Mother's name R S

Her address e

c. If parents’” addresses differ, explain..............

d. If neither parent is living, or if you have a guardian, guardian’s name

Address of guardian

Date geardianship began Legal or informalf_ R
8. Maritzl Status: Single. Married .. Separated . _ Divorced
W married, spouse’s name - Place of marriage
Date of marriage Place of spouse’s residence before marriage N -
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9. Regulakons

The following mles and practices regarding nonresident students, both men and women, have been approved by
the University: ¥

1. No stadent is eligible for residence classification in the University, in amy college therenf, anless he has been a
bona fide domiciliary of the state for at least a year immediately prior thereto, This requirement does not prejudice
the right of a student admitted on a nonresident basis to be placed thereafter vn a resident basis provided he hus
acquired a bona fide domicile of a year's duration within the state. Attendance at the University neither constitutes nor
necessarily precludes the acguisition of such a domicile. For University purposes, a student doss ot aequire @ domicile
in Minnesata uatil he has been here for at least a year primarily as a permanent resident and not merely as a student;
this involves the probability of his remaining in Minnesota bevond his completion of scheol. i '

2 The msyms;‘hility of registering under proper yesidence is placed en the student. 1 there is any possible ques-
tion of a student’s residence under the rules of the Board of Regents, he should raise the question with the Office of

Admissions and Records.

3. A Beard of Review for Residence Classification, made up of the Dean of Admissions and Records and fve
ather staff memhers of the University, passes on all doubtiul or disputed eases of residence classification. In making
s decisions the board is zuided by the following hasic rules i

a. For a parent’s domicile to be in Minnesota, he must have conpections with the state other than the mere
fact of presence with bis children while they are attending the University oz anvy other Minnesota sobon]
or college, i

b, The domicile of a minor follows:

1. That of the parents or surviving parent; or

2 That of the parent to whore custody of the mingr has been awarded hy a divorce or other judicial de-
cree, or

3. That of the parest with whom the misor in fact makes his home, if there has been a separation with-
cut a judicial award of castedy, o

4. That of an adoptive parent, where there has been 2 legal adoption, even though the natural parents or
parert be Sving: or

5. That of a “natural” geardian, such as grandparent or other close relative with whom the minor in fact
miakes his home, where the parents are dead vr have abandoned the minor,

c. Where a general gugzglizn has been appointed by the state of the ward’s domicile at the Hime of appoint-
ment, the ward’s domicile 'presumphve]):' remains in that state. The appointment by a Minnesota court of a
resident guardian of a minor not domiciled in this state at the time of appeintment has no effect wpon the
Jdomicile of the ward.

d. A child emancipated hy the Jaw of his domicile has the same power as an adult to acquire another domicils.

Marrisge constitutes ernancipation of minors, both male and female. The domicile of a female becomes (hat
of her husband and so remains while she continues to live with him. For University purposes, a ﬁfmre;i;*g‘;}f
female becomes eligible for resident status one calendar vear after marrtage to a Minnesota resident: (i(m.
versely, a resident Jemale loses residence privileges one calendar vear alter marriage to a ronresident,

e. For either an adult or an emancipated minor to acquire a domicile in this state he must have permmanently
feft his parental home, must have acquited interests of a relatively permanent character in this state atler
than attendapce i school, must be actually making a home in Minnesota, and must have no present definite

imterd o Temoving therefrom as of a time certain in the relatively vear hiture.

)

. The folfowing facts, standing alone, are not accepted as sufficiont evidence of domicile: employment by the
University as a feflow, scholar assistant, or in any position nermally filled by students: a statemnent of e
tention to acquite g domdcile I this state, veting or registration forr mﬁng,'tine imse‘ of living quarters
pavment of kocal and state faves, or aptormabile registration b -

g An out-of-state student evvolled for a full program, or substantially 2 full program. & comsidered o be in
Minnesota primarily for the purpose of attending school, and is presumed not ta be here a5 a permanens resh
dent. Continaed presence in Mmnesota during vication periads dnes not of lf overoome the presumption

hu A student wha has come from another state has the bworden of establishing by convincing proof his eligi-
hility for University resident classification. : i o

vl
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10, Applicant’s Statement

{Required for normal consideration. Note that this is to be notarized on the following page)

Read the Regulations on the preceding page and make as clear and complete a statement as vou can covering the
following: (a} Your purpose in coming or last retuming to Minnesota, (b} A chronology of dates and events related to
your coring here and your activities and places of residence, from the time when you were living at home and attend-
ing high school, until the present, (¢} Facts that, in your opinion and in the light of the regulations, tend to establish yout
residence here, (d} Your immediate and long range plans. Be speeific but be brief; attach additional pages if necessary
for a complete statement on only the facts of residence.

11. What are the sources of your support? (i several, itemize amounts or p tages)

12, What portion of your funds, if any, do you obtain from your parents?
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13. Signatures and Action

This statement should be supported with any appropriate attached documentary evidence, signed below before
a notary public, and submitted mng Office of Admissions and Records of the University.

Signature of applicant._______ .. e,
Present mailing address -
Telephone No..—
STATE OF. "
58
County of
Subscribed and swomnm tome this .. dayof ... 19 _
at
City, State
Motary Public o
Seal
Action on Petiion
Signed..— . - Date Notified by.
Action by Board - e
Date.. .. -
T of Admbssbons 4od Bocords
Scheduled before Board (date) e e _
Decision of Board sent (date} By.

g3



Sample Form 3

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
Residence Classifieation Office
Seattle 5

APPLICATION FOR RESIDENT CLASSIFICATION

IMPORTANT: Before filling in blanks, read ihe following carefully: In order to be classified as a resident for tuition
purposes, a persen snust have made bis permanent home in the state of Washington for one fdl year during the year
immediately preceding his registration at the University with the intent to maintain permasent residence. Compiete
answers 1o questions 6 and 7 must be given in order that your residential status may be determined. Temporary restdonre
merely for the purpote of attending scheol, for employment, or for the performance of military o7 other governmenial
{or tuition purposes. The represcntations made in ihis application are sade
wdent. All siatements are subject to mvestigation and vonf
asking or defrauding the University and the State is punishable
misstaternent, all

service, 15 not safficient to establish residence
for the purpose of determining the legal
tion, and any misstatement mide for the g 3
by expulsion from the University and may resuit in legal action against the maker. Except in case of
information given by the student will be keld strctly confidential.

icile of the

I you are cither single or not yet 22 vears of age, fill in Parte T and 11,

If you are a married woman, fili in Parts I and 171,
If you have served in the armed forces of the United States, il in Parts 1, 11, and IV.

If you do not come within any of these categeries, fili in Part 1

PART I
Lo Date... el P PAME. o e e o e e e e
{Laxt) (Firss) (3adey
2. Seattle address (street and nummber) .. . . . oo cmc e cccccce Ll Telephone_ . .__._._ ...
3. Permanent home address. o .o o oo e e e e a e e
4 Apeimvyearsand menths.______....._ ... .coee.. ..Month day, andyearof birth.___._. .. .. . ... ...
Place of Birth. . L e e m e — e m e e e
5. Marital status: Single [[] Marmed ] Divoreed I} Widowed {7] I married, how long? . __._.._.____. ...
& VWhen and for what parpose did vou first come to the state of Washington? Date . _.__.____.

Born here I} Attend schooi [ Employment [ Military service [7]

Other (8peatiy ) L L i e e e IO e e
7. When and for what parpose did your present (e your latest) stay in the state of Washington begin?
Month. . L eeiieneaon 4
8. Which of the followimg steps huve vo ken to make your permanent home m Washington? ..
Keg d ta vote [, Parents reg o Mamamed permanent home hare for several vears T}

Gther (Speoil ). oo o e e

N
o



10,

it

iz

f4

15,

6.

17.

18

19.

0,

21

Whete did you five before your present stay in Washingten began?. . | . I -
How Jong did you live there? .o e e [,
If you were once a resident of Washington and left the state, did you do so for any purpese other than to attend

school? oo ..... _ I o, for what purpose? oo Ll L. e el

List ali persons by whom you have been employed within the past two vears (start with most recent employer):

Employer Address Dates
Are you a citizen of the United States?. ... __ If not, what is your nationality?_ . .o ... ... .
1§ an ahen, when do you expect to retum peimanently 1o your own country (give approximate date)?. . ... ___.
What form of passport visa do you hold? Student ... ____ Visitor. ..o . oo Permanent resident. .. __._.. ..
Alien Card Namber:, ... oo i Dater .. ——

#f an alen, have you made formal declaration to become g citizen of the United States?. .. .. ... Ifso,

when and WhETB T e r e e e e e el e .-
Are you registeted for voting?. ...l Where? (Precinet name or number oL ...
H you have ever voted, when did you votelast? . ... .. e Where?. .. ._ s e e

H you are eligible to vole under the faws of any state or country, what do you regard as your proper voting place’?

What high schocls have you attended {names, location, dates}?. oL Lol

For which gquarter do you dntend foenmall?L L Lol .

Be sure to sign on last page
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3.

24,

Give names of higher institutions of learning formerly attended and periods attended at each.

School Location Dates

Prior to this, have you ever, here or elsewhere, made a statement or affidavit pertaining to your residence? ... .
If 5o, when and where? .. ________ ... U IO
Dt you pay a nonresident tuition fee at any other institution? .. ... ... e

PART 31

Is vour father or stepfather Bving?. ... ....._If 50, give his full name and permanent address_. ... ... ..
How long has he been living in that state? ... .. . .o N -
What state did he Jive in previous to that? ..o e e
How fong did he Hive therel . L i e et
s he & registeved voter?. o _____. WHETE e
When did he vote last?o. ... .. ... W BETE? L L e e e ieiaaa i emeamann
What it Iis business or ocrupation and business address?_ L. o e i iiiinaas
If vour father or stepfather is not Hving, when did he die, and where was his residence at hisdeath?. . ... .. ..

ANSWER THE FOLLOWING ONLY IF YOUR FATHER {OR STEPFATHER}
IS NOT LIVING OR YOUR PARENTS ARE DIVORCED

Is yeur mother hiving?. ... _. I so, give her fall name and permanent address. . ______________ ... ..
How Jong has she been living in that state? L e e
What state did she hve in previous to that? e e
How Jong did she live there? Lt e e e e
{s she a registered voter?. ... .. Where?. . ... ... ... _..When did she last vote?. . ___ Where? ... ...

If your parente are diverced, was any court order made assigning ¥ou to the custody of yousr mother? ... .. ..
If 5o, when, where, and by what court? i



PART EII
78, Puliname efhusband . . .. L. ... e e e -
7% His permanent home addresS_ ..o L. e e e e
30, How long has he been Hving there? . ... e e

31, Higprevieushome. ... . ollo e e e e e

Howlong did he live there? . L i I -
How long has he Hived in the state of Washinglon?o . ... . . .. . ... ... ... ..
32, His business or occupation and place of Business. ... .o e R
3% Is he a citizen of the United States®> ____.___.__If not, bas ke made a formal declaratinn of intention to become a
citizen? .. .__._._H so, when and where? . ... ... ..., e

Alien Card Numberi. .o oia e oo Daken ..

34, When did he vote last?. .. . _._.. [ Where or through what state?. . ___....____ .. ... ...

36. From what state did you enter the service? v cmianme e o WD . e e

37. What was your permnanent horne address on your service records?_ . R
38. When were you separated from service?. oL oo cinniiaiea s I, Where?. o o e r————

39, H stationed in Washington, did you establish residence off the post? . L0 L oo
Address Dates

46, I separated from the service less thon three years, where have vou been and what have vou been doing? {Give
approximatedates ;oo oo oL e e e e e [ e

{Revised 97593
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Appendix E

COMPARISON OF NUMBER OF HAWAII STUDENTS ATTENDING
COLLEGES IR THE VARIOUS STATES AND OF NUMBER OF
QUT-0OF-STATE STUDENTS STUDYING IN HAWAII*
FALL 1958

Qut-Migration: In-Migration:
Number of Hawaii BNumber of Students
Students Attend~ from the State

ing College in Attending Institu-

Net Effect: Cut-Migration
minus In-Migration

the State tions in Hawaii

Alabama 4 9 -5
Alaska 2 -2
Arizona 22 8 +14
Arkansas 5 14 -G
California 1,263 223 +1,040
Colorado 305 15 +290
Connecticut 16 7 -1
District of Columbia 50 3 +47
Delaware 2 ~2
Florida 8 33 -25
Georgia 9 12 -3
Idaho 37 16 +27
Iliinois 230 52 +178
Indiana 211 5 +186
Towa 122 20 +102
Kansas 95 13 +82
Kentucky i5 15 0
Louisiana 25 8 +17
Maine 1 6 -5
Maryland 33 13 +20
Massachusetts 114 34 +80
Michigan is53 61 +92
Minnesota 72 18 +54
Mississippi 5 9 -4
Missouri 133 29 +104
Montana 18 6 +12
Nebraska 57 4 +53
Hevada -

New Hampshire 10 5 +5
New Jersey 21 42 -21
New Mexico 26 8 +18
New York 163 82 +81
North Carclina 5 18 -13
Korth Dakota 1 2 -1
Ohio 106 32 +74
Ok lahoma 22 19 +3
Oregoen 399 20 +379
Pennsylvania 49 63 -14
Fhode Island 4 -4
South Carolina 3 Z +1
South Dakota 4 2 +2
Tennessee Z3 17 +5
Texas 47 53 -6
ttah 117 6 +111
Vermont i3 4 -3
Virginia 14 11 +3
Washington 160 43 +147
West Virginia 6 -6
Wisconsin 180 3z +158
Wyoming & 3 +3



Out-Migration:

In~Migration:

Fumber of Hawall
Students Attend-
ing College in

Number of Students
from the State
Attending Institu-

Bet Effect: Cut-Migration
minus In-Migration

the State tions in Hawaii
Guam 5 2 +3
Total 4,405 1,137%* +3,268

Source: American Association of Collegiate Registrars and
Admissions Officers, Committee on Research and
Service, A Supplement to The Home State and

Migration of American Colilege Students, Fall 1958

{December 1%5%9), pp. 238-39.

*rncludes undergraduate, graduate, and professional school students.

+
**Does not include 171 students from foreign countries studying in

Hawaii.
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SQURCES OF INCOME FOR EDUCATICNAL PURPOSES*

Appendix F

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAI
1956~57 to 1961-62

I

1956-57 1957-58 1958~59 1959-60¢ 1960=-61 1961-62
Source Par Per Pox Per Par Per
Amount Cent Amount Cent Amount Cant Amount Cent Amount Cent Amount Cent
Territorial
or State
Appropri-
ation $3,330,663 1 55.75 | $4,128,181 | 58.87 | $4,501,972 | 55.06 | § 6,204,656 157.70 | $ 7,408,365 | 54,17 | $ 8,589,087 | 46,49
Student Fees 1,293,008 | 21.64 1,362,019 1 19.43 1,799,454 | 22.01 1,942,244 | 18.06 2,076,652 | 15.18 2,216,166 | 12.00
Federal
Funds 836,620 | 14.00 978,905 | 13.96 1,439,206 | 17.60 2,105,814 | 19.58 3,581,318 | 26.19 6,456,872 | 34.95
Bales of
Services,
Gifts and
Grants 514,429 8.61 542,741 7.74 436,329 5,33 500,470 4.65 60%,978 4.46 1,212,258 6.58
TETAL §5,974,720 $7,011,84¢6 $8,176,961 $10,753, 184 $13,676,313 $18,474,383
fources:

*Excludes funds for capital improvements,

University of Hawaii, Apnual Reports for 1956~57 to 1960-61, and Business Offlice.

Dollar amounts have been rounded t¢ the nearest dollar,





