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AFPPENDIX A

UNDERSTANDING TRHE GOALS OF GUIDANCE
AND THE ROLE OF COUNSELING

The Nature of Guidance and Counseling

Guidance is the identification and direction of human potential for maximal
self-realization and minimal talent loss to the society. It is vital to making the
goal of "each becoming all he is capable of''l possible of fulfillment. As an inte-
gral part of the education process, guidance begins in the primary grades and con-
tinues throughout the educational career of the student, It i{s proffered by
teachers, counselors, principals and others, but clearly the classroom teachers, with
their many formal and informal contacts with individual students, are likely to be
one, if not the most important, of the students' guides throughout the educational
process,

Counseling is one of the means employed to achieve the ends of guidance. It
may be described as the meeting (individually or in small groups) of student and
professional for the purpose of discussing a situation affecting the student and
permitting the professional to offer skilled understanding and specialized informa-
tion which is intended to assist the student to meet the situation successfully.
Guidance 1is conducted by both teachers and professional counselors; in fact one of
the main functions of counselors is to assist teachers in making their guidance more
effective.? Educational and vocational guidance, in turn, is a specialized type of
guidance designed to aid students in gaining information on and insight into their
academic and vocational potential and their strengths and weaknesses in related
areas, so that they may make the wisest possible decisions regarding their post-high
school education and careers.

Perhaps the most important contribution of educational and vocational guidance
is to assist the individual student and his parents to understand the meaningful and
achievable alternative courses of learning avallable to the student upon completion
of his secondary program, ''Ignorance, it has been said, is not only a chain on your
mind, it is also a chain that binds your will. The choice you can never make is the
choice you do not know exists.'3

The Problem of Defining Role and Goals

' Counseling at this time is involved in clearly defining and gaining acceptance
of its role in education. As this role is better understood and accepted, and
especially as the relationship of the counselor te the teacher and principal is
clarified, counseling programs will be less subject to sudden shifts in direction
and financial aid programs will have firmer roots. Given the present lack of con-
sensus, it is unllikely that a lower pupil-counselor ratio will be achieved or even
if a lower ratio is achieved, it is uncertain whether this in itself will result in
a more effective guidance program or that counselors will be relieved of non-
counseling duties or that the assignment of responsibility for the supervising of
counselors will be clarified. This is not to infer that if properly used more
counselors would not be of significant benefit.
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The broad goals aof a counseling program bave already been agreed to if it is
asgumed that these are the objectives of education in general. Once broad objec-
tives are agreed upon, it is necessary to spell out intermediate objectives around
which specific activities, including disseminating financial aid information and
identifying and measuring financial needs of students and counseling such students,
can be organized as parts of a total program designed to accomplish the overall end:
of the program. It is at this point that critical difficulties arige {n today's
counseling programs. There does not appear to exist locally a set of intermediate
objectives on which there is general agreement by counselors, let alone by others
involved in the education process,

Intermediate Objectives

As a means to clarifying their role, counselors might find it helpful to pro-
pose, debate, and reach general agreement on intermediate objectives. There are
many starting points, but perhaps one of the best {8 Wrenn's recommendations which
could be modified into meaningful intermediate goals.

1. That the counselor recognize that of the multifold functions of the
gschool in developing intellectual, social, and vocational compe-
tencies the primary and most unique function of the school is that of
the development and use of the intellect; that he ally himself with
this intellectual core effort as he works with both astudents and staff.

2. That primary emphasis in counseling students be placed on the develop-
mental needs and decision points im the lives of the total range of
students rather than upon the remedial needs and the crisis points in
the lives of a few students, with the major goal of counseling being
that of increased self-responsibility and increased maturity in deci-
sion-making upon the part of the student.

3. That the school counselor attempt to keep abreast of changes in the
occupational community and in the world culture into which a student
will move. This can be approached through the reading of at least one
book or two reports a year in each of these areas: labor force changes
and projections; family life; goverymental responsibility; the nature
of the American economy; and intercultural or world culture developments,

4, That problems of motivation, aptitude, and learning be seen as basic and
interrelated aspects of human behavior about which the schoel counselor
must be informed substantially beyond the point of popular understandings.

5. That counselors understand that they tend to be security-oriented, in part
because they relate themselves more easily to the past than to the future,
in part because they safeguard their influential relationship with stu-
dents in the direction of “safe' decisions, But safety for the present
may mean disaster for the future. Counselors need to balance undue
caution with a risk-taking orientation which will encourage students to
look to the future and to dare to be intellectual and vocational piloneers.

6. That vocational choice be seen as a process extending over years and not
as an event, that the student be helped to make a series of cholces as he
becomes increasingly realistic about himgelf and the occupational world,
that urging a student to "make up his mind" in the sense of a final
settlement may be considerably more harmful than helpful.

90



7. That the recognition and encouragement of latent talent and creativeness
be understood to require tools and understandings of a special sort which
the counselor must actively develop. This takes self-understanding and
courage upon the part of the counseler because the talented student who
ig creative and intellectually unconventional may be something of a threat
to the teacher and the counselor. Parents, too, need understanding and
encouragement as they relate themselves to the child's often unexpected
and singular talents.

8, That the school counselor's understanding of human behavior and of the
other person’s need for acceptance and encouragement be at the disposal
not only of studenta but of teaching colleagues, administrators, and
parents. In being directly helpful to them he is indirectly helpful to
the students whom they influence.%

Evaluation

Once intermediate goals are agreed upon, it will be possible to evaluate more
succesafully present counselor activities both in terms of (1) whether they properly
belong in & counseling program, and (2) their effectiveness in achieving. the ends of
the program, Without such general agreement, it will be difficult te selve such
problems as what duties should properly be assigned to counselors and by whom.,
Definition of intermediate goals especially at the school level by the principal,
teachers, counselors, and guidance specialists working together, will enable guide-
lines to be eatablished to help counselors decide which activities shall recelve
most emphasis. The time and energy devoted to a particular activity, such as dis-
gemination of financial aid information, will understandably vary from school to
school due to the unique characteristics of student populations.

1Adapted from a quote on the cover of State University of New York: The Master
Plan: Revisged 1960 (Albany, 1961).

ZThus Wrenn asserts that professional counselors should perform four major
functions: (1) counsel students, (2) provide consultation when necessary or re-
quested to teachers, administrators and parents in their relationships with students,
(3) study the characteristics of the student population and interpret them to other
members of the educational community, and (4) coordinate the counseling resources of
the school and the community. He further feels that two-thirds to three-fourths of
the counselor's time should be committed to the first two of these functions, He
adds, "Activities that do not fall into one of these four areas neither should be
expected mor encouraged as part of the counselor's regular working schedule." C. G.
Wrenn, The Counselor in a Changing World (Washington, D. C.: American Personnel and
Guidance Association, ¢1962), p. 137.

3John Stalnaker, "Scholarships--Promise and Problems," Egqual Opportunity for
Higher Education {(Washington, D, C.: American Federation of Labor and Congress of
Industrial Organizations, n.d.}, p. 69.

&Wrenn, The Counselor in a Changing World, pp. 109-110,
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APPENDIX B

PROGRAM RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

Hawaii, because of its centralized statewide educational system has unique
opportunities for experimenting in ways to improve the educational system. Dis~
covering the weaknesses of present activities, experimenting with new programs and
modifying existing ones, and re-thinking the program's objectives and emphases are
essential parts of a successful counseling program. Many such efforts have been
made in Hawaii, Some of the significant guidance gtudies and continuing research
projects are listed below:

(1) The Secondary Guidance Evaluation Project conducted by the Guidance
Branch and designed to assess the strengths and weaknesses of the
secondary guldance program in Hawaii.

(2) The Counselor's Time Study conducted by the Guidance Branch which pro-
duced data showing how Hawaii's counselors used their time. (See
Appendix C, Table A.)

{3} A Counselor Effectiveness Study conducted by the University of Hawaii's
Psychological Research Center In cooperation with the Guidance Branch
which was designed to identify discriminating factors in the prediction
of counselor effectiveness.

(4) The development of a guide on counselor effectiveness by the Guidance
Branch and school principals and counselors.

(5) Studies by the Guidance Branch on suspensions, voluntary withdrawals,
dismissals and exclusions from school.

{(6) The Annual Survey by the Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment of
Youth which has pioneered in the fleld of surveying senior plans and
actual decisions.

(7) The Aiea High School Demonstration Project concerned with formulating
and executing a schoolwlide guidance program and the Aiea High School
special PTA meeting. (See Appendix D.)

(8) The Farrington High School experiment with guidance classes and follow-
up counseling during the three senior high ascheoel years.

(9) The follow-up and other studies on student characteristics conducted by
individual counselors at Waianae High, Kalani High, Lahainaluna High,
Dole Intermediate, and a few other schools.

They represent, in a sense, the heart of the counseling program; it is out of re-
search and experiments and evaluation that permanent improvements proceed.

Present experiments, demonstrations and research activitiea, however, are not
adequate to meet all current requirements, There is, for example, a need for more
schools to conduct follow-up studies to determine what graduates of current student
bodies do after leaving school., There is also a need for more quality-oriented
studies. Most basic of all, there is a need: (1) to design and implement a com~
prehensive research program which will yield the gqualitative and quantitative data
necessary for responsible educational authorities to evaluate the guldance pro-
grams, strengthen the curriculum and improve services to students; and (2) to con-
duct the necessary demonstration projects to facilitate implementation of changes,
This 18 a broad undertaking which should involve not only guidance specialists and
counselors bhut alsc schoel officials, principals, teachers and researchers as well
ag the Bureau of Educational Resesarch and the Social Science Research Institute at
the University of Hawali.

92



APPENDIX C

COUNSELORS' WORKLOAD AND WORK ASSIGNMENTS

The literature on counseling contains many studies showing counselors' time
misused for clerical, semi-administrative, and substitute teaching types of duties, !
At the same time almost every survey on the subject of pupil-counselor ratios has
concluded that the number of counselors needs to be increased.? The American School
Counselor Association study of counselor load, for instance, found the median
counselor-student ratio for secondary school counselors in the United States to be
1:412 gith over 10 per cent of counselors working in schools with ratios of 1: over
1,000.

Hawalil is no exception to these problems. Counselors are often assigned such
tasks as conducting the annual fedesral surveys because there is insufficient cleri-
cal help in the schools, The public school counselors estimate that they spend 27
per cent of their time on clerical work (Table 1). Further, there are only a few
public high schools in Hawaii which are considered to have a counseling staff of
adequate size. Hawali's current rati{o in the public schools iz 1:585 (the range
varies from 183 to 800 pupils per counselor); the present median is 1:569.% The
Department of Education hopes to reduce this to 1:400. Counselor load on Oahu, as
might be expected, is much heavier than on the neighbor islands, Of the 30 second-
ary schools on Qahu, 18 schools have ratios over 1:585 while on the neighbor is-
lands, only 3 schools have ratlos in excess of this figure.

Obviously if more adequate guidance assistance is to be provided in identifying
the student with college potential and financial neede and then asaisting him to
fulfill his potential, it will require consensus on roles and other factors, and the
availability of more time for counseling. Such time can be produced by adding more
counselors and/or by better utilizing the available time.

More counselors and more specialized asgociates, such as school social workers,
school psychologists, school health workers, and school attendance workers would do
much to improve the present situation. But there also needs to be some assurance
that if more counselors are added to the present program, they will be used as
counselors. Adding more counselors who will be used to relieve the clerical work-
load or for other non-counseling duties is an expensive and inefficient way to
solve the problem of inadequate staffing of the schools. It is difficult to say
presently how effectively counselors are being used because of the lack of agreement
as to proper obiectives and activities for counseling personnel among counselors,
administrators and teachers.

With agreement on goals and activities, it becomes possible to define the
magnitude of activities in terms of personnel and other resources which will be re-
quired to accomplish the objectives. Tt also becomes possible to turn this around
and to say that given certain personnel and resources activities will be accom-
plished to some definable extent.

For footnotes to Appendix B see end of Table A which follows.
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Table A

UTILTZATION QF COUNSELORS' TIME BY MAJCR
FUNCTION AND ACTIVITY AND GEOGRAPHICAL AREA
HAWATII PUBLIC SCHCCLS
1962-63
{Expressed as a per cent of total time)

] Type of Guidance Gepgraphical Area
Maior Funciion tducational- Soctal
Activity Yocational Ad justment Neither  State Hawaii Kaual Maul Qahu

Counsel Students - Total Time X X (36)%  (34)* (39)% (48) (34)
Individual Counseling S 12 17 22 25 g
Individual Counseling x 13 g 7 7 14
Group Counseling X x 3 2 5 7 3
Programming & Placement?® ® 2 1 2 i 3
Analysis of Student Records? ® % 5 & 4 B 5

Consultation with Teachers, Parents,

Administrators and Others - Total Time x x a2n (26} 21y (R3y @31y
Parent Counseling X 2 2 1 2
Parent Counseling® X 5 2 1 2 6
Teacher, Admin., Other Counseling® % 4 5 4 2 &
Teacher, Admin., Other Counselingd x 8 8 8 6 11
Writing Reportse ® ® & 7 5 10 5
Making Referralse X X 2 3 1 2 2

Study and Interpret Student Population

Characteristics - Total Time { Iy (1) (R2y* (4% (2)
Liaison with D of Ef 1 10 1 3 1
Liaison with Commnity Groupsf 1 1 2 2 1

Coordinate Counseling Resources - Total Time (7 { B)* (12) (8 (6
Program Plasning and Execution b4 b 5 4 9 & 5
Library Development & Maintenance X % 2 3 3 2 2

Miscellaneous (273 (24)% 27y (17)% (28)%
Attendance Accounting X 5 1 1 i 6
Test Administration X & 7 14 7
Student Activities Direction *® 3 4 2 2 3
Health Services X 3 1 3 1 4
Campus Supervigion X 1 1 1 1 1
Clerical Tasks * 6 8 6 3 6
Traveling® % X 1 1 2 i 1

2 2 1 2 2

Other Duties

Source: Results of State Secondary Counselors’ Time Activity Study 1962-61 adapted by the
Legislative Reference Bureau to fit Wrenn's classification of major counseling functions
as cited an p. %1 of this report.

Data for the State Secondary Counselors' Time Activity Study were classified into 27
activities and subactivities not ali of which jibed with Wrenn's major functions nor were
atl easily divisible bhetween educational-vocational guidance and social adjustment

guidance. Therefore it was necessary to make sowe assumptions which affect the magnitude

af some of the entries but not, it is helieved, to such an extent as to invalidate the
table. The availability of additional data may justify modifying some of these assumptions.
The significant assumptions necessary fo the conversion of the data are:

Q
rT
i¢:]

fa) A1l of the time gpent in pupll programming and placement has heen attributed to
coungeling of students, Some of the time wmight be assigned to conferring with teachers,
parenta, administrators amd others.

By ALL of fhe f soent in analysis of student recovds i{s attributed to coungeling stu-
dents.  Some of Cime could justi{fiably be assigned to working with teachers and
sthers or to stadying and inferpreting Stodent population statistics.

{e)  ALL of the time spent in liaissn scrvices witly the home including home wisits has been
atcributed to counseling of parents as a phase of social adjusiment guidance,



Table A {continued)

(d) All of the time spent in conferences with teachers and others on "pupil personal-sccial and
program adjustment” has been attributed to social adjustment guidance. Some of the time
might be charged to educationsl-vecational guidance.

Half of the time recorded for conferences with teachers and others on "more effective uses ol
guidance techniques" has been arbitrarily attributed to educational-vocational guidance and
half te social adjustment guidance.

Half of the time recorded for other conferences (including faculty and counselor meetings)
with teachers and others has been arbitrarily attributed to educational-vocational guidance
and half to social adjustment guidance, all within the major function of working with
teachers, varents, administrators and others., 3Some of this time may more properly be assigm
to interpreting student population characteristica or coordinating counseling resources.

(e) All the time spent {n writing guidance reports and making referrals hag been attributed to
asgisting teachers, parents, administrators and others., Some portion of this time might be
more directly attributable to counseling of students.

(£) Liaison services with Department of Education personnel and community groups have been
classified as part of studying and interpreting student population characteristics; some of
the time spent may possibly be more closely related to coordinating counseling resources,

(g) Time spent traveling might better be classified as incidental to the four major functions th
listed under miscellaneous.

*Doeg not add due to rounding of percentage figures, Totals for major functions are correct when next
decimal figure is included.

IK. A. Martyn, "We Are Wasting the Counselor's Time," Califormia Journal of Secondary Educa-
tion, XXXII {November, 1957).

2Conant and Wrenn suggest a ratio of one full-time qualified counselor to approximately 300
secondary students. James B. Conant, The American High School Today (New York: McGraw-Hill Book
Co., Inc., 1959), p. 44 and C. G. Wremn, The Counselor in a Changing World {(Washington, D. C.:
American Personnel and Guidance Assoclation, c¢l962), p. 137.

3Wrenn, The Counselor in a Changing World, p. 114.

&State of Hawaii, Department of Education, "Counselor Ratios-Secondary Schools," (February 21
1963). (Mimeographed.)



APPENDIX D

THE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT AT AIEA HIGH SCHOOL

Demonstration projects and related experiments are particularly interesting
because they are meant to involve principals, teachers, counselors and other school
officials in a cooperative re-thinking of the basic educational undertaking and, in
particular, the role of counseling in the total process.

The Aiea High School project invelved the formation of a guidance committee,
composed of teachers, counselors and the principal, which bas defined the respective
roles of the various members of the school's staff, The faculty has accepted the
proposition of a school-wide approach to guidance with counselors in the role of
guldance personnel free from non-counseling duties, so that they may use their time
for counseling purposes and for coordinating and directing various guidance centered
activities.

A noteworthy part of the Alea High School project has been the dissemination of
information and the counseling of students regarding their college education during
the 1962-63 school vear. Interested gtudents were given the opportunity to attend
special workshops in college preparation led by a faculty member. Students were
first asked to indicate the kinds of information they desired. Eight workshops on
different aspects of college attendance, including kinds of financial ajds available,
were organized on the basis of this poll. Two groups of 30 students each attended
these workshops. {(The eight workshops were repeated for the second group.) Each
student waas asked to work out his educational plans which included methods of
financing them. Four resource people (two counselors, the librarian and the faculty
member) were available to these students for personalized planning. At the culmina-
tion of these workshops, a parents' night was held for parents of these students.
High parental interest was attested by the attendance of parents of 50 of the 60
studenta,

In addition, Aiea High School toock a new approach to educating parents on
various aspects of thelr youngsters' post-high school plans. This approach was not
part of the formal demonstration project but rather the result of school initiative,
A special PTA meeting devoted to giving parents an understanding of their youngsters'
vocational-educational potentials was held. The meeting was highly publicized and
well attended. The students' self-appraisal folders (which contain profiles of test
geores in the secondary school minimum testing program in addition to grades and
interest inventories) were made available to their parents. At a general group
meeting, scores were examined and interpreted. A teacher then explained how teach-
ers utilize these scores; the principal explained the implications of the scores for
school curriculum modification; the counselor explained how counselors use these
scores In counseling students., Parents were then invited to discuss their young-
sters' profiles with the counselors and teachers, It is believed that many parents
gained significant insight into their voungsters' abilities, potential and interests
for the first time and that this led to increased appreciation and understanding by
parents of their youngsters' efforts and problems. Many may have realized for the
first time that they were making unreasonable demands upon their children.
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APPENDIX E

GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII,
CHURCH COLLEGE AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE

Established in 1907, the University of Hawaii is the sole public institution of
higher learning in the State. The main campus of the University is located in urdban
Honolulu and a two-year program is offered on a second campus in Hilo, Hawaiti.
Accredited by the Western College Association, the University gives undergraduate
degrees in the traditional academic fields and has rapidly expanded its masters and
doctoral offerings in recent years. Enrollment on the Honolulu campus in the fall
of 1963 was 8,655 full-time equivalent gtudents including graduate degree candidates
(Appendix E, TableB) and on the Hilo campus 355 students.

The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints began operation of Church Col-
lege in September, 1955 at Laie, Oabhu, 38 miles from Honolulu. In 1961 the Western
College Association accredited the College., It i3 a four-year liberal arts college
and teachers' college offering a fifth year in education to qualify teachers for the
State's professional teaching certificate, The College also offers complete two-
vear vocational programe and a college certificate program. It does not offer
graduate programs. In the fall of 1963 the number of full-time equivalent students
enrolled was 931. The College draws many students from other areas in the South
Pacific through the Church; the number of such students is likely to increase in the
years ahead.

The Marianists, a Catholic religious order, founded Chaminade College in 1955,
in Honolulu, on St, Louis Heights not far from the Manca campus of the University of
Hawaii. The College was fully accredited by the Western Assoclation of Schools and
Colleges in 1960. As a four~year coeducational liberal arts college, Chaminade
offers the Bachelor of Arts degree in several majors and students completing the
Teacher Training Program meet the State's requirement for the provisional teaching
certificate. The College does not have any gradwate programs., Full-time equivalent
students numbered 344 in the fall of 1963,

Table B
SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF THE UNDERGRADUATE

POPULATIONS AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAIT MANOA CAMPUS,
CHAMINADE COLLEGE AND CHURCH COLLEGE

FALL 1963
University
of Hawaii
Manoa Chaminade Church
Campus College? Colleged
1 Number Undergraduates Registered - Total 7,319b 393 938
2 Number Full-Time Equivalent Students 8,655% 344 931
3 Sex - Male 3,618 195 475
Female 3,701 198 395
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Table B {continued)

University
of Hawaii
Manoa Chaminade Church
Campus Colleged College®
TOTAL 7,319 391 875
4 Class - Freshman 2,442 173 406
Sophomore 1,930 85 210
Junior 1,560 48 110
Senior 1,387 27 82
Unclassified Undergraduate - 58 -
Remedial - Sub-collegiate Work -- -= a7
TOTAL 7,319
5 Colleged - Arts and Sciences 3,006
Business Administration 1,228
Fducation 1,704
Engineering 744
Nursing 310
Tropical Agriculture 327

Source: Data furnished by each institution.

a
In some categorieg information on all students

bUniversity of Hawail statistics are maintained

categories:

Regular Undergraduates, Degree Candlidates

Undergraduates, Non-degree Candidates

ia not available,

by the following

7,319
1,018

®Includes graduate students who are degree candidates.

dChurch and Chaminade do not have colleges.
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APPENDIX F

THE ADMINISTRATION OF FINANCIAL AID
AT CHURCH COLLEGE

The administration of financial aid programs at Church College is the responsi-
bility of the student ald committee which consists of the director of admissions and
registrar as chairman, the dean of students, treasurer, dean of instruction, and the
President of the College. Student aid, with rare exceptions, is restricted solely
to students who are Hawail residents or come from the South Pacific. Occasionally,
1f a student from Hawail or South Pacific is not available for part-time employment,
a mainland student may be given a job. The director of admissions and registrar
rveports directly to the dean of students; this provides for a close relationship
between financlal aid and other student services.

There are no formal guidelines or policies governing the administration of
various forms of financial aid. However, the College is small enough so that in-
formal policies and procedures are well defined and understood by all those involved
in the administration of financial aid. The dean of students and the director of
admissions and registrar work closely together and are able to coordinate all the
forms of financial aid and to offer package awards to students with need, Students
with limited academic ability are refused employment but are offered loans. Some
atudents receive all three forms of aid.

Administration of Scholarships

Scholarship funds come mostly from the Pacific Board of Education, although
there are also a few private donors and foundatlons, and appedar as a regular item in
the College budget. Information on financial aids is distributed to all secondary
schools in Hawaii as well as to individuals applying for information or applications.
Students at the College are notified through general college announcements that
financial aids are available.

Applications for scholarships must be filed with the committee by mid-April of
each year. The chairman of the student aid committee reviews the applications and
makes his comments and recommendations on each application prior to the meeting of
the school committee. The committee goes over each application and determines the
recipients primarily on the basis of financial need, All scholarships are renewable
for the years that the recipients are at Church College provided they maintain a
satigfactory academic record. It is the responsibility of the committee to review
the records of scholarship holders and to withdraw the award if necessary.

The College distinguishes a separate category of awards as grants-in-aid which
are available to students who may not have a sufficlently adequate academic record
to qualify for scholarships. The basis for the award of these grants-in-aid is
financial need, good moral character, and some potential for benefiting from work at
Church College. The procedures followed in awarding of grants-in-aid are the same
as for scholarships.
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In addition, every organizational subdivision of the Church in Hawaii has an
education committee whose primary purpose is ro counsel Mormon families whose chil-
dren are of school age. Members of the education committee and other lay members of
the Church interested in education encourage the children and their families to con-
gider sericusly pursuing post-secondary educational programs. Since the estadblish-
ment of the College, the percentage of Mormon high school seniors geing on to col~-
lege has incressed phenomenally. College officials believe that counseling through
the Church education committees has been a major factor in this increase.

APPENDIX G

THE ADMINISTRATION OF FINANCIAL AID
AT CHAMINADE COLLEGE

Beginning in 1963-84, the administration of financial aids at Chaminade College
was assigned to the director of admissions who reports directly to the dean of stu-
dents. 7The administrative procedures remain relatively unchanged except for the
transfer of operating responsibility.

Perhaps the biggest problem facing the Chaminade financial aid program is lack
of adequate financial rescurces. The enrollment at the College is at less than
full capacity at present., The administration believes that this situation is due in
part to the high cost of attending Chaminade in relation to the University of Hawaii
and Church College. A larger financial aid program would probably increase enroll-
ment and would be of significant help financially to the institution.

Administration of Scholarships and
Student Employment

The College has available approximately 20 scholarships for award each year
witich come from private gifts and grantg. Scholarship applicants file an applica-
tion with the College and must also file a Parent's Confidential Statement (PCS)
with the College Scholarship Secrvice. On the basis of the PCS and the application
as well as other available information, a three-man faculty committee, including the
director of admisgsions, awards scholarships on the basis of financial need, academic
abllity, and character, All schelarships are renewable for the full four years pro-
vided that the recipient maintains satisfactory academic and conduct records, There
are no formal procedures or rules governing the procedures of the faculty committee
or the general administration of financial aid. However, the schoel and financial
aid resourceg are small so there is no difficulty in understanding and following the
informal procedures governing financial aid.

In the past on-campus student employment was limited to students who were re-
cipients of Presidents' scholarships. In effect, this made the procedures for the
award of student employment identical fo those for the award of scholarships,
Reginning in 1963-64 the College has had a separate student employment program,
covering both on-campus and off-campus jobs, which is integrated with the scholar-
ship and loan programs, The administration of gstudent employment will be under the
director of admissions along with scholarships and loans,




Administration of Loans

The College provides student loans only through the National Defense Student

Loan program authorized under the provisions of the National Defense Education Act.
The administration of WDSL loans is identical to the administration of scholarships.
Students must file NDSL applications with the College and also complete a Parent's
Confidential Statement, The faculty financial aid committee reviews this material
as well as other relevant material and determines the recipients of loans. Formal
loan policies are spelled out in the NDEA and the College follows these. The gener-
al provisions pertaining to loans are ildentical with those described in the section
discugsing NDSL loans at the University of Hawaii (see Appendix H).

Work With Secondary Schools and Students

The College makes a concerted effort to reach students in public, private and
parochial secondary schools. The College has a program worked out with the parochi-
al schools which calls for one of the brothers from Chaminade College to speak to
interested students about Chaminade and other aspects of higher education including
financial aids. Each public high school is called by the brother at Chaminade who
is assigned to work with the secondary schools, and {8 asked to cooperate in en-
abling a representative of Chaminade to speak to those students who are interested
in possible attendance at the College. The degree of cooperation varies widely from
school to school.

An attempt is also made to counsel individuals at the secondary level who show
interest in attending Chaminade and to assist, through personal interviews, both
Catholic and non-Catholic students who are not apecifically interested in Chaminade
but want information about higher education. When possible, the Chaminade repre-
sentative conducts personal interviews in a student's home so that the parents
may participate.

Each year a trip is made to all the outeide {slands by a representative of
Chaminade who speaks with students who might have ability to benefit from higher
education and who incidentally might be interested in Chaminade. Some attempt is
made to identify able students in these areas by getting names from Chaminade stu-
dents as well as through secondary schools.

The College also participates actively in activities at the gecondary level
involving students, counselors and administrators. It sends a representative to the
College admissions and financial aids workshops sponsored by the College Entrance
Examination Board. In addition, the College furnishes speakers whenever requested
for groups of secondary counselors or adminlstrators and for private educationally-
orlented organizatioms.
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APPENDIX H

THE ADMINISTRATION OF FINANCIAL AID
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAIIL

The administration of financial aid is fragmented and uncoordinated at the
University of Hawaii. Scholarships are administered by a scholarship committee,
composed of faculty members appointed by the President, and chaired by the director
of admissions and records. A financial aids office was created in the fall of 1963,
within the student personnel office, composed of the graduate placement, veterans
and financial aids, and student employment offices. It is the University's plan to
have an integrated centralized financial aid program. There has been some discus~
gaion about placing scholarships within this program, but no final decisions have
been made in this regard.

Prior to the recent reorganization loans were the responsibility of the veter-
ans and financial ailds adviser and student employment and graduate placement were
assigned to separate offices. In actual practice relationships among these three
units and with the scholarship committee continue to be casual and informal and the
actual operation remains fragmented. In general, there are no written or formal
policies and procedures governing these financial aid activities though there are
informal guidelines that are understood by the individuals operating the different
programs.

Administration of Scholarships

The University of Hawail scholarship committee consists of seven members in-
cluding as chairman, the director of admissions and records, As chairman of the
committee, he is responsible to the President; as director of admissions and
records, he 1s responsible to the dean of student personnel and this latter role may
help facilitate informal relationships among the various financial aid programs.

In appointing the scholarship committee an attempt is made to provide for members
from different colleges on the campus.

Categories of Scholarships. The nature of the work of the scholarship com-
mittee varies depending upon the degree of direct responsibility the University has
for administering scholarships. 1In the case of scholarships directly administered
by the University, such as state or board of regents scholarships, the committee is
responsible for publicizing their availability, furnishing applications and other
information, developing criteria governing their award, processing applications, and
making awards of the scholarships. State scholarships are automatically remewed for
four years provided the recipient maintains a scholastic record acceptable to the
committee.

There are other scholarships where the individual or organization sponsoring
the scholarship makes the actual choice of the recipient but relies upon the
scholarship committee for assistance in publicizing the scholarships, furnishing
applications, and in some cases helping review the qualifications of applicaats.

The third category of scholarships is administered entirely by private organ~
izations and does not involve the scholarship committee. Such scholarships, how-
ever, are listed in the University of Hawaii general catalog, The most important
scholarships in this category are offered by the Charles R. Hemenway Scholarship
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Trust. The chairman of the scholarship committee is an ex officio member of the
Hemenway scholarship committee in accordance with the terms of the Hemenway will.
There is some indication that Hemenway scholarship funds are not yet being fully
utilized and that more awards could be made with the funds available,

Processing of Applications. Late each fall information about and application
blanks for state scholarships, Hemenway scholarships, and other scholarships availa-
ble to freshmen are sent to each public and private high scheool in the State of
Hawaii. The deadline for submission of applications for these scholarships ia
generally set in mid-April of each year although late applications are accepted in
certain cases, The committee, considering character, scholastic ability and
achievement, and financial need, lists the applicants in the order in which they
seem to merit aid. Throughout May and June, the Hemenway scholarship committee
congiders applications for those scholarships, and recipients are selected and
notified of their award in late June or early July. The University scholarship com-
mittee, taking into account the awards of state and Hemenway scholarships, then
considers the remaining applicante for the other scholarships awarded by the com-
mittea, Degignation of recipients for these scholarships is usually completed by
the middle of July.

Many other scholarships at the Univergity of Hawaii are only available to stu-
dents who have completed a4 year of college. Deadline for receiving applications is
usually in April and the scholarship committee designates recipients by the middle
of July.

Work With Secondary Schools. The acholarship committee does little work
directly with the secondary schools or with students aside Erom furnishing written
material and applications., The chairman of the scholarship committee, in his
capacity as director of admissions and records, however, viasits each high school in
the State annually to administer the University entrance examinations. On these
vigits, he speaks, on request, to administrators, teachers, or studenta on various
agpects of the University scholarship programs as well as other University financial
aid programs. On Maul and Kaual he makes an effort to Interview every able student
with financial need.l

The director of admissions and records and other financial aid personnel of the
University and other accredited four-year institutions of higher education {n Hawaiti
participate in an admissions and financial ald workshop for counselors on each ig-
land sponsored each year, usually during the second semester, by the College
Entrance Examination Board (CEEB). The same personnel actively participated in a
summer workshop for secondary counselors in Hawaii directed toward improving
counseling and guidance activities, including financial aid counseling, for students
with college ability. This was one of three workshops operated under the provisions
of the National Defense Education Act (NDEA) during the summers of 1960, 1961 and
1962. 1In the course of the year the dean and others from the student personnel
office speak at many schools and at meetings of PTA's and other groups on the sub-
ject of college admissions and financial aids,

Some administrators at the University do not believe that a public institution
which does not actively recruit students, such as the University of Hawaii, should
have an intensive program for working with secondary schools. The argument runs:
that private institutions are recruiting for both educational and doctrinal reasons
and employ means that would be inappropriate at a public institution. The opposing
view sees work with secondary schools as part of the University's community
service efforts.
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Financial aid counseling of individual students in relation to scholarship pro-
gram8 is a relatively undeveloped activity at the University of Hawaii. The direc-
tor of admissions and records, in his capacity as chairman of the scholarship com-
mittee, counsels Individual students interested in scholarships or ia need of finan-
cial aid upon request,

Administration of Loans

The University of Hawaii has both long-term and short-term loan programs.
They are administered by the veterans and financial aids office which is also
responsible for administering the University's activities relating to veterans and
the selective service. The office is staffed by a specialist and a stenographer.

The specialist on veterans and financial aids counsels individual students who
apply for loans; he may advise them to apply for a scholarship or student employ-
ment., He also speaks on financial aids at secondary schools and to various groups
and takes an active role in NDEA workshops and institutes,.

Long~Term Loans. The long-term loan programs at the University consist of
funds available under the National Defense Education Act (NDEA) and beginning in the
1963-64 academic year funds under the United Student Aid Funds (USA Funds) program.
Under the provisions of the NDEA any student may apply for a National Defense Stu-
dent Loan (NDSL), but special preference is given to those students with superior
academic records who plan to teach in elementary or secondary schools or who are
pursuing an education in the fields of science, mathematics, engineering, or a
modern foreign language.

A student may borrow a maximum of $1,000 per year for five years under a
National Defense Student Lopan. The interest rate is 3 per cent per annum on the
unpaid balance of the loan and no interest is charged until repayment begins one
year after the borrower ceases to be a full-time student. With certain exceptions
(periods of attendance at graduate school, military service, or Peace Corps
service) the repayment period is ten years. Students who enter public elementary
or secondary teaching are forgiven one-tenth of their total loan for each full
academic year they teach up to a maximum cancellation of one-half of the total
loan,

The initial review of NDSIL applications is performed by the veterans and finan-
cial aids officer; a three-man committee gives final approval. With the exception of
this committee, leoan policies and activities are entirely the province of the
veterans and financial aids officer, subject to review by the dean of student
personnel.

The 1963 Regular Session of the State Legislature passed Act 90 authorizing the
State Department of Budget and Finance to enter into a contract with United Student
Aid Funds, Inc., and appropriating $10,000 for participation in USA Funds. Each
dollar of the State's appropriation underwrites $25 in student loams. Potentially,
Act 90 makes a total eof $250,000 in loan funds available for needy students. The
provisions of Act 90 provide that all four-year accredited colleges and universities
in Hawaii may participate in the program, but to date only the University of Hawaii
has initiat«<d such loans,
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USA Funds loan procedures require the college financial aid (or loan) officer
to explain the program to the student applicant, assist him in completing the
application, certify as to the student's educational record and financial need,
approve the loan request, provide him a letter of introduction to a local partici-
pating bank, maintain loan records, and notify banks of students with locans who
withdraw from school. After the financial aid officer of the educational institu-
tion has approved the loan request, the applicant must personally take the applica-
tion and the letter of introduction to the Finance Division of the State Department
of Budget and Finance. The application will be reviewed, and if the information
thereon complies with the requirements of the United Student Aid Funds, Inc. and the
rules and regulations promulgated under Act 90, SLH 1963, the Finance Division will
date, number and approve the application for the loan. The bank reviews the letter
of introduction from the college and the applicant and, if everything is in order,
approves the loan.3

Under USA Funds an undergraduate student may borrow a maximum of $1,000 per
academic year up to a total maximum of $4,000 and graduate students may borrow a
maximum of $2,000 per academic year not to exceed a total of $4,000. No individual
may borrow more than $4,000, Interest is charged from the date the student receives
the proceeds of the loan at a rate of 6 per cent simple. Repayment begins on the
first day of the fifth month following the date of graduation or within 30 days of
withdrawal from school before graduation. The normal repayment period is 36 months
but may be extended to as long as 54 months and monthly payments may range from a
minimum of $30 to a maximum of 3100.

Short-Term Loans. Short-term loans at the University of Hawali are provided
from the combined resources of a large number of relatively small individual loan
funds.® They are used predominantly in financial emergencies or to help students
meet the lump sum tuition payment required at the beginning of a semester, A
deferred payment tuitiom plan would alleviate the need to use short-term loan funds
for the latter purpose.® They bear no interest. The repayment date varies but in
no case exceeds the beginning of the semester following the semester in which the
loan was made.

Administration of Student Employment

One specialist and a half-time stenographer operate the University student
employment activity. The office provides a centralized referral and counseling
service for students seeking employment and for employers seeking student help.
Prospective on- or off-campus employers make their needs known to this office.

They outline the jobs they have available, the skills required, and the salary.
Students seeking employment complete an application which indicates, among other
information, the nature of the work they desire, hobbies, volunteer service activi-
ties, previous employment, and abilities and training. The employment office then
reviews applications in relation to the needs of employvers and refers students who
might meet the speciific needs of an employer to that employer. An important func-
tion of the office of student employment is the counseling of students on where and
how to get employment. The student employment administrator believes many students
do not understand how f£o effectively present themselves to prospective employers and
that counseling in this subject is responmsible for the fact that some 75 to 90 per
cent of applicants directly or indirectly get a job through contact with the stu-
dent employment office,
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It is difficult te measure the effectiveness of the student employment program
at present because in only about two-thirds of the referrals to smployers
does the student or employer notify the office of a hiring. In addition, it is
possible for a student once emploved by an agency to continue employment with that
agency from year to year without further reporting to the employment office.

At present no organized or systematic attempt is made to use student employment
as a financial aid to needy students. The emphasis on the employment function is
reflected in the application which students complete: it contains no questions
relating to the financial characteristics of the student except "How much do you
need to earn per month?" Further, part-time employment may not be offeved to fresh-
men until after they are registered. Most institutions with large student employ-
ment funds, which are used as a financial aid, offer students employment at the time
they are accepted as a part of the financial aid package if they have financial
need, thus enabling the student to plan his budget for the year. Another complica-
tion is the lack of coordination among the student employment office, scholarship
committee, and veterans and financjal aids office, though the proposed reorganiza-
tion, if completed, should relieve this situation. Now it is impossible for the
student employment office to deteyrmine, except through direct oral questioning,
whether a student applying for employment has financial need and holds loans or
scholarships to meet all or part of that need.

The University, as noted earlier, is cognizant of these problems. The Presi-
dent's study committee on student employment will probably consider these matters
during its review of existing policies and procedures governing student employment.

J'On Hawaii the Hilo campus is assumed to provide this service and on Qahu the
number of students makes the effort impractical although the secondary schools are
encouraged to send students with fimancial need problems to the University for an
interview when special problems arise.

2As of August 18, 1964 only 13 students had obtained USAF loans for a total of
$5,171 and 3 applicants had been rejected because of poor academic records.

3The bank has the student execute an interim note. Copies of the application
and interim note are mailed to JSA Funds. Interim notes mature on the first day of
the fifth month following graduation and on or before this date the bank has the
student sign a payout note covering all interim notes.

aShort—term loan funds include the following: Alumni Fund--Molokai Chapter;
Carey D. Miller Fund; Chinesc Students' Alliance Fund; Commerce Club Fund; Edgar
Wood Memorial Fund; Future Farmers of America, Uniwai Chapter Fund; George H. Lamy
Fund: Gruscidada Fund; Hawaiian University Association Fund; Helen Strong Carter
Dental Fund; Honolulu Civic Association Fund; Japanese Students' Alliance Fund;
Louise S. Jessen Memorial Fund:; Mary L. Kelsey Fund; Minnesota Club Fund; Moir-Ross
Health Fund: National Defense Student Loan Program; N.G.B. Fund; Ruth Alexander,
M.D., Student Fund; Representatives Club Fund; Senior Class Fund; Student Fund of
the College of Education; and Theodore T. Kawahara Memorial Fund.

deferred tuition payment plan for the first time
students utilized., The number of short-term loan
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APPENDIX 1

TABULAR DATA ON INSTITUTIONAL COSTS
AND FINANCIAL AID PROGRAMS
ACRDEMIC YEAR 1962-63

Table C

ESTIMATED AVERAGE CO8T TO STUDENT TO ATTEND
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

University of Hawaiil Church College Chaminade Ccllega:
Oahy Hon-Oahu Cahu Non-Oahu Qahu Now-Oak

Resldent Resident Resident Resident Resident Regiden

TOTAL 3748 51,698 5708 $1,258 §1,146 §1,894
Tuition 170 170 180 180 600
Fees 78 78 43 43 41
Books 30 50 35 35 55
Maals--fnstitutional Food Service - 7008 -- 400 —
Housing {(Institutional) - 250 - 150 -
Incidentalst 450 450 450 450 450

Source: Institutional questionnaire, "Financial Needs of Hawaii's College Age Population,”
administered by LRB.

aNo institutional food service avallable in 1962-63. Office of Student Personnel estimates
food costs at 52.80/day., Discussicns with students and others indicate that this egtimate

is very liberal.

bIncidentals estimited at $50/month. No allowance has been made for air travel for
neighbor island, mainland, or foreign students,

Table D

THE AMOUNT AND SOURCE OF FUNDS AVAILABLE FOR FINANCIAL AIDS
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HBAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

University Chaminade
Total of Hawali Church College College
No. of No. of No. of ¥o. of
Awards  Amount Awards  Amount Awards  Amount Awards  Amount
GRAND TOTAL 3,573 $987,760 2,326  5818,133 598  $130,842 49 418,785
Scholarships: 674 149,156 400 68,926 254 73,630 20 6,600
a. From general imstitutional funds,
not specifically designated for
scholarships by the source from
which fund was received 254 73,630 - - 254 73,630 - e
b, Endowment income restricted to
scholarships 44 8,075 44 8,075 - - - .
¢, Private gifts and grants
restricted to scholarships 5 12,256 30 5,656 - - 70 6,600
d. State government 326 55,195 326 55,195 .- - - -
Loans: 1,139 219,835 962 190,158 148 17,492 29 12,185
a. National Defense Education Act 278 135,799 249 123,614 - . 29 12,185
b. General institutional funds 148 17,492 P - 148 17,4928 - -
¢. Private gifts and grants 713 66, 544 713 66, 544 - - - -
Employment (Ceneral institutional
funds) 1,760 618,769 1,564 559,049 196 59,720 - -

Source: Institutional guestionnaire, “Fimancial Reeds of Hawaii's College Age Popuiation,"
admintstered by LRE.

a
“tneludes short-term loans.
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Table E

FINANCIAL AID FUNDS UTILIZED BY UNDERGRADUATES AT THE
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

Total Scholarships Long ~-Term Loans Short-Term Loans® Emp loyment
No. Amount Average No, Amount Average No. Amount Average No. Amount Average Ho, Amount Average
TUTAL 3,528 5966, 345 $274 629 $127,741b 5203 426 $153,291 $360 713 §66,544 $93 1,760 $618,769 $352
University 2,926 818,133 280 400 68,926 172 249 123,614 496 713 66,544 93 1,564¢ 559,049d 357
Church 553 129,427 234 209 52,215 250 148 17,492¢ 119 -— - - 196 59,720 305
Chaminade 49 18,785 183 20 6,600 330 29 12,185 420 - -— - - £ - .-
Source:

institutional questiomnaire, "Financial Meeds of Hawaii’'s College Age Population," administered by LRB.

“Must be repaid within the semester the loan is made or for loans made in the spring Semester by the
beginning of the fall semester.

h?ew scholarships go unused. At the University of Hawail 8 scholarships totaling $760 were unused in the
second semester due to mid-year graduations and withdrawals. Church College reported 16 unused scholar-
ships totaling $3,475 due to failure of recipients to accept.

“Estimated.
d&ource: UH monthly payrolls.

“Includes some short-term loans. Separate figures unavailable,

Ein 1962-63 student employment wag an integral part of the scholarship program.

Table P

RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN FINANCIAL AID AWARDS AND STUDENTS, BY CLASSES
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

University of Hawaii

Church College Chaminade College

Ratia of Ratio of Ratio of
Total  No. of Awards to Average Amount Totzl No. of Awards to A4verage Amount Total Ho. of Awards to Average Amount

Students Awards Students of Aid Students Awards Students of Aid Students Awards Students of aid

TOTAL 7,307 3,902 40 $280 846 553 .65 $234 351 49 14 2484

Freshmen 2,305 448 .19 275 434 224 .52 200 131 19 .15 372

Sophomores 1,644 808 49 230 138 163 1,18 257 99 14 .14 396

Juniors 1,313 826 .63 294 87 9 1.05 253 40 9 .23 351

Seniors 1,153 399 .52 25% 60 46 .17 281 25 T .28 529
Unclassified, B92 221 .25 283 122 39 .3 175 36

Certificate,
Other
Note: Figures for total students are enmrollment Figures for the fall of 1962.

Number of awards to students cover the 1962-63 academic year,



TABLE G

RESTRICTIONS ON SCHOLARSHIPS AWARDED AT THE
UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE

ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-638

University Church Chaminade .
Total of Hawail College Coliege
Restrictions No. of No. of No. of No. of oo
Awards Amount Awardd  Amount  Awards Amount  Awards  Amount
i
I. Financial Keed 629 - 400 - 209 - 20
a. Amount of award determined by
student’s financial needs 209 -- -- -~ 209 -- - -
b, Must have financial need, but degree of
need does not determine size of grant 390 -- 370 - - - 20 -
¢. Unrestricted 30 - 30 - -— - -~ .-
11. Class 629  8127,741 400  $68,926 209  §52,215 20
a. Freshman only 66 13,310 59 11,210 -- - 7
b. Clags other than freshman 354 62,216 341 57,716 -— -- 13
¢. Unrestricted 209 52,215 - - 209 52,215 .-
III. Academlic Achievement and Financial Need 629 127,741 400 68,926 209 52,215 20
a, Financial need only determinant 209 52,215 - -- 209 52,215 -
b. High academic record plus financial need 377 64,170 357 57,570 - - 20
¢. Unrestricted 43 11,356 43 11,356 - - -- E
IV. Residence 629 127,741 400 68,926 209 52,213 20 6,600
a. Hawali residents only 118 22,380 20 3,800 98 18,590 -- -
b. Residents of specific areas Iin Hawaii 216 41,040 216 41,040 -- .- -~ --
¢. Foreign students only 42 19,050 10 1,900 32 17,130 -- -
d. Unrestricted 253 45,261 154 22,186 19 16,475 20 6,600
V. Time Limitations 629 127,741 400 68,926 209 52,218 20 6,500
a, Awarded for ome year only 164 24,086 164 24,086 - - -~ -
b, Awarded for four-year period 268 61,990 236 44,840 32 17,150 - -
¢. Renewable from year to year 197 41,665 -- -- 177 35,065 20 6,600
Vi. Academic Program 629 127,741 400 68,926 209 52,215 20 6,600
4. Restricted to those preparing for
teaching 32 17,150 -- -- iz 17,150 -- --
b. Unrestricted 397 110,591 400 £8,926 177 35,065 20 6,600
VII. Non-hcademic Abilities 629 127,741 400 68,926 209 52,215 20 6,600
a. Athletic ability 43 11,356 43 11,356 - - .o --
b. Leadership in extracurricular activities 7 1,400 - - 7 1,400 - -=
c. Musical ability 5 1,000 - -- 5 1,000 - -
d, Unrestricted 374 113,985 357 37,570 197 49,815 20 6,600

Source:
administered by LRE.

aQuestionnaire included questions on many other posaible restrictions such as sex,
Restrictions that were not applicable to any scholarships at the Inatitutions are

amitted from this tahle,
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Table H

BIZE OF SCHOLARSHIP GRANTS AND RELATION OF
SCHOLARSHIP GRANTE TO TUITION AT THE UNIVERSITY
OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

Humbey of Scholarships

Total Univergity of Hawaiil Church College Chaminade Colliege
Total Number of Scholarships 629 400 _ 209 20
1. Relation of Scholarships to Tuition:
a. Over one-half, but less than
tuition fee 3t 1 16 20
b, Equal to tuition fee 378 370 g -
¢. Greater than tultion fee 220 29 191 -.
1I. Size of Scholarship Grants:
a. § 50-% 99 61 53 8 -
b, 100~ 199 392 323 69 -
e, 200~ 299 160 11 89 -
d. 306~ 399 i1 3 10 18
e, 400~ 499 30 9 21 -
£. 300- 399 3 1 v 2
g 600~ 799 12 - 12 -
Source: Institutional questionnaire, "Financial Needs of Hawaii's College Age Populstionm,"
administered by LRB.
Table I
FINARCIAL ATD APPLICATIONB DENIED AND REASONS FOR DENIAL
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962~-63
University of Hawaiil Church Colleged Chaminade
Long~ Short- On-Campus On-Campus Colleged
Reason for Denial Sub~  Scholar- Term Term Employ~  Sub-  Scholar- Employ- Scholar~
Tatal ships Loans  Loans menth Totcl ships ment ships
TGTAL 815-915 128 131 46 510-610 61 13 48 11
Did not meet academic standards B4 - 16 -— 0 3 3 - A
Did not meet residence reguirements 1856 - 106 - - 1 1 - -
o financial need 14 -- & 8 - w- - -- -
More qualified applicants
than awards 464-564 128 3 33 3-400 46 - 46 9
Application withdrawn or
award rejected 35 -- .- .- 35 2 - 2 -
Application for admission
not completed - - -~ e - - -
Previous bad payment record 5 .- - 5 e - .- - -
Incompatible class and job
schedules, other 145 .- -- - 105 - - - -

Iaspitutional questionnaire, "Financial Needs of Hawaii's College Age Population,”
administered by LEB.

Source:
o 1san applications were denied szt Church or Chaminade nor was on-campus emplovment
treatad as a separate finsncial sid st Chaminade in 1%62-B3,

s ,
Favtimated,
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Table J

STUDENT WITHDRAWALS AND REASONS FOR WITHDRAWAL AT
THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63 '

University  Church Chaminade

Reasoms for Withdrawal Total of Hawail College College
TOTAL 848 535 204 109
Failure to meet academic standards 64 7 44 13
Lack of interest 29 29 - -
Transferring to another institution 142 13 91 36
Institution does not offer desired courses 52 13 3 36
Insufficient funds for educational costs 71 524 9 10

Outalde financial responsibilities
(family support, debt, etc.) -- - - .

Marriage 15 6 7 2
Enter military service 19 12 5 2
Go to work 150 132 13 5
Health 87 86 - 1
Personal 76 76 -- -

Leaving Hawaii and others 103 79 24 --

Don't know or no reason given 40 28 8 4

Source: Institutional questionnaire, "Financial Needs of Hawail's
College Age Population,” administered by LRB.

%fncludes "outside financial responsibilities'responses.

Table K

WITHDRAWAL OF FINANCIAL AID RECIPIENTS AT THE
UNIVERSITY OF HAWALIL, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

University Church Chaminade

Form of Financial Aid Total of Hawaii College College
TOTAL 108 38 42 18
S$cholarships 69 24 39 6
Loans 26 14 - 12
Employment on campus 13 Unknown 13 —_—

Source:; Institutional questionnaire, “Financial Needs of Hawaii's
College Age Population,' administered by LRB.
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APPENDIX |

CHARACTERISTICS OF FINANCIAL AID RECIPIENTS
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII, CHURCH COLLEGE AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE

Sex

Probably none of the institutions desires to discriminate by sex in selecting
financial aid recipients (excepting in award of athletic scholarships)}. The evi-
dence indicates that this goal is, in large measure, being accomplished,

The distribution of financial aid recipients by sex shows an approximate bal-
ance is being achieved at all three institutions between male and female aid recipi-
ents with a few exceptions (Table L). 1In the case of short-term loans at the Uni-
vergity of Hawaill males outnumber females by three to one. The reason for this ia
not known by the school officials. Chaminade has awarded many more scholarships to
girls than boys and has made more long-term loens to girls. This reflects the fact
that more female scholarship applicants are bettey qualified than are male scholar-
ship applicants and more females apply for loans than do males., Male students ap-
pear to be better able to find non-campus employment. Church has made a mich
larger number of loans to boys, especlally freshmen. The drop-out rate among this
group may be higher than among the girls.

Class Level

An institution might desire to discriminate among different classes with re-
spect to recelpt of different types of aid. Thus it might desire not to have fresh-
men hold jobs during the first year of adjusting to college or it may wish to make
long-term loans only to upperclassmen who have demonstrated that they will probably
complete college. If a college were to hold to these two policies, then it would
want to make wmore scholarships available to freshmen since other aids would not be
so easily available.

Scholarships. The distribution of financial aid by classes differs signifi-
cantly among the three Hawali institutions and among financial aid categories at
these schools (Table L}. University of Hawali scholarships are approximately evenly
distributed among the four undergraduate classes, which means proportionately more
are awarded to upperclassmen. At Church College and Chaminade College, however,
scholarships go preponderantly to freshmen and sophomores with lesser dollar amounts
going to upperclass students.

Long -Term Loans. Long-term loans at the University of Hawaii are made mostly
to juniors and seniors although significant amounts are available to freshmen and
gsophomores. This may be due to two factors: (1) juniors and seniors will usually
be carrying more debt than freshmen and sophomores and thus have greater financial
need; and {2) students at the upper level have made their decisions as to their
major programs and can be more readily categorized into the priority groups called
for under the National Defense Educatiom Act. Interestingly enough, however, at
Chaminade College, which also is using Natiomal Defense Education Act funds, the
amount of leans for juniors and seniors is considerably less than for freshmen and
sophomores. This may be hecause Chaminade College has only recently instituted
Wational Defensze Student loans,
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Short-Term Loans, More upperclassmen at the University of Hawaili make short-
term loans than lower class students although the upper class students make up a
smaller proportion of the total student body. This may be attributable to the de-
pletion of savings by the time a student reaches upper class standing and perhaps
slightly higher costs at that level for educational requisites such as books and
laboratory fees, The fact that the average short-term loan at the University
glightly exceeds the semester tultion bill and that they are used predominantly by
upperclassmen indicated that a deferred tuition payment plan might serve a similar
purpose and free short-term loan fund capital for other purposes. In the spring of
1964 the University initiated a deferred tuirion payment plan.

Employment. Employment funds at the University of Hawaii go predominantly to
sophomores and juniors. The difference between the amount of employment funds
available to or awarded to sophomores and that awarded to freshmen at the University
of Hawaii reflects the student employment office's policy of not offering employment
opportunities to freshmen students until they are registered. There are, of course,
other factors involved in the differences including the fact that many freshmen will
make it through their first year on their savings and will not require additional
funds until they reach the second or third year. At Church College more students
are aided through employment at the sophomore and freshman levels,

Proportion ¢f Total Financial Aid. At the University of Hawaii sophomores and
juniors receive more than 58 per cent of the total aid funds although they comprise
only slightly more than 40 per cent of the total undergraduate population (Table L}.
Seniors receive a slightly higher proportion of azid in relation to their numbers.
Freshmen and unclassified students' share of financial aid dollars 1s about half of
what they would receive if aid wag apportioned to classes on the basis of size. The
leveling off at the senior year can be explained at least in part by such factors
ags (1) intern or practice teaching reguirements, (2) policy of some colleges of
discouraging seniors from working, and (3) many seniors voluntarily give up jobs
they held earlier in an attempt to improve their academic record. The average
amount of aid per student is also siightly higher for sophomores and juniors than
for other students,

At Church and Chaminade almost exactly two-thirdes of the available financial
aid goes to freshmen and sophomores which is in close approximation to the relation
these classes bear to the total student population, Chaminade's junior and senior
classes each receive more aid in propertion to their size while unclassified stu-
dents receive no aid at all., Juniors at Church get a slightly disproportionate
amount of aid at the expense of freshmen and sophomores; whereas geniors and un-
classified recelve aid in close proportion to their numbers, The more proportional
distribution of aid among classes at Church and Chaminade than at the University of
Hawaii in part reflects differences in financlal aid administration policies,.

Academic Qualifications

Scholarship grants have sometimes been viewed as rewards for academic excel-
lence in addition to making it financially possible for a student to attend college,
Thus some institutions may require a higher grade average for a scholarship recipi-
ent than a student employee or borrower., This results in the student who excels
not having to carry an outside job while one of his less academically-able class-
mates, who is in equal financial need, has to work. There 18 some discussion
nationally urging that scholarships be treated as slmply one more device available
for use in assisting the student in financial need.l The academic qualification
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for all types of [imancial aid would be: can the student gqualify for admission and
can he maintain the grade point necessary for retention?

Church College applies only the admiszsion-retention rest in awarding financial
aids; the University and Chaminade attempt to Eavor those with better academic
‘records when selecting scholarship and National Defense Student loan recipients.
Once awarded the academic emphasis is primarily on recipients remaining in satis-
factory academic standing (Table N). Most awards tend to go to students with grade
point averages between 2.1 and 3.0, A smaller proportion of awards go to students
with grade point averages above 3.0, There are also scholarships, loans, and employ
ment opportunities available fo students with grade point averages of less than 2.0
and some financial aids are available to freshman students even Chough they may be
in the bottom gquintile of their high school graduating class., The typical grade
point for all sctudents is about 2.2 although it varies slightly among the
institutions.

Financial Need

Financial aids, by definition, are intended to sssist qualified students who
have financial need, Thus it becomes important for an institution to be able to
judge the magnitude of a student's financial need. Family income is one measure of
need; number of dependents supported by a student's parents is another, especially
if considered in conjunction with income; whether a student lives at home or must
pay for room and beoard is a further measure. Some colleges, including Chaminade,
require aid applicants To Iile a Parent's Confidential Statement {(PC3), which is
used in evaluating the financial naed of students. The College Scholarship Service,
which performs the analysis, veviews the flpancial data on the PCS form and applies
certain factors tfo come up with the toftal financial need of the student in relation
to the costs of the institution to which he is appiving.

Scholarships and long-term loans at the Univergity of Hawaii go predominantly
to individuals whose families have incomes under $4,000 (Table N). The same is true
of loan recipients at Church College and of scholarship and loan recipients at
Chaminade College. No similar data are avallable on family income of student em-
ployees at the University or on scholarship recipients or student employvees at
Church.

Data on the number ¢f children in the recipient's family are available for most
gcholarship vecipients at the University and Church and for all aid recipients at
Chaminade (Table ). The pumber of dependents is treated 28 an important variable
in the analysis of the PCS forms by the College Scholarship Service which believes
it to be of wmajor significance in determining a family’'s ability to meet the college

The fact that the information is not available for loan
and emplovment recipients and some scholarship recipients at the University and
Church su teria used by these institutions for evaluating finan-

cial need

»sidence is available for all but lean reciplents
cers At Che University and scholarship recipients at
stribution of ald recipients by address dees not parailel
g population at any of the institutions. Honolulu and

tionately fewer aid recipients while students from
students) have proportionatelvy more recipients.
University of Hawaii do not receive aid In propor-

Date on
at Church and
Church {Tahle

putgide the
Neighbor island



tion to their numbers at the University, but at Church and Chaminade the reverse ig
true. Generally, the distribution suggeats that Honolulu and rural Qahu students
may have a somewhat lesser need for financial assistance and as residents of the
island may have readier access to aid or employment from non-institutional gources.
The dispreportionate number of non-State residents receiving aid at the University
is largely attributable to the fact that they use short-term loans more frequently
and hold more on-campus jobs. Scholarships and long-term loans go predominantly to
State residents. Such is not the case at Church or Chaminade where the dispropor-
tional representation of non-state recipients is due to their larger share in all
forms of aid.

Financial Aid Packages

It is quite possible to provide a financial aid package to meet the needa of
individual students. Some effort at providing such packages is made at Church and
Chaminade. About 1 out of 3 students at Chaminade recelve two or more forms of
financial aid and about 1 out of 5 at Church (Table M}. At the University almost
600 students, or 1 out of 5 students receiving aid, recelve two or more forms of aid
although there is no conscious effort to provide package financial assistance to
students, The most common combination at the University is a lcan and employment
which may testify to the fact that many students are making use of a combination of
short-term loans and part-time employment, probably to make tuition payments and
meet incidental college expenses,

ISee, for example, Rexford G. Mocn, Jr., "Who Should Get What Aid From the
Colleges?", The Search for Talent. Moon argues for using scholarships "primarily
as a means of increasing the very needy student's purchasing power to a point where
he can assume a reasonable responsibility for his own educational expenses."
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Table L

SEX AND CLASS OF FINANCIAL AID RECIPIENTS AT THE

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAIT, CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

University of Hawail Church College Chaminade Colleg

Total Total Tot

Amount Amount Amou

Male Female of Awards Male Female of Awards Male Female of Aw

I. Total 1,632 1,270  $818,143 297 256  $129,427 15 34 318,7
a, Freshmen 230 218 123,400 114 100 44,738 8 11 7,0

b, Sophomores 412 396 234,103 94 69 41,942 5 9 3,5

¢. Juniors 476 350 242,995 45 46 23,003 2 7 3,1

d. Seniors 400 199 155,175 23 23 12,908 - 7 3,0

e, Unclassified, certificate, other 114 107 62,470 21 18 6,836 -- .= -~

1I. Scholarships 158 178 68,926 111 S8 52,215 4 16 6,6
a, Freshmen 47 42 15,627 0 43 18,490 4 3 2,1

b. Sophomores 56 49 19,005 44 23 16,514 - 6 2,1

c. Juniors 48 4 17,6495 16 14 8,435 - 4 1,2

d. Seniors 38 40 14,679 5 8 3,100 -- 3 1,2

e. Unclassified, certificate, ather 9 3 2,120 16 10 5,676 -- - -
III. ZLong-Term Loansd 131 118 123,614 96 52 17,492 il 18 12,1
a. Freghmen 15 26 21,075 64 24 9,288 4 8 4,5

b. Sophomeores 20 28 21,828 12 i6 3,668 5 3 3,4

c. Juniors 19 32 35,382 12 iz 2,728 2z 3 1,4

d. Seniors 37 32 45,329 8 -- 1,808 - 4 1,8

e. Unclagsified, certificate, other -—- - - - - .- -- .- --

IV. Short-Term Loans 536 177 66,554 -- - -- -- . -
a. Freshmen 69 33 9,489 -- - - “- -- -

b. Sophomores 117 37 14,188 - -- - -- -- -

e, Juniors 138 43 17,828 .- - = - -~ -

d. Seniors 182 44 21,533 - - - - - -

e. Unclassified, certificate, other 30 20 3,516 -- - L = - -

V. Employment On Campus? 767 197 359,049 90 106 59,720 - .- -
a, Fresghmen 99 117 77,209 20 33 16,960 - .- -

b, Sophomores 219 282 179,082 38 30 21,760 -~ -- -

c. Juniors 251 231 172,290 17 20 11,840 .- - -

d. Senlors 123 83 73,634 10 15 8,000 .- - -

e. Unclassified, certificate, other 75 84 56,834 5 8 1,160 -- - -

Source:
administered by LRB.

Institutional questionnaire,

®Inciudes short-term loans at Church College,

"Financial Needs of Hawali's College Age Population,”

bDoilar amounts for University of Hawali estimated; on-campus employment not a separate
program at Chaminade in 1%62-63.

Table M

STUDENTS RECEIVING TWO OR MCRE FORMS

OF FINANCIAL ALD AT THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWALIL,

CHURCH COLLEGE, AND CHAMINADE CCLLEGE

ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

Forms of Financial Afd Recejved Total University of Hawaii Church College Chaminade Co
TOTAL 721 897 107 17
Scholarghips and locans 56 32 22 2
Scholarships and employment e 53 18 15
Logns md employment 527 457 30 -
Schelarships, loans and employment iz 1% 17 .
Source: Imstitutional questionnaire, "Financial Needs of Hawail's College Age Population,™

administered by LEB.



Table N

CEBARACTERISTICS OF FINANCIAL AID RECIPIENTS AT THE
UNIVERSITY OF HBAWAXI, CHURCH COLLEGE,AND CHAMINADE COLLEGE
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962-63

University of Hawsii Ehurch College Chaminade College
Scholar~ Long-Term Short-Term Scholar~ Scholar-
ship Loan Loan On-Campus ship Loan On-Campus ship Loan

Total Recipients Recipients® Recipients®? Emolovees® Total Recipients Recipients FEmployees Total Recipients Recipients

A. Ages of Recipients

Ages 3,057 376 307 810 1,564 553 209 148 196 49 20 79
17 ov less 24 8 4 5 7 27 25 - 2 1 1 -
18 ' 311 2 23 47 159 138 27 88 23 17 7 10
19 595 86 33 79 397 90 25 28 37 8 4 4
20 554 73 33 118 130 - 77 22 24 31 9 6 3
21 409 57 42 109 201 58 21 8 29 7 2 5
2z 274 22 37 83 132 41 18 -- 23 2 .- 2
23 & over 758 48 135 369 206 106 55 - 51 5 - 5
Unknown 132 - -- -- 132 16 16 - _— - - _—

B. Grades of Recipients

Grades 2,966 376 307 810 1,473 553 209 148 196 49 20 29
Under 1.5(Church and

Chaminade) - e - -- -- bty 23 - 21 4 1 3
Under L.6(University

of Hawaii) 65 14 - 11 40 - -~ -- - - - -
1.5-2.0{Church and

Chaminade ) - - m e - 85 40 —— 45 8 - 8
1.6~2.0{University

of Hawaii) 533 42 11 255 225 -- - - .- - - -~
2,1-2.5 1,002 112 129 291 470 133 72 .- 61 10 3 7
2.6-3.0 683 117 82 198 286 76 18 - 38 i5 3 &
3.1-3.5 306 64 76 42 124 k14 15 - 16 4 6 3
Over 3.3 68 18 9 13 28 13 ] - B 2 1 1
Unknown 309 g - - 300 171 16 148 7 1 - 1

€. High School Rank of Freshman Recipients

High School Rank 448 89 41 102 218 214 73 28 53 Not Awvailable
Upper Quintile 176 49 10 25 92 16 13 - 3
Second Quintile 15 9 7 18 43 50 19 e 3
Third Quintile 40 5 4 11 20 52 33 -- 19
Fourth Quintile 26 3 1 3 14 8 [} -= -
Bottom Quintiie i1 3 -- 3 3 “we - - .-
Unknown or Unranked 120 20 19 35 46 88 “e &8 -
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APPENDIX K

CHARACTERISTICS OF HAWAIL'S PRIVATE FINANCIAL ALD
PROGRAMS AND RESTRICTIONS ON THE AWARD OF
PRIVATE AID

Empioyment Available to Students
in the Private Community

As is true in the case of institutional aid programs, employment provides the
largest single financial aid resource available to students from the private commu-
nity. The University of Hawaii's student employment office estimates that approxi-
mately two-thirds of the number of students placed in on-campus jobs are placed in
off-campus jobs. For the academic year 1962-63 this would mean that approximately
1,000 students were placed in off-campus jobs through the University's student
employment office. The University, however, has definite information on only 209
such placements. Church College identified only four students placed in jobs out-
side the institution during 1962-63. Chaminade College did not have any figures
available although 1t uses off-campus employment in a variety of ways including
placing glrls as part-time workers in homes where they receive room and board and
perhaps a slight stipend in return for asslstance rendered. This form of aid hag
constituted an important part of Chaminade's financial aid activities in the past
and at one time was an important financlal aid tool at the University of Hawaii.

Private Scholarship Programs

The vast majority of private scholarships in Hawaii are not burdened with re-
strictions as to the time period of the award, sex, class of the applicant, instfi-
tution to be attended, or field of study. Further, financial need of the applicant
is one of the criteria employed in awarding such scholarships in all but a gsmall
minority of inmstances. This combination of few restrictions on awards plus conai-
deration of the financial needs of applicants, gives the private scholarship pro-
gram in Hawali, taken as an entity, a highly desirable degree of flexibility. The
most serious limitations are the limited amount of assistance available and the lack
of a coordinated approach.

With few exceptilons, such as scholarghips restricted to military dependents,
gcholarships are available only to residents of the State of Hawaii. Over 70 per
cent of the scholarships were awarded for one academic year (Table 0) although
many awards are renewable 1f the recipient maintains acceptable academic and conduct
records, There were 18 awards totaling 87,310 restricted to males only and 23
scholarships for $6,834 limited to female recipients; the great majority were not
restricted by sex (Table P). Most awards are available to freshmen as well as
advanced students but 21 scholarships for 55,780 were available only to other than
freshmen (Table Q). One hundred and fifty awards for $49,555 carried the stipu-
lation that the recipient must attend the University of Hawaii; 50 for $38,250 re-
stricted recipients to any institution in Hawaii; 5 for $3,865 required the reci-
plents to attend a specific institution in Hawail other than the University of
Bawaii; 2 for $380 were for study at foreign institutions; and the balance of 193
awards worth $113,227 were unrestricted as to institution of attendance (Table §).
Most scholarships carry no restrictions as to the field of study a& recipient may
pursue (Table T}. few schiolarships carry miscellaneous restrictions such as re-
quiring the recipient to return to Hawali and work in the State for some specific
period, or limiting awards to youth whose parents are in the donor's employ, and
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other similar restrictions (Table U).

A wide range of criteria are employed in selecting scholarship recipients.
Most frequently a combination of criteria are utilized. Financial need of the
applicant was & criterion in the award of 337 scholarships; academic achievement for
326 awards; character traits for 270 awards; test scores for 127 awards; ethnic ori-
gin for 115 awards, extracurricular activities for 87 awards; and religious affili-
ation fur 3 scholarships (Table V).

Private Loan Programs

No interest rate is charged on loans by 5 of the programs that made loans in
1962-1963 and the interest rate charged by others varies from 2 to 4 per cent with
& per cent being the most common rate charged (Table X). In most cases the inter-
est charge and loan repayment begin at the time of graduation or within one year of
graduation (Table Y.

The most common criterion in granting loans, though commonly several criteria
were employed, was academic achievement which was utilized in making 44 loans; fi-
nancial need was a criterion for granting 37 loans; and character traits were con-
sidered in the granting of 32 loans (Table W).

Educational loans are alsoc available from private lending Institutions includ-
ing banks and savings and loans associationg., All except one Honmolulu bank parti-
cipate in the United Student Aid Fund (USAF) program! and have, if any, only a hand-
ful of student loans dating back prior to their participation in USAF, Most parti-
cipating banks do not expect to offer any other formal student loan program. The
single bank in Honolulu not participating in USAF has its own student loan program
which is of low volume. Recently an educational loan program has been initiated by
the Hawaiil Credit Union League. These loans are generally on a commercial basis and
bear interest charges from 6 per cent simple upwards. At a 6 per cent simple inter-
est rate Institutions generally believe that they are only breaking even on loans.
Usually an educational loan at a private institution requires a co-maker or other
collateral, The disadvantage fo a student in obtaining an educational loan from a
private lending institution lieg, of course, in the higher interest rate he will be
charged. Obviously the student would benefit 1f he could qualify for a Natiomal
Defense Jtudent Loan or for an interest-free institutional or private loan.

I ; : - , . .
See pages 105-106 for a more detailed discussion of USAF program.
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Appendix K, Tables

DATA ON PRIVATE SCHOLARSHIP AND LOAN PROGRAMS
AND AWARDS IN HAWAIL
ACADEMIC YEAR 1962463

Source: Questionnaire, "Survey of Scholarships and Loans Available to College
Students,” administered by the Bureau.

Table O Table P

PERIOD OF TIME FOR WHICH SCHOLARSHIP RESTRICTIONS ON SEX
SCHOLARSHIPS AWARDED

Period of Time Number Amount Sex Number Amount,
TOTAL 402 $205,277 TOTAL 402 $205,27
dwvarded for one semester 23 2,250 Male 18 7,31
Awarded for one academic year 288 165,985 Female 23 6,8
Awarded for other period 60 28,715 Unrestricted 351 191,13
Unspecified or no answer 31 8,327
Table Q ' Table R
SCHOLARSHIP RESTRICTIONS ON EDUCATEICNAL LEVEL SCHOLARSHIP RESTRICTIONS ON RESIDENCE OF RECIPIENTS
Educational Level Number Amount Place of Residence Humber Amount
TOTAL 402 $205,277 TOTAL 402 3205,277
Yther than fresghman 21 5,780 State of Hawall 164 78,80
Ireshman of unrestricted 383 199,457 Specific part of Hawail 34 8,227
Other or unrestricted 204 118,242
Table 8§ Table T
SCHOLARSHIP RESTRICTIONS ON INSTITUTION SCHOLARSHIP RESTRICTIONS ON FIELD OF STUDY
RECIPIENTS MAY ATTEND RECEIPIENTS MAY PURSUE
Institution Number Amount Humber Amount
TOTAL 402 $20%,277 TOTAL 402 $205,277
mmiversity of Hawaii 152 49,555 Agriculture 6 )
\ny institution in Hawail 50 38,250 Business Administration & 1,200
ipecific institution in Hawaili Eastern Art, Culture or Voice 1 180
other than University of Hawaii 5 3,865 Education 2 200
‘oreign institution 2 380 Fine Arts 1 200
mmrestricted 193 113,227 General Studies 4 300
Language 1 290
Music 2 110
Nursing 3 750
Occupational Therapy 2 1,000
Pre-Architecture or Engineering 7 2,250
Pre-Law Z 1,220
Pre-Medical 1 200
Pre-~Pharmacy 2 500
Public Health 3 3,625
Religious Education i1 G20
Science 3 1,550
Unrestricted 51 186,852
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Table U
MISCELLANECUS SCHOLARSHIP RESTRICTIONS

Tabte V

CRITERLA USED FOR AWARDING OF SCHOLARSHIPS

Restyiction Number Amount Criteria for Awards Number Amo
TOTAL 402 §205,277
Return to work in Hawaii 37 33,950 Academic achievement 36 $147
pParents in donor's employ 8 2,850 Character traits 270 137
Qther L6 6,272 Eehnic origin 115 87
nrestricted 341 162,205 Extracurricular asctivities 87 22
Financial need 337 185
10 ! . s Religious affiliation 3
Note: 4 completed questionnaires providing Test scores 127 86
information on 461 scholarships.
Nete: 104 completed questlonnaires providing
information on 461 scholarships.
Table W Table X
CRITERIA USED FOR AWARDING LOANS INTEREST RATES CHARGED
Int £
Criteria Number Amount ??ggegengite Number of Programs
Academle achievement 44 5 14,210 TOTAL 12
Character traits 32 10,256 0 5
Financia}l need 37 15,680 2 1
Other i 500 3 1
3-1/2 1
4 3
Noke: 15 completed questionnaires providing Varies 1
information on lvan programs.
Note: 12 completed questlonnaires providing

information on loan programs.

Tahle Y

TIME AT WHICH INTEREST CHARCGES AND LOAN REPAYMENES BEGIN

Interest
Time Charge Repayment
Beglins
TOTAL 12 12
At time of loan i -
At graduaticon or within one
Fear of graduation 3 5
Af employment or within one
vear of emg Wit i 4
7 3

2 e

Norte:
information

on e
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APPENDIX L
1963 SURVEY OF COLLEGE STUDENTS

PO: The Undergraduate Students at the University of Hawaii, Chaminade College, and Church Collaye

The 1963 session of the Hawail State Legislature reguested the Legislative Reference Bureau of the
University of Hawail to study and to report to the 1964 session of the Legislature on the adequacy of
financial asgistance programs for Hawaii's youth who have the potential to benefit from college education
ard to indicate ways of improving these programs and requested the Univeraity of Hawaii, Chaminade College,
and Church College to cooperate with the Bureau in ite conduct of the study.

A critical part of the study is the assesament of the financial needs of students now in Hawaii's
aceredited four-year colleges. This involves describing the financial background of studenta and thoae
characteristics of students which relate to financial need. The only feaasible way to chtain the necessary
data is to administer a guestionnaire to all undergraduate students at the three institutions.

o ask you t Lete Lhlg JUestionnalre a peepsikle. There may be
gquestions, especially on finance, for which you In answering such guestiona
please make the best possiblse estimate. Your anewers will make possible the presentation to the Leyim-
lature of sound recommendations on how best to meet the finsncial needs of Hawaii's youth, including you
and your fellow students, who can bensfit from college.

ngte

Thank you so very much for your help.

s tbthtts  Qran@ oy wn _

Dr, Thomas H, Hamilton Very Reverend Robert R. Mackey
President President President
University of Hawail Chaminade College Church College of Hawaii

A, S8Sex (check ona)

1, Female
2. Male

1

B. Age as of your last birthday {(check one])

17 or less
18
19
. 20
. 21
. 22
23
8. 24
9. 25 or over

Il

U E 0 B e

|

C., Marital status {check one}

l. Single
2, Married
3. Other (widowed, divorced, separated, atc,)

D. What is the location of your permanent home? {check one)

1. Oshu ~ Honolulu

2, oahu - Rural Cahu

3, Hawaii County

4. Kauai County

5. Maui County

6. State other than Hawaiil
7. U. 8. possession

8, Trust Territory

9. Foreign country

T
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Class {check one}

1, Freshman

2. Sophomore
weme. 3+ Junior

4. Senior
e B4 Urnclassified undergraduate

&. Other
College (University of Hawaii Students Only) (check ona)

1. Arts and Sciences 8. General Studies

Z. Business ddminigtration 6. Kursing

3. Education 7. Tropical Agriculture

4. Engineering 8, Unclassified or other
Furker of credifts being taken fcheck one)

1, 3 ox less

2. 4-6

3, 7-1il

4., 12-14

5. 15 or mora
What is your predominant racial background? Please check only one.

1, Caucasian &. Japanese

2. Chinese 7. Mixed or Half-and-Half

3. Filipino 8. Otherx

4. Hawailian and Part Hawalian 9. I don't know

5. Korean 10. I prefser not to answer
Please indicate as specifically as possible:
Your father's occupation, if living
Your wmother's occupation, if living
If married, your spouse's occupation:
Which category best describes the highest educational level your father achieved? {If your father was
educated in a foreign country, check the answer which most closely approximates the educational level
which he achieved in that country.} (check one)

1. 1~5 years

2. 7-8 years

3., 9-11 vyears
—e 4, High school graduate

5. Technical school graduate (business, wocaticnal, etec.)
v 6. Bachelor's degree

7. Professional degree (law, medicine, astc.)
. B. Master's degree

9. Doctoral degree {Ph.D., EQ.D.)

1G. Unknown
Which category best describee the highest educational level your mother achieved? (If your mother was
educatad in a foreign country, check the answer which moet closely approximates the educational level
which she achieved in that country.) ({check ocne)

1. 1-6 years

Z. 7-8 vears

3. 9-11 vears

4. High school graduate

5. Technical school graduate (business, vocational, etc.)
. &, Bachelor's degree

7. Professional deygree (law, medicine, etc.)

&, Master's degres

3. Doctersl degree (PFh.D., E4.D.)

10, Unknown
Where do you live while zttending coilege? {check one}

1. A%t hcme 5. Other private rental unit

2. With relatives 6. Private home where employed in return

1, University-owned dormitory for room and/or board

4, Gther darmitory 7. Other, please specify
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Questions O and P concern the actual gagh which you as a student must spend each semester to cover

the costa of your education. For example, if you live at home or with relatives and do not have to pay
for houming or food you will leave 6. and 7. in Question O blank. Sg a ch w

tuition or fees are covered in Quastion Q.

0.

Q.

s.

What is your estimated gash outlay per semester for your colle?a education? (If you know the monthly
figures, multiply them by five (5) to obtain semester figures.

§ 1. Tuiltion

§ 2, Fees {inciude all feas)

8 3. Books and schaol supplies

$ 4, Local transportation (exglude plane fare) (per semester)

3 3, Plane fare

8 6, Housing {per semester}

g 7. Food (per semester)

§ 8. Clothing {(per semester)

$ 9. Incidentals {recreation, dues, laundry, haircuts, medical, donations, etc.) (per semester}
] 10, Total pgr semester cost

How much of your cash oublav par semester do you receive from each of the following souices? (The
total of the answers to this guestion should equal the total obtained in Question O.)

£ 1. Money from parentsg

§ 2. HMoney from friends or relatives other than parents

$ 3. Your savings {include savings from summer employment)
] 4. Spouse's earnings

§ 3, Barnings from your own employment--on campus

) 6. Barnings from your own employment--off campue

$ 7. Leans-~from an on campus loan program

$ 8. Loana--from an off campus loan program

5. 9. Echolarships where vou receive the value of the scholarship ip cash or check

3 10, Other, please spescify

$ 1l. Total per semester (This figure should egqual the total obtained in CQuestion O,)

If you are presently receivipg a scholarship, such as a State Scholarship or a Board of Regenta Scholar-
ahip, which results in the waiver of tuition or fees pleage note ita per semester value, §

Please answer Questions R and S only if you are dependent upon your parents or someone else, gther
than vourseif, for a major portion of your financial support. )

How many people, including vourself, in each of the following categories are dependent upon your
parents for a major portion of their financial support? If persons other than your parents provide
the major portion of your fimancial support, please identify such person(s) {(for example: wife,
relative, guardian, friend) in the following blank and answer this
question and Question R as it relates to such person{s}.

Humber of

D n Type of Dependent

1. Children under school age

2. Children in elementary or secondary school

3. Children in technical, businesz or other post-secondary school, excluding collegse
4. Children in a two-year college in Hawaii

5, Children in two~year college on the mainland

6.

]

a
Children in a four-year colliege in Hawaiil

7. Children in a four-year college on the majinland

8. Children in a graduate or professional school in Hawaili

9. Children in a graduate or profezsional school on the mainland

10. Grandparents or other relatives

1i. Cther, please specify

Please indicate your best gsfimate of the yearly gross income of your parents or the person{s), other
than voursgelf, who provide the major portion of your financial support., (Include the gross income
from salaries, wages, dividends, or other zeqular sources of income for all members of the immediate
family.} (check onel

1., $15,000 and over 7. § 4,000-8 4,999

2. §$10,000-$14,999 8. $ 3,000~5 3,999

3. § 8,000-% 9,999 S, § 2,000~§ 2,995

4., § 7,000-% 7,392 10. $ 1,999 and under

5. § 5,000-§ 5,999 1i., I don*t know

6. § 5,000-% 5,399 12. I prefer noct to answer
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AA,

Answer Question T oniy 1f vou provide the major portion of your financial sSuppert.

Bumber of individuals, including vourself, dependent upon you for one-half or more of their financial
support: {check one)

i, One
2., Two
3. Three
4. Four
. 7. Five or more
What ware your total summer {(June-Septepber 1993} earynings?  {check onse)
i, Bid not work 7. $501-800
2. 3100 or under 8. 5601~700
3. $101-200 %. $701-800
4. $201~300 1G. $801-90Q
3. $301-406 il. $901-1,000
&, 3401-500 12, %$1,001 and over

Wrat is the average number of hours per week you are working at this time? (check one)

1. Not employed 4. 21-30
2. 10 or less 5. 31-40
3. 11-20 6. 41 and over

If you are presently working please estimate your anticipated total gross income for this semester.
{check one)

1. Not employed 7. $501-600

2, $100 or under 8. $601-700

3, $101-2090 9. §$701-800

4, $201-300 10. $BO1-900

5. $301-400 1l. 8301-1,000

&, $401-500 12. $1,001 and aver

Has lack of adequate financial resources, as distinguished from academis, social or other factors,
ever affected your educatichal efforts? (check the applicable statements)

delayed entering college in the fall after graduating from high school

carried a lighter credit locad during a semester

withdrew from college for one or more semesters

was prevented from considering attending a college other tham in Hawaii

plan at this time to withdraw from school femporarily hefore getting my degree

plan at this time to withdraw from school permanently before getting my degree

pian at this time wo transfer £o another college before getting my degree

plan at this time not to attend graduate or professional scheool

plan at this time to attend a graduate or professional school other thanm my first choice of
schools

I received a lower grade point average because of the time I devoted to employment

Other, please specify

.

.

WD N LT D b o e
[ i B e

T

o 3

et s

Would yvou be willing to borrow money if vou needed it ta finish youy education, assuming the interest
was 6 per cent per year or less and repayment did not have to start until the second year after you
graduated from college? ({(chack one)

|

1.
Z. No
3. I don't Rnow

To achieve which of the following purposes would you be willing to borrow money? {check the applicable
statements)

1, Net willing to borrow meney for ny sducation
%, Accelerate my program to graduate in 3 years by attending college during the summer

3. Carzy o fall load to graduate in four years

4. Terminate enployment and thereby spend more time studying while taking the same number of

il

e in the event financial support from relatives or scholarships were withdrawn
haossing
¢ ar professicnal school

to yraduate or professional school?  (check one)

iietime
part-time

aoided

A bal B3 et
PN
§
1
[z
-
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BB,

Db.

EE.

FF,

Ix.

Have you aver formally applied for a scholarship? {chack cne}

1, Yes
2. Bo

Have you eYez submitted an application for a loan to finance your collage aducation or part of i¢7
{chack one

1, Yes
2, Mo

Have you ever applied for employment {on or off campus) so as to be able to finance your callege
education or part of it? (check one)

1. Yes
2, Ko

e ————

Regardless of whether you answersd yes or no to Questions BB, CC, and DD plessa ahswer Questions EE,
FF, and GG.

To whom did you or might you have applied for a scholarship? (pleass list)

To whom did you or might you have appliad for a loan? {(please list)

Te whom did you go or might you have gone to ?ain information on employment opportunities to help
finance your college sducation? (please list

Would you have enrolled at a twom{enr Univarsity branch on Kaual, Maui, or Rural-~Oahu if one had been
avallable at the time you initially entered college? {chack one
3. Mavbe

1, Yes 2. Neo

If “yea™, please chack your primary reason for doing so. (chack one)

1, Convenience
2, Lesas expensive
3. Easier adiustment

|

4, Cther, please specify

What do you think has been your average grade in all college courses you have completsd? {check one)

1, I nave not completed one semester of college work

2. A (4.0}
. A= {3,6-3.9}
. B+ {3.1-3.5}%
. B {3.0}
+ B~ (2.6-2.,9)
. G (2.1-2.5)
. € (2.0)
9, O {1.6~1.9}
10, p+ {1.1~-1.5})
1. p {1.0}

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII STUDENTS: FPLEASE RETURN YOUR COMPLETED QUESTIONNAIRE TO THE INSTRUCTOR FROM
WHOM YOU RECEIVED IT.
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APPENDIX M

AL PROFILE OF THE
T UNDERGRADUATE STUDENT

This Appendix contains a detalled presentation of the data gatheved from the
quaestionnaire ""1963 Survey of (ollege Students" administered by the Legislative
Reference Bureau. Questionnaires were distributed to all undergraduates at the Uni-
versity of Hawaii's Manca and Hile campuses, Church College and {haminade College.
Table Z (all tables referred to in the Appendix are included at the end of the
Appendix) shows the responses To the questionnaire by campuses. Overall, 5,401
ugeable questionnaires were completed by students out of a total population of
16,023, or a 53 per cent response, The per cent of respondents by campus was 55 for
Manoa, 56 for Hilo, 59 at Church College, and less than 25 per cent (or %7 students)
at Chaminade. This relatively small Chaminade response suggests that the data dis-
cussed in this chapter pertaining to Chaminade must be treated with extra caution.

0f the 5,401 useable questionnaires 4,688 were students who claimed their
permanent home address in Hawaii and 713 came from homes outside the State. The
following analysis and that contained in Chapter IV is limited to data from ques-
tionnaires completed by Hawaii residents because this was the population with which
the study was most directly concerned. Part-time resident students were eliminated
and this further reduced the number of useable guestionnaires to 4,180 for analysis
of student expenses and 3,997 for analysis of student incomes,

Responses ta any particular item on the questionnaire may not equal the number
of total responses because not all items were answered or not all answers were use-
able on the questionnaire. Responses were coded and punched on IBM cards and trana-
ferred to a tape storage deck for processing at the Statistical and Computing Center
of the University of Hawaii.

Comparison of Respondents With
Total Undergraduate Population by Campuses

Table BB compaves survey yespondents with all students by campus, sex, class,
permanent home address, number of credits, and by college for students at the Unil-
versity of Hawaii Manoa campus. The main purpose of the survey was to obrain data
for analyzing expenses and income of full-time students at each campus who are legal
residents of the State of Hawail. The respondent population appears to represent
the total undergraduate pepulation by campuses fairly well when compared as to known
characteristics by campus, sex, class, permanent home, credits and academic college
{for the Manoa campus). The significant known differences and the blases that will
tend to be introduced are noted below.

)
o
-4

|

A comparison by sew shows that females represented a much higher proportion of
respondents than of the total population for every campus, The overrepresentation
of females among respondents will bias the data on student expenses because the

iz less for female thaw male respondents. Average student
1967 Survey of College Students will be understated to some

average cost of educ
expense figures from the
extent,
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On specific items of student expense the overrepresentation of females will
also have some effect because the average cost for food and for incidental expenses
is lower for females than it ig for males. In discussing the average cost of food
and incidentals for all etudents then the figure will be somewhat understated.
Conversely, the average cost of clothing i¢ higher for females than it is for males
and in thig case the figure will be somewhat overstated,

Figures pertaining to the per cent of income students receive from different
gources will also be biased by the overrepresentation of females. This is due
primarily to the fact that females receive a higher proportion of their resources
from parents, spouses, loans, and scholarships, and a lower part of their resources
from savings and earnings than do males. In the analysis adopted in this chapter,
this makes females less self-gupporting than males and their overrepresentation will
bias data pertaining to the income of all students by understating the actual degree

of self-support of students.

Class Repregentation

There were some differences between the distribution of respondents and the
total population by class at the University of Hawaii's Manoa campus. These differ~
ences are relatively small but may introduce some alight bias because juniors and
geniors are slightly overrepresented among respondenta and their average costs of
education are somewhat higher than are those of freshmen and sophomorea, The dis-
tribution of respondents by class at Chaminade College and Church College also
differs from the total population. In each case the difference is an underrepre-
sentation of freshmen and an overrepresentation of sophomores; since the costg of
education for these two classes are similar it would not appear to bias the survey

significantly.

Hawaii Residents

There were slight differences in the distribution of respondents who were rest-
dents of Hawaili by their permanent home address in relation to the total peopulation
but the differences were so small as to be considered ingignificant.

Full-Time Students

More full-time students (those carrying 12 credits or more) responded than were
in the total population proportiomately. This does not appear to be a significant
difference and, {f anything, works to the advantage of the analysie of the survey in
this study which is chiefly concerned with full-time students.

Grade Point Averages

Table AA compares the average grade points of respondents to the survey as they
reported them with the average grade points of all students at the institutions as
reported by the institutions. In every case the average grade point of respondents
is somewhat higher than the average grade point for the student body as a whole.

The difference is not enough to be of major significance and could be explained by a
number of factors ineluding: {1) a tendency on the part of full-time resident stu~
dents to earn higher grades on the average than nonresident or part-time students,
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(2} a tendency on the part of befter astudents to be more conscientious about
responding to questiomnaires, or (3) 2 tendency on the part of students to slightly
overstate thelr academic achievements.

Marriage

Less than 8ix per cent of the full-time resident students who responded tao the
questionnaire are married (Table CC). In the discussion of student expenses and in-
come married students have not been treated geparately. Inclusion of married stu-~
dents tends to incresse average student expenses and the average degree of self-
support since both expenses and degree of self-support are higher among such stu-
dentg, Marvied full-time Hawaii resident respondents numbered 236 at the Manoa
campus, 4 at Hilo, 3 at Chaminade, and 11 at Church. Data are not available indi-
cating whether auch representation 18 proportional.

Clasg and College of Manoa Campus Respondents

The distribution of full-time resident respondents at the University of Hawaii's
Manoa campus by class and college 1s to be found in Table DD. Proportionately fresh-
men are overrepresgented in the College of Arts and Sciences and underrepresented in
the other colleges. This may be indicative of the lack of definite educational
goals during the early part of a student's college career. There are a dispropor-
tionate number of seniers in the College of Engineering which may be indicative of
the tendency on the part of that college to encourage students to take filve years
to complete the bachelor's program. With these exceptions the general pattern is
fairly representative of the actual distribution of all undergraduates by class and
callege.

Data by Racial Classification

Data pertaining to racial or ethnic background must he used carefully, One
difficulty with such data is that racial distinctions are vaguely defined and of
questionable stability in Hawaii where the individual racial mix is so great. Race
in itself cannot be considered a causative or explanative factor. Data pertaining
to race are used in this atudy as possible rough indicators of cultural traditions
which may help explain differences in patterne of student educational activities and
student expenses and income. Racial folklore which has no basie in fact {(for ex~
ample, certain races are sald to be less willing to borrow money) may be dispelled
as analyses such as those in this study become available, Proportionately, there
are many more Chinese and Japanese in college in Hawaii than there are in the State
ag the data in Table EE indicate. 1In part, this may be explained by the cultural
tradition of these groups which places high value on education. The underrepresen-
tation of Caucasians, who also hold education in high esteem, might be attributable
to a higher proportion of Caucasians attending undergraduate college on the main-
land than is true among Chinese and Japanese. Both Filipinos and Hawaiiang are tre-
mendously underrepresented in the college populations, The reasons for this under-
representation may lie in the disadvantaged socioceconomic position of these groups
as well ag the lack of & cultural tradition placing a high value on education
beyond the secondary level., If such is the case, it would suggest a great need for
strengthening individual and family motivation toward the educational procesgs in
thege groups, as well as, perhaps, a llberal application of finmancial aid,.
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There are many differences in racial distribution among the several campuses.
Reasong for thege differences cannot be deduced from data available through the
survey. The relatively high proportion of Caucasians at Chaminade, for example,
might be indicative of a cultural tradition toward the small private liberal arts
college among Caucasians or it may be related to religious affiliation or it might
be attributable to other unknown factors, Similarly, the high proportion of
Hawaitans, Caucasians, and Japanese at Church College might well be explained by the
tow institutional cost at Church and by its recruiting activities in areas that are
normally considered socioceconomically disadvantaged.

Grouping Hawalil Undergraduate Students
by College Expense Level

Students were asked to estimate thelr cash outlay per semester and to report
the value of acholarships which waived tuition or feea. In order to gain some ideas
of the distribution of students at various expensge levels as well as to provide
gome basis for comparison and analysis, respondents who were full-time students and
regidents of the State of Hawaii were divided into 17 groups (Table FF) on the basis
of (1) the campus in which they were at attendance, (2) whether they lived at home
or away while at college, and (3} the total amount expended on tuitiom and fees
(including waived amounts}, books and school supplies, housing and food, where the
population was sufficiently large to permit this last listed division. The division
lines for level of expenses are set so that as nearly as possible one-quarter of the
group falls into each expense category. Thus for the four groups {Croups 10-13) of
students who live at home while attending the Manca campus each group includes ap-
proximately the same number of students. The same is true for the four groups
(Groups 14-17) of atudents who live away from school while attending the Manoa cam-
pus and the four groups {(Groups 6-9) of students who live away from home while
attending Church College.

The cost items included in developing these groups represent the relatively
inflexible coste of education. The items which were excluded, including local
transportation, interisland plane fare, clothing, and incldentals, were felt to be
subject to a wider range of control by the individual student. This is not to sug-
gest that any student should be expected to be able to go to college without such
expenses. The following paragraphs (see Tables FF-KK) describe briefly the ex-
penses and main sources of support for the typlcal student in each of the different
groups.

Group 1: Hilo Campus Student Living at Home

The mean total per gsemester cost of education for the student was almost $300
with 60 per cent of the total going for tuition, fees, books, housing and food.
The largest item of expense wag tuition and fees which amounted to about §109, The
next largest gingle expense item was incidentals such as recreation, dues, laundry,
haircuts, medical expenses and donations which amounted to slightly more than §50
per semester.

Parents provide the largest source of support or 55 per cent; savings provide
a little more than 20 per cent; and off-campus employment 9 per cent,
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Group 2: Hilo Student Living Away from Home

This student spent on rhe average almost $200 more per semester than the Hilo
student living at home. Whereas the Hilo student living at home had almost no ex-
penditures for housing and food these items together make up the largest cost item
to the Hilo student living away from home (5224), Almost 80 per cent of this stu-
dent's total expenses of $484 are for tuition, fees, books, housing and food.

Parents provide almost 64 per cent of this student's income and savings provide
over 12 per cent. FEmployment is not as important a source of income for this stu-
dent ag it is for the Hilo student living at home. He relies more heavily on on-cam-
pus and off-campus loans.

Group 3: Chaminade Student Living at Home

This student pald an average tuition of over $270 and had a total per semester
cost of over $500. TLocal transportation cost more than 530 per gsemester and inci-
dental expenses ran slightly less than $535 per semester. Expenses for housing and
food were minimal.

Qver 50 per cent of the student's support came from his parents and 26 per cent
from savings., Off-campus employment provided almost 9 per cent. Other scurces
provided less than 3 per cent.

Group 4: Chaminade Student Living Away from Home

This student had an average per semegter cost of $654 of which $507 or 78 per
cent went for tuition, fees, books, housing and food. Tuition was the larpest
single item of expense 5250, Housing cost an average of $102 per semester and food
cost $82.

This student, living away from home, received less of his support from parents

(45 per cent) and from savings than did the Chaminade student living at home. The
difference is made up predominantly from loans and scholarships.

Group 5: Church College Student Living at Home

This student reported the lowest per semester educational expenses of any stu-~
dent in college in the State of Hawaii, Of his total per semester expenses of $269,
a little more than 6D per cent was spent on the basic items of education, tuition,
fees, books, housing and food. In general all the expenses of this student were in
what might be classified as a minimal range. Yt is interesting to note that the
second largest 1ltem of expenditure for these students was local transportation
which accounts for more than $42 of the total. The average local transpartation
cost for rural Oahu residents in this group was $62 per semester,

This student alsc received the lowest share of his support from parents of any
student on the four campuses (36 per cent). Over 30 per cent of his income came
from savings, most of which were probably derived from summer employment since this
group had an unusvally large number of members who earned over 3300 during the
summey .  Scholarships and employment each provided over 10 per cent.
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Group 6: Chuyrch College Student Living Away
from Home Who Incurred Low Expenses

The total costs for this student approached 3400 per semester or about $120
more per semester than for the Church student living at home. The difference is
accounted for by substantially higher outlays by the student living away from home
for housing and food and plane transportation and a somewhat higher cost for
clothing and incidentals. He spent considerably less on local transportation than
did the Church College student living at home. (This holds true for all Church
studants living away from home.)

Moat of the students in this group lived in & university dormitory or inm ather
dormitories; only 8 of 70 lived in other facilities. Single students spent an
average of $114 per semester on housing and married students spent an average of
§50.

Over 45 per cent of this student's income was from hie parents while another 20
per cent was derived from savings. Employment provided over 12 per cent as did
scholarships. Contributions from relatives or friende were 5 per cent of total
income.

Group 7: Church College Student Living Away
from Home Who Incurred Low-Middle Expenses

The per semester cost for this student was $116 more than for the student in
the preceding low expense group. Most of this difference 18 accounted for by the
fact that this student spent 399 more per semester on food,

Almost 78 per cent of this student's income was derived from his parents and

savings. Employment and scholarships were the next largest sources of income,

Group &: Church College Student Living Away
from Home Who Incurred High-Middle FExpenses

The expenses of this student closely paralleled those of the student in the
prior group, the difference in total expenses being only about $29, This atudent
gpent somewhat less on plane fare, housing, and clothing and somewhat more an
tuition, fees, books, local tramsportation, food, and i{ncidentals, Almost all of
the students in this group live in university or other dormitories as was true of
students In the preceding groups.

This student derived almost B& per cent of his income from parents and savings

and & per cent from employment.

Group 9: Church College Student Living Away
from Home Who Incurred High Expenses

This student expended an average of $646 per semester for his education and
reported higher tuition and fee charges than did any of the other typical students
at Church College. His expenses for housing were the highest of any Church College
student though his food costs were somewhat lower than students in rthe preceding
group. ASs was true with the other groups of students living sway Erom home at
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Church College almost all the students in this group live in university dorms and a
few in other dormitories.

He derived 54 per cent of his support from parents, 17 per cent from savings,
18 per cent from scholarships, 5 per cent from employment and small amounts from
other sources. The average support this student received from scholarships is
higher than for students In any other group.

Group 10: Manca Student Living at Home
Who Incurred Low Expenses

The per semester expenses of this student were lower than any other group of
students except Church College students living at home. Slightly more than half of
this student's total semester expenses ($280) went for tuition, fees, books, housing
and food. Incidentals took 556 and local transportation another $46. This student
reported no housing expenses and almost no food expenses.}

Over 90 per cent of this student's support came from parents, savings and em-
ployment. This student borrowed almost no money for his education and received very
little scholarship assistance.

Group 1ll: Manoa Student Living at Home
Who Incurred Low-Middle Expenses

This student spent an average of 5321 per semester for his college education.
The difference between the cost for this group and the prior group lies predomi-
nantly in greater expenses for books, fees, local transportation, clothing and
incidentals. The arbltrarily defined minimal educational expenses (tuition, fees,
books, housing and food) are only $19 more for this student than for the prior

group.

There are no significant variations in the pattern of this student’'s sources of
support from the prior group. This student alsc relied heavily on hils parents,
gsavings, and employment.

Group 12: Manoa Student Living at Home
Who Incurred High-Middle Expenses

The average cost of education for this group is $23 more than it was for the
prior group. This student spent slightly more for fees and books but otherwise the
patterns of expenditure are very similar.

The support pattern is also similar to the prior group; parents (52 per cent),

savings (27 per cent) and employment (13 per cent),.

Group 13: Manoa Student Living at Home
Who Incurred High Expenses

This student spent an average of almost 5200 more per semester than the stu-
dent in the prier group. 0Of total expenditures of 5535 per semester almost 65 per
cent (3347) went for tuition, fees, books, housing and food. The biggest
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differences between expendi{tures of this group and the prior Manoa groups are expenses
for housing and food. ~The average student in this group spent $101 per semester on
food and $47 on housing while none of the prior groups averaged more than 9¢ on
housing and $5 on food. Incidentals also cost the student about $20 wmore than stu-
denta in other Manoa live-at-home groups. The higher cost of living for this group
might best be explained by the fact that it includes married students many of whom
may be living in their own home or, if living with thelr parents, contributing

toward housing and food costs,

This student relies less for his support on his parenta (43 per cent) and less
on savings (24 per cent) and more on employment (16 per cent) and scholarships
(8 per cent) than do other students living at home and attending the Manoa campus.

Group l4: Manca Student Living Away from Home
Who Incurred Low Expenses

This student spent an average of $448 per semester of which 57 per cent (§255)
went for tuition, fees, books, housing and food. The major items of expenditures
for this student were tuition and fees, lncidentals, feod, books, clothing, and
local transportation im that order. The average semester cost was §34 for housing
and $54 for food. These figures are so low that they would appear to be under-
statements of the actual cost,

Married students in this group spent an average of 845 per semester for housing
while single students spent $117 per semester for housing. 7This might be indicative
of more married students living with their parents and paying little if any housing
costs. Of the students living away from home almost half (113) lived with rela-
tives, about one-sixth lived in private homes and another sixth in private rental
unite, Only & students in this group of 231 lived in university dormitories and
relatively few lived in other dormitories.

The student in this group received 49 per cent of his support from his
parents, 26 per cent from savings, 10 per cent from employment off-campus, and 4
per cent from employment on-campus.

Group 15: Manoa Student Living Away from Home
Who Incurred lLow-Middle Expenseg

The average cost per semester of education for this student was $657 of which
almost 70 per cent went for tuition, fees, books, housing and food. The largest
items of expenditure for this student were housing, food, and incidentals with
tuition and fees following these items. The difference between the expenditures of
this group and the prior group can be explained almost totally by higher expendi-
tures for housing and food. Single students in this group spent an average of $158
per semester on housing and married students spent 3172 per semester,

Parents contributed more heavily to the support of the student in this group
than they did for any other student living away from home and attending the Manoa
campus. Their contributions totaled almost 58 per cent of the student’s income.
Savings accounted for about another 18 per cent and employment for slightly more
than 10 per cent.
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Group 16: Manoa Student Living Away from Home
Who Incurred High-Middle Expenses

The student in this group spent about $89 more per semester than the student
in the prior group. The major differences are higher expenditures for housing and
food, 7This student paid somewhat more ELor fees, books, plane fare and clothing but
gomewhat less on local transportation and incidentals. Single gtudents spent an
average of 5178 per semester on housing and married students $253.

There was no significant wvariation in the sources of support for the student In

this group from the student in the preceding group.

Group 17: Manoca Student Living Away from Home
Who Incurred High Expenses

The typical student in this group spends $1,047 per semester on his education,
He expended slightly more than other students at Manoa campus for tuition and fees
and for books, but his big items of expenditure are for housing ($293), food ($283)
and incidentals ($124). Single students in this group pay an average of $246 per
gemester for housing while married students expend 5462,

Interestingly enough this student with the highest expenditure level of any of
the Manoa students received less of his support from parents and savings than other
Manod students., This was offset by a higher contribution from spouses' earnings
and more scholarshipe, but most importanrly by employment which accounted for 20
per cent of his total income. One explanation of the higher cost for this group
is that it includes proportionately more married students than do the other groups.
This factor may also help explain the lower contribution from parents and the
larger realizations from employment.

Local Transportation and Interisland Plane
Fare Expenditures by Student Group

Local transportation on Qahu cost students who live in rural Oszhu an average
of $34 more per semester than students from other islands or Homolulu. The higher
expenditures of rural Oahu residents on local transportation is uniform for most of
the student groups. Non-rural Oahu residents expenditures for this {tem are higher
than rural QOahu residents for Chaminade students living away from home, Church
students living away from home with high expenses, Manoa students living at home
with high expenses, and Manoa students living away from home with high expenses.
These exceptions might be accounted for by such factors as greater ownership of cars
among high expense groups and greater twumbers of married students in these groups
who may own cars or be purchasing cars and who included time payments in this item,
The overall difference is enough to suggest that the cost of local tranmsportation
ig a factor which should be considered in analyzing financial need of rural Oahu
residents,

The reported interisland plane fare expenditures of students who are residents
of Hawaii, Kauai or Maul counties indicate they average one to one and one-half
round trips per semester, There 1s no clear pattern of expenditures by student
group atthough in general students in high expense groups spent alightly more on the
average than Jdid other students. The average spent by Hawaii residents is $29,
Kauai residents spent $39 and Mauwi residents 344, The average is enough to warrant
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consideration of this cost itfem in analyzinag the fipancial need of neighbor island
residents.

Student Expenses as Related to
Selected Student Characteristicsg

The following discussion of student characteristics is based on tables using
the same student groupings (Table FF) as were used for describing typical students’
expenses and income,

Sex

It costs a female student less to attend college than her male counterpart
(Table GG). Females are disproportionately represented in the lower expense groups
and males in the higher expense groups in relation to their distribution as respond-
ents. (The disproportionately high number of female respondents to the survey
builds a bias of understatement, as noted earlier, into the average costs of educa-
tion data.)}

The average male college student in Hawaii will spend $39 more per semester for
food than will the female, 534 more for incidentals, and about $13 less fco clothing
(Table LL). This difference, by sex, is uniform throughout the four campuses with
few exceptions. The typical female student in the following groups have higher
food costs than males in the same group: (a) Manoa live-at-home with low expenses;
(b) Church live-at-home; and {(c) Church live-away from home with low expenses.

The typical female student in the following groups have higher costs for incidentals
than males in the same group: {a) Chaminade live-away from home; and (b) Church
live-away from home with high expenses. The typical male student in the following
groups have higher costs for clothing than females in the same group: (a) Hilo
live-away from home; and (b) Chaminade live-away from home. Otherwise the general-
izations noted at the beginning of thisg section prevail.

Proportionately more women have applied for scholarships than have men at all
campuses in the State (Table MM). This may be attributable, in part, to the fact
that females tend fo have better high school records than do male students and may
receive more encourdagement to apply for scholarships. It may alse be true that the
employment opportunities open to males are greater and the revenue derived from this
source is higher than is the case for females which would relieve the need on the
part of some males to apply for scholarships.

The student's sex did not appear to be correlated with the willingness of the
student to horrow for his college education. UOnly a slightly higher percentage of
men reported that they were willing to borrow than were women. This pattern was
similar at all institutions with the exception of Church College where men indi-
cated they were more willing te porvow than were women.

Although females indicate an almost equal willingness to borrow as do maleg, in
actual fact, many wmore males than females apply for leans (Table MM} except at
Church and Hile, Manoca students living away from home apply more frequently for
loans than do any other group of students. The higher incidence of male applica-
tions might be accounted for to some extent by the greater scholarship applications
by women who mav view schelarships as a more accessible form of aid than do males,
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The ratio of male students who have applied for employment i5 2,6 to every male
student who has not so applied; the ratio for females 1s about 2 to 1 (Table MM).
The difference is glight, for the most part, from campus to campus or group to group
with the exception of Manoa students living away from home. In this instance, an
unusually high proportion of male students have applied for employment in comparison
to female applicants.

Applications for Financial Aid

There is little correlation between expenses and the number of individuals who
have applied for scholarships, loans or employment (Table 00) except that Manoa stu-
dents who live at home and have high expenses have applied more often than others
for scholarships, loans and employment. There also does not appear to be any
correlation between the average cost of education at an institution and the propor-
tion of students who applied for various forms of aid at that ingstitution. At each
institution proportionately more students who are living away from home have applied
for scholarships and loans than students who live at home. The reverse ig true with
respect to employment which may be attributable to the fact that atudents who live
at home have readier access to job opportunities in the college commmnity or the
area in which their home is located. 1In general, many more students have applied
for employment than other forms of aid. One in 4 had applied for a scholarship and
1 in 10 for a loan, but almost 3 out of every 4 students had applied for employment.
Students do not apply for financial aid from the various geographical areas in
Hawail in the same proportion as the numbers of students coming from those areas.

PER CENT OF STUDENTS APPLYING FOR
SCHOLARSHIPS, LOANS AND EMPLOYMENT
BY LOCATION OF PERMANENT HOME

Applicants

Permanent Home Scholarships Loans Employment
(%) (%) (%) (%)
Honoluly 58 49 43 . 61
Rural Qahu 21 23 21 21
Hawaii 13 16 17 12
Kauai 3 5 8 2
Maui 5 7 11 5

Honolulu students emphasize employment; neighbor island students stress scholarships
and loans; and rural Oahu students give a slight edge to scholarships.

These figures suggest several gquestions which would require further examination
before positive conclusions may be drawn. Is the proportionately greater rate of
applications for scholarships and loans by neighbor island and rural Oahu students
reflective of greater need in this population than exists among Honolulu students or
is it reflective of less access to employment opportunities or a more positive
orientation toward applying for scholarships and Jloans? Is the particularly heavy
nroportional application for loans from the neighbor islands indicative of a too
heavy debt burden being imposed on these students as compared to those from
Honolulu?
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Racial Background

Caucasians, among groups of over 100 students, have the highest average expendi-
ture, $653 per semester, and Chinese the lowest, $424 per semester, or a difference
of some 5230. The average for all students in this sample was $552. Japanese stu-
dentg, as the largest part of the sample, were very close to this cverall average
at $556 per semester, Hawaiians and Filipinos were over the average; only those of
mixed racial background and Chinese were below the average,Z It is impossible to
draw any conclusions from these data aside from suggesting that racial background
may be indicative of cultural patterns and expenditures or of the general socio-
economlc standing of a group.

Caucasian students were found to spend more per semester for food ($197) in
contrast to Filipinos ($171), mixed ($167), Japanese (§150), Hawaiians (§147), and
Chinese (5131). This is a spread of $66 per semester between the highest spending
group and the lowest spending group.

About one-half of the respondents were willing to borrow money to help pay the
expenses of their education if necessary. There was little variation from the
average with the exception of Hawaitans of whom only about 38 per cent were willing
to borrow (Table NN}. No other group fell below 46 per cent; in the case of
Filipinos and Caucasians about 55 per cent of students were willing to borrow. In
contrast about 10 per cent of the respondents had applied for a loan. There is a
wide deviation from this by racial background, A little more than 5 per cent of
Chinese and about 7 per cent of the Japanese students had applied for lecans in con-
trast to 18 per cent of Caucasians, 20 per cent of Filipinos, and 25 per cent of
Hawaiians,

Approximately one-quarter of all respondents had applied for scholarships
(Table NN). There is little variation among racial background groups with the
exception of Filipinos of whom one-half had applied for scholarships and Hawaiians
of whom over 30 per cent had applied.

Almost 70 per cent of gtudent vespondents had applied for employment and here
the racial groups are all fairly close to the average with the exception of
Filipinos with a somewhat lower proportion of applicants and Hawaiians with a some-
what higher propertion of applicants.

Residence of Students Living
Away from Home

The distribution of students at the Manoa campus and Church College indicates
that lower educational costs are incurred by those living with relatives and higher
costs by students housed in university dormitories (Table KK). At the Manoa campus
the total cost for students who live in non-university dormitories is less than it
would be if they lived in university dormitories. The most expensive living
arrangements appear to be a private rental unit. Inclusion of married students in
this analysis increases the average figure for private rental units, Students who
live in a private home where they are employed in return for room and board have an
extremely low average cost of education. The average per semester cost for housing
runs somewhat higher for students in private rental units than for students in other
facilities (Table (). However, in general the differences inm housing expenditures
will not account for the differences in total educational costs of students living
in different kindsg of facilities, Findings in this area based on flawail survey
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data are gimilar to those developed in other student expense studies.3

Family Gross Income

The failure of student expenses to be correlated with gross family income is
unusual when contrasted with the findings of other studies (Table ZZ). The expecta~
tion would have been that the higher the gross family income the higher would be the
student's average expenditure., Such is not the case in the 1963 survey data and
there does not appear to be any readily available explanation for this fact. This
finding can be compared, for example, with Lins' statement, "generally, the higher
the income of parents the more the student spends for university attendance. This
is true whether the student is a resident or nonresident of the State or whether the
student is a male or female."%

On the basis of the 1963 survey it appears that low and middle income families
send their children to the Hilo campus and Church College in greater numbers than
proportionately go to the Manoa campus or Chaminade College. The very high percent-
age (37 per cent) of students at the Hilo campus whose families have gross incomes
of less than $5,000 might be indicative of the fact that some students are gaining
an education because of the presence of the campus in the community who otherwise
could not afford to go outside the community to obtain an education without finan-
cial assistance. The relatively high per cent (28 per cent) of students at Church
College whose families have incomes of $5,000 or less may also be indicative of the
attraction of the institution for rural Oahu students who feel that the costs of
attendance at the Manoa campus would be significantly higher. To some extent it may
reflect the policies of these two colleges in attracting and admitting students from
socially and economically disadvantaged groups who might not otherwise be able to
gain admigsion to a college which they could afford to attend (Table S8).

The 1963 survey percentages include only full-time students who are residents
of the State of Hawaii whereas the figures for the 1961 Department of Health, Edu~
cation and Welfare survey include full-time and part-time students who are resai-
dents and nonresidents of the State as well as graduate students at the Manoa cam-
pus. The 1963 survey shows fewer students at Manoa and Hilo campuses in the upper
income brackets from $10,000 and above and somewhat more students who come from
families with gross incomes of less than 35,000, The reverse is true for Church
with the 1963 survey showing more students whose family incomes are $10,000 or more
and fewer students' families In the §5,000 and under bracket. At Chaminade more
students in 1963 were in both the higher and lower income brackets than was reported
in 1961. These figures suggest that students coming from outside the State with
correspondingly higher average expenses than resident students generally come from
families with a higher average gross income than the families of resident students,

Summer Employment

Approximately one-quarter of all full-time resident undergraduate respondents
to the 1963 survey report earnings of $501 or more during the summer and almost 50
per cent report earnings in excess of $300 during the summer {Table CCC). Only 22
per cent report that they do not work at all during the summer. Proportionately
more students at Church College earn in the higher brackets than is true of students
at the other campuses. Proportionately fewer students at Hilo and Chaminade who
live away from home earn in excess of $300 during the summer. Genrally speaking the
earnings of Hilo students who live at home are lower than the average,
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Employment During the School Year

There does not appear to be any correlation between the cost of golng to col-
lege and what a student earns, with the exception of students who earn $1,000 or
more per semester, This latter situation is probably attributable to the number of
married students in this group who must work to help support a family while attend-
ing college, Proportionately more students earn more during the semester at the
University of Hawail Manoa campus than at any of the other institutions (Table TIT).
This may be attributable to the very large amounts of student employment funds which
are available at the Manca campus.

Only about 21 per cent of all respondents earn over $200 during a semester; the
percentage drops to 13 for students earning more than $300 and to 8 for students
earning more than $400.

Almost 59 per cent of the respondents reported that they did not work during
the school semester, 14 per cent worked 10 or less hours per week and about 15 per
cent worked 11 to 20 hours per week (Table TT). Only 12 per cent reported working
21 or more hours per week on an average, Only 423 respondents at the four campuses
report working more than half-time. This may be indicative of financial need on the
part of thege individuals although, as noted above, there i{s little correlation
between hours worked and the avevage costs of college.

There 18 not much evidence available on the effect of working on a student's
pergistency in school, grades, or number of credits carried. What little evidence
exists indicates that a moderate amount of employment does not appear to be
detrimental,>

Student Sources of Income as Related
to Selected Student Characteristics

Somewhat the same procedure was followed in analyzing characteristics of stu-
dents by the source of their incomes as was followed in analyzing student expenses.
The analysis was limited to full-time students at the four campuses who were resi-
dents of Hawaii. Manoz students living at home, Manoa students living away from
home, and Church College students living away from home were each further subdivided
by the degree of support they received from parents, friends or relatives, savings,
and spouse's earnings (Table UU}.

The breakdown by the percentage of support derived from thege sources provides
some indication of the degree of self-support of students, Students receiving 100
per cent of their support from parents, friends or relatives, savings, or spouse's
earnings, might be defined as students with no immediate financial need whereas
students receiving less than half their support from these sources might be defined
as students with financial need, Of course there are many other variable factors
involved but this kind of grouping gives some rough indication of the financial
well-being of students. The groups are also useful in making comparisons among stu-
dents on the same campus or among students from different campuses.

Sex

The high degree of family support for female students {8 true for those living
at home or living away at Mapoa campus and for students living away from home at

142



Church College (Table UU). Thig may be attributable to a greater willingness on the
part of families to support their daughters to a larger extent than their sons as
well as to the ability of males to earn more toward their college expenses,

Over 63 per cent of the male students earn $301 or more during the summer and
42 per cent earn $501 or more. B Corresponding figures for females were 37 per cent
and 12 per cent, A somewhat similar ?attern appears in the number of hours that
students work during the school year, At the four campuses, 46 per cent of all
males and 37 per cent of all females indicated they were working during the
semester. More than twice as many males as females (16 per cent to 8 per cent) were
working 21 or more hours per wesk during the semester,

Marital Status

Married students who receive support from parents get lees than half of their
total income from this source (Table RR), whereas for single students reporting in-
come from parents it amounts to almost 63 per cent of their I{ncome. Married atu-
dents get twice as much from friends and relatives, if this is a source of income
for them, than do single students (55 per cent to 23 per cent). S8ingle students
derive a slightly higher percentage of their income from savings than do married
studente; the same is true for loans and scholarships, Married students, however,
derive a much higher proportion of their income from spouses, i{f this is a source of
income, and from their own earnings.

A higher percentage of married students earn $501 or more during the summer®
than do single students (35 per cent to 24 per cent) but proportionately more single
students earn over $300 than do married students (49 per cent to 42 per cent). The
percentage of married students and single students who worked during the school vear
is almost identical (40 per cent).? However, twice as high a proportion of married
students worked 21 or more hours than do single students (22 per cent to 11 per
cent),

Over 60 per cent of married students are willing to borrow moneyl0® to finish
their education, but only 47 per cent of single students are willing to do so.
About an equal percentage in each group would not borrow for the purpose of
finishing their education, but 36 per cent of gingle students might borrow compared
to 18 per cent of married students in this category.

The highest marital rate is among students at Church College who live at home
and students at the Manoa campus whe live away from home; the lowest marital rate
is for Church students who live away from home and for Chaminade students who live
at home,

age

The finding that older students are more self-supporting (Table WW) is re-
inforced by 2 breakdown of these groups by class and campus which shows that as a
student progresses from freshman to senior he tends to become more self-supporting.
Somewhat related to these data are the findings that in general single students are
less gelf-supporting than married students.
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Racial Background

Proportionately more Caucasians than Chinese or Japanese living at home while
attending the Manoa campus received less than 50 per cent of their support from
parents, friends or relatives, savings, or spouse's earnings (Table YY). For this
group, however, there was little difference in the numbers receiving full support
from such sources with all groups averaging close to 60 per cent. Students living
away from home while attending Manoa campus who receive less than half their support
‘from sources other than their own include 37 per cent for Caucasian, 18 per cent for
Chinese, and 16 per cent for Japanese. This difference in self-support wae re-
flected alse in the numbers of students from this group recelving full support from
other than their own resources: 39 per cent of Caucasiang, 43 per cent of Chinese,
and 52 per cent of Japanese students received 100 per cent outeide support. There
are not encugh students in the Church College sample to be conclusive but the
pattern ia similar.

Students who report parents as a source of income receive approximately the
same degree of support from their parents regardless of race except for Filipino
students receiving income from parents who are the only students receiving less than
60 per cent from this source (55 per cent) (Table VV). The same is true in the case
of students reporting support from relatives. Again, if students reported loans as
one of their sources of income, this source provided approximately the same percent-
age of their total {ncome whatever their racial background. ’

Gross Family Income

The clearest pattern is for Manoa campus students and shows that as the degree
of self-support increases the number of families in low gross income brackets
increases (Table AMAY; correspondingly, as the degree of self-support increases the
number of families in high gross income brackets decreasea. There is a wavy
pattern for Church students living away from home which may be attributable to the
gmall size of the sample for some groups.

One-third of the Manoa students living at home who derive full support from
other than their own resources have families whose gross income exceeda $10,000; in
contrast, only 26 per cent of the families of students who provide more- than half
of their own support have incomes in this range. The contrast is even more marked
for students living away from home at Manoca. For these students 9 per cent pro-
viding more than half of their own support have families with incomes over $10,000
while 25 per cent providing none of their own support have families with this in-
come. There are insufficient numbers involved in the Church College figures for
the drawing of any definite conclusions but the general pattern {8 similar,

Table ZZ depicts the average doilar contributions from different sources for
full-time resident, undergraduate students at the Manoca campus who live at home
or with relatives and have food and housing costs in excess of $100 per semester or
who live away from home. The students are grouped {n relation to the gross family
income they reported. There is a direct correlation between gross family income and
the average dollar contribution from parents, with a lower dollar comtribution from
parents asg their gross family locome deglines., Interestingly emough, there is no
direct correlation between the family's gross income or parents contribution and the
total cost per semester of the student's education, Again, the average dollar con-
tribution from scurces other than parents contribution seems to be unrelated to the
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family's gross income and the student's total per semester expenses, The declining
share of family income is picked up from other sources but these sources vary from
group to group.

The contribution of Hawaii parents by gross family income brackets (Table Z2)
is interesting when related to the College Scholarship Service's assumed contribu-
tion from parents even though C53's expectations are tailored primarily for private
colleges. Hawall parents with incomes under $8,000 make a greater contribution than
C85 assumes whereas Hawall parents with incomes over 458,000 make a much lower con-
tribution than expected by €88.l1 For example, at $15,000 income €8S expects a
family contribution of $2,500 and the average Hawaii family at this income level
contributes §575. This sugpests that lower income groups in Hawaii may be making
excessive sacrifices to contribute to the higher education of their children. It
also suggests at first glance that higher income groups are making very small
efforts, but this may not be the case and the low contribution may only reflect the
low cost of education at the Manoa campus for students who are residents of the
State,

Applications for Financial Aid

The most noticeable correlation of degree of self-support comes in the case of
loans for Manoa students living away from home (Table BBB). One of every 2 students
in the group providing more than half of his own support has applied for a loan as
compared to 1 of every 21 students in the group who provides none of their own
support having so applied,

Summer and School-Year Harnings

The per cent of students whose summer earnings total $301 or more or $501 or
more varieg widely from campus to campus {(Table CCC). Proportionately more students
at Church College earn in these brackets than do students at the other campuses
with students at Hilo campus having the lowest per cent of their population in these
income bracketgs. '

The more self-supporting a student is, the larger amount he earns from summer
and school-year employment and the more likely he is to be working in excess of 20
hours per week (Table DDD). For example, &4 per cent of Manoca students living at
home providing more than half their own support earn $200 or more per semester while
only 4 per cent of students at Manoa living at home who provide none of their sup-
port earn 5200 or more per semester, This pattern is counsistent throughout the
different groups of students.

Grades

The data indicate that students receiving higher grades are generally more self-
supporting (Table XX). [t is probably unwise to draw any conclusions from this find-
ing due to the anumber of possible variable factors. Scholarship students with
higher than average grades would appear as being more self-supporting than other
students and older, more mature, and married studentsg, with higher than average
grades also gppear in the wmore self-supporting groups, There is no basis for the
conclusion that work is a positive contributor to good grades,
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Effect of Inadequate Financial Respurces

Over 1,000 students at the four campuses falt that lack of adequate financial
resources had prevented them from attending a college other than in Hawaii
(Table EEE}. One of the interesting things about the high response to this item is
the indication it gives of the desire on the part of local students to go to college
outside their own state. No other response was checked half as often,.

About 40 per cent of the responses indlicated students thought financial need
had adversely affected their educational afforts:

Effects of Inadeguate Resources Mumber of Responses

TOTAL 1,383
Delayed entering school 140
Carrled a lighter credit load 435
Withdrew temporarily from college 156
Plan to withdraw temporarily 117
Plan to withdraw permanently 14
Received low grades because of time spent working 531

These responses suggest a need for further study in these areag to determine if in-
adequate financlal resources are adversely affecting the quality of education stu-
dents are able to obtain and the speed at which they may complete the required work.

Only 14 students indicated plans to withdraw from school permanently because of
financial reasons and only 117 planned to withdraw temporarily. There are suffi-
client uncommitted loan funds (primarily United Student Aid Funds, Inc.) to meet the
needs of this number of students and, in addition, there appears to be sufficient
part-time employment opportunities to enable this number of students to work., In
view of this a number of explanations of the plans of these students are possible:
(1) they may not know of avallable student ald funds; (2) they may not desire to
borrow or work; (3) they may be academically ineligible for aid; (4) their need
might exceed available aid (for example, they may have to contribute to the support
of their family, a situation which most present Hawaii{ financial aid programs

"[NDSL is one exception] are unable to relieve); or (5) need may not be the real or
primary reason for planning to withdraw. The group is sufficiently large to indi-
cate a need for further exploration of the reasons for such plans and the actual
number of students who do withdraw permanently or temporarily because of financtal
need.

Borrowing

The most frequently checked response (Table FFF) was for borrowing money to en-
able the student to stay in college in the event financial support from relatives
or scholarships were withdrawn., Almost as many responses were given for students
willing to borrow money to attend graduate or professional school. Other categories
checked in order of number of respouses included borrowing money (1) to carry a full
load to graduate in four vears,(Z) to reduce the financial support received from
relatives, {3) to terminate employvment while carrying the same load, (4) to accel-
erate program to grvaduate in three years, and {3} to live in better housing. This
latter category was checked by only 49 students which might suggest either that the
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living accommodations of students are generally acceptable or if not acceptable not
so bad as to encourage the students to borrow.

Among the more interesting responses is the response to borrowing to sccelerate
a program to graduate in three years. Apparently very few students have the desire
to hasten their college education. The desire of youth to become self-supporting is
reflected in the number of responses by students who would borrow money to reduce
their relatives' contribution te their education. Over 700 students indicated that
they were not willing to borrow money for their education.

Residence

Students living away from home live most frequenitly in university dormitories
and private rental units, Slightly more students live in non-university dormitories
than live with relatives. Omnly 55 students reported living in a home where employed
in return for room or board with a disproportionate number of these students coming
from Chaminade College which has been more successful at utilizing this resource as
a financial aid.

Parents' Educational Level

The only case where the degree of student self-support appears to be related to
parents’' educational level is for students living away from home at the Manoa campus
whose fathers or mothers had completed college or college level work. These stu- '
dents were somewhat more self-gsupporting than were other students or, te put it
differently, for these students the more education their parents had the less likely
they were to receive support from parents, friends or relatives, savings, or
gpouse's earnings.

1The low food costs may be accurate or they may reflect failure of students to
report expenditures for lunches and snacks, or the inclusion of such expenditures
under incidentals.

zAverage per semester costs by racial background were as follows: Koreans,
4764; Caucasians, $653; Hawaiians, $602; Filipinos, $§381; Japanese, $556; Mixed,
$489; Chinese, $424; and overall average of $552. Averages are based on a sample
of at least 100 students except for Koreans and this latter figure should be used
with caution.

3For example, see L. J. Lins, $Student Expenses and Sources of Income: 1960-61
Academic Year: The University of Wisconsin, Madison Campus {Madisou: The Universi-
ty of Wisconsin, 1961), pp. 19-27; W. Hugh Stickler, A Study of Costs Undergraduate
Students Incurred in Attending Florida Institutions of Higher Education: 1954-1955
(Tallahassee: Florida State University, 19563}, pp. 44-47; and John B. Lansing,
Thomas Lorimer, and Chikashi Moriguchi, How VYcople Pay for College (Aun Arbor,
Michigan: Survey Research Center, Institute for Social Research, University of
Michigan, 12603.
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Lins, Student Expenses and Sources of Income:

1960-61 Academic Year: The

University of Wisconsin, Madison Campus, p. 66,

The same finding was reported by

Stickler, A Study of Costs Undergraduate Students Incurred in Attending Florida

Institutions of Higher Education:

5
D. C.:

1954-1955, pp. &41-4k.

Robert E. Iffert, Retention and Withdrawal of College Students (Washington,

U, 8. Govermment Printing Office, 1957) found "Differences between the

several attendance groups do not provide couvineing evidence of the probabllity that
earning part or all of college expenses seriously affects persistence in college"

(p. 65).

were higher than those of students who did not work.

James. D. Shaffer found, "On the average, grades of students who worked

However, this 1is at least

partly due to the fact that upperclassmen work more than freshmen and also have

higher avetage grades,
cating working as a contributing factor to higher grades.'

The lack of controls make this an invalid basis for advo-

Financial Aspects of

Indergraduate Student Life at Michigan State University, 1961-1962 (East Lansing:

Office of Imstitutional Research, Michigan State University, 1963), p. 36,
Student Expenses and Sources of Income:

1960-61 Academic Year:

Lins,
The University of

Wisconsin, Madison Campus, p. 50, found no significant relationships between number

of hours worked and credits earned,

The experience of the University of Hawaii's office of student employment in-
dicates that academically successful students rarely want to work more than 10 to
15 hours per week during the school year.

Male
Female

Marital

Status

Single
Married

9
Marital

Status

Single
Married

Respondents Earning $301
o More During Summer

Humber %
1,083 63.4
804 37.1

Respondents Working
During Semester

Mumber %
689 45.9
723 36.6

Respondents Earning $301
or More During Summer

Mumber %
1,788 49.2
91 41.6

Respondents Working
During Semester

Humber %
1,313 40G.5
G0 42,2

Respondents Earning $501
or More During Summer

MNumber %
709 41.5
257 11.9

Regpondents Working 21 or More
Hours Per Week During Semester

Number %
247 16.4
148 7.5

Respondents Earning $501
or More During Summer

Numberx %
886 24.4
76 34.7

Respondents Working 21 or More
Hours Per Week During Semester

Number 7
344 10.6
46 21,6



10 Borrowing for Educational Purposes

Marital Willing Not Willing Might be Willing
Status % % %
Single 47,2 16,3 36.5
Married 62.7 18.9 18.4

11

College Scholarship Service, Financial Aid Manual: 1962-64 Edition (Prince-
ton: College Entrance Examination Board, 1962), pp. 115-117.

Appendix M
Tables

All of the following tables are derived from data collected through the
71963 Survey of College Students” administered by the Legislative Reference Bureau.
Occasionally data from other sources are included for purposes of comparison and
this fact is noted in the tables where it occurs. The data include all of Hawaii's
four-year accredited institutions of higher learning unless otherwise noted.
Further the data refer only to full-time, resident, undergraduate gtudents unless
otherwise noted, All percentage figures have been adjusted se0 as to total 100 per
cent wherever applicable by the use of standard statistical procedures. Many of
the tables summarize more detalled data asvallable at the Legislative Reference
Bureau, The Bureau also has available much data derived from the Survey which
were not considered significant or relevant enough to the purposes of this study
to warrant inclusion.
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Table Z

RESPONSES TO 1963 SURVEY OF COLLEGE
STUDENTS BY INSTITUTIONS®

Institution
University of University of Chaminade  Church

Total Hawaii-Manoa Hawaii-Hilo College College
Total Undergrad-
uate Population 10,023 8,337 355 393 938
Total Respondents 5,401 4,554 198 97 552
Respondents as Per Cent
of Total Population 53.4 54.6 55.8 24,7 58.8
Total Reapondenta Regi-
dents of Hawaii 4,688 4,035 197 83 373

Total Resident Full-
Time Studentg Answering
Expense QuestionP 4,180 3,570 193 80 337
Total Resident Full-
Time Students Answering
Income Queation® 3,997 3,450 193 80 274

aReaponses do not include completed questionnaires judged not useable.

bThis sample provides the basic data on student expenses discussed in
this study. It includes only undergraduates who claim Hawaii as their
home state, are full-time students (carrying 12 or more credit hours
per semester), and answered the question on student expenses.

“This sample provides the basic data on student incomes discussed in
this study. It includes only undergraduates who claim Hawaiil as their
home state, are full-time students (carrying 12 or more credit hours
per semester), and answered the question on student income.

Table AA

AVERAGE GRADE POINT OF RESPONDENTS TO THE
1963 SURVEY OF COLLEGE STUDENTS COMPARED WITH
AVERAGE GRADE POINTS OF ALL UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS

University of University of Chaminade Church
Hawaii-Manoa Hawaii-Hilo College College
Average Grade Point -
Survey Respondents 2.5 2.2 2.4 2.4
Average Grade Point -
A1l Students 2.2 Not available 2.3 2.0

Source: Institutional administrations for all students.
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Talkle BB

COMPARISON COF UNDERGRADUATE RESPONDENTS TG THE 1963 SURVEY

OF COLLEGE STUDENTS WITH ALL UNDERCGRADUATE STUDENTS BY SELECTED FACTORS

UH-Manoa Total UH-Hilo
Undergraduates Survey Campus Survey Chaminade Survey Chureh Sugvey
No. % No, A No., 7% No, % No. % Mo, % No, % No. YA
Sex 88,3378 100.0 4,354 100.0 3535 100.0 198 100.¢ 393 100.¢ 97 100.0 870 100.0 550 100.0
Male 4,180 30.1 1,993 43.8 176  49.6 83 41.9 195 49,6 45  46.4 475 34,6 254 46,1
Female 4,157 49.9 2,561 56.2 179 50.4 115 58.1 198 50.4 52 53.6 1395 43,4 295 53.8
College 8,3378 100.0 4,554 100.0
Arta and
Sciences 3,006 36.1 1,733 38.1 NA MA NA WA ®A  NA NA NA NA  NA NA  NA
All Others 5,321 63.9 2,821 61.9
Clase 8,3378 100.0 4,354 100.0 355 160.0 198 100.0 391 100.0 97 100.0 875 100.0 550 100.0
Freshmen 2,442 23,3 1,260 27.7 198 55.8 120 A0.6 173 44,3 2B 28.9 406 46,4 201 36.6
Sophomores 1,930 3.2 940  20.6 122 34,4 89 34,9 85 21.7 37 38.1 210 24.0 188 33.8
Juniors 1,360 18.7 1,073 23.6 & 1.7 4 2.0 48 12,3 13 13.4 110 12.6 92 16,7
Seniorsg 1,387 16.6 309 19,9 - - e - 27 6.3 12 i12.4 82 9.4 44 8.0
Others, Mot
Degree Candi-
dates 1,018 12.2 372 8.2 23 8.1 5 2,5 58 4.8 7 7.2 647 7.6 27 4.9
Permanent Home
Address 16,466 100.0 4,536 100.6 353 100.0 198 100.0 391 100.0 97 100.0 863 100.0 552 100.0.
Henolulue 5,978 57.1 2,619 57,7 2 .6 1 .5 260 66.5 48 49,5 436 50.2 117 21.2
Rural Qahu 1,595 15,2 796 17.6 - s - - 6 15.3 20  20.5 ) 159 28.8
Hawaii 324 5.0 308 6.8 349 9B.1 196 99,0 8 2.0 2 2.1 73 8.4 46 8.3
Kauai 191 1.8 114 2.9 1 .3 .- . 17 4.4 6 6.2 3% 4.5 19 3.5
Maul 417 4.0 198 4.4 1 W3 .- - 18 4.8 7 7.2 50 5.8 132 5.8
All Others 1,761 16.9 501 11.¢ 2 & 1 .5 28 7.2 14 14,4 269 31,1 179 3204
Humber of Credits 9,006 100.0 4,554 100.0 393 100.0 97 106.0 938 100.0 550 100.0
Full Time (12+} 8,290 92,0 4,236 93,0 NA NA NA NA 297 75.6 93 95,9 877 93,5 542 88.5
Part Time (<12} 716 8.0 3i8 7.0 %6 24,4 & 4.1 61 6.5 8 1.5

Source: Institution figures furnished by each institution.

NA: Not avallable or not applicable.

a8,337 = Undergraduate degree and non-degree candidates.

hie,aa& = Undergraduate degree and non~legree candidates plus graduate degree
and non-degree candidates, certificate candidates, and auditors,

C?,Deé = All undergraduates plus some general studies, certificate candidates,
and auditors,
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Table CC

MARITAL STATUS OF RESPONDENTS TO THE
1963 SURVEY OF COLLEGE STUDENTS
FALL 1963

Manoa Campus

‘ Manoa Campus Except College
Marital Status Total College of Arts of Arts and Hile  Chaminade Church
and Sciences Sciences Campus College College

TOTAL 4,427 1,390 2,399 193 81 364
Single 4,148 1,303 2,227 189 77 352
Married 254 77 159 4 3 11
Other 25 10 13 0 1 1

Table DD

CLASBS AND COLLEGE OF MANOA CAMPUS RESPOMDENTS
TO THE 1563 SURVEY OF COLLEGE STUDENTS

FALL 1963
Total Freshmen  Sophomores Juniors Seniore Unclassified
College No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % Noe. %
TOTAL : 3,799 1,154 820 915 779 111
Arts and Sciences 1,394 37 558 48 314 38 267 29 248 32 7 6
Business
Administration 581 15 152 13 121 15 177 19 125 16 6 5
Education 1,006 26 258 23 215 26 302 33 228 2% 3 3
Engineering 330 ¢ 50 4 73 9 95 10 112 14 0 -
General Studies 71 2 8 1 2 - 4 nw 1 - 56 51
Nursing 182 5 72 6 55 7 32 3 22 3 1 1
Tropical
Agriculture 191 5 5 5 38 5 5% 6 43 1 1
Unclasgified 44 1 2 - 2 - 3 -- g -~ 37 33
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Table EE
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF 1963 SURVEY RESPONDENTS BY CAMPUS AND
COLLEGE ACCORDING TO RACIAL BACKGROUND, COMPARED TO
1961 MANOA UNDERGRADUATES AND 1964 TOTAL STATE POPULATION

Uh-Manoa Toral Hawaiil
Uti-tanoa Except Manoca Population  Total Hawa
College of Colilege of Undex - Including Populatio
Racial UH~Manoa Arts and Artg and graduates Military Civilian
fackground Total  Total Sciences Sciences  UH-Hilo Chaminade Church 19612 19640 1964D
TOTAL N 4,713 4,057 1,459 2,598 196 83 378 5,143 714,092 B54, 461
Caucasian 15.6 15.1 20.4 12.2 6.1 37.3 20.9 19.2 36.5 3z,
Chinese 13.0 13.5 14.3 13.7 2.6 18.1 6.9 14.5 5.6 6.
Filipino 2.4 2.2 1.6 2.5 2.6 9.0 3.2 2.4 10.2 10,4
Hawaiian 4.2 2.3 3.2 2.1 2,0 6.0 23.0 1.6 15.5 l6..
Karean 1.2 1.3 1.7 1.1 - . .8 1.8 .- --
Japanese %3.9 58.0 50,17 62.2 50.1 15,7 29,1 55.8 29.1 L.
Mixed or
Hzlf-Half 6.9 6.4 7.3 5.7 6.1 12.1 12.4 1.2 - --
Other b .2 2 .2 -~ 1.2 2,9 1.1 3.1 2.¢
Don't Know L1 .1 -- .1 .5 - .3 No (2 4 -- -
Prefer Not Reply{™°
to Say .3 | o .2 - - .5 { -- -
100.0 100.0 100.4 100.0 100.0 10G.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0
RSource: Student Facilities Survey, February 1941, conducted at the University of Hawaii.
bSource: Department of Planning and Economic Development, State of Hawaii, "The Population of Hawali,
January 1564," Statistical Report 13, dated March 31, 1964,
Table FF
AVERAGE PER SEMESTER EXPENDITURES BY EXPENSE LEVEL
FALL 1963
Campus, Hesi- Total
dence While Expen- Inter~
at College ditures Local island
and Expense for Basic Transpor- Plane
Level for Total Itemsd Tuition Fees Books tation Fare Housing Food Clothing Incidentals
Basic Ttems ($). .3y 0 ) (5) (3) ($2 (33 (3) (%) (8) (8 N
TOTAL 459 293 £3.8 24 32 48 43 9 52 67 a4 70 4,180
fitle
At Home 299 179 59.9% 85 24 45 35 0 8 17 33 52 158
Away 483 381 78.5 85 28 44 13 1 89 135 44 44 35
Chaminade
At Home 505 383 71.9 Z73 12 39 51 0 5 27 i6 35 55
Away 654 3507 77.5 260 23 40 33 24 102 a2 30 60 25
Church
At Home 269 166 61,7 g1 20 34 42 0 12 19 27 34 33
Away
Low 382 Zge 73.0 77 19 33 21 iz a5 iz 13 40 0
Low-Mid 508 404 79.5% g7 1y 3y 3 11 88 171 46 18 72
High-pid 537 445 82,9 PG 27 42 i4 7 a7 188 i3 38 71
High B45 322 BO.B LG 37 5 14 1 120 182 &4 50 71
Hanoa
At Home
Low 285 253 34 46 g 0 s 33 57 664
Low-Mid 321 31 47 52 a 0 G 41 65 551
H 343 38 57 50 1 0 3 45 61 873
535 E 5 ) L 47 10l 50 82 653




Table GG

STUDENT GROUPS BY CAMPUS, RESIDENCE WHILE AT
COLLEGE, EXPENSE LEVEL PER SEMESTER FOR BASIC TTEMS
AND NUMBER OF STUDENTS BY SEX IN EACH GROUP

FALL 1963
Residence While at
College and Expense Number of Students
Campus Level Per Semester Total Students in Group
for Basic Items? in Group Female Male
Hilo At Home ' 158 85 73
Away 35 27 8
Chaminade At Home 55 33 22
Away 25 10 15
Church At Home 53 26 27
Away
Low $380 or less 70 47 23
Low-Mid 381 - $434 72 41 31
High-Mid 435 - 455 71 34 37
High 456 or more 71 35 36
Manoca At Home
Low $156 or less . 664 367 297
Low-Mid 157 - §171 661 403 258
High-Mid 172 - 205 673 441 232
High 206 or more 653 338 315
Away
Low 3410 or less 232 144 88
Low-Mid 411 - $499 225 127 98
High-Mid 5006 - 610 227 115 112
High 611 or more 235 105 130

#Basic items include tuition and fees (including waived charges},
books, housing and food.

Table HH
SUMMER EARNINGS BY RESIDENCE
FALL 1963
Earning 3301 or More Earning $501 or More
Campus and Residence , % of Total % of Total
While at College Number Students Number Students
TOTAL 1,993 49 1,015 25
Hilo
At Home 54 37 28 19
Away 7 22 4 13
Chaminade
At Home : 27 51 17 32
Away 9 38 3 13
Church
At Home 32 63 20 39
Away 148 54 90 33
Manoa
At Home 1,307 51 620 24
Away 409 46 233 26

154



Tahle 11

PERCENTAGE OF INCOME DERIVED FROM DIFFERENT SOURCES BY EXPENSE LEVEL

FALL 1963
Campusg, Resi-
dence While
at College Employ-  Employ-
and Expense Friends ment - ment - Loans - Loans -
Level for or Individual Spouse's on Cff on off Scholar-
gasic Items Parents Relatives Savings Earnings Campus Campus Campus Campus ships Other N
TOTAL 49.5 2.4 23.7 2.8 4.2 9.0 1.5 .5 5.2 1.2 4,180
gilo
At Home 5.1 1.8 20,7 .2 2.9 8.5 .2 .3 9,2 1.1 158
Away 3.8 3.7 12.6 -- 1.0 2.7 7.8 3.6 4.8 - 35
Chaminade
At Home 53.2 i.9 26.1 - .1 8.7 .5 .5 5.7 3.3 55
Away 44.9 3.¢ 5.6 2.5 1.5 5.8 12.5 6.4 9.8 8.0 25
Church
At Home 35.9 2.5 3G.2 7.9 6.7 4.0 1.8 - 11.90 .- 53
Away
Low 45,2 4.9 19.8 - 9.8 2.8 3.2 .9 i2.9 .5 70
Low-Mid 50.9 2.6 26.7 .7 4.0 3.6 2.7 1.2 6.2 1.4 72
High-Mid 54.8 L.} 31.0 .8 2.4 5.4 .1 1.5 2.8 i ] i1
High 53.5 2.4 16.8 1.7 2.7 2.4 1.4 .9 18.0 .2 71
Manoca
At Home
Low 52.1 2.0 25.9 2.7 3.8 8.7 .6 -- 3.5 .7 664
Low-Mid 50.6 1.2 27.% 2.0 4.5 9.3 ) L4 2.9 .9 661
High-Mid 51.9 2.2 27.2 2.0 3.8 8.8 .2 .3 2.7 .G 673
High 42.7 1.5 23.8 4.8 5.1 1.1 .9 .3 8.0 1.8 633
Away
Low 42.7 6.8 19.7 5.1 3.9 9.8 5.3 1.1 4.6 1.0 232
Low-Mid 57.9 3.4 17.9 N 5.6 4.6 3.4 1.6 4.2 1.0 225
High-Mid 33.6 3.9 17.5 .8 3.9 8.0 4.7 .9 5.7 1.0 227
High 40.7 3.8 14.0 7.6 3.6 15.9 3.2 .8 6.4 4.0 235
table JJ
AVERAGE PER SEMESTER EXPENDITURES FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION,
INTERISLAND PLANE FARE, AND HOUSING BY EXPENSE LEVEL
FALL 1963
Campus, Residence Local Transportation Expenditures Interisland Plane Fare Expenditures Housing Expenditures
While at College Rural Oahu Honolulu Hawaii Kaual Maui Single Married
and Expense Level Residents Residents Residents Residents Residents Students Students
for Basic Ltems {8) (%) (3) (%) (%) (%) (8}
TOTAL 77 43 29 39 44 NA RA
Hile
At Home NAB NA NA NA RA NA NA
Away NA NA NA RA NA RA NA
Chaminade
At Home 84 G NA NA NA NA NA
Away 30 51 40 31 46 181 375
Church
At Home 62 0 NA NA Na NA NA
Away
Low 82 18 14 4G 23 114 50
Low -Mid 40 14 31 36 39 88 0
High-Mid 31 i1 27 46 20 85 B85
High 8 44 46 22 48 118 167
Manoa
At Heme
Low 75 ¢ NA NA NA NA NA
Low-Mid 86 O NA NA N& NA NA
High-Mid g2 45 NA WA NA NA NA
High 845 143 NA NA NA NA NA
Away
Low 64 4t 40 33 32 117 45
H 42 24 43 36 42 158 172
Wi § &2 7 51 45 33 17t 253
Hi bE: &6 50 a7 30 246 A%




RESIDENCE WHILE AT COLLEGE OF STUDENTS
LIVING AWAY FROM HOME BY EXPENSE LEVEL

FALL 1963
Campus, Residence Living Arrangement ;
While at College Private
and Expense Level University Non-University Private Rental Home Where Othar -#
for Rasic ltems Total Relatives Dormitory Dormitory Unit Employed P ¥1
TOTAL 1,265 156 503 186 316 37
Hileo .
Live Away 33 & 19 9 1 1 1
Chaminade -
Live Away 25 2 6 3 2 8 &
Church :
Live Away )
Low 70 7 51 11 1 - —
Low-Mid 72 1 65 6 -- - -
High-Mid 71 -- 61 g 1 - -
Bigh 71 - 56 13 i i _—
Manca :
Live Away
Low 231 115 6 20 36 17 17
Low-Mid 226 18 a0 62 73 6 v
High-¥id 230 3 109 38 71 2 7.
High 234 6 70 15 130 2 11
Table LL

AVERAGE EXPENDITURES FOR FOOD, CLOTHING AND INCIDENTALS
BY SEX AND EXPENSE LEVEL
FALL 1963

Campus, Residence
While at College Average Expenditures-Food Average Expenditures-Clothing Average Expenditures-Incidentals

and Expense Level Male Female Male Female Male Female
for Basic Items (%) (%) (%) (%) (83 {$)
TOTAL 179 140 45 58 96 62
Hile
At Home 138 50 45 49 86 53
Away 181 138 59 47 85 39
Chaminade
At Home 142 97 41 54 74 60
Away 232 99 56 32 71 71
Church
At Home 89 113 36 47 56 40
Away
Low 86 101 43 50 100 38
Low-Mid 199 170 53 59 57 29
High-Mid 200 192 34 55 50 36
High 199 165 44 59 48 64
Manoa
At Home
Low 10 36 36 53 81 57
Low-Mid 22 19 41 55 94 59
High-Mid 16 34 42 37 B4 38
High 145 126 51 63 103 72
Away
Low 115 89 38 57 108 69
Low -Mid 164 132 47 55 123 i1
High-¥id 07 i83 4% 87 98 76
High 367 255 59 84 155 a8
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Pable MM

APPLICATICNS FOR SCHOLARSHIPS, LOANS, AND
EMPLOYMENT BY SEX AND RESIDENCE

FALL 1963
Applied for Scholarships Applied for Loans Applied for Employment

ug and Male Female Male Female Male Female
dence Have Have Have Have Have Have
le at Have Not Have Not Have Not Have Not Have Not Have Not
hool Applied Applied Applied Applied Applied Applied Applied Applied Appiied Applied Applied Applied
TOTAL 403 1,395 663 1,706 208 1,587 215 2,140 1,296 435 1,383 177
Home 17 56 25 59 2 7 i 81 52 21 &5 39
ay 3 5 14 13 1 7 7 20 6 2 8 19
inade

Home 7 15 6 27 3 19 3 29 19 3 i8 14
ay 5 10 7 3 7 8 7 3 7 8 & 4
ch

Home & 23 6 piy] 5 22 S 21 18 9 19 b
ay 28 98 36 118 25 101 43 111 82 11 104 53
a

Home 217 884 366 1,178 82 1,017 64 1,473 785 309 1,086 452
ay 122 304 203 288 83 342 85 402 327 99 297 190

Table NN
WILLINGNESS TO BORROW FOR EDUCATIONAL PURPQOSES AND
RACIAL BACKGROUND OF APPLICANTS FOR
LOANS, SCHOLARSHIPS, AND EMPLOYMENT
FALL 1963
Racial Background

Applying for Total Caucasian (hinese Filipino Hawailian Korean  Japanese Mixed Other
nancial Aids % % % % % % % % %
Number of Students? 4,136 599 546 95 175 47 2,375 280 15

ng to Borrow for

cational Purposes 48 55 46 56 38 51 46 51 13

ed for Loans 10 18 5 20 25 7 7 18 33

ed for Scholarships 26 25 24 51 31 23 25 28 7

ed for Employment 76 67 70 64 76 70 69 7z 73

& ; N
W varies stightly for easch response becauvse
not all students answered all questions.
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Table 00

AFPLICATIONS FOR SCHOLARSHIPS, LOANS AND
EMPLOYMENT BY EXPENSE LEVEL
FALL 1963

Campus, Residence -
While at College  Applied for Scholarships Applied for Loans Applied for gggggymenf@

and Expense Level Have Have Not  Have Have Not  Have Have No
for Basic Items Applied Applied Applied Applied Applied '
TOTAL 1,066 3,101 423 3,727 2,879
Hilo :
At Home 42 115 3 152 g7 60
Away 17 18 8 27 14 21
Chaminade 5
At Home 13 42 6 48 37 17
Away 12 13 14 11 13 12
Church
At Home 10 43 10 43 37 15
Away
Low 19 49 27 42 57 13
Low-Mid 15 56 20 50 47 24
High-Mid 13 58 6 65 3s 32
High 17 53 15 55 43 28
Manoa
At Home
Low 106 357 30 632 415 243
Low-Mid 139 521 34 623 473 179
High-Mid 137 536 27 642 480 193
High 201 448 55 593 503 144
Away
Low 86 145 42 188 156 73
Low~Mid 72 153 32 192 150 13
High-Mid 83 143 46 178 148 78
High 84 151 48 186 170 65
Table PP
SEX AND AVERAGE PER CENT OF INCOME DERIVED FROM
PARENTS, FRIENDS OR RELATIVES, SPOUSES,
EARNINGS, LOANS, AND SCHOLARSHIPS FOR
STUGDENTS REPORTING INCOME FROM SUCH SOURCES
FALL 1963
Source of Income Male Female
A T
Parents 58 65
Friends or Relatives 24 24
Spouses 54 17
Earnings 46 38
Loans 43 48
Scholarships 42 46
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Tahle QQ

RESIDENCE WHILE AT COLLEGE AND AVERAGE COST OF HOUSING
FOR STUDENTS LIVING AWAY FROM HOME BY EXPENSE LEVEL

FALL 1963
Campus, Residence Living Arrangement
While at College Private
and Expense Level University Non-University Rental Other
for Basic Items Relatives Dormitory Dormitory Unit Facilities
() (8 (s ($) ($)
Hilo
Live Away -- 106 102 200 100
Chaminade
Live Away 175 175 238 268 161
Church
Live Away
Low 45 167 159 50 --
Low-Mid 115 88 86 - -
High-Mid - 89 75 85 --
High - 120 107 125 -
Manoa
Live Away
Low 89 10 125 130 125
Low-Mid 168 159 145 167 179
High-Mid 208 177 154 196 178
High 267 184 195 371 3a2
Table RR

MARITAL STATUS AND AVERAGE PER CENT OF INCOME DERIVED FROM
PARENTS, FRIENDS OR RELATIVES, SAVINGS, SPOUSES, EARNINGS,
LOANS AND SCHOLARSHIPS FOR STUDENIS REPORTING
INCOME FROM SUCH SOURCES

FALL 1963
Source of Income Single Married

% %
Parents 63 48
Friends or Relatives 23 55
Savings .45 36
Spouses 42 71
Earnings 41 53
Loans 48 34
Scholarships 68 63
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Table 58
GROSS FAMILY INCOME REPORTED BY RESPONDENTS
TO 1963 SURVEY OF COLLEGE STUDENTS AND BY
RESPONDENTS TO 1961 OFFICE COF EDUCATION SURVEY

FALL 1963

Manoa Campus Hiloc Campus Chaminade College Church College
Gross Fami}y Iacome QEEEQY 35383y S%;ééy sé;ggy S&igéy Sasggy Suryey Sutvay

* 3 kel 2. e & a, "fs
Number of Students 4,315 3,017 175 171 129 72 423 2886
$15,000 and over il g 5 5 8 11 5 g
10,000 to 14,999 21 20 13 9 19 2Q 14 15
8,000 to 9,999 15 16 g i3 17 24 12 13
7,000 to 7,999 10 12 9 7 10 5 8 8
6,000 to 6,999 13 12 18 12 8 9 12 12
5,000 to 5,999 12 12 17 18 22 9 11 14
4,000 to 4,999 8 10 15 16 5 11 9 10
3,000 to 3,999 6 5 7 13 4 7 il 16
2,000 to 2,999 3 3 5 5 4 4 6 5
1,999 or less 1 1 1 2 3 - 12 4

Source: 1961 survey data are from 8., V. Martorana, Ernest V. Hollis, et al.,
The Univeraity of Hawaii and Higher Education in Hawaii (Honolulu:
Department of Budget and Review, 1962), pp. 73, 78, 234,

Table TT

NUMBER OF HOURS OF WORK PER WEEK DURING SEMESTER
AND SEMESTER EARNINGS BY RESIDENCE

FALL 1963
Campus and NMumber of Hours of Work Per Week Semester Earnings
Residence 10 or 41 or Earning 3201 or More Eatning 5301 or More EHarning 5401 or M
while at Not Less 11-20 21-30 3i-40 More % of Total % of Total % of To
College Working Hrs. Hrs, Hrs. Hrs. Hrs, No. Students  No. Students Ho. Studen
TOTAL 2,149 534 340 192 172 59 793 21 305 13 315 8
Bilo
At Home 70 29 18 & 5 1 27 19 10 7
Away 19 5 1 H - - i 3 - “n . R
Chaminade
At Home 28 1 9 3 4 -- 8 17 7 13 3 6
Away i1 1 3 2 1 3 17 2 11 1 8
Church
At Home 17 17 1 5 1 8 17 2 4 1 2
Away 107 53 26 8 13 g 29 i2 12 5 4 2
Manoa
At Home 1,427 321 344 122 Gé 5 308 21 323 13 189 8
Away 470 $7 136 49 47 5 209 25 149 18 113 14
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Table U

STUDENTS GROUPED BY DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT BY
CAMPUS, RESIDENCE WHILE AT COLLEGE, AND SEX

FALL 1963
Campus and
Residence
While at Degree of Self-Support® Number of Studepts in Group
College A Total Female Male
Hilo
At Home 158 85 73
Away 35 27 8
Chaminade
At Home 55 i3 22
Away " 25 10 15
Church
At Home 53 26 27
Away
High Self-Support g -30.0 28 11 17
Medium Self-Support 50.1-75.0 24 17 7
Low Self-Support 75.1-99.9 40 18 22
No Self-Support 100.0 129 71 58
Manoa
At Home
High Self-Support 0 -50.0 398 193 209
Medium Self-Support 50.1-75.0 380 209 171
Low Self-Support 75.1+99.9 241 152 89
No Self-Support 100.0 1,547 931 616
Awvay
High Self-Support g -50.,0 188 88 100
Medium Self ~Support 50.1-75.0 133 67 66
Low Self-Support 75.1-99.,9 136 63 73
No Self-Support 106.0 427 251 176
#gaged on per cent of income derived from parents,
friends or relatives, savings, and spouses earnings.
Table VV
RACIAL BACKGROUND OF STUDENTS DERIVING INCOME FROM
PARENTS, FRIENDS OR RELATIVEB, AND LOANS FOR
STUDENTS REPORTING THESE AS A SOURCE OF INCOME
FALL 1963
Source of Caucasian Chinese Filipino Hawaiian Xorean Japanese Mixed OQOther
Income % A % % % % Z %
Parents 67 63 35 62 65 62 61 66
Friends or
Relatives 28 19 23 23 14 23 36 6
Loansg 41 43 54 48 71 48 40 --
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Table WW

AGE DISTRIBUTION AT MANOA CAMPUS AND CHURCH COLLEGE

BY DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT
FALL 1963

Campus, Residence While at 18 Years Qld 19 to 22 23 Years Old .
College and Degrae or .Less Years Old or More
of Self-Support (%) (%) (%)
Church

Away - No. of Students 83 129 9
High BSelf-Support 11 13 22
Medium Self-Bupport 8 12 11
Low Self-Support 15 20 33
No Belf-Support 66 55 34

Manoa .

At Home ~ No. of Students 845 1,534 187
High Self-Support 8 18 30
Medium Self-Support 10 18 13
Low Self-Support 8 10 7
No Self-Support 74 54 50

Away - No, of Students 197 568 123
High Self-Support 18 18 41
Medium Self-Support 13 16 15
Low Self-Support 11 17 15
Ho Belf-Support 58 49 29

Table XX
GRADES OF SELECTED STUDENT BY DEGREE OF SELF-~-SUPPORT
AT MANOA CAMPUS AND CHURCH COLLEGE
FALL 1963
Grade Polint Grade Point
Campus and Residence 2.6 and Over 3.0 and Over
While at Eollege % 1
Church
Away :
High Self-Support 33 12
Medium Self-Support 25 11
Low Self~Support 43 22
No Self-Support 29 i3
Manoa
At Home
High Self-Support 48 18
Medtum Self-Support 41 19
Low Self-Support a4 15
Ko Self-Support 24 11
Away
High Self-Bupport 40 17
Medium Self-Support 38 i35
Low Self-Support 30 8
No Self-Support 27 9
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Table YY

RACIAL BACKGROUND OF STUDENTS AT MANOA CAMPUS
AND CHURCH COLLEGE BY DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT

FALL 1963
{PER CENTS}
sgnpus, Residence While
at College and Degree Caucasian Chinese Fitipino Hawaiian Korean Japanesc Mixed
of Self-Support i A % A 7% % %
purch
Away - Ne. of Students 55 19 6 40 3 73 19
High Self-Support 11 -~ 17 25 -- 8 21
Medium Self-Support 11 16 -~ 15 - 6 26
Low Self -Support 20 10 33 23 -- 17 il
¥o Self-Support 58 74 50 a8 100 69 42
anoa
At Heme - No, of Students 323 445 35 65 37 1,496 152
High Self-Support 20 15 13 29 22 14 17
Medium Self-Support 9 H 11 15 i3 16 17
Low Self-Support 12 7 i 3 8 10 7
No Self-Suppert 59 62 63 51 57 &0 59
Away - No. of Students 150 45 37 1% 7 363 58
High Self-Support 37 20 33 11 14 17 28
Medium Self~Suppert 14 i8 16 -- 14 15 17
Low Self-Support 10 22 16 5 43 17 7
No Self-Bupport 3% 40 35 B4 29 51 48
Table Z2Z
AVERAGE DPOLLAR CONTRIBUTIONS FROM DIFFERENT INCOME SOURCES
FOR SELECTED STUDENTS AT MANCA CAMPUS
BY GROSS FAMILY INCOME AND NUMBER OF DEPENDENTS IN FPAMILYS
FALL 1983
Average Average Dolliacr Contributions
No. of Frignds or Individual Spouse's Individual Scholar=
frogs Family epend- N Parents Relatives Savings Earnings Farnings Loans ships Other Total
Income ents (%) (% (%) {8} (%) %y - ($ (%) (%}
Total Number 753
§15,000 or more 3 38 575 32 119 4 29 -~ 8 16 783
16,000 - 14,999 3 68 531 35 75 2 48 A 23 20 759
8,000 - 59,399 3 103 451 18 38 37 71 17 16 17 725
7,060 - 7,999 3 LA 373 12 130 33 70 13 28 -n 663
6,000 - 6,999 3 33 409 22 79 79 57 2 21 20 689
5,060 - 5,999 3 121 349 37 98 EH 65 42 46 13 741
4,800 - 4,95% 3 113 321 26 ity 129 64 41 48 3 740
3,000 - 3,999 3 70 309 38 36 57 86 49 38 é 679
2,060 - 2,999 Z 43 Zhe 26 89 71 107 64 79 L 703
1,599 or less 1 4 219 55 168 &3 a6 18 31 -- 638
*Incivdes full~time, resident, undergraduate students at Mansa campusg who are

Living away from home or whe are living at heme or with relatives and who report
3100 or wore cash expenses per semester for housing and food,



Table A&A

GROSS FAMILY INCOME BY DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT

FALL 1963
.Campus, Residence While Less Than er .
at College and Degree $5,000 $10,000.
of Self-Support Number?2 % y ESS
_ Total 1,337 20 28
Hilo
At Home 50 ' 34 14
Away 13 50 4.
Chaminade
At Home 20 15 35
Avay _ 9 40 20
Church
At Home 16 36 8
Avay 65 ’ 23 29
High Self-Support 4 17 17
Medium Self-Support & 25 25
Low Self-Support 9 30 15
No Self-Support 46 23 35
Manoa
At Home 895 15 k) 1
High Self-Support 160 20 26
Medium Self-Support 129 20 25
Low Self-Support 93 17 32
No Self-Support 573 13 34
Away 269 30 20
High Self-Support 28 40 9
Medium Self-Support 48 41 15
Low Self-Support 40 28 13
No Self-Support 153 25 25

2Number includes only students of families with gross incomes under $5,000
or over $10,000 per annum,
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Table BBB

APPLICATIONS FOR SCHOLARSHIPS, LOANS, AND
EMPLOYMENT BY DEGREE OF SELF-~-SUPPORT

FALL 1963
-
Campus, Residence While Scholarships Loans Emp loyment
at College and Degree Have Have Not  Have Have Not Have Have Not
of Self-Support Applied Applied Applied Applied Applied Applied
Total 1,016 2,974 396 3,578 2,763 1,215
Hileo
At Home 42 115 3 152 97 60
Away 17 18 8 27 14 21
Chaminade
At Home 13 42 6 48 37 17
Away 12 13 14 11 13 12
Church
At Home 10 43 10 43 37 15
Away 45 173 48 169 140 80
High Self-Support 11 17 17 11 24 4
Medium Self-Support 9 13 9 12 21 2
Low Self-Support 15 24 12 27 31 9
No Self-Support 10 119 10 119 64 65
Manoa
At Home 564 1,997 142 2,412 1,817 7386
High Self-Support 121 27117 58 339 3469 48
Medium Self-Support 142 238 29 350 324 54
lLow Self-Support 54 187 13 226 195 46
No Self-Support 247 1,293 42 1,497 949 588
Away 313 5373 165 716 608 274
High Self-Support 91 96 91 96 152 35
Medium Self-Support 67 67 40 93 110 24
Low Self-Support 56 82 14 122 117 21
Mo Self-Support 99 328 20 405 229 194
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SUMMER EARNINGS BY DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT

Table CCC

FALL 1963

Campus, Regidence While

Earning $301 or More

Earning $501 or More

at College and Degree Tof Total % of Total
of Self-Support No. - Students No. _Students
Hile
At Home 34 37 28 19
Away 7 22 4 13
Chaminade
At Home 7 51 17 32
Away 9 38 3 13
Church
At Home 32 63 20 39
Away '
High Self-Support 18 64 14 50
Medium Self-Support 10 43 5 22
Low Self-Support 26 67 11 28
No Self-Bupport 64 52 44 36
Manoa
At Home 245 63 137 35
High Self-Support 203 54 84 23
Medium Self-Support 100 42 43 19
Low Self-Support 709 47 338 23
No Belf-Support
Away .
High Self-Support 103 56 60 KK
Medium Self-Support 63 48 40 30
Low Self-Support 58 43 27 20
No Self-Support 163 39 20 22
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Table DDD

NUMBER OF HOURS OF WORK PER WEEK DURING SEMESTER AND
SEMESTER EARNINGS BY DEGREE QF SELF~-SUPPORT

FPALL 1963
Rumber of Hours of Work Per Week Semester Earnings -
o i & Residence Earning 5201 or More Earning $301 or Mcre Earning $401 or Mo
While At College Not 10 or 11-30 21-30 31-40 41 or % of % of % eof
Working Lags Hrs, Hrs. Hrs. Hrs. More Hrs. Na, Total No, Total No. Total
Students Students Student
FO 29 18 & 5 1 27 19 10 7 4 3
14 5 1 1 0 0 1 3 - - - -
Chaminade
At Home 28 1 3 3 & [+ 8 17 7 15 3 6
eSS 11 i 3 2 1 1 3 17 2 11 1 6
Chuyeh
At Home 17 17 3 1 5 1 8 17 2 4 1 2
Away
Yigh Self- 4 8 4 2 3 3 6 26 - 3 13 2 9
Support
Medium Self~ B 10 3 0 2 i 6 25 1 4 - wm
Support
Low Self- 12 16 z 1 3 0 .- - - - - .
Support
No Self- 64 13 b 2 3 0 5 5 2 2 L 1
Support
Manoa
At Home
High Self~ 78 61 130 63 26 12 251 6 179 47 121 32
Supportg
Medium Self- 34 102 112 27 1t 3 141 39 78 22 35 16
Jupport
Low Self- 84 &4 &3 10 14 2 51 22 23 10 11 5
Support
Mo Sell- 1,121 82 49 12 39 6 50 4 29 2 13 1
Support
Away
High Self- 56 18 43 28 15 17 33 52 82 a4 69 39
Support
Madium Self~ 43 23 31 10 12 3 51 41 29 23 18 14
Support
Low Self- 46 34 38 5 8 1 37 28 20 15 12 g
Support
Ho Self- 308 20 19 & 11 Q 19 5 12 3 8 2

Support
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Takle EEE

EFFECTS OF INADEQUATE FINANCIAL RESOURCES ON STUDENTS
BY DEGREE QF SELF-SUPPORT

FALL 1963
Plan to
Plan Not Attend a Received
to go Second Low
Plan to to Grad- Choice Grades
Campus, Residence While Carried a Limited to Plan te Plan to Transfer uate or Graduate Because
at College and Degree Total Delayed  Lighter Withdrew Tem Attending Withdraw Withdraw to An- Profes~ or Profes- of Time  Other
of Self-Suppore Responses® Entering Credit porarily From School Tempo~ Perma- other glonal sional Spent
School Load bollegg ) in Hawail rarily nently School School Schoal Working
Total 3,370 140 435 156 1,169 117 14 255 256 175 531 122
Hilo
At Home 116 8 7 i 84 4 1 9 4 [ 16 6
Auay 20 5 1 1 5 1 - 2 3 - - 2
Chaminade
At Home 46 2 6 2 15 -— - 5 5 4 3 4
Away 21 1 3 2 4 1 - 1 4 1 2 2
Church
At Home 40 3 2 7 9 3 . 9 3 -- 4 -
Away 137 13 12 3 35 8 3 37 8 5 9 4
Bigh Self-Support 17 2 — - 6 1 -- 3 1 1 3 1
Hedium Self-Support 1B 2 4 - 5 1 —~ 2 2 - 2 -
Low Self-Support 27 2 4 1 & 2 - 4 4 1 3 -
No Self-Support 75 7 4 2 18 4 3 28 1 3 2 3
Manoa
At Home z,079 63 261 70 786 &7 7 147 158 115 331 T4
High Self-Suypport 491 18 90 21 134 10 2 18 37 29 119 13
Medium Self-Support 426 7 72 11 146 14 1 19 30 22 92 12
Low Self-Support 212 & n 2 a6 14 - 13 9 12 38 3
No Self-Support 950 34 68 35 420 29 4 97 82 52 82 46
Avay 911 45 143 70 261 33 3 &5 il A2 166 30
High Self-Support 302 16 63 28 60 11 2 13 22 7 72 8
Medium Self-Support 181 5 13 11 55 10 . 6 8 6 38 ]
Low Self-Support 144 5 20 10 39 3 1 6 14 10 32 4
Ro Self-Support 284 19 27 71 107 9 - 20 21 21 24 9

AStudents were not limited to a single response.
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Table FFF

PURPOSES FOR WHICH STUDENTS WOULD BORROW

BY DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT

FALL 1963
Stay in
School in Attend
Attend Summer Carry Full Cage Pre- Graduate
Campus, Residence While at Total Not Willing School to Load to Quit Work Reduce Sup- sent Finan- Live in or Pro-
College and Degree of Self-Support Responses® to Borrow Graduste in Graduate to Study port from cial Support Better  fessional
for Edycation J Years in 4 Years More Relatives Withdrawn Housing School
Total 5,292 742 308 826 583 688 1,05% 49 1,037
Hilo
At Home 260 9 16 35 23 31 54 - 32
Away 39 3 5 8 4 ) 9 e 2
Chaminade
At Home 80 5 7 12 6 186 15 - 19
Away 42 3 3 5 2 13 7 2 ?
Church
At Home 36 14 5 14 2 5 8 -— 8
Away 230 33 15 49 27 36 32 - 38
High Self-Support 30 2 2 § 3 5 8 -~ 5
Medium Self-Support 26 4 4 6 3 4 4 - 1
Low Self-Support 43 g 1 g 8 4 3 - 9
No Self-Support 131 18 8 29 13 23 17 - 23
Manoa
At Home 3,377 532 183 526 372 364 681 23 696
High Self-Support 509 87 23 76 77 42 85 I8 118
Medium Self-Support 577 76 22 74 33 62 117 2 131
Low Self-Support 383 47 23 61 45 43 7l 5 88
No Self-Support 1,908 322 115 315 157 217 408 15 359
Away 1,268 143 74 177 147 215 253 24 235
High Self-Support 256 28 12 56 53 39 43 . B 57
Medium Self-Support 245 21 16 37 s 45 41 3 47
Low Self-Support 193 23 7 22 5 31 4k & 37
Ho Self-Support 534 71 39 62 3% 100 125 9 94

#Students were not limited to a single response.



APPENDIX N

THE HAWAIT HICH SCHOOL GRADUATE
TABULAR DATA

Table GGG

POST-GRADUATION PLANS OF
HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES IN HAWALL

1953-1963
Total School Work Military Other
Year No, No. yA No. % No, % No. %
1953 6,245 3,090 49 2,343 37 532 10 280 4
1954 6,024 2,771 46 2,169 36 738 12 346 6
1955 6,499 3,271 30 1,884 29 871 14 473 7
1956 6,659 3,439 52 1,789 27 1,020 15 411 6
1957 6,861 3,416 50 1,189 17 1,877 27 379 6
1958 6,800 4,036 59 988 15 1,555 23 221 3
1959 7,207 4,443 61 916 13 1,422 20 426 6
1960 7,887 4,967 63 1,085 14 1,075 14 760 9
1961 8,987 6,140 68 1,793 20 488 6 566 )
1962 9,566 6,319 66 1,892 20 569 6 786 8
1963 9,464 6,462 68 1,644 18 590 6 768 8

Source: Annual Reports on the plans of Hawaii's high school graduates
prepared for the Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment

of Youth.

Table HHH

A COMPARISON OF THE POST-GRADUATE PLANS OF 1952
HAWAIY HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES WITH THEIR ACTIVITIES

IN JANUARY 1953, JANUARY 1954, AND MAY 1956

Plans in Activity in Activity in Activity in

Post-Graduation Spring 1952 January 1953 January 1954 May 1956

Activities No. o No, % No. % Bo. 7
TOTAL 6,142 100 6,142 100 6,142 100 6,142 100
School 3,021 49 2,830 46 2,122 35 1,598 26
Employment 2,805 46 1,764 29 2,226 36 2,781 46
Military Service - - 657 11 871 14 934 15
Unemployment - -- 455 7 499 8 254 4
Other 316 5 436 7 424 7 575 9

Source: Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment of Youth, State

of Hawaii.
Note: Data are for ail graduates, based on number responding to
questionnaires.
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Table III

TYPES OF SCHOOLS PLANNED FOR ATTENDANCE
BY HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES IN HAWAII

1953-1963
Other
University School Trade Schools
or Juniecr of and and Not
Total College College Nursing Technical Buginess Definite
Year No. No. % NWo. % NWo. % No. %  No, % No. %
1953 3,090 1,792 58 105 4 - - 997 32 - - 196 6
1954 2,771 1,705 62 118 4 - - 783 28 - - 165 6
1955 3,271 2,237 88 120 4 - - 878 27 - - 36 1
1956 3,439 2,366 89 164 5 - - B68 25 - - 41 1
1957 3,416 2,339 69 283 8 - - 787 23 - - 1 a
1958 4,036 2,467 61 268 7 - - 1,271 31 - - 30 1
1959 4,443 2,743 62 369 8 - - 1,317 30 . - 14 a
1960 4,967 2,884 58 204 4 129 2 1,020 21 584 12 146 3
1961 6,140 3,427 56 234 4 82 1 1,180 19 741 12 476 8
1962 6,319 3,350 56 328 5 76 1 1,211 19 658 11 496 8
1963 6,462 3,365 52 350 5 73 1 1,284 20 642 10 748 12

Source: Annual Reports on the plans of Hawail's high school graduates
prepared for the Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment
of Youth,.

8Less than 0.5 per cent,

Table JJIJ

A COMPARISON OF THE POST-SECONDARY EDUCATIONAL PLANS OF 1952
HAWAIY HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES WITH THEIR EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES
IN JANUARY 1953, JANUARY 1934, AND MAY 1956

Plans in Activity in  Activity in Activity in
Spring 1952 Jan. 1933 Jan. 1954 May 1956

Post-Graduation % of % of % of % of
Fducational Total Total Total Total
Activities No. Grads, No. Grads. No. Grads. Ne. Grads.

TOTAL 3,021 49 2,830 46 2,122 35 1,598 262

University or College 1,530 25 1,554 25 1,458 24 1,200 20

Business Schools ) 613 10 235 & 50 1

Trade & Technical Schools 1 41d’) 24 430 7 193 3 146 2

Nursing Schools ! ) 163 3 167 3 36 1

Other ) 70 1 69 1 166 3

Source: Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment of Youth, State of Hawaii

Note: Data are for all graduates, based on number responding
to gquestlonnaires,

apoes not add due to rounding.

bData by categories of educational activities not available,
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Table KKK

POST-GRADUATION PLANS AND ACTUAL ACTIVITIES OF HAWAII'S

HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES IN SELECTED YEARS

Clags of 1956

Clags of 1961

Class of 1962

Plans Activity Plans Activity Plans Activity
May 1956 QOct. 1956 May 1961 April 1962 HMay 1662 April 1963
Post-Graduation
Possibllities . Noo % No. % No. % No. % No.. % No. %
TOTAL 6,659 100 6,659 100 8,987 100 8,987 100 9,566 100 9,566 100
School 3,439 32 3,662 55 6,140 68 5,212 58 6,319 66 5,532 58
Employment 1,789 27 1,265 19 1,793 20 1,618 18 1,892 20 1,446 15
Military Service 1,020 15 1,265 19 488 6 719 8 569 6 885 9
Unemp loyment - -- 400 6 - -- BO9 9 -~ -— 723 8
Other 411 6 67 1 566 6 629 - 7 786 8 980 10
Source: Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment of Youth, State of
Hawaili,
Note: Data are for all graduates, based on mumber responding to
gquestionnaires.
Table LLL
POST-GRADUATION EDUCATIONAL PLANS AND ACTUAL EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES
OF HAWAII'S HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES IN SELECTED YEARS
K Class of 1961 Clags of 1967
Post-Graduation Plans: ACTivity: Plaws: Activity:
Educational May 1961 April 1962 May 1962 April 1963
Activities No. % No. % No. % No, %
TOTAL 6,140 100 6,140 100 6,319 100 6,319 100
University or
College 3,427 56 3,314 54 3,550 56 3,344 53
Junior College 234 4 282 5 328 5 329 5
Buginess Schools 741 12 739 12 658 11 554 9
Trade & Technical
Schools 1,180 19 770 13 1,211 19 S49 15
Nursing Schools 82 13 61 1 76 1 75 1
Other or not
Specified 476 B 34 -~ 496 8 33 1
Not in School,
Location Unknown,
or no Response -- -- S40 15 -- - 1,027 i6

Source: Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment of Youth, State
of Hawaiil,

Note: Data are for all graduates, based on number responding

to questionnaires,
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Table MMM

ESTIMATED HIGH SCHOOL SENIOR
ENRCLLMENTS IN HAWAIL, BY COUNTY
1962 to 1972

COUNTY
Year State? Hawaii Honolulu Kauai Maui
1962P 9,890 1,183 7,194 554 300
19632 9,945 1,141 7,436 508 830
1964 10,451 1,134 7,990 488 832
1965 11,352 1,176 8,702 572 899
1966 11,281 1,211 8,631 571 864
1967 11,632 1,194 9,071 535 850
1968 12,030 1,210 9,444 523 881
1969 12,316 1,238 9,681 562 865
1970 13,112 1,164 10,567 593 855
1971 13,536 1,211 11,036 538 836
1972 14,119 1,243 11,595 561 837

Source: §S. V. Martorana, Ernest V. Hollis, et al., The University
of Hawail and Higher Education in Hawaii, pp. 31-32.

AThe state total was computed separately and may not be equal to the
sum of the earlier four columns.

bActual figures for 1962 were State, 9,749; Hawaii, 1,210; Homolulu,
7,146; Kauai, 520; Maui, 873. Actual figures for 1963 were State,
9,696; Hawaii, 1,182; Honolulu, 7,199; Kauai, 477; Maui, 838. Actual
figures for 1964 as of November, 1963 were State, 10,390; Hawaii, 1,212;
Honolulu, 7,881; Xauvai, 484; Maui, 813 (1962 and 1963 actual figures
from June enrollment reports of the Department of Education; 1964 actual
figures from Kosaki, Feasibility of Community Colleges in Hawail, p. 42).
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Table NNN

ESTIMATED POST-SECOMDARY EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES
OF HAWAII PUBLIC AND PRIVATE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS,
OAHU AND NEIGHBOR ISLANDS®
1962 TO 1972

TOTAL
TOTAL Graduates in

Year and All Educational Neighbor

Educational Seniors Activity Oahu lglands

Activity No. No. % Pub.  PVE. PGb. PVE.
1962 TOTAL 9,749 5,392 55,3 2,760 1,183 1,290 152
University or College 1,769 1,059 777 111
Business Schools 522 54 189 10
Trade or Technical Schools 431 50 299 22
Other &0 25 25 9
1963 TOTAL 9,696 5,537 57.1 2,858 1,221 1,333 125
Univergity or College 1,848 1,089 830 33
Business Schools 5312 50 178 7
Trade or Technical Schools 458 57 301 18
Other 40 25 24 7
1964 TOTAL 10,390 6,118 58.9 3,241 1,306 1,417 154
University or College 2,109 1,165 915 114
Buginess Schools 554 48 170 g
Trade or Technical Schools 533 67 308 22
Other 45 26 24 9
1965 TOTAL 11,352 6,899 460.8 3,653 1,496 1,600 150
University or College 2,398 1,335 1,061 112
Business Schools 592 49 174 8
Trade or Technical Schools 614 83 3319 21
Other 49 29 26 9
1966 TOTAL 11,281 7,062 62,6 3,780 1,492 1,635 155
University or College 2,518 1,333 1,092 117
Business Schools 573 44 168 7
Trade or Technical Schools 640 87 349 22
Other 49 28 26 9
1867 TOTAL 11,632 7,506 64.5 4,066 1,575 1,712 155
Iniversity or College 2,720 1,407 1,178 118
Business Schools 590 41 156 6
Trade or Technilcal Schools 702 97 353 23
Other 52 30 25 8
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Table NNN (continued)

TOTAL
TOTAL Graduates in

Year and All Educational Neighbor

Educational Seniors Activity Qahu Islands

Activity No, No. % Pub. Pvt, Pub, Pvt,
1968 TOTAL 12,030 7,982 66.4 4,365 1,645 1,810 162
University or College 2,949 1,472 1,263 124
Business Schools 5599 36 152 5
Trade or Technical Schools 763 107 368 25
Other 54 360 25 B
1969 TOTAL 12,316 8,393 68.2 4,631 1,694 1,889 169
University or College 1,161 1,517 1,340 129
Business Schools 597 31 148 5
Trade or Technical Schools 318 116 385 26
Other 55 30 26 9
1870 TOTAL 13,112 9,199 70.2 5,131 1,850 2,045 173
University or College 3,506 1,658 1,489 132
Buginess Schools 639 28 136 5
Trade or Technical Schools 924 132 395 28
Other 62 32 25 8
1971 TOTAL 13,536 9,747 72.0 5,486 1,936 2,149 176
University or College 3,769 1,737 1,694 135
Businegs Schoolg 631 23 126 4
Trade or Technical Schools 1,002 143 404 29
Other 64 33 25 8
1972 TOTAL 14,119 10,426 73.8 5,917 2,039 2,286 184
University or College 4,092 1,830 1,718 142
Business Schools 666 18 120 3
Trade or Technical Schools 1,091 157 423 31
Other 08 4Lt 25 8

Source: §. V. Martorana, Ernest V. Hollis, et al., The University of Hawail
and Higher Education in Hawaii, pp. 28, 31-32 provided the basic is-

land and state total senior emrollments projected to 1972,

ther divisions by public and private schools and by educational
activity are derived by extrapolation from enrollment and survey data
for the decade 1952 to 1962,

8Basic Assumptions

The fur-

1. Hawail's high gchool senior enrollments by counties will increase or
decrease between 1962 and 1972 as projected in Table MMM.

2. The division of seniors between public and private schools in the
counties of Kauail, Mauil, and Hawaii will be the same for 1964-1972 as was the
average for 1953-1963.

3. The division of seniors between public and private schools on Oahu
will change during the period 1964-1972 at the same rate of change as occurred
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during 19533-1963.

&,

Table NNN (continued)

The percentage of seniors golng on to universgities or college, busi-

ness schools, and trade or technical schools will change for the period 1963-
1372 at the same rate that it changed for the period 1952-1962.

5.

ESTIMATED NUMBER OF HAWALL PUBLIC AND PRIVATE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS,

Table 000

The percentage of seniors going on for post-secondary training in
other schools will remain constant for the period 1962-197Z.

OAHU AND NEIGHBOR ISLANDS, GOING ON TO THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAIT MANOA CAMPUS,
THE UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII HILO CAMPUS, CHAMINADE COLLEGE, CHURCH COLLEGE,

AND 2- AND 4-YEAR INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING ON THE MAINLAND

1961 TO 1972

Year Univ. of Univ. of _
& Hawaii Hawaii Chaminade Church Mainland Mainland

Residence TOTAL Manoa Hilo College College 4-year 2-year
1961 TOTAL ]

Oahu 2,736 1,561 - 72 165 791 147

R.IL. 860 173 191 25 58 327 86
1962 TOTAL

Oahu 2,828 1,613 -— 74 171 818 152

%.1. 888 178 197 26 60 338 89
1963 TOTAL

Oahu 2,937 1,675 _ 77 178 849 158

¥.I. 923 185 205 27 62 351 a3
1964 TOTAL

Oahu 3,274 1,867 - 86 198 947 176

N.I. 1,029 267 228 30 69 392 1483
1965 TOTAL

Cahu 3,733 2,129 - 98 226 1,079 201

N.L. 1,173 236 260 34 79 446 118
1966 TOTAL

Oahu 3,851 2,196 -— 1461 233 1,113 208

N.I. 1,209 243 268 35 81 461 121
1967 TOTAL

Oahu 4,127 2,354 - 109 249 1,193 222

W.1. 1,296 260 287 38 87 494 130
1968 TOTAL

Oahu 4,421 2,522 - 116 267 1,278 238

N.I. 1,389 27 308 41 93 529 139
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Table 000 (continued)

Year Univ, of Univ. of
& ftawaii Hawaii Chaminade Church  Mainland Mainland
Residence TOTAL Manoa Hilo College College 4-vear 2=year
1969 TOTAL
ahu 4,678 2,668 -- 123 283 1,352 252
M. L. 1,469 295 326 43 98 559 148
1970 TOTAL
Oahu 5,164 2,945 - 136 312 1,493 278
N.I. 1,621 326 360 47 108 617 163
1971 TOTAL
Oahu 5,506 3,140 - 145 333 1,592 296
N.I. 1,729 347 383 51 116 658 174
1972 TOTAL
Dahu 5,922 3,377 - 156 358 1,712 319
N.L. 1,860 374 412 54 125 708 187
Sourcc: Table MNN and legislative Reference Bureau projections based on

extrapolation.

Asgumptions:
i, The number of Hawail high school seniors from Oahu and the Neigh-

bor Islands who will enter universities or colleges for the perioed 1962-1972
1g represented in Table NNN,

2, The percentage of seniors going on to the University of Hawaii
Manoa campus and the University of Hawaiil Hilo campus for the period 1963~
1972 will average the samec as the average of the actual percentage of seniors
going on to these schools in 1961 and 1962,

3. The percentage of Hawail seniors going on to 2Z-year and 4-year
mainland universities or colleges will average the same as the average actual
percentage of seniors who went on to such gchools in 1961 and 1962,

4, The percentage of Hawaiil seniors golng on to Chaminade and Church
College for the period 1963-1972 will be the same as the percentage of seniors
who actually when on to these schools in the f£all of 1963,
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Tahle PPP

POST-GRADUATION EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES OF HAWAII'S
HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES ONE YEAR AFTER GRADUATION BY QUINTILES OF
STANDING IN CLASS, EXPRESSED IN NUMBERS OF STUDENTS
CLASS OF 1961

Rank in High School Graduating Clasg

Activity TOTAL 100~ 80- 60- 40- 20- Not
81% 61% 41% 21% 1% _ Ranked
GRAND TOTAL 8,963 1,862 1,702 1,879 1.718 1,630 112
Post-Secondary Schools-Total 5,200 1,583 1,239 1,080 724 500 74
Four~Year College 3,314 1,361 847 561 319 191 35
Two~Year College 282 27 63 78 54 48 11
Service Institution or
Academy 24 14 2 5 2 1 ——
Hogpital-Nursing Education 61 28 20 10 1 1 1
Business School 739 105 189 216 137 83 9
Special School (Trade or
Technical) 770 48 117 209 209 171 16
Post-Graduate in High School 10 - 1 1 2 5 1
Non-Education 3,763 279 463 739 394 1,190 gt
CLASS OF 1962
GRAND TOTAL 9,155 1,904 1,792 1,801 1,559 1,509 590
Pogt-Secondary Schools-Total 5,292 1,645 1,270 1,627 653 457 240
Four-Year College 3,344 1,410 846 547 269 138 134
Two-Year College 329 24 63 84 78 69 11
Service Institution or
Academy 33 11 3 7 3 8 1
Hospital-Nurging Education 75 37 20 9 3 k'l 3
Business S.hool 554 90 141 141 93 57 32
Special School (Trade or
Technical) 949 73 196 239 206 179 56
Post-Graduate Iin High 5chool 8 - 1 -- 1 3 3
Non-Education 3,863 259 522 774 906 1,052 350

Source;: 1961 data from S. V. Martorana, Ernest V. Hollls et al., The Univer-

sity of Hawail and Higher Education in Hawaii, pp. 38-39.

1962 data

from Research and Statistics Division, Department of Education, State

of Bawaii.
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APPENDIX O

THE HAWATY HIGH SCHOOL SENIOR: POST-
SECONDARY EDUCATIONAL PLANS AND
FINANCIAL NEED

Why Hawail Seniors Do Not Go 0On To College

There are very little available data on why high school graduates in Hawaii do
not continue their education and those that are available must be used with great
caution. The reasons given by seniors for their decision not to continue their edu-
cation are summarized in Table QQQ. (Tables cited in the appendix immediately follow
the text.) The data in the table for the years 1957-1960 are derived from surveys
conducted by the Joint Committee on Guidance and Employment of Youth.l

The number of students indicating lack of finances as a barrier to further edu-
cation when taken as a percentage of the total seniors is consigtent with the find-
ings of other studies in other states on this question. Of the total graduating
seniors, the number of students indicating limited resources range from slightly
over 2 to 6 per cent. This closely parallels the New Mexico, New Hampshire and
Wisconsin studies.?

Even assuming certain inadequacies in the data, the number of students indicat-
ing lack of finances ig not wery large. 1t would appear to be entirely feasible for
the State to eliminate financial need as a barrier to the pursuit of higher educa-
tion for this number of students. The 1964 data indicate that the major problems
are limited ahility or poor academic record. Also of major consequence is the gen-
eral indecision of seniors over their occupational goals in life. Among students
who definitely plan not to go to school there is a high percentage who are disinter-
ested in further education and a very large number who indicate a preference for
military service. These data reinforce the need for further study of barriers other
than financial need to the individual's full participation in the educational
process.

Pleces of evidence indicating that factors other than financial need were more
important causes of nonpursult of post-secondary education have long been available,
More attention needs to be paid to this evidence and to developing remedies which
might remove or alleviate the effects of these causes., If significant progress is
to be made in increasing the numbers of able studenta going on for further educa~
tion, the excesasive concern with financial need must be modified and more attention
and effort directed toward removing the really important barriers to educational
opportunity such as lack of motivation.

Lack of TFinancial Acumen

High school seniors are not very knowledgeable about either their financial
regources or needs, A large number of 1964 seniors, for example, estimated that
they could pay no more than $100 per year for tultion at a two-year college if such
a college were located in their district (Table SSS).3 Data derived £rom the 1963
Survey of College Students in Hawall suggest that the responses of the seniors are

unrealistic.
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In response to the question "In order to attend this two-year college, will you
need to get a part-time job, scholarship, or lean?” about 48 per cent of the respon-
dents replied “yes"™ {Table UUU). The difficulty of analyzing the responses of seniors
to questions relating to their financial characteristics is suggested by contrasting
this response with the fact that 63 per cent of the seniors believed that they could
pay $200 or less for tuition at such a college. The ldrge number of students who
responded "don't know' to this question suggests again that many seniors have not
given sufficient thoushi to make reliable responses to questions concerning their
financlal resources.

The evidence provided by students actually in college indicates that the cash
expenses of a student in a local community college might not exceed $300 per semes-
ter and could be lesz. With such low costs it would appear that students should be
able to provide from their own raesources at least $100 for tuition at a community
college. This kind of unrealistic response throws doubt on the validity of seniors'
responses to all questions of a financial nature. It may also suggest that infor-
mation on the finanmcial characteristics of students is best derived from some source
other than students. A logical alternative ig to obtain information from the family
head.

Degree of Financial Heed Among Seniors Definitely Going On To College

More than 44 per cent of the 1963 seniors planning to go on to college indi-
cated that more than one-half of their costs would have ro come from scholarships,
loans or employment. The relationship of this figure to the number of students
requiring fipancial assistance and the aggregate dollar amount of fipancial aid
required is nebulous.” At best, the responses provide only a very rough idea of
how Hawaii's seniors plan to finance thejr college education. The only comparable
data from preceding years iz to be found in the 1952 Annual Report of the Joint
Committee on Guidance and Employment of Youth which lists the amount of scholarship
help students said they needed to carry out their plans for college. More than 22
per cent of the students planning to go te college indicated need for scholarship
help in a total dollar amount of almost $400,000.

1964 seniors definitely planning te go to school in the year following gradua-
tion were asked the question "What percentage of your total school cost (including
living expenses) do you expect to receive from each of the following sources: par-
ents; friends or relatives; savings; employment; loans; and scholarships?”

The data (Table TTT) indicate there are no significant differences between public
and private high schpol seniors in relation to their financial need or the degree to
which they expect to be self-sustaining. For each district, except Maui, at least
40 per cent of the geniors planning to go on to college do not anticipate receliving
any income from employment, loans or scholarshipe. Only 33 per cent of Maul students
are in this category. Therve ig little difference smong districts fn the per cent of
students anticipating more than 75 per cent of their income from such sources.
Superficially, these figures suggest that except for Maul there is no greater finan~
cial need for students from Neighbor Islands than for students from Honolulu. Huch
a conclusion, however, is not warranted. Other evidence indicates that the expenses
of Neighbor island students are higher than those of Honolulu students and that
thelr economic position is weaker. These figures, therefore, may be indicative only
of the fact that Weighbor Island students going on to college primarily come from
families which can afford to send students away to school or that Feighbor Island
students tend to undersstimate the cozts of college education and overestimate their
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QWL resources.

Only 8 per cent of the seniors indicated that they will require more than 30
per cent of their support from their own resources. Seventy-two per cent antici-
pate less than 25 per cent of their income being derived from their own resources.
Contrasting these figuves with the reported income sources of students actually in
Hawaii collieges indicates a wide discrepancy suggesting that in this case at least
the estimates of Hawaii high school seniors may not be very realistic.

It is clear, however, that an overwhelming percentage of the students who have
made the definite decision to go on to school do not anticipate providing a major
share of their financial resources. While the anticipated degree of self-support
by these students may be a vough indication of their financial need, it is likely
that such need is at most moderate for most of the respondents. These students plan
to go to school even though theyv may have to provide all of the resources necessary
to meet their expenses. In this sense financial need is not acting as a barrier to
their pursuit of higher education for in one way or another they believe they have
found a way to overcome limited resources.

Degree of Financial Need Among Seniorsg Who Mipht Go On To College

More needy students might be anticipated to be found among those groups of stu-
dents who are undecided about or definitely plan not to attend college. One insight
into this possibility is provided by the responses of 1964 seniors to the question
of how a public two-year college in their district would affect their post-graduate
plans. Students were asked to respond to this question in one of four ways:

{1} 1 would enroll in that institution.

(2) T might enroll in that institution.

{3) T would still not change my original school plans.
{4) I would not attend that institution.

It might he assumed that students with a high degree of anticipated sgelf-
support (indicating moderate to great financial need) would or might attend a com-
munity college in their districts in greater numbers than would students with lower
degrees of anticipated self-support. However, such is not the case (Table VVV), In
fact,the exact opposite trend appears among respondents; the greater the degree of
anticipated self-support the less likely a student would or might attend a commu-
nity college in his district even though his educational expenses might be consider-
ably lower at such an institution. In the case of students who were undecided about
further education because of limited funds, 91 per cent of the respondents would or
might attend a community college if such an institution were present in their
district.B Only 60 per cent of the respondents who definitely plan not to continue
their schooling for a lack of funds would or might enroll in such an institution,
This pattern of responses suggests that financial need may be playing a significant
role for students who are undecided about their post-graduate plans and indicate the
reason for their indecision as "don't have' or cannot obtain money. The gimilarity
in the responses between students who definitely plan not to continue schooling
because of lack of funds and students who definitely plan to continue their school-
ing might indicate that students who have made the decision not to continue gchool-
ing tend to cite lack of fundse as an acceptable reason. Other factors may be
equally or more important in their decision including a lack of motivation toward
participation in the learning process.
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Financial Need and College Potential

Normally, the standard testing program for students in public high schools in
the State of Hawall ends with tests administered in the 10th grade. As a part of a
gpecial project, the Department of Education administered several tests including
SCAT {School and College Ability Test) to the 1963 graduating class. Thus, there
is available for this graduating class some uniform statewide measurements of aca-
demic abiiity and achievement,

Table WWW shows the distribution of senior scores at each public high school by

deciles for the verbal portion of the SCAT test. There are striking differences
from school to school and from arsa to area. The general pattern appears to be that
more students in Honolulu schools and in middle and upper class suburban areas on
Oghu do better on these tests than do students from Rural Oshu, Neighbor Islands,
and high schools in Honolulu located in socially and economically depressed areas,
Of course, such sparse data are not conclusive. It does suggest that it might be
meaningful to compare, over a period of a few years, the test scores for students

ag they approach the end of their secondary school career with the test scores of
these students when they first entered scheol.” Measured scores of students by
school are not a good indicator of the percentage of students from each school who
plan to go on for college training. This is an indication of the subtle influence
of the factor of motivation. Irrespective of ability or achievement students from
cartain social classes are oriented toward college training while those from less
advantaged classes have not perceived the usefulness of higher education even though
their ability level may be high.

The better a student scored on the SCAT verbal test the more likely it was that
he would be going to a four-year college {Table RRR). Among students scoring in the
lower deciles a much higher proportion were likely to be planning to go to busginess
schools or trade and technical schools and a somewhat lesser number planning to en~
ter employment or military service. More than 40 per cent of seniors with SCAT ver-
bal scores placing them in the lower one-fifth of all seniors were planning to go to
buginess, trade or technical schools. The data in this table support the data in-
cluded in Appendix N, Table PPP. At every achievement or ability level zome stu-
dents were found planning to or actually golng on into each category of post~
secondary activity listed,

The plans of the 1963 seniors appear to be quite different than the pattern of
actual activities pursued by the 1961 and 1962 Hawaii high school graduates. Pro~
portionately more students in 1963 plan to go to business school and fewer to four=-
year colleges than was actually the case with 1961 and 1962 graduates. The compar-
atively high number of seniors planning to go on to business school, especially
among students with SCAT scores in the lower four deciles, suggests interesting
avenues for further exploration. Why are business schools se attractive and what
are the characterigtics of students attracted to these schools? 1Is there a wider
discrepancy between students planning to go to business schools and those who asctu-
ally go than is true in the case of other post-secondary activities? Similar ques-
tions could be usefully explored for every category of post-secondary activity,

Several runs were made testing the reported need of students against other var-
iable factors included on the gquestionnaire. None of the results wag considered con-
clugive or significant enough to degerve inclusion in the text or tables, but one or
two points deserve some mentlon. Students planning to go on to a four-year college
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who scored in the lowest decile on the SCAT verbal tests veported a disproportion-
ately high degree of need in comparison to other students. The same was true for
students scoring in the lowest two deciles who plan to attend two-year colleges.
This might be indicative of a tendency of students who are economically disadvan-
taged to be also educationally disadvantaged. It is one other finding ameong many
that have turned up in the course of this study which leads to a feeling that there
is a need in Hawali to explore the factors affecting elementary and secondary educa-
tional achievement and the pursuit of post-secondary education.

As would be anticipated, there is a definite correlation between the occupa-
tion of fathers and the reporting of financial need on the part of students. Seniors
with fathers in the lower paid occupational classifications reported greater need
than did seniors whose fathers were in better paving occupational classifications.
The nature of the data does not permit further analysis. The correlation between
student's need and mother's reported occupation was much legs. There was a definite
tendency, however, for students with mothers in low paying cccupational classifica-
tions to report a slightly bigher degree of need.

EThe difficulties of working with these data are obvious when the 1960 figures
are compared with any of the prior years.

ZSherman E. Smith, Howard V. Mathany, and Merle M, Milfs, Are Scholarships the
Answer?, A Report on a Scholarship Program for Students of Limited Means (Albuquer-
que: University of New Mexico Press, 1960), pp. 23-24; Joseph D. Lapchick, Principles
and Practices in Student Financial Aid Programs, A Report of the New Hampshire Loan
and Scholarship Study Commission (Concord: The New Hampshire Loan and Scholarship
Study Commissicn, 1962}, p. 12; and J. Kenneth Little, "College Scholarships in
Wisconsin," Educational Record, XL (October, 1959}, 332; and J. Kenmeth Little, A
State-wide Inquiry Into Decisions of Youth About Education Beyond High School {(n.p.:
University of Wisconsin, 1958).

3There is some relationship between the amount of tuition a student believed he
could pay and hig plans for further schooling. BStudents who definitely plan to con-
tinue their education could pay proportionately more than students who were uncer-
tain about continuing and the difference was even greater between this group and
students who definitely plan not to go on. This may reflect a lower socioeconomic
status for students not planning to go on to school and might be indicative of the
decision made by families in lower socioceconomic brackets that further schooling is
out of the question for their children; a decision made and accepted by the child
long before he reaches his senior year, The more tuition a student helieved he
could pay, the lese¢ likely he was to have indicated that he would or might attend a
conmmunity college if one were established in his district, As might be expected,
private school seniors estimated that they could pay propertionately more than did
public school seniors and were alse much less likely to indicate that they would or
might attend a local two-year college.

“Supra, Chapter 1V, p. 43.

5The 1963 survey of the Joint Committee on Guidance and Emplovment of Youth
included, at fhe request of the Legislative Reference Bureau, the question, "If you
have indicated that vou plan to attend college {(four- or two-year), will more than
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50 per cent of your anticipated college costs have to come from scheolarships, loans
and/or part-time employment? Yes Mo O 0f 9,464 graduates in 1963, 9,073

completed the questiomnaires. Of the 9,073 graduates completing the questionnaires,
3,873 planned to attend either a two- or four-year institution of higher education,

éThe question was included in the 1963 High School Senior Survey conducted by
the Community Collete Project, University of Hawaii. One analysis of the responses
tu this question consisted of adding the per cent that students expected from their
own earnings, loans and scholarships and categorizing these into six groups on the
basis of (1) students who expected none of their support to come from such sources,
{2) students who expected 1 to 25 per cent of their expenses from such sources, (3)
students who cxpected 26 to 50 per cent from such sources, (4) students who expected
51 to 75 per cent from such sources, (5) students who expected 76 to 99 per cent of
their expenses from such sources, and (6) students who expected 100 per cent of
their support from such sources. 1t was anticipated that the extent of support a
gtudent expected from these sources would be a rough indication of the financial
need of that student. 1In effect, it does provide some rough measure of the degree
of self-support anticipated by students. The responses so categorized by the dis-
tricts in which high schools were located are summarized in Table TTT.

?Sugra, Chapter IV, p. 43.

BThe fipures are as follows:
Of those undecided about schoel because they don't have or cannot
obtain money 91 per cent would or might attend a community college
in the district while 9 per cent would neot change plans or would
not attend a community college in the district.

0Of those definitely not going to school because of lack of funds
60 per cent would or might attend a community college in the dis-
trict while 4G per cent would not change plans or wonld not attend
a community college in the district.

There were 352 students in the undecided c¢lass and 68 in the
definitely not going category.

Source: Cosmunity College Study Project, University of Hawaii.

9If it was found that the earliest scores for students showed a similar distri-
bution of ability or achievement among schools throughout the State and that the last
test scores for students showed a wide discrepancy among schools in the State, the
logical conclusion might well be that students in certain areas or at certain schools
are not receiving the same quality of education as do students in other areas, Ob-
viously, education is not the sole determinant of differences in student achieve-
ment among various areas. Such divergencies might reflect the general envirommental
conditions of the children. In any event these findings might well point up problems
of motivating disadvantaged children to participate more effectively in the learning
process and suggest the need to strengthen the educational system in certain areas.
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Table Q4

REASCNS GIVEN BY HAWAII HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS
FOR NOT PLANNING TO CONTINUE THEIR EDUCATION
1957 TO 1960, 1364

Definitely
Kot
Undecided Continuing
19574 15584 1g594 1960 1964 1964
Reason for Nop Continuing No. % No, % No, % No, % Ho., % No, %
Total for Which Reamons were
Indicated 1,553 45 914 32 811 27 2,218 100 2,300 100 673 100
Total Number of Senicrsb 3,445 - 2,764 -- 2,784 .- 2,920 - 2,200 -- 673 -~
lack of finances 433 13 286 10 284 10 171 8 356 16 68 10
Prefer military service g1 17 278 10 i71 5 762 34 - " 221 33
Prefer to work 272 g 168 5 150 5 662 30 - -~ - .-
Dlsinterested in further
education 183 g 122 4 111 & 158 7 - -— 87 15
Lack ability; poor academic
record B& p 80 3 85 3 316 i4 8932 40 12% 19
Undecided about occupation . e .- = T - -- 636 30 = ==
Other or not indicated .- = - e - 150 7 296 14 158 23
Source: Data for 1957 to 1959 from Annual Reports or records of the Joint Committee on Guidance and
Employment of Youth; data for 1964 from Community College Project, University of Hawail.
8rigures included in this table are all that ave avallable for 1957, 1958, and 1959, Total per cent
of number for 1958 and 1939 i1s not exact due to rounding.
PNumber for 1957 to 1960 is actual number of semiors not planning to go on for further education
(S8ee Appendix N, Table GGG). The difference between total respondents and the number for 1960
cannot be explained from Joint Committee records., MNumber for 1964 is equal to respondents to
the survey of senlors in these categories conducted by the Community College Project, University
of Hawaii.
Table RRR
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF HAWAII PUBLIC
HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS BY DECILE PLACEMENT ON BCAT
VERBAL TEST AND POST-GRADUATION PLANS
SPRING 1963
Total
Post-Graduation Seniors DECILE
Plans Na. % ¢.10 11-20  21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80 Bl-90 91-100
Total Per Cent - 106.0 100,90 100.C 100.0 100,00 10C.0 100,00 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Total Number 6,527 .- 1,160 354 553 614 469 708 544 381 520 611
Four-Year School 2,176 38,3 3.3 7.4 11.4 19.7 26.0 42,6 54 .6 65.6 6.1 84,3
Two-Yeay School 332 5.0 3.2 7.8 7.9 8.5 7.3 6.8 5.3 5.2 2.5 2.8
Business School 1,300 19.9 22.1 24.8 31.9 29.0 26,0 19.9 14,1 11.8 8.1 3.8
ther School 753 11,5 1%.8 16.9 4.6 13.0 11.3 3.2 6.4 4.5 2.9 2.3
Work-FPermanently 456 7.6 16.6 10.6 7.2 6.2 5.3 2.3 2.8 2.9 1.5 1.0
Work-Temporarily 833 i2.8 19.0 17.6 16.2 12,6 16,6 16.6 9.6 6.6 5.4 2.9
Apprenticeship 49 .8 1.3 1.4 .7 3 .7 .3 .2 .3 .8 .1
Military Service 313 1.9 10.7 12.8 9.4 2.9 6.6 7.7 5.9 2.6 2.5 2.3
Other 53 .8 1.8 .7 .7 8 .2 N 1.1 .5 .2 .5
Source:; Department of Education.
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Table 585

HAWATI'S PUBLIC AND PRIVATE HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS
RY GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION AND THEIR ESTIMATES CF GREATEST
AMOUNRT OF MONEY THEY COULD AFFORD TO PAY FOR TUITION
AT A COMMUNITY COLLEGE IN THEIR DISTRICT

FALL 1963
Amount Can
Afford For Total
Tuition No. % Honolulu Leeward Windward Hawaii Xauvai Maui
Total 8,330 100.,0 4,460 1,461 360 1,034 417 118
$100 or less 2,016 22.6 812 339 206 334 137 188
5101 to $150 1,744 19.5 844 298 179 208 63 152
$§151 to $200 1,750 19.6 866G v 181 1534 79 160
8201 to $250 1,386 15.5 747 203 118 161 50 107
More than $250 1,992 22.3 1,171 286 171 177 87 100
Don't Know 42 .5 17 8 5 0 1 11
Source: Community College Project, University of Hawaiil
Table TIT
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION BY DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT
ESTIMATED BY HAWAII HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS DEFINITELY PLANNING
TO ATTEND TWO- OR FOUR-YEAR INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER
LEARNING BY GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION OF HIGH SCHOOLS
FALL 1963
Per Cent of Total School
Costs Expected From Stu~
dent Earnings, Loans, Total
or Scholarships No. % Honolulu Leeward Windward Hawaii KXauai Maul
Total 5,414 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
0 2,163 4y 40 41 40 43 44 33
1-25 1,747 32 33 30 31 31 30 34
26-50 1,081 20 19 20 19 19 19 23
51-75 288 5 5 6 7 &4 4 7
76-99 99 2 Z H i 2 2 2
100 54 1 1 2 1 1 1 1

Source: Community College Project, University of Hawaii.
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Table UUU

HAWAIT PUBLIC AND PRIVATE HIGH SCHOGL SENIORS
BY GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION AND NEED FOR PART-TIME

JOB, SCHOLARSHIP OR LOAN IN ORDER TO ATTEND

A COMMUNITY COLLEGE IN THEIR DISTRICT

FALL 1963

Need Part-Time Job,
Scholarghip or Loan

to Attend Community fotal
College in District No. A Honolulu Leeward Windward Hawaii Kauvali Maui
Total 9,225 100,90 4,575 1,498 900 1,072 4438 732
Yes 4,450 48,2 2,039 781 485 5321 202 422
No 2,342 25.4 1,303 332 216 249 111 131
Don't Know 2,433 26.4 1,233 385 199 302 135 179
Source: Community College Project, University of Hawaii.

HAWATII HIGH SCHCOL SENTORS DEFINITELY PLANNING

Table VVV

DEGREE OF SELF-SUPPORT ESTIMATED BY

TO ATTEND TWO- OR FOUR-YEAR INSTITUTIONS OF
HIGHER LEARNING AND EFFECTS OF A COMMUNITY COLLEGE
IN THEIR DISTRICT ON THEIR PLANS

FALL 1963

Per Cent of Total School Costs Anticipated

From Part-Time

Employment, lLoans, or Scholarships

0 1-25 26-50 51-75 76-99 100
Total Per Cent 100 100 100 100 100 100
Total Number 2,151 1,745 1,056 287 99 53
Would or might attend
a community college
in district 62 64 - 62 58 56 57
Would not change plans
or would not attend
a community college
in district 38 36 38 &2 &4 43

Source: Community Cellege FProlect, University of Hawaii,
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DISTRIBUTION BY DECILES OF SCAT VERBAL TEST SCORES OF HAWAII

Table WWW

HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS AT HAWAII PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS BY DISTRICTS

SPRING 1963

Per Cent of Total
Students Planning
to Go to 2- or 4-

Year Institutions pECILE®?
High Schools of Higher Q-10 1i-20 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80 8i-90 9i-100
by District Number Learpning % % % A % % % % % %
Total 7,094 37.8 18.5 15,1 8.7 9,4 7.3 10.8 8.1 5.7 7.6 8.8
HONOLULY DISTRICT 2,776 42,2 13.2 13.1 7.8 16.8 7.9 1z2.7 9.6 6.6 8.2 16.1
Farrington 816 24.0 21,7 19.1 8.7 11.8 6.3 a.8 8.7 4.0 5.4 5.3
Kaimuki 723 38.8 10.8 11.2 8.3 9.4 9.0 14.7 10.4 5.2 10.2 10.8
Kalanib 26 NA - - 5.0 16.0 10.0 16.0 50.0 35.0 15.0 10.0
McKiniey 663 39.5 9.7 11.6 8.0 12.7 8.7 15,9 11.0 8.7 5.1 8.6
Roogevelt 554 530.6 8.5 9.2 5.6 8.8 7.4 121 B.3 5.8 13.2 18,1
WINDWARD CAWU DISTRICT 819 39.2 17.2 4.8 7.6 7.7 1.6 10.1 4.1 5.7 8.1 12,1
Castle 232 33.6 2i.6 16.8 10.8 8.2 9.0 12.1 6.0 3.9 6,0 3.6
Kanuku 94 34.1 46.8 16.0 3.2 8.5 5.3 1.4 5.3 1.1 4.3 2.1
Kaijua 493 42,8 9.5 13.6 6.9 7.3 7.3 9.7 9.5 7.5 11.6 17.1
LEEWARD OAHU DISTRICT 1,249 36.2 21.2 14.7 g.4 7.4 6.6 9.3 7.8 5.8 2.2 9.4
Leilehua 227 60.8 22.9 8.4 7.9 8.8 8.8 9.7 5.7 B.O 11,0 8.8
Radford a8l 443.7 12.3 12.1 1.4 5.0 5.5 11.0 11.3 7.1 11.0 i7.1
Waialua 108 30.5 18.5 29.6 12.0 9.3 11,1 8,3 4.6 1.9 i.% 2.8
Watanae i62 i4.8 35.8  18.0 10.3 8.6 8.0 3.7 3.5 3.1 3.1 3.7
Waipahu 371 27.8 23,7 i5.4  11.0 8.1 4.6 10.8 7.0 5.7 7.5 6.2
HAWAIL DISTRICT 1,070 30.0 24.3 18.9 . 10.6 7.2 6.8 9.8, 5.7 &4 6.0 6.1
Hilo High 608 35.9 16.9 i6.8 10.4 7.2 7.7 10.8 8.2 5.4 1.6 8.9
Honokaa 122 28.7 32.8 17.2 10.6 3.0 7.3 12.3 2.5 2.5 3.3 2.5
Kau 61 1.4 32.8 35.1 9.8 6.6 3.3 4.9 1.6 1.6 3.3
Kohala T4 25.7 32.4  27.0 9.5 6.7 2.7 8.1 4.1 2.7 4.1 2.7
Konawaena 145 20,7 35,9 21,4 11.7 4.8 6.2 5.5 1.4 3.4 7.6 2.1
Laupahoehoe 38 15.7 39.5 7.9 0.5 13,2 10.5 7.9 2.6 5.3 - 2.6
Pahoa 22 27.2 364 13.7 18.2 4,5 -- 18.2 4.5 4.5 -~ -
KAUAI DISTRICT 433 37.6 18.¢6 9.9 11.0 3.0 6.8 9.5 7.1 4. b 5.3 4.4
Rapaa 116 2.7 20.7 i8.1 12.9 12.1 11.2 6.9 5.2 3.2 6.0 1.7
Kauai 177 39.0 15.8 15,8 11.9 13.6 3,1 11.3 8.3 5.6 5.6 6.8
Waimea 160 39,4 20.0 25.6 8.8 13.1 5.6 9.4 6.9 2.5 4.4 3.7
MAUI DISTRICT 727 33.6 26.7 15.1 8.3 16.0 6.9 9.1 6.9 4.4 6.6 6.0
Baldwin 299 43.1 9.4 10.7 - O 9.4 7.0 12,7 7.7 5.7 3.7 10.7
Hana 21 14.3 - 57.1 14,3 9.5 3.5 == 4.8 4.8 - - ~=
Lahainaluna 128 29,0 23,4 20.3 8.6 12.5 6.3 7.0 8.6 3.1 4.7 5.5
Lanai 50 32.0 38.0 24,0 6.0 4.0 12.0 6.0 4.0 2,0 2.0 2.6
Maui 160 31.3 27.5 l4.4 8.7 12,5 6.9 7.5 6.9 5.6 7.3 2.5
Molokai i 13.0 44.9 20.3 13.40 7.2 3.8 4.4 2.9 1.5 -- -

6%

Source: Department of Education.

8Ppar cents for deciles add to 100 per cont and include

institution of higher learning.

bData for Kalani High School incomplete.
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APPENDIX P

A MODEL FOR MEASURING THE FINANCIAL NEED OF
HAWAII'S HIGH SCHOOL SENIORS

Assumptionsg

The assumptions underlying the modell are set out in the following pages to il-
iustrate the factors that require congideration in developing a model. A number of
the necessary assumptions involved alternatives. Where the alternatives involved a
choice which would make the Hawaii gituation move closely parallel the mainland ex-
perience, this cholce was always adopted. Where the choice was between alternatives
~which would underestimate or overstate the wmagnitude of financial need, the latter
were adopted.

Pattern of Financing

A central assumption is that the present pattern of financing ingtitutione of
higher education will remain relatively constant through 1972, If free public edu-
cation was extended through the l4th grade or above, major changes in the Financial
nead projections would be necessary. Similarly, 1f the burden of financing institu-
tions of higher learning is further shifted to the students, there will be obvious
implications for financial aid. It is important to be aware that any change in the
pattern of fimancing higher education requires & review of financial aid programs.

Number of Students-

Assumptions relating to the number of students going on for higher education
include the following:

1. Hawaii's high school seniors from 1961 to 1972 from Oahu and the
Neighbor Islands will go to colleges and universities in Hawaii
and on the mainland in the numbers estimated in Appendix N,
Tabie 000.

2. All students from Hawaii in institutions of higher education will
be full-time students.

3. PFrom 1961 to 1972 Hawaii senlors going on as full-time under-
graduate students at the University of Hawsii Manca campus,
the University of Hawaii Hilo campus, Chaminade College, Church
College and mainland two- and four-year public institutions will
corse from the various family income groups according to the-peg-
centage these groups bear to the total population (Table CCC).
(In reality, families in lower income groups provide proportion-
ately fewer students; thug this assumption overstates the actusl
financial need situation.) '

Ability to Pay

Assumptions relating to the ability of Families and students to pay thes expenses
of higher education are as follows:

1. Oahu families and Neighbor Island families with the family head
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between 45 to 64 years of age with children under 18 and with an

average of 3 dependent children per family will be, in the future,
most representative of Hawail families with children in imstitutions
of higher learning.

The total percentage decrease in urban family income ranges which
showed a decrease between 1935 and 1960 in the percentage of all
U. 5. urban families which fell into those ranges (Table BBEB) will
be duplicated for the same Oahu family income ranges for each five
year period from 1959 to 1969, FEach decreasing Oshu family Income
range will share in the total decrease in proportion to the per-
centage it was of the total of all decreasing income ranges. The
corresponding total increase in the balance of urban family income
ranges will be distributed among those ranges in proportion to the
percentage they are of the rotal of all increasing income ranges.
The ten-year changeg will be the cumulation of ten equal annual
changes.

The total percentage decrease in rural non-farm family income
ranges which showed a decrease between 1955 and 1960 in the per=-
centage of all U. 8. rural non-farm families which fell into
those ranges (Table BBBB) will be duplicated for the same Neighbor
Island family income ranges for each five year period from 1959
to 1969. FEach decreasing Neighbor Island family income range
will ghare in the total decrease in the proportion it was of the
total of all decreasing income ranges. The corresponding total
increase in the balance of Neighbor Island family income ranges
will be distributed among those ranges in proportion to the per-
centage they are of the total of all increasing income ranges.
The ten-year changes will be the cumulation of ten equal annual
changes.

The distribution by family Iincome ranges of Oahu and Neighbor
Island families will become more like the distribution of all
U, 8. urban and rural non-farm families, respectively, between
1959 and 1972,

Family ability to pay for a child's college education (including
the student's contribution from summer work and savings) will be
determined in 1970 in a manner gimilar to the present methods of
the College Scholarship Service,? The family contribution is based
on the amount of family income needed for basic maintenance of the
family at a level defined as "modest but adequate™. Famllles with
incomes at or below this level are expected to contribute to the
costs of a child’s higher education an amount approximately equal
to what it costs to maintain the child at home for nine months.
Income over the "modest but adequate’ level is considered "discre-
ticnary income’” available to the family for discretionary expenses,
one of which could be higher education., CS88 has worked out a per-
centage of this income which should be contributed to the higher
education costs of a child. Normally, one~fifth of a freshman's
savings up to $1,000 are expected to be contributed to each year's
college expenses. Contributions from savings over this amount should
ba determined by the institutional financial aid officer. Men are

gxpected to contribute $300 from summer earnings pricr to the freshman
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year; women $200. The contribution from this source is expected
to increse for upper-class years by either $50 or $100 per year.

6. The ability of families by income ranges to pay for a child’s
college education will be as shown in Table Z2Z.

7. Student contributions to the cost of their education will change
from 1960 to 1970 as estimated by Moon in "A Model for Determining
Future Student Aid Needs in the United States for the Support of
Full-Time Undergraduate Education.”

8. The expected Hewaii family monetary comtribution to a child's
college expenses in 1960 for Hawaii families with three children
can be dexived from the College Scholarship Service's Financial
Ald Manual, 1962-64 Editiom, Table A, through interpolationm.

9, The Hawall family's monetary contribution to the college expenses
of its child will decrease for each family Income range by ten
per cent from 1960 to 1970 based on the estimate that the cost
of living index will increase ten per cent from 1960 to 1970.

Cogt of Highey Education

Asgumptions relating to the average cost per student of higher education for
Hawali residents follow:

1. Students living away from home while attending inastitutions of
higher learning in Hawaii have significantly higher average
costs than do students living at home.

2. An average cost per student at Hawaii institutfoms of higher
learning can be obtained by giving weight to the costs of stu-
dents living away from home and costs of students living at
home in proportion to the percentage each group is of all
Hawall stndents in each Hawail institutfion of higher learning.

3, Insgtitutional estimates and the responses to the 71963 Survey .
of College Students' conducted by the Legislative Reference
Bureau can be assigned such weights.

4. The academic year 1962-63 is acceptable as a base year for
calculating the average cost per student.

5. Hawaii's high school seniors (1961-1972) will go to institu-
tions of higher learning in Hawaii and on the mainland in the
numbers estimated in Appendix N, Table 0OO.

6., All Hawaii students in mainland two- and four-year institutions
of higher learming will be in public institutions.

7. ‘The average cost for Hawail students attending a mainland public
four-year institution of higher learning in the 1962-63 academic
year was $1,500. (See Moon, "A Model for Determining Future Stu-
dent Aid Needs in the United States for the Support of Full-Time
Undergraduate Fducation.”)} This figure does not include the
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transportation expenses Hawaii students incur in attending main-
land institutions and is therefore an understatement.

The average cost for Hawail students attending a mainland public
two-year institution of higher learning in the academic year
1962-63 was $1,250. This figure also does not include an cstimate
for trangportation expenses.

Procedural Assumptions

Other assumptions common to all projections include:

l-

The aggregate financial need for one year's graduating class of
seniors in Hawaii can be calculated in the following manner for
each category of institutions of higher learning included in the
projections in Tables XXX and YYY:

a. The individual ability of families and students to pay for
college by family income ranges multiplied by the number of
students from that family income range will equal the aggre-
gate ability to pay for higher education for all students
in that range.

b. Adding the aggregate ability to pay of students in each
family income range will total the aggregate ability of
all families to pay for all students.

c. The average cost per student multiplied by number of stu-
dents will total the aggregate cost of education for all
students.

d. The extent to which aggregate costs exceed aggregate abllity
to pay represents the amount of fipancial aid resources re-
guired to remove financial need.

Adding financial aid resources required within each category of
institutions of higher learning will provide the total financial

gid regources required to remove financial need as a barrier for

all Hawaii college age youth in one year's graduating class of
seniors who desire to pursue higher education in Hawaii (pro-
jections in Tahle YYY) or on the mainland (projections in Table XXX).

The total financial aid resources required by Hawaii'sz college
age youth for any given year can be estimated in the following
manner for each projection in Tables XXX and YYY:

a., ©On the basis of known or estimated retention rates, the num-
bers of Hawail's college age youth who are freghmen, sopho-
mores, juniors and seniors in institutions of higher learning
in any one year can be estimated. The retention rates adopted
in this model are: freghmen--100 per cent; sophomores~--75 per
cent; juniors-~60 per cent; and seniors--50 per cent,

b. By applying the same retention rates to the financial aid re-
sources each class in all institutions required as freshmen
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and multiplying the result by the estimated average annual
increage in costs, an estimate can be made of the amount of
financial aid resources required by each class of students,

¢, By adding the results for each class of students the total
financial aid resources required by all Hawail college age

youth for any given year may be obtained.

The Magnitude of Financial Need

The most liberal estimate of financial need, based on institutional cost esti-
mates and a 5 per cent annual cosgt increase, for 1964 is $986,068; by 1972 the com-
parable figure will be $2,561,5375. A more conservative estimate of financial need,
based on the student's own reporting of a low-middle expenge level and a 3 per cent
annual cost increase, for 1964 is $467,979; by 1972 the comparable figure will bhe
$733,473 (Table YYY).O

Even assuming the highest projection of need te be acgurate, the total dollar
amount of present resources is more than the present need.® This doeg not mean that
the financial need of all students 1s met at present, In the first place, practices
or policies which result in discrimination against freshman (propertionately fewer
awards of aid are made to this class) and neighbor island residents (proportionately
smaller grants ave avallable for these students in relation to their costs as com-
pared with Oahu residents) may mean that many needy students are not presently re-
ceiving the aid they require to pursue post-~secondary education or that some needy
students are able to do so only through extreme sacrifices by the student or his
family. Secondly, the survey suggests that by CS5 standards parents at lower in-
come levels are making heavier sacrifices or contributions to the costs of higher
education for their children than iz reasonable vhile families with higher incomes
make & lower contribution than expected, If thig is true it simply further depresses
the standard of living of lower income families in contrast to higher income families.
Thirdly, most of the present ald resources are available in the form of part-time
employment or loans, and many needy students may be working to the detriment of their
academic progress or accepting a debt burden that is not regquired of non-needy stu-
dents., Fourthly, as long as employment ig not offered with need as a eriterion it
can not he regarded as an effective financial aid tool. Finally, the responses of
the institutions of higher learning in Hawail and Hawaii resident students indicate
hundreds of students who appear to deserve ald being denied because of insufficient
funds and other hundreds of students who believe that financial need has hampered
theilr academic progress.

Institutional Cost Estimates

The difference between the high and low estimates in the model are largely
attributable to the fact that the two high projections are based on the estimated
average per student costs developed by the administrations of the respective Insti-
tutions (See Appendix I, p. 108)vhereas the low projections are based on the average
per student costs reported by students responding to the Legislative Reference Bureau's
1963 Survey of College Students (See Appendix M, p. 153).

There is no empirical basis for the cost figures estimated by the institutloms
other than for the known components such as tuition or institutional board and room.
To adopt projections based on the institution's estimates of student costs as the
best indication of present and future financial need 1s to assume that students'
estimates of their own costs are in some way defective or inaccurate, an ungupportable
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contention, On the other hand, the Bureau's estimates based oun responses to the
"1963 Survey of College Students" are by no means the soundest figures it is possible
to obtain. Clearly, however, the discrepancy between the two figures indicates a
need for developing a better analysis of student expenses for projecting future £i-
nancial need estimates.

1The assumptions were designed to be specific enough to enable anyone interested
ta construct their own model. Appendix N, Table 000 and Tables 2ZZZ to CCCC in this ap~
pendix contain all the data necessary to make the calculations resulting in the pro-
jections in Tables XXX and YYY. The actual calculations were considered too lengthy for
inclusion here but may be reviewed at the Legislative Reference Bureau. The possible
projections that can be derived from the model are limited only by the alternative
assumptions or data available for use with the model.

2511 table references are to the tables immedlately following the text of this
appendix unless otherwise identified,

31t must be pointed out that although this study uses some of the CS8§5 data and
procedures this should not be construed as acceptance of CSS figures or procedures
as applicable to Hawaii students. CSS estimates of student expenses are much higher
than figures reported by Hawail students attending schools within the State., The
general orientation of CSS is toward private schools and this further lessens the
relevance of drawing on C35 in discussing local students.

QThe detailed explanation of the methods of the College Schelarship Service is
to be found in their publication Financial Aid Manual, 1962-64 Edition (New York:
College Entrance Examination Board, 1962). Discussion of the student’s contribution
from his resources may be found on pp, 63-64. The following material drawn from pp.
46-47 outlines in more detail the method for determining the contribution from fam-

ily income:

The new rationale for establishing a contribution from family income
says that up to specific levels, which differ according to family size
(levels referred to by consumer economists as "modest but adequate"), all
family income is needed for the basic maintenance of the family. Income
above these levels represents "discretionary income,” money which is
available to the family for discretionary purchases, one of which could
be higher educationm.

The '""modest but adequate” level of living, as defined by Helen Lamale
and Margaret 5. Stotz in the August 1960 Monthly Labor Review, is neither
a minimm maintenance nor a luxury level. It is, rather, the level re-
quired for a family to meet the total cost of a representative list of
goods and services consldered necessary to maintain a level of living
according to standards prevailing in large cities of the United States
in recent years. This level includes what is needed for health, effi-
ciency, and nurture of children, and for participating Iin social and
community activities....

The next alement in the new procedure identifieg the cost of
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maintaining the financial aid applicant at each of these levels. Studies
by the Wharton School of the University of Pepnasylvania, ag well as by
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, on what families spend for various essen-
tials at eath of the '"modest but adequate" income levels indicate that
basic maintenance for ezach child for nine wonths amounts to about $800--
excluding the cost of housing, the one major item which changes little,
if any, vwhen a high school senior enters college. Therefore, the CSS8

hag set the basic applicant-maintenance cost in the new procedures at
$800 at the (modest but adegquate income levels). Any contribution from
income up to $800 is, therefore, 100 per cent from family maintenance in-
come. None is from discretiomary income....

Above and below these points two procedures are followed to pro-
duce the rest of the income expectations. These are pragmatic, pro-
cedural decisions by the CSS Subcommittee on Computation, decigions which
produce results generally considered degirable by the €88 participants
who have expressed their feelings on thig iassue,

Below the basic maintenance level, expectations decrease from $B00
at the "modest but adequate" income level to $100 at the income level
which lg 40 per cent of the "modest but adequate” level. The contribution
decreases from $800 to $100 in an almost (but not quite) straight-line
function. No contribution is expected from incomes below 40 per cent of
the "modest but adequate" level....

Under the new rationale, which considers all income above the "modest
but adequate' level to be "discretionary,”" higher expectations from high-
income families will be realized. A given amount of discretionary income
provides more, relatively, for education than does a like amount of basic
maintenance income.

SThis estimate of need 1s based on the student’s cash expenditures and does not
cover the costs of food, housing and other living expenses supplied by parents, rela-
tives or others to students who live at home while attending college. To the extent
that such costs exceed the expected contribution from the students major supporter
{as measured by some standards such as those employed by the College Scholarship
Service) the aggregate financial need of students will be understated, -A more accept-
able way of estimating aggregate need might require the C5S type of approach in which
an attempt would be made to ascertain the total cost of college attendance to the
student and his family or other contributors to his education. Thus, for a student
living at home and paying no room or board, the cost of such ftems to hig family
would be incliuded in the cost of his education. The Bureau decided in its study to
limit its question on student expenses to cash outlays on the grounds that (1) stu-
dents would be able to supply such data on a written questionnaire where they might
not be able to estimate with any accuracy their share of family payments for food,
housing, medicine and other living expenses, and (2) most families support students
through secondary school and the cost of supporting a student does not gsignificantly
change between secondary school and post-secondary education. There is no reason
why families should not be expected to support children through post-secondary edu-
cation to the same degree as through secondary education and in fact €85 makes this
assumption. This line of reasoning assumes atudents whose families suffer a finan-
cial hardship in paying part or all of a students living expenses would require finan-
cial assistance prior to as well as after a student's completion of secondary school.
There may well be need for a fimancial aid program directed to students at lower
levels than post-secondary aducation,
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6Tab1e D, Appendix I, showed a total of $987,760 available in the 1962-1963
academic year f£rom potential financial aid funds at the University of Hawaii,
Chaminade College, and Church College. Since that time such funds have expanded
(additional state scholarships, participation in United Student Aid Funds, Inc. and
additional loan funds in the National Defense Education Act) and when the potential
resources provided by the private sector of the community are added to the total the
surplus of resources to needs is very large.
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Table XXX

PROJECTIONS OF ESTIMATED TOTAL ANNUAL FINANCIAL
NEED OF HAWAIL COLLEGE AGE YOUTH ATTERDING
INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER LEARNING IN THE MAINLAND
1964 TO 19722
{Thousands of Dollars)

Assumptious as to Expenses
Projection #1: Average 1962-1963 Projection #2: Average 1962-1963
cost at public two-year institution cost at public two-year institution
of $1,250 and puplic four-year insti-  of $1,250 and public four-year insti-
tution of $1,500" and 3% annual rate tution of $1,500° and 5% annual rate

YEAR of increase of increase

1964 $1,538 $1,626
1965 1,686 1,878
1966 1,817 2,131
1967 1,967 2,428
1968 2,116 2,752
1969 2,246 3,084
1970 2,429 3,518
1871 2,620 3,992
1972 2,833 4,628

a

b

The mainland projections were developed and included in this report as an
incidental product. They do not have much meaning or usge in their present
form. Thls is because they are based on the assumption that the students
now going to the mainland have need in the same proportion and degree as

have students going to local ingtitutions, (Assumptions underlying the

model from which these projections are derxived are discussed supra, pp. 189-193.)
However, there are such limited financial aid resources available to Hawaii
students going out-of-state that this assumption is clearly not warranted,

It would be closer to reality to assume that there is relatively little need
among those students now going out-of-state to college. This very fact,
however, suggests some interesting questions. How can better data be deve-
loped on the need in this population? Are there parents or students making
excesgive sacrifices in order that the student may attend school out-of-gtate
who should be cffered financial aid? Assuming that most of the students now
going out-of-state come from families whose incomes are in the upper ranges
of all family income groups, is there a need to provide fimancial aid to
students in the lower family income ranges so a wider range of the general
population gets some educational expogure outside Hawaii?

See Moon, "A Model for Determining Future Student Aid Needs in the United
States for the Support of Full Time Undergraduate Education," p. 8 for four-
vear public ingtitutional costs. Two-year public institutional cost arbi-
trarily set at 51,250 for 1962-1963. These figures do not include an allow-
ance for transportation expenses Hawaili students incur between Hawaii and
the location of their schools on the mainland,
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Table YYY

PROJECTIONS OF ESTIMATED TOTAIL ANNUAL FINANCIAL NEED OF
HAWATIT COLLEGE AGE YOUTH ATTENDING FOUR-YEAR
ACCREDITED INSTITUTIORS COF HIGHER
LEARNING IN HAWAII
TO 19728
{Thousands of Dollars)

Pro= Agsumptions as to Expenses
jec- Annyal
tion Rate eof
No Student Costg Increaseb 1964 1565 1866 1967 1668 1969 1976 1971 1972
1 Ingtitutional Estimates® 3 $925 51,002 $1,067 31,144 $1,2158 $1,275 $1,357 $1,438 $1,526
2 Institutional Estimates® 5 985 1,136 1,280 1,448 1,628 1,806 2,036 2,284 2,562
3 Low-Middie Expense Level
As Reported by Studgntsd 3 468 306 537 575 609 633 667 699 733
4  Low-Middle Expense Level
Ag Reported by Students? 5 495 571 651 751 846 G44 1,058 1,190 1,339
5 High-Middle Expense Level
As Reported by Students® 3 588 637 677 127 170 806 856 304 956
6 High-Middle Expense Level
Ag Reported by Students® 5 621 719 812 928 1,039 1,153 1,302 1,486 1,653

aSugra, pp. 189-193 for a discussion of the assumptions underiying the model from which these projectiona are
derived.

PThe average annual increase of 3 or 3 per cent ig & convenient device and not an accurate measure. The
inerease in the average cost per student will actually be closer to the increase in the general cost of
living per year for most of his expenses and may approximate 1 or I per cent per year, or less. Tuitiom,
fees, institutional board and room costs are tikely to remain fixed over a peried of years. When an
increase is made in these items, it is likely to be relatively or proportionately high, With more data
or better ways of evaluating existing data, it might be possible to develop a more adeguate way of estimating
the increase in costs per student over a period of time including a more accurate estimate of average annual
increase than the 3 or 5 per cent arbitrarily assumed in this model,

®The cost per student for students attending institutions of higher learning in Hawaii for 196263 academic
year is equal to the estimates of such costs made by the administration of each institution of higher learn-
ing in Hawaii.

dTbe average cost per student for Hilo and Chaminade students will be equal to the average cost reported by
respondents to the 1963 Survey of College Students conducted by the Legislative Reference Bureau. The average
cost per gtudent for students at the University of Hawaii's Manoa campus will be equal to the average cost
reported by Tespondents in the low-mid expense group of 1963 Survey of College Students weighted to account
for the difference in costs of students living away from home and students living at home (see page 153,
Appendix M). The cost per student for Church College students will be equal to the average cost reported

by respondents living awsy from home while at college in the low-mid expense grtoup of 1963 Survey of College
Students weighted to include the average cost reported by one-fourth of Church College respondents living

at home while attending college.

©The average cost per student for Hile and Chaminade students will be equal to the average cost reported by
respondents to the 1963 Survey of Cellege Students conducted by the Legislative Reference Bureau. The cost
per student for University of Hawaii's Manca campus students will be equal to the average cost reported by
respondents in the high-mid expense group of 1963 Survey of College Students weighted to account for stu-
dents living away from home and students living at home while attending college (see page 153, Appendix M.
The average cost per student for Church College students will be equal to the average cost reported by vespon-
dents iiving away from home while attending college in the high-mid expense group of 1963 Survey of College
Students welghted to include the average cost reported by one-fourth of the respondents living at home while
attending Church College.
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Table 2Z2

ESTIMATED THREE-CHILD FAMILY YEARLY PURCHASING POWER FOR HIGHER
EDUCATION FOR ONE CHILD PLUS ANTICIPATED STUDENT
CONTRIBUTION TC COSTS OF HIGHER EDUCATION
1960 - 1972

FAMILY INCOME

Undet - $3,000~ $4,000- $5,000- $6,000- $7,000- $10,000~
Year 53,000 3,999 4,999 5,999 6,999 9,999 & Over?
1960 $ 250 $ 450 $ 650 $ 770 § 910 §1,275 $2,075
1961 265 455 668 796 945 1,306 2,098
1962 280 460 685 823 980 1,337 2,121
1963 295 465 703 849 1,015 1,369 2,145
1964 310 470 720 875 1,050 1,400 2,168
1965 325 475 738 902 1,085 1,431 2,191
1966 340 480 755 428 1,119 1,462 2,214
1967 355 485 773 954 1,154 1,493 2,237
1968 370 490 790 980 1,189 1,525 2,261
1969 385 495 808 1,007 1,224 1,556 2,284
1976 400 500 825 1,033 1,259 1,587 2,307
1971 415 505 843 1,059 1,294 1,618 2,330
1972 430 510 860 1,086 1,329 1,649 2,353
source:  College Scholarship Service, Financial Aid Manual: 1962-64 Edition (Princeton: College Entrance

Examination Board, 1962), pp. 63-64, 115-117.
#Based on interpolation from $10,000 to $13,999,



Table AAAR

PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILY INCOME FOR OAHU, ANRD REIGHBOR ISLANT RESIDENTS
HEAD OF HOUSEHCLD AGE 45 TO 64 YEARS, HUSBAND-WIFE FAMILIES WITH OWN CHILDREN UNDER 18
{Agtual for 1959 and Estimated for 1960 to 1972)

Est. %

Family {hange 1939 1980 1961 1962 1963 1964 1963 1566 1967 1968 1969 1970 1471 1972

Laeome Per Year® Acpuagl Eat, Est. Egt, Esk. Est. Est ., Esg, Est, Est. Est. REst. Est. Est,
Oahu Residents-Total 100, 0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 10G.0 100.0 10¢.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under $1,000 - .03 L ) b 6 - N .5 .5 5 iy A s .3 V3
$ 1,000 - 1,999 + 02 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.3
§ 2,000 - 2,999 - .11 2.7 2.6 2.5 2.4 2.3 2.2 2.0 1.9 1.8 1.7 1.6 1.5 1.4 1.3
§ 3,000 « 3,998 - 24 5.9 5.6 5.4 5.2 4.9 &.7 4.5 4.2 4.0 3.7 3.5 3.2 3.0 2.8
§ 4,000 - 4,998 - .33 7.9 7.5 7.2 6.9 6.6 6.2 5.9 5.6 5.3 5.0 4,6 b2 3.9 3.6
§ 5,000 -~ 5,999 + .13 9.6 9.8 9,9 10,1 10,2 10.3 10.5 10,7 10.8 1.0 11.1 11.3 11.4 11.6
$ 6,000 - 6,999 -l 10.8 10.4 9.9 9.4 9.0 8.6 8,2 7.7 7.2 6.8 6.4 6.0 5.5 5.0
§ 7,000 - 9,998 + 38 24,2 24,6 25.0 25.3 25.7 26.1 26,5 26.9 27.2 27.6 28.0 28.4 28.8 29,1
$10,000 & Over + L BD 37.2 37.8 38.3 39,0 39.% 40.2 40.8 41,4 42,0 42.6 43,2 43.8 44 .4 45,0

Neighbor Island
Residents-Total 100.0 100.0 160.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 109.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Undar $1,000 - 03 .6 .6 .5 .5 N N e 4 A .3 .3 .3 .2 2
$ 1,000 - 1,999 - .15 3.1 3,0 2.8 2.6 2.5 2.3 2.2 2.1 1.9 1.8 1.6 1.4 1.3 1.2
§ 2,000 - 2,999 - 31 6.3 6.0 5.7 5.4 5.1 4,7 b.b 4.1 3.8 3.5 3.2 2.9 2.6 2.3
§ 3,000 -~ 3,999 - .85 17.4 16.5 15.7 14,9 14.0 13.2 12.4 11.5 10.6 9.8 8.9 8.1 7.2 6.4
§ 4,000 - 4,949 - .78 15.5 14.7 14.0 13.2 12.4 11,7 10.9 106.1 9.4 8.7 7.9 7.1 6.4 5.6
5 5,000 - 5,999 - 67 13.7 13.0 12.4 11.7 11.0 1.4 9.7 5,0 8.3 7.6 7.0 6.3 5.7 5.0
$ 6,000 - 6,999 - .52 16.7 10.2 9,7 9.1 8.6 8.1 7.6 7.1 6.5 6.0 5.5 5.0 4.5 1.9
§ 7,000 - 9,999 + 1.87 18,6 20.% 22.3 24.2 26.1 8.0 29.8 3r.7 33.6 35.4 37.3 39.2 41,0 42.9
510,000 & Over + 1.42 14.1 15.5 16.9 18.4 19.8 21.2 22.6 24.0 25.5 26.9 28,3 29.7 31,1 32.5
Bource: 1939 actual figures are percentage expressions of the data in Table CCCC.

#Annual rate of change for Oahu residents is based on annual rate of change for all U.S. urban families (Table BBBB) and for Neighbor Island
residents on all U¥,8, yural non-farm families {Table BBRE).



Table BBEB

INCOME OF FAMILIES IN THE UNITED STATES WITH HEAD OF
HOUSEHOLD AGE FROM 45 TO 54 YEARS

1955 & 1960
PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES
Income Urban Rural Non-Farm
Range 1955 1960 1955 1960
Total No., (in thousands) 5,787 not available 1,865 not available
Under $1,000 3.1 2.2 5.7 5.6
$ 1,000 - 1,999 4.0 4.2 6.8 5.5
5 2,000 - 2,999 6.6 5.4 8.4 6.5
5 3,000 - 3.999 3.3 7.8 10.7 7.6
$ 4,000 - 4,999 12.1 9.6 15.6 9.8
$ 5,000 - 5,999 12.1 12.2 13.2 12.0
5 6,000 - 6,999 11.3 10.2 10.3 9.8
$ 7,000 - 9,999 24.5 26.3 17.4  21.7
$10,000 & Over 17.0 22.1 11.9 21.5
Source: Herman Miller, Trends in the Income of Families and Persons in the
United States, 1947 to 1960, (Technical Paper No, 8), U. §. Dept.
of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, 1963,
Table CCOC
INCOME OF FAMILIES IN HAWAII WITH BEAD OF HOUSEHOLD AGE
45 TO 64 AND WITH CHILDREN UNDER 18
1959
NUMBER OF FAMILIES
Income Hawaii Reighbor
Range State QOahu Islands
Total No, 20,857 15,015 5,832
Under 31,000 - 134 100 34
$§ 1,000 ~ 1,999 323 142 181
$ 2,000 - 2,999 780 411 359
$ 3,000 ~ 3,999 1,906 890 1,016
53 4,000 - 4,999 2,089 1,184 905
§ 5,000 « 5,999 2,235 1,439 796
5 6,000 - 6,999 2,250 1,627 623
% 7,000 - 9,999 4,720 3,634 1,086
510,000 & Over 6,410 5,588 822

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Census of

Population; 1960, Volume 1, Part 13, Table 139, pp. 13-158 to
13-260.
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APPENDIX Q

(16 be made one and eight copies) 5.C.R.NO, 57

SECOND LEGISLATURE, 1963
STATE OF HAWAII

GOP SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION
Y

1 WHEREAS, the State of Hawaii is deeply interested in encouraging its

2 youth to achieve the maximum development of their talents; and

3

4 WHEREAS, the State is very much concerned about the recent U. 8. Office
5 of Education report on higher education which indicates that one-third of the
6 students graduating in the upper 40 per cent of their high school graduating
7 classes in Hawalil did not undertake collegiate work; and

8

9 WHEREAS, information is needed on the reasons for college non-attendance
10 among the academically able students and particularly on the extent to which
il limited financial resources contribute to non-attendance; and

12

13 WHEREAS, the State is aware that it should exert its efforts, together
14 with private efforts in the community, to reduce the financial impediments
i5 to college attendance; now, therefore,

16

17 BE IT RESOLVED by the Senate of the Second Legislature of the State of
18 Hawaii, General Session of 1963, the House of Representatives concurring,

19 that the Leglslative Reference Bureau be and it is hereby respectfully
20 requested to study and to report to the 1964 seasion on the adequacy of
21 financial assistance programs for Hawaii's youth who have the potentizl to
22 benefit from collegiate education and to indicate ways of improving these
23 programs; such study to include, but not be limited to, the following factors:
24 {a) description of financial aid programs in Hawaii's four-year accredited
25 institutions of higher education, (b) summary of community efforts to render
26 financial assistance, (c) review of various types of financial assistance
27 programs in the United States, and (d) assessment of the financial needs of
28 students attending the accredited colleges as well as of high school seniors
29 in public and private schools; and
30
31 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that duly authenticated coples of this Concurrent
32 Resplution be forwarded to the Board of Regents, the President of the Uni-
33 versity of Hawaii, and the Director of the Legislative Reference Bureau.
34
35
36
37 OFFERED BY:

38

39
40
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