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The Honorable David Dewhurst
Lieutenant Governor

State of Texas

Capitol Building, Room 2E.13
Austin, Texas 78701

Dear Governor Dewhurst:

The Senate Finance Committee respectfully submits this report regarding the
Committee's Higher Education charges to study Tuition Deregulation, Tuition Revenue
Bond Authorization, Funding for Higher Education, and Accountability. We thank you
for providing us the opportunity to address these important issues.

The Senate Finance Committee conducted a series of public hearings and received
testimony on the aforementioned charges in Austin, Texas on March 16th, June 8th, and
July 19th and 20th, 2004, In addition, the Committee created a work group composed of
Senator Robert Duncan (chair), Senator Florence Shapiro, Senator Royce West, and
Senator Judith Zaffirini to further study these issues and provide recommendations to the
full Committee.

Respectfully submitted,

Senator Bob Deuell
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Health and Human Serbices
December 28, 2004

The Honorable

Senator Steve Ogden

Chair, Senate Finance Committee
P.O. Box 12068

Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Chair Ogden:

Thank you for your leadership as Chair of the Senate Finance Committee. It is my
privilege to serve with you as Vice Chair, and I appreciate the opportunity to share my
perspective regarding our Interim Report to the 79th Legislature. Although I signed the
report because it includes many fine recommendations, I submit this letter to record some
of my concerns.

Our interim report contains many recommendations included among those submitted by
the Senate Subcommittee on Higher Education and the Joint Interim Committee on
Higher Education. I did not sign the joint committee's report because of concerns related
to recommendations such as combining Texas Grants with B-on-Time, which I authored.
[ also am concerned about the Senate Finance Committee's higher education
recommendation 13, related to consolidating various financial aid programs. During our
December 16, 2004, hearing, I expressed my concern, and Senator Robert Duncan, chair
of the working group on higher education, stated that the recommendation was to
consolidate the funding stream into one line item in the budget and not to consolidate the
program requirements. This recommendation, however, could be interpreted as a
proposal for consolidating the various financial aid program requirements, which would
create problems. Had the higher education working group (of which [ am a member) met,
[ would have welcomed the opportunity to build consensus for refining the language. '

The Texas Legislature provides many wonderful opportunities for higher education to
diverse groups. Our financial aid programs include, for example, funding for children of
fallen peace officers and fire fighters; veterans; persons with disabilities; low income
students; future professionals desperately needed in Texas, such as nurses; and for
students who achieve academic excellence.
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Consolidating these programs could leave many without financial aid and could again
create barriers for those seeking higher education.

As Vice Chair of the Senate Finance Committee and author of Senate Bill 4 (2003),
which created the B-on-Time Loan Program, [ understand the need to reform and
streamline the various funding mechanisms for financial aid. As a member of the
Appropriations Conference Committee I have advocated streamlining the requirements
for these various programs. Combining Texas Grants and B-on-Time, however, flies in
the face of their original intent. Texas Grants is based on financial need, whereas
B-on-Time is an incentive prograim that rewards t‘m‘m‘l}f graduation and undergraduatie
success while targeting families who struggle with college expenses but don't qualify for
financial aid.

Thank you for your dedication to these important issues. Count on my continued
leadership to help ensure that every Texan has access to higher education. I look forward
to continue working with you and other members of the committee during the 2005
legislative session.

May God bless you.
Very truly yours,

Vel B i

Judith Zaffirini
Vice Chair, Senate Finance Committee

XC: Lt Governor David Dewhurst
Members, Senate Finance Committee



"The Senate 0}[
"The State o][ Texas

December 20, 2004

The Honorable Steve Ogden
Senate Committee on Finance
P.O. Box 12068

Austin, Texas 78711

Dear Chairman Ogden:

Spearheaded by parents of children with life threatening diseases, California voters
recently passed a ballot initiative which will infuse $3 billion of state grants to fund stem
cell research in California. The plan, supported by Republican Governor Arnold
Schwarzenegger, will distribute stem cell research grants over the next ten years funded
by the sale of state bonds. Subsequent to this initiative, a handful of states are fast-
tracking similar programs and funding streams so as to not allow California to be the
uncontested leader in stem cell research.

Prior to the California initiative, it was widely believed that Texas' research centers were
leading in the stem cell research race. With this California funding development, Texas'
position is in jeopardy. Our universities are in danger of losing projects, researchers, and
scientists.  Cities could lose the dynamic economic development that follows
groundbreaking research. Texans would suffer a great loss by not having this cutting
edge exploration in our own backyard. Further, the demise of this one field of research
could create a devastating ripple effect impacting the loss of all types of bio-technology
research.

Recognizing the passionate debate and divergent opinions surrounding this sensitive
topic, the state must consider how to proceed without compromising the growth of our
centers of research excellence and institutions of higher education. We cannot allow
controversy to halt research growth or compromise the reputation of our higher education
community. From space exploration to heart transplantation, Texas has always been
considered a leader in the world of research. We must continue that legacy. Thoughtful
consideration of a long-range, strategic plan for our institutions of higher education to
offset this potential drain of funds to California is imperative.

Sincerely, @KQ
= i

Robert Duncan

Eliot Shapleig

PO, Box 12068, State Capifo[i HAustin, Texas 78711
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The 78th Legidature deregulated designated tuition and provided flexibility for
universities and health-related institutions to charge differential tuition for the various programs
and course levels offered by the ingtitutions. In exchange for greater flexibility, the Governor
and Legidlature have required greater accountability regarding the use of higher education's
resources and their progress toward reaching the goals of Closing the Gaps. As institutions have
raised their tuition rates, the Legidature has become even more interested in all of the fund
sources of higher education beyond just the funds included in the state appropriation.

Tuition Revenue Bonds (TRB) have emerged as a major source of construction funds.
While legidative authorization is needed prior to the issuance of TRBs, such authority is not
provided with a guarantee of a corresponding appropriation for related debt service. Despite this
fact, legidative practice has been to use GR to reimburse institutions for the cost related to debt
service. During the 78th Legislative Session, the Legislature reimbursed interest only payments
on those TRB debt obligations. For the coming 2006-07 biennium, the LBB estimates an
additional $369 million will be needed to pay both principal and interest for al currently issued
TRB debt. In addition, $3.1 billion in new authorizations have been requested.

Tier 1 statusis not formally defined, but is intended to reflect excellence at an institution
of higher education. Common characteristics of Tier 1 ingtitutions include: high research
expenditures and a large number doctoral degrees awarded in various fields. Higher Education
Commissioner Raymund Paredes urged the Legislature to define Tier 1 broadly and in away that
makes the most sense for the greatest number of institutions in Texas. He suggested that
conventional definitions of Tier 1 ignore what Texas needs most: first-rate undergraduate

education.
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Because institutions have only had the authority to set tuition since the spring 2004
semester, the Legidature does not have sufficient data to conduct a complete analysis of the
impact of tuition deregulation on the affordability of higher education. Factual statements can be
made regarding those institutions that have changed their general tuition pricing strategies, but
this does not answer questions regarding the full impact on students. Financial aid variables,
including the required tuition set-aside, should be examined in conjunction with the cost of
education to determine if the variation in tuition charges is facilitating or inhibiting the mandates
of Closing the Gaps.

Summary of Recommendations

1. The Legislature should adopt a statewide accountability system for institutions of higher
education to promote transparency and excellence.

2. The Legidature should review and consider incorporating in its statewide accountability
system the institutional groupings, performance measures, and benchmarks developed by the
Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board (THECB) and the Council of Public University
Presidents and Chancellors (CPUPC) in response to the Governor's Executive Order RP 31.

3. The Legidature should review annually the groupings, performance measures, and
benchmarks to determine their effectiveness in assisting the state in reaching its goals of
Closing the Gaps by 2015.

4. The Legidature should evaluate, in consultation with the THECB and the CPUPC, an
appropriate mechanism for linking future excellence funding to performance, as measured by
the accountability system. The mechanism should take into consideration the various
missions and circumstances of institutions. This evaluation should include, but not be limited
to, a consideration of restricting an institution's right to deregulate tuition based on

performance, as measured by the accountability system.

5. The Legidature should prioritize undergraduate excellence in determining the system's
performance measures and benchmarks.

6. The Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board should continue to pursue a uniform
definition of a Tier 1 ingtitution utilizing the criteria developed in the statewide
accountability system.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

To avoid confusion related to the Higher Education Fund and the Higher Education
Assistance Fund, the Legislature should adopt new language to distinguish the two. An
option would be to continue to refer to the annua appropriation itself as the Higher
Education Fund (HEF) and refer to the endowment established by Article VII of the
Constitution as the Permanent Higher Education Fund (P-HEF). The Legislature should
eliminate reference to the Higher Education Assistance Fund (HEAF).

To ensure the HEF endowment continues to develop as intended, the Legislature should
continue to provide annual funding as currently directed by statute and consider transfers of
Rainy Day Fundsin order to reach the $2 billion trigger before the end of the decade.

The Legidature should increase funding for the HEF. Such increases should be based either
on genera inflation trends or to match the purchasing power of the AUF. To account for
inflation, the allocation should be increased by $50 million; or to match the purchasing
power of the AUF, $87.5 million should be added.

The Legidature should consider discontinuing the practice of using TRBs to fund capital
projects. Instead, HEF and AUF should be used as the primary sources of funding for such
projects. Such a change would require adequate funding of the HEF, and possibly a greater
commitment from the AUF to funding capital projects.

The Legislature should fully fund the Research Development Fund as provided for in House
Bill 3526 (78th Legislature). These dollars will help in the development of more nationally
competitive research institutions in Texas by providing a predictable and stable source of
funding for research infrastructure. This includes recruiting and retaining faculty members
and graduate students, as well as constructing and equipping appropriate laboratory space

After fully funding the Research Development Fund, the Legislature should create
mechanisms such as public/private partnerships, matching funds programs, etc. to increase
the number of flagship institutions in Texas.

The Legislature should consider the consolidation of the various financia aid programs with
similar goals and that are funded with tuition and state appropriations and make
recommendations on future funding streams for these programs.

The Legislature should continue to look for ways to provide financial assistance to students
who demonstrated a financial hardship but do not otherwise qualify for financial aid under
current state gift or grant programs.

The Legislature should increase its tuition oversight authority to allow legislative disapproval
of excessive or inappropriate increases in tuition.

The Legidature should establish an enforcement mechanism to limit the amount of
designated tuition increases that may be used to fund deferred maintenance.
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PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

The Senate Finance Committee was charged with conducting a thorough and detailed
study of the following issues, including state and federal requirements, and preparing
recommendations to address problems or issues that are identified. The Senate Finance
Committee (the Committee) met in accordance with the following Higher Education interim
charges asfollows:

Accountability. Study and make recommendations, in conjunction with the Senate

Higher Education Subcommittee, relating to the development of a statewide

accountability system for higher education that is consistent with funding strategies for

higher education.

The Committee met pursuant to the aforementioned interim charge in a joint public
hearing with the Senate Subcommittee on Higher Education in Austin, Texas, on July 20, 2004,
to consider invited testimony provided by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board, the
Texas A&M University System, the Texas Tech University System, the University of Houston
System, and the University of Texas System. The Committee solicited public testimony on the
interim charge in a public hearing in Austin, Texas, on July 20, 2004; however, none was
provided.

Nature and Use of Local Funds. Develop a representative sample profile of local funds

at various types of agencies and ingtitutions of higher education and report on

amounts, revenue sources, expenditures, and how these funds impact the use of General
Revenue appropriated in the General Appropriations Act.
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The Committee met pursuant to the aforementioned interim charge in a public hearing in
Austin, Texas, on July 19, 2004, to consider invited testimony provided by the University of
Texas at Austin, the University of Texas at El Paso, Texas A&M International University, and
the Texas Agricultura Experiment Station. The Committee solicited public testimony on the
interim charge in a public hearing in Austin, Texas, on July 20, 2004; however, none was
provided.

Tuition Revenue Bond Authorization. Review recent history and beneficiaries of TRB

authorization by previous legislatures. Recommend procedures, criteria and priorities for

potential new TRB authorizations and funding sources for the 79th Legislature.

The Committee met pursuant to the aforementioned interim charge in a public hearing in
Austin, Texas, on March 16, 2004, to consider invited testimony provided by the Texas
Legidlative Budget Board, and the Texas Bond Review Board. The Committee solicited public
testimony on the interim charge in a public hearing in Austin, Texas, on July 20, 2004; however,
none was provided.

Funding for Higher Education. Study al funding of institutions of higher education in
conjunction with the Senate Higher Education Subcommittee. Assess the cost and
regquirements of increasing the number of Tier 1 universitiesin Texas. Reexamine current
and alternative methods for funding regional universities, health science centers and their
reimbursement for the provision of indigent hedth care, community colleges, and
universities.

The Committee met pursuant to the aforementioned interim charge in a joint public
hearing with the Senate Subcommittee on Higher Education in Austin, Texas, on June 8, 2004, to
consider invited testimony provided by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board, the
University of Houston, Stephen F. Austin University, the University of North Texas, Midwestern

State University, Texas Southern University, Texas Woman's University, Texas Tech University,

the Texas A&M Health Science Center, the University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston,
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the University of Texas Southwestern Medical Center at Dallas, and the Texas Tech University
Health Sciences Center.

The Committee also met pursuant to the aforementioned interim charge in a joint public
hearing with the Senate Subcommittee on Higher Education in Austin, Texas, on July 19, 2004,
to consider invited testimony provided by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board, the
Dallas Community College District, Laredo Community College, the Alamo Community College
Digtrict, the North Harris Montgomery Community College District, Howard College, and the
Texas State University System. The Committee solicited public testimony on the interim charge
in apublic hearing in Austin, Texas, on July 20, 2004; however, none was provided.

Tuition Deregulation. Study the budgetary impact of legidation to deregulate tuition at
institutions of higher education. This study should include, but not be limited to, a review of
recent tuition increases authorized by this Act, their impact on affordability of higher
education, and an evaluation of the expenditure of these funds.

The Committee met pursuant to the aforementioned interim charge in a joint public
hearing with the Senate Subcommittee on Higher Education in Austin, Texas, on July 20, 2004,
to consider invited testimony provided by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board, the
Texas A&M University System, the Texas Tech University System, the University of Houston

System, and the University of Texas System. The Committee also solicited and considered

public testimony provided by Brian Haley, representing himself, of Corinth, Texas.

The Committee extends its thanks to those who participated in the hearing, and assisted

with or made presentations before the Committee.
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ACCOUNTABILITY

In January 2004, Lieutenant Governor David Dewhurst charged the Senate Subcommittee
on Higher Education and the Senate Finance Committee with studying and making
recommendations relating to the development of a statewide accountability system for higher
education that is consistent with funding strategies for higher education.

Also in January, Governor Rick Perry issued an executive order requiring the Texas
Higher Education Coordinating Board (THECB) and institutions of higher education to work
together to determine the effectiveness and quality of the education students receive.

In response, THECB developed the following four keys to creating a transparent
accountability system that promotes excellence:

Establishing groupings of institutions with similar types and missions.

Determining for each group appropriate measures that reflect institutional performance.
Determining benchmarks against which to measure success.

Assessing progress annually and taking steps to improve performance.

Institutional Groupings

THECB staff worked with the Council of Public University Presidents and Chancellors
(CPUPC) to develop peer groupings of institutions in order to provide important comparisons
within the accountability system. Institutions were divided into the following seven groups.
Research, Emerging Research, Doctoral, Comprehensive, Master's, Heath-Related Institution,
Technica and State College. These groupings were intended to be neither permanent nor
prescriptive. THECB recommends that these groupings be reviewed every two years to reflect
current institutional missions and changing higher education needs. Additionally, THECB plans

to identify national peers after the 79th Legidative Session.
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Research Universities
Research universities provide a broad range of undergraduate, graduate and professional
programs, place a greater emphasis on research than universities in other groups, and serve their
regions, the state, and beyond. Excellent undergraduate education is a central function, but a
significantly higher proportion of these institutions’ students will be enrolled in graduate and
professional programs than is the case in Master's, Comprehensive, Doctoral, or Emerging
Research universities.
Research institutions:
o offer acomprehensive range of excellent undergraduate and graduate programs;
e award 100 or more doctoral degrees annually in excellent programs that span at least 15
disciplines; and
e place significant emphasis on research and creative activities and generate at least $150

million annually in research expenditures. Table 1 below shows the Texas ingtitutions
that presently meet these criteria

Tablel
Resear ch Univer sities
Doctora Doctoral Doctorates  Research
Programs  Enroll Awarded Expenditures
Texas A&M University 84 3,229 442 $390,305,058
The University of Texas
at Austin 113 5,188 668 $376,403,651

Emerging Research Universities
Emerging Research universities are educational, scientific, engineering, business and
cultural resource centers committed to the three-fold mission of teaching, research and service.
As universities with extensive educational programs, academic efforts are directed to applied and
basic research in selected fields, teaching and scholarship, and creative activities. The

universities encourage faculty members to be active researchers/creators in their respective
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disciplines and to involve both undergraduate and graduate students in research and creative
pursuits.

As the Texas population increases, some of these institutions — especially those located in
metropolitan areas of more than one million people —will develop additiona breadth and
increase their research expenditures (now at least $14 million per year) to address the need for
additional accessto research universities.

Emerging Research universities offer a wide range of baccalaureate and master’s
programs, serve a student population from within and outside the region, and are committed to
graduate education through the doctorate in targeted areas of excellence. The ingtitutions award
at least 20 doctoral degrees per year, offer at least 10 doctoral programs, and/or enroll at least

150 doctoral students.

Table 2 below shows the Texas institutions that presently meet these criteria.

Table2
Emerging Research Universities

Doctora Doctoral Doctorates Research
Programs  Enrall Awarded Expenditures
Texas Tech University 53 1,303 166 $56,147,235
TheUniversity of Texas 5, 819 62 $23,314,938
a Arlington
The University of Texas
4 Dallas 18 756 70 $32,547,141
The University of Texas
4t El Paso 12 260 30 $27,847,152
The University of Texas
4t San Antonio 13 220 6 $14,547,732
University of Houston 51 1,372 207 $88,608,021
University of North Texas 57 1,316 157 $17,587,767

10
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Doctoral Universities
Doctoral universities are educational and cultural resource institutions committed to the
three-fold mission of teaching, research and service. With extensive educational programs,
academic efforts are directed toward both applied and basic research in selected fields, teaching
and scholarship, and creative activities. The universities encourage faculty members to be active
researchers in their respective disciplines and to involve both undergraduate and graduate
studentsin research and creative pursuits.

Doctoral universities offer awide range of excellent baccalaureate and master’ s programs
and are committed to graduate education through the doctorate in targeted areas of excellence
and/or regional need. The institutions each award at least 10 doctoral degrees per year, offer at
least 5 doctoral programs, and/or enroll 150 doctoral students. They generally have research
expenditures of at least $2 million per year.

Texas institutions generally within the above criteriafor Doctoral Universities are:

Sam Houston State University

Texas A&M University-Commerce
Texas A&M University-Kingsville
Texas Southern University

Texas State University at San Marcos
Texas Woman's University

Comprehensive Universities
Comprehensive universities offer a wide range of excellent baccalaureate programs and
are committed to graduate education through the master’s degree. Comprehensive universities
may also offer doctoral education in targeted program areas to address particular regional needs

and/or in disciplines in which the university is nationally recognized for excellence. In most

11
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cases thiswill be one or two areas, but may be as many asfive.

Comprehensive universities are expected to:

provide access to a broad range of excellent baccalaureate and master’ s programs,
possibly provide doctoral-level education in targeted area(s) of excellence and/or regional
need;

provide excellent preparation not only for the workforce, but prepare students for
professional schools and graduate education; and

focus on serving the student population within the region.

Texas ingtitutions generally meeting those criteriainclude:

Lamar University-Beaumont

Prairie View A&M University

Stephen F. Austin University

Tarleton State University

Texas A&M International University
Texas A&M University-Corpus Chrigti
The University of Texas-Pan American
West Texas A&M University

Master's Universities

Access to exemplary undergraduate institutions is critical to students and communities

across Texas. Currently, amost 80 percent of public university students are at the undergraduate

level. Master’s ingtitutions offer a wide range of baccalaureate programs and are committed to

graduate education through the master's degree. Excellent undergraduate education is the primary

mission of these universities, which generally offer smaller classes than would be expected at

other universities.

12
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Master’ sinstitutions are expected to:

concentrate on providing excellent broad-based undergraduate education;

establish seamless transfer and facilitate success for Associate of Arts and Associate of
Science graduates,

offer smaller undergraduate class sizes;

provide excellent developmental education and retention programs;

provide access to critical and other excellent master’ s programs;

provide excellent preparation not only for the workforce, but for professional schools and
graduate education;

play acritical rolein the preparation of certified teachers; and

provide specialized programs recognized for their excellence.

Master’s Universities could include;

Angelo State University

Midwestern State University

Sul Ross State University

Sul Ross University - Rio Grande
Texas A&M University-Galveston
Texas A&M University-Texarkana
The University of Texas at Brownsville
The University of Texasat Tyler

The University of Texas of the Permian Basin
University of Houston-Clear Lake
University of Houston-Downtown
University of Houston-Victoria

13
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Accountability M easur es
The THECB staff and the Council of Public University Presidents and Chancellors
(CPUPC) conducted a survey to determine key measures of an accountability system. They
agreed on the following principlesin developing these measures:

Measures should maintain focus on Closing the Gaps.

The system should include institutional efficiency measures.

There should be a small number of key measures.

The accountability system should be used for improvement.

There should be different accountability measures for universities, health science centers,
Texas State Technical Colleges, and the Lamar State Colleges.

THECB reviewed the measures identified by the institutions in May and June and began
the process of calculating the measures and identifying information sources. Through this
process THECB eventually developed first draft measures for institutional effectiveness and for
each of the four goals of Closing the Gaps (Participation, Success, Excellence, and Research).

In addition to the key measures, contextual, or explanatory measures were added to
provide a better understanding of an institution's performance. Individual institutions are able to
add one or two optional contextual measures for each goal. For instance, under the success goal,
an ingtitution serving a large part-time student population may indicate how the institution's
unique circumstances and campus population may contribute to alower graduation rate.

THECB's intention is to calculate most measures from existing reports and surveys or
obtain the information from the appropriate agency. To improve performance, THECB
recommends that the ingtitutional groups meet one or two times per year to review measures,
share successful strategies, and to review and set targets.

At THECB's October 28 Quarterly Meeting, the Board adopted the accountability system.

The approved system included 23 key measures for universities, 20 for each health-related

14
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ingtitutions, and 17 for the Texas State Technical Colleges and Lamar State Colleges. Appendix
A is a chart of the accountability measures adopted by the Coordinating Board for general
academic institutions, for health-related institutions, and for the Texas State Technical Colleges

and Lamar State College.

Targets

From July to September, ingtitutions met with their groups to finalize the measures and to
identify group targets, or benchmarks, to measure success. This was a careful deliberative
process among institutions. Following the meetings, representatives returned to their campuses to
review the measures and targets with others before reaching final agreement. Targets were set as
a percentage increase or decrease for a subset of measures for each group, using the fall of 2004
as the base. Exceptions were made for certain key measures. For instance, the graduation rate
targets were set as a percentage point increase. The targets will be measured by groups in the
spring prior to each legidative session. Progress will be calculated for each institution annually.

For general academic ingtitutions, targets were set for nine measures. Health science
centers had some of the same measures and targets as general academic institutions, but there
were also severa differences. For example, targets for the percentage of graduates passing

licensing exams are included among the key measures for health science centers.

15
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Online Accountability System Format
Data available online for the Accountability System will be much more detailed than the
traditional paper report. There will be three tiers of data featured online for public universities
(also available for public two-year colleges):

(1) Statewide measures
(2) Measures by members of each university system
(3) Ingtitution measures (specific institution)

Additional featuresinclude:

o Most measures will be calculated and loaded into the system by THECB.

e Text boxes provided by each institution as a descriptive opportunity in each section of
measures (participation, success, excellence, research and institutional efficiencies &
effectiveness).

o Ingtitutions will have the option to add explanatory optional measures to the system in
each goal area.

e Trend line datawill be available.

e Paper reports will be generated directly from the system for regents, the Legislature, and
others.

o Web-based performance and accountability system will be available to the public.

o Reports will be customized to identify a group of institutions and measures for
comparison by institution/measures of personal interest.

¢ Chartsand graphsrelative to each group for each measure will be included.

e Datasources, calculations, and other definitions will be measured.

STATE & LOCAL FUNDING FOR HIGHER EDUCATION
Assistant Commissioner Deborah Greene began the June 8 hearing with an overview of
higher education funding in Texas. Greene described the sources of funds for all public
institutions of higher education, including funds appropriated in the General Appropriations Act
(GAA) and funds not appropriated in the GAA (generally appropriated by other statutes).
In Texas, the Legislature makes direct appropriations to institutions of higher education.

The Coordinating Board, boards of regents, boards of trustees, and the general public make

16
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funding recommendations to the Legislature. Institutions receive funds from a variety of sources.

Appropriated general revenue (GR) funds constitute only a part of institutions overal funding.

Some funding does not flow through the appropriation process.

Table 3 below summarizes the variety of sources of funding higher education.

Table3

Funding Sources for Higher Education

Appropriated Fundsin the GAA

Fundsnot appropriated in the GAA

General Local Funds State Endowments Ingtitutional Funds
Revenue
-Formula -Tuition -Available University -Designated Tuition -Intercollegiate
Funds Fund Athletics
-Special Items | -Some Fees* -Tobacco Settlement -Research Grants & -Housing
-HEAF Funds Overhead Funds -Food Service
-Most Fee -Parking
-Physician Practice Plans -Auxiliary Fees
*For Community -Gifts & Grants -Community College
Colleges- Tax Revenue
non-appropriated

Formula Funding
Institutions receive a portion of their appropriated funds through formulas. The
proportion of state appropriated funding that institutions receive through the formula varies by
sector:
o Community colleges—86.7 percent (General Revenue)
o Universities— 60 percent (All Funds)
¢ Hedlth-related ingtitutions — 60 percent (General Revenue)
Every two years, formula advisory committees established by the Coordinating Board
review formulas and recommend changes to the Commissioner and the Coordinating Board. The

Coordinating Board’' s recommendations are forwarded to the Legislature for consideration.
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Non-Formula Funding
In addition to formula funding, institutions receive non-formula appropriations. Such
non-formula appropriations include funding for “Special Items,” such as public service efforts,
research projects and separate campuses projects that are not funded by formula. Other non-
formula appropriations include “Institutional Enhancement” funding to provide generd
institutional, academic and research support for certain campuses. "Excellence Funding” to assist

certain ingtitutions to pursue their unique missions are also included in this category.

L ocal Funds
Loca Funds are defined in the Education Code, Section 51.009(a), as those items that are
accounted for as “educational and general funds’ which are net state tuition, lab fees, specified
specia course fees, student teaching fees, state hospital and clinic fees, organized activity fees,
and indirect cost recovery fees. This definition for local funds is unique to institutions of higher
education. Local funds are appropriated in the GAA as estimated other educational and general

income in the General Revenue—Dedicated portion of the method of finance.

Fundsnot appropriated in the GAA
A sdignificant portion of funding does not flow through the appropriations act. The
proportion that does flow through the appropriations act varies by sector. Community colleges,
for instance, collect local property taxes, which are not accounted for in the appropriations hill.
Community college tuition and fees are not reflected in the appropriations bill.
Base tuition, the amounts set in statute, however, isincluded in the appropriations bill for

universities and health-related institutions. Designated tuition -- the tuition that the Legidature
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recently gave the institutions flexibility to set -- is not included. Neither are incidental and many
other types of fees.

Patient revenue at state hospitals is included in the appropriations bill. Even within
sectors, the proportion of an individual ingtitution’s funding that flows through the

appropriations bill varieswidely.

Tuition and Feesnot appropriated in the GAA

Statutory base tuition and some fees are included in the al funds appropriation in the
GAA. Board-authorized tuition is included as an informational item in the appropriations bill;
however, it does not affect the amount of GR appropriated. Historically, the amount of tuition
and fee revenue estimated in the appropriations bill reflects the revenue generated from the same
enrollment base used to alocate the funding formulas. It does not reflect a projection of
enrollment growth in the next biennium. Designated tuition and all other fees are considered
institutional funds. Designated tuition, incidental fees, and other statutorily authorized fees are
not included in the appropriations bill. These funds may be used for Education and General
(E&G) activities or auxiliary purposes, as specified in the enabling legislation. E& G activities
are core academic activities that include instruction, research, student services, etc. E&G
activities may be supported by funds in and outside of the appropriations bill. Institutions

account for E& G fees separately from auxiliary fees.

Designated Tuition
In 1995, the Legislature authorized boards of regents to increase the building/general use

fee to the same level as statutory undergraduate tuition (prior to 1995, the maximum fee was
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$12/hour). The Legidlature re-designated the building/general use fee as tuition in 1997.
Designated tuition may be used for both E& G and auxiliary purposes. It is currently reported as
tuition revenue.

Under tuition deregulation, there is no maximum rate. Prior to HB 3015, the maximum
rate was equal to statutory undergraduate tuition rate - $46/semester credit hour (SCH) for fall

2003. Therange for fall 2004 is $34 per SCH to $94 per SCH.

Incidental Fees
A variety of fees are charged for many different purposes. The rates for incidental fees
vary and must reasonably reflect the actual cost of the material or services for which it is

collected. Some are charged to all students, some are charged on a per-usage basis.

Other Fees
Some other fees such as, recreational user fees, medical service fees, and student services
fees are not included in the appropriations process. These fees are created in statute for specific

purposes. The rate of these fees vary by service and institution.

Other Funding Sourcesnot included in the GAA
Other sources of revenue not included in the GAA are gifts and grants, federal funds, and
auxiliary enterprise revenues, such as proceeds from athletics and housing and dining operations.
The uses of these revenues are often limited by pre-existing obligations or restrictions on the gift
or grant.

In an effort to present a more comprehensive look at higher education funding, the
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Coordinating Board has been working to establish a report that identifies al sources of revenue

available to institutions of higher education. *

FACILITIESFUNDING - INCLUDING TRBS
The Higher Education Fund (HEF) and the Permanent University Fund (PUF)

Facilities also are financed and maintained in a variety of ways. For genera academics
and hedlth related institutions, the state typically provides funding for facilities. Some of this
funding flows through the formulas while others, such as tuition revenue bond debt service, are
separate non-formula appropriations. In addition, some institutions have chosen to use
designated tuition funds for the support and maintenance of facilities.

The HEF and PUF are congtitutionally dedicated funds whose purpose is generally
limited to acquiring land, constructing and equipping buildings, making major repairs and
rehabilitating buildings, and acquiring capital equipment, library books and library materials.
Under both funds, eligible institutions are authorized to issue bonds as a method of financing
projects when all debt service payments are made out of fund allocations.

The HEF is a specific GR appropriation currently set at $175 million per year.
Allocations are made by the Legislature to eligible institutions (Appendix B) based on aformula
established by the coordinating board. The main elements of the allocation formula consider an
ingstitution's complexity, facilities conditions, and space deficits. On a five-year cycle, the
Legislature may reallocate HEF dollars by updating an institution’s formula elements. However,

such reallocations may not impair an institution’s bonding obligations. In addition, every 10

! hitp://www.thech.state tx.us/reports/pdf/0725.pdf
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years, the Legisature may increase the overall HEF appropriation to ensure the fund's
purchasing power is maintained. With the last increase in HEF appropriation occurring in 1995,
the 79th Legidature will be eligible to consider an increase in funding.

The Higher Education Coordinating Board adopted the following recommendation in
October 2004:

The current space deficit for HEAF ingtitutions is 4.69 million square feet, which is more

than five times larger than five years ago. The McGraw-Hill Construction index reports a

28.5 percent inflation factor for construction during the last 10 years. For the HEAF

institutions to maintain constant dollar funding, an additional $50 million per year would

be required.

Student enrollment at the HEAF institutions for fall 2003 was 163,224 full-time student

equivalents more than the student enrollment at the PUF institutions. The University of

Texas at Austin, Texas A&M University, and Prairie View A&M University rely on the

AUF, income from the PUF that is appropriated to these ingtitutions for their

construction, capital renewal, equipment and other needs. The FY 2005 distribution to the

AUF is 54 percent more than it was in 1995. For the HEAF institutions to mirror the 50

percent growth in AUF, an additional $87.5 million per year would be required.

Based on equity considerations with the AUF and inflation costs and enrollment growth

during the past 10 years, and to help the institutions that receive HEAF meet the goalsin

Closing the Gaps, the committee further recommended that $87.5 million be added to the

annual HEAF allocation and distributed through the HEAF formula.

As previously mentioned, HEF institutions may issue bonds as a funding mechanism for
capital projects. However, this authority is limited. All HEF-backed bonds must mature in 10
years or less. In addition, an ingtitution may not pledge more than 50 percent of its HEF
alocation to secure the payment of principal and interest on HEF bonds or notes. Appendix C
summarizes HEF debt retired over the last 15 years.

For the PUF, legidlative appropriations are made from the Available University Fund.

The level of appropriation is based on the investment performance of the PUF. However, such

allocations are limited to a"total return" of no more than 7 percent of the average annual market
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value of the fund. From the AUF, the University of Texas is provided two-thirds of the revenue,
with the Texas A&M University System receiving one-third. For the current biennium, the total
AUF appropriation is $528.2 million, with UT receiving $327.1 million and A&M receiving
$201.1 million.

From these appropriations, UT & A&M are authorized to pay debt service on bonds for
al ingtitutions eligible to participate in the PUF (Appendix D). However, bonding limitations set
in the constitution preclude UT from bonding more than 20 percent of the PUF book value and
limits A&M to no more than 10 percent of that same value. In addition, AUF allocations may be
made to UT-Austin, A&M-College Station, and Prairie View A&M in the form of "excellence
funding.”

Currently, the constitutional bonding capacity of the PUF is $2.4 billion. However,
because of limitations on projected revenue flowing into the AUF, as well as internal policies
regarding reserved allocations for excellence funding, each system is only utilizing a fraction of
this capacity.

Specifically, UT's constitutional PUF debt capacity is approximately $1.6 billion. As of
March 16, 2004, the system had alocated $987 million of that capacity. This will require a
projected allocation of $108 million in debt service payments from their $234 million FY 2005
AUF appropriation. The remaining $126 million is alocated to system administration and
excellence funding at UT-Austin.

Texas A&M's congtitutional PUF debt capacity is $781 million . The system has
outstanding PUF bonds totaling $304 million. From their $123 million FY 2005 AUF

appropriation, A&M projects $32 million will be needed for debt service with the balance being
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alocated to system administration and excellence funding at A&M-College Station and Prairie
View A&M.

Determinations regarding the allocation ratio between debt service and excellence
funding are made exclusively by the respective boards of regents. Appendix E summarizes

current AUF allocations and debt service payments for the past 15 years.

Tuition Revenue Bonds
In addition to the HEF and PUF, Tuition Revenue Bonds (TRB) have emerged as a major
source of construction funds. TRBs are revenue bonds backed by tuition and fees and issued by
institutions of higher education. The first TRB authority of $185 million was provided in 1971.
However, between 1973 and 1991, no additional TRB authority was granted. Since that time,
$2.4 billion in authorizations have been provided by the Legislature. Table 4 below provides a

general breakdown of these authorizations.

Table4 TRB funding (1991-2003)

72" Legidature 1991 | $60 million

73" Legislature 1993 | $352 million
75" Legislature 1997 | $638 million
77" Legislature 2001 | $1.08 hillion
78" Legidature 2003 | $296 million

TRBs are used to finance projects such as classrooms, laboratories and other university
buildings. Generaly limited by the amount of tuition and fees collected by an institution, a
university system may pledge al the tuition income from all system schools to support the al
system bonds. The Coordinating Board reviews al TRB projects to determine whether the
construction, rehabilitation, or repair meets the standards adopted by the coordinating board for

cogt, efficiency, and space use.
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While legidative authorization is needed prior to the issuance of TRBs, such authority is
not provided with a guarantee of a corresponding appropriation for related debt service. Despite
this fact, legislative practice has been to use GR to reimburse institutions for the cost related to
debt service. Such appropriations may only be used for the payment of debt service with any
unused dollars lapsing back into the treasury at the end of the biennium. During the 78th
Legidative Session, the Legislature was faced with significant revenue shortfalls, and for the
first time, ingtitutions were prohibited from making principal payments on bonds issued after
March 31, 2003. The institutions were directed to make interest payments on those TRB debt
obligations. For the coming 2006-07 biennium, the LBB estimates an additional $369.5 million
will be needed to pay both principal and interest for all currently issued TRB debt. In addition,
$3.1 hillion in new authorizations have been requested. Appendix F provides information
regarding all TRB authorizations, current debt service requirements, and newly requested TRB
authority.

TIER 1UNIVERSITIES

During the June 8 hearing, Dr. David Gardner, Assistant Commissioner for Planning and
Information Resources, Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board (THECB), provided a slide
presentation about issues related to "Tier 1" status. To place the issue in a uniquely Texas
context, Dr. Gardner referred to Closing the Gaps goals 3 and 4:

Goa 3: Excellence--Substantially increase the number of recognized programs or
services at colleges and universitiesin Texas

Goal 4: Research--Increase the level of federal science and engineering research funding

to Texasinstitutions by 50 percent to $1.3 billion

Tier 1 statusis not formally defined, but is intended to reflect excellence at an institution
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of higher education. Dr. Gardner described how tier 1 status is determined by four entities that
confer national recognition on institutions of higher education:

Association of American Universities

The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching
TheCenter at the University of Florida

U.S. News and World Report

Each entity has distinct criteria for recognition, rank, classification, or membership.

Association of American Universities
The Association of American Universities (AAU) confers recognition on its member
institutions. Membership is by invitation rather than application and is extended to institutions
excelling in the following five areas:

federally funded research and development expenditures;
number of doctoral degrees awarded annually;

faculty membership in the National Academies,

National Research Council faculty quality ratings; and
faculty awards and fellowshipsin the arts and humanities.

The Carnegie Classification
The Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching produces a classification?
for ingtitutions of higher education intended to provide a framework for describing different
types of universities. The classification is being reassessed, and a new framework for evaluating
the similarities and differences among universities is expected in 2005. Carnegie previously used
the terms Research | and Research Il to classify ingtitutions. Research | institutions were

characterized by the following:

% The Carnegie Classification of Institutions of Higher Education,
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having afull range of baccalaureate programs;

having a commitment to graduate education through the doctoral degree;
prioritizing research;

awarding 50 or more doctoral degrees annualy; and

receiving at least $40 million in annual federal research support.

Research 1l ingtitutions were characterized by the same priorities - a full range of
baccalaureate programs, commitment to graduate education through the doctoral degree,
emphasis on research, and 50 or more doctoral degrees awarded annually. Research Il
ingtitutions, however, were distinguished by a lower level of annual federal research support
(between $15.5 million and $40 million).

As pat of the revison process, the terms doctoral/research-extensive and
doctoral/research-intensive have been adopted. Extensive and intensive programs are
characterized by a wide range of baccalaureate programs, and a commitment to graduate
education through the doctoral degree. The distinction between the two is based on the number
and variety of types of doctoral degrees awarded annually. Research-extensive institutions award
50 or more doctoral degrees annually, across at |least 15 disciplines. Research-intensive programs

award at least 10 doctoral degrees across at least 3 disciplines (or 20 doctoral degrees per year).

TheCenter
TheCenter, located at the University of Florida, is a research enterprise focused on the
competitive national context for major research universities. TheCenter's major research and
publication effort falls within the The Lombardi Program on Measuring University Performance,
which aspires to recognize the top American research universities, based on the following nine

criteria

http://www.carnegi ef oundation.org/Classification/index.htm
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Total research expenditures
Federal research expenditures
Endowment assets

Annual giving

National Academy Membership
Faculty awards

Doctorates granted

Postdoctoral appointees

SAT scores

TheCenter's® annual report, The Top American Research Universities* offers analysis
and data useful for understanding the performance of American research universities. TheCenter
classifies universities into groups in accord with nine institutional characteristics. Institutions that
have federa research expenditures of at least $20 million and that fall within the top 25 on at
least one of the nine measures fall into TheCenter's definition of the top research
universities. The Top American Research Universities annua publication also provides an on-
going analytical discussion of topics related to the performance of research universities and

provides a comprehensive set of data on over 600 institutions.

U.S. News and World Report
The U.S News and World Report ranking of America's Best Colleges’ is intended to
assist students in the selection of a college and is focused on indicators of quality in
undergraduate education. However, because the criteria include reputation rankings, faculty

resources, and financial resources, these rankings are remarkably similar to those from

% TheCenter at the University of Florida, http://thecenter.ufl.edu/

4 John V. Lombardi, Elizabeth D. Capaldi, Kristy R. Reeves, Diane D. Craig, Denise S. Gater, Dominic Rivers
(November 2003). The Top American Research Universities. An Occasiona Paper from The Lombardi Program on
Measuring University Performance, http://thecenter.ufl.edu/research2003.pdf

® U.S. News and World Report, Best Colleges 2005,
http://www.usnews.com/usnews/edu/college/rankings/rankindex_brief.php
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TheCenter at the University of Florida. Also, the AAU member institutions dominate the top

100 in this ranking scheme. The criteria are:

Peer ranking (reputation)

Average freshman retention

Predicted graduation rate

Actual graduation rate

Variance from predicted graduation rate
Faculty resources (salaries)

Percentage of classes of less than 20 students
Percentage of classes with 50 or more students
Student/faculty ratios

Percentage of full-time faculty

Selectivity in student admissions

SAT/ACT score averages

Freshmen in the top 10 percent of high school class
Acceptance rate

Financial resources

Alumni giving

The Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board developed its own classification

system for Texas universities, which Dr. Gardner summarized in his testimony. Research

universities, The University of Texas at Austin (UT-Austin) and Texas A&M University

(TAMU), are characterized by the following:

having a comprehensive range of excellent undergraduate and graduate programs;
awarding 100 or more doctoral degrees annually across at least 15 disciplines;
placing significant emphasis on research and creative activities; and

generating at least $150 million annually in research expenditures.

Emerging Research Universities include:

Texas Tech University

University of Houston

University of North Texas

The University of Texas at Arlington
The University of Texas at Dallas

The University of Texas at El Paso

The University of Texas at San Antonio
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These ingtitutions are characterized by the following:

o awiderange of baccalaureate and master's programs;

e commitment to graduate education through the doctorate in targeted areas of excellence;

o awarding at least 20 doctoral degrees per year and offering at least 10 doctoral programs
and/or at least 150 doctoral students;

e encouraging faculty and students to be active researchers; and

e planning to increase research expenditures (currently at least $14 million).

Several university presidents and chancellors discussed Tier 1 status from the unique vantage
point of their respective universities.

Dr. Jon Whitmore, President, Texas Tech University (TTU), testified that TTU was well
positioned to become a Tier 1 research institution. TTU is ranked 104 nationally in research
expenditures among public universities. TTU's goa is to move into the top 75 in this category
and to move into the top 100 among all public and private institutions. Although Dr. Whitmore
did not provide a comprehensive definition of Tier 1, he suggested that a fair indicator of Tier 1
status would be to reach $100 million in annual research expenditures. He suggested that
increasing the number of faculty doing high quality research, which can be achieved with higher
research expenditures, is the key to becoming Tier 1. TTU's strategic plan calls for doubling
annual research expenditures from $56 million to over $100 million. He suggested that achieving
this goal will require as many as a dozen years of sustained effort. TTU isfocusing its efforts on
recognized research clusters such as nanotechnology, life sciences, wind engineering, and water
resources. Additionally, TTU's strategic plan includes adding 200 to 250 new faculty and
research staff, adding additional research space, and increasing graduate enrollment from 4,600
to 6,000.

Dr. Jay Gogue, Chancellor, University of Houston System (UH), discussed the various

designations of excellence used to categorize university excellence. He said that flagships have
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different parameters that include admissions, alumni involvement, graduation rates, library
volumes, and endowment or state revenue per student. Gogue said that in 2000, Carnegie revised
its rating system, adopted the term research-extensive, and expanded its top ranking to 150
ingtitutions. Gogue said that UH-System has focused on areas where federal grant money is
available. UH research programs have partnered with Houston hedth institutions and
concentrated on advanced materials and computation. Gogue said that UH used state research
funds to recruit and retain faculty, provide facilities and instrumentation, attract graduate
students, and double its federal research funding to $88 million over the last four years.

Gogue said that the Governor's veto of research funding led to an increase in tuition and
the cancellation of certain purchases and construction projects. In response, students approved a
65-cent per credit hour fee to retain new faculty. In response to a question from Senator
Shapleigh, Gogue said that New Mexico ranked seventh among all states in state funding per
full-time equivalent student, while Texas ranks 24th.

Dr. Lee Jackson, Chancellor, University of North Texas (UNT) said that Texas has
moved from sixth to third in research funding nationally over the last four years. Jackson said
that 80 percent of research funding is in basic science and is unlikely to produce immediate
marketable products. He concluded by saying the Dallas area has three institutions, UT-
Arlington, UT-Dallas, and UNT, that together receive $73.4 million in federal research money.

Dr. Norval Pohl, President, UNT, recommended that the Legislature use measures
adopted by TheCenter that rank universities based on nine categories including total research
funds and federal research funds. Pohl said that UNT bought a Texas Instruments building for its
new engineering program. That program is expected to increase UNT grant funding. He focused

on actions taken by UNT to increase its research grants in three or four disciplines in which the
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university can specialize and attract exceptional faculty and students.

Members expressed concern that the state cannot evaluate the cost of increasing the
number of Tier 1 universities without a clear definition of a Tier 1 university. The testimony at
the June 8 hearing did not yield a clear definition of a Tier 1 ingtitution, but provided common
characteristics of Tier 1 ingtitutions: high research expenditures and a large number doctoral
degrees awarded in various fields.

Table 5 below, provided by Coordinating Board staff at the June 8 hearing, summarizes
the doctoral degrees awarded as well as the research and development expenditures at the state's
research, emerging research, and doctoral universities.

Doctoral/Emerging
Research Universities

2003 Doctoral FY 2003 R&D

Degrees Expenditures
Texas A&M University* 442 $390,305,058
University of Texas at Austin 668 $376,403,651
University of Houston 207 $88,608,021
Texas Tech University 166 $56,147,235
University of Texas at Dallas 70 $32,547,141
University of Texas at El Paso 30 $27,847,152
University of Texas at Arlington 62 $23,314,938
University of North Texas 157 $17,587,767
University of Texas at San Antonio 6 $14,547,732

Table5 * Includes the agency services

At the July 19 hearing, Higher Education Commissioner Raymund Paredes urged the
Legidlature to define Tier 1 broadly and in a way that makes the most sense for the greatest
number of institutions in Texas. He suggested that conventional definitions of Tier 1 ignore what
Texas needs most: first-rate undergraduate education. The Commissioner stated that Texas has
many excellent institutions across the state, but he suggested that Texas has a long way to go

based on indicators such as time-to-degree, graduation rates, and the number of students
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institutions are sending to first-rate graduate programs.

Commissioner Paredes argued that AAU membership was a good indicator of Tier 1
status. Membership is based on reputation, which includes the prestige of the faculty, extramural
research funding, and other factors. The Commissioner argued that the quality of the faculty is
the most important factor for an institution aspiring to Tier 1 status. Prestigious faculty and
prestigious universities are inseparable. Faculty compensation is the key to having prestigious
faculty, which includes the following:

Salary

Start-up funds

Research support

Sabbatical leaves

Summer supplementary salary
Housing benefits

Interest free or low-interest loans and on-campus housing
Laboratory resources

Appropriate library facilities
Competitive graduate student support
Low teaching loads

The Commissioner stated that it is not enough for UT-Austin and TAMU to rank among
the top public institutions in the nation, because Texas also competes with private institutions for
faculty. Commissioner Paredes argued that it would be counter-productive for Texas to try to
increase the number of Tier 1 ingtitutions at the expense of the excellence that already exists at
UT-Austin and TAMU.

Because Commissioner Paredes has 30 years experience in the University of California
(UC) System and the UC System has six public ingtitutions that are AAU members, the
Commissioner was asked to discuss how Texas might benefit from California's statewide higher

education system. California's institutions are divided into three highly organized and segmented
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tiers.
o First Tier: UC System
e Second Tier: California State University System
e Third Tier: Community College System

The UC System consists of nine campuses that only admit undergraduate students
graduating in the top 12.5 percent of their high school classes, according to a statewide criteria
for calculating grade point average. Only UC System campuses grant doctoral degrees.

The California State University System includes 24 campuses and is twice as large as the
UC System. To be eligible for admission, students must graduate in the top 33.3 percent of their
high school classes. The mgjority of undergraduate education and professional training takes
place in this system.

The Community College System includes 113 institutions and has open admission. The
UC System is required to fill 35-40 percent of all upper division students with transfers from
community colleges. Effective articulation agreements and mandates to community colleges
assist in meeting this requirement.

In the 1960s, it was expected that every UC System campus eventualy would become a
flagship, but state funding declined during the 1970s and 1980s, which made this impossible.
The University of California-Berkeley, The University of CaliforniaLos Angeles, and The
University of California-San Diego are all considered flagships, and comprehensive research
institutions.

The other University of California campuses, which are also considered prestigious, but
not regarded as being comprehensive research universities, have pockets of targeted excellence.
For example, the University of California-Irvine has exceptionaly strong programs in the

biological sciences. The University of CaliforniaRiverside has strong programs in
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environmental science. The University of California-Davis is known for veterinary science and
agriculture. The University of California-Santa Cruz is known for its innovative undergraduate
programs and the interdisciplinary nature of its graduate programs.

Over 90 percent of the students in California attend institutions that do not offer doctoral
degrees, compared with 58 percent of Texas students. The Commissioner argued that a student
does not need to attend an institution that offers doctoral degrees to get afirst-rate undergraduate
education. Citing UC-San Diego as an example, the Commissioner suggested that it would be
possible, but extremely costly and difficult, for Texas to rapidly move more universities into
conventional Tier 1 status, as defined by research expenditures for instance.

He argued that given Texas available resources and particular circumstances, it is more
sensible to pursue overall undergraduate excellence and targeted graduate excellence. Eighty-
nine percent of students in Texas public ingtitutions are undergraduates, which justifies the
emphasis on undergraduate excellence from a resource perspective. The Commissioner offered
severa indicators that may help define undergraduate excellence, which he argued would be
important for any Texas definition of Tier 1 institution.

These indicators include:

Available honors programs

Smaller classes

Directed study and research with one-on-one faculty/student contact
Programs preparing students for highly selective graduate programs
Required honors theses

Upper-division writing components across disciplines

Shorter time-to-degree

Graduation rates

Critical thinking courses across the curriculum

The Commissioner, strongly urged the state to review how graduate programs are

developed and extended. He suggested more planning and coordination across systems and
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among campuses. Further, he suggested that programs should be approved on the basis of
targeted graduate excellence, as defined by statewide demonstrated need, institutional interest,
and an ingtitution’s ability to execute an excellent program.

To enhance funding opportunities for universities seeking to become nationaly
competitive research institutions, the 77th Legislature created two major research funds. Both
funds were aimed at assisting eligible institutions in recruiting and retaining high quality faculty
members and graduate students, as well as providing relevant research laboratories and
equipment. The University Research Fund (URF) and Texas Excellence Fund (TEF) provided
key funding for institutions looking to attract and conduct significant research on their campuses.
The URF and TEF were funded at identical levels. The TEF provided funding to schools eligible
to receive money from the HEF, while the URF directed money to UT and A&M system
institutions not eligible for AUF “excellence” funding. Each fund provided its own allocation
methodology and eligibility criteria.

Concerned about the variations in distributions between the funds, the 78th Legislature
passed House Bill 3526 creating the Research Development Fund (RDF). Replacing the URF
and TEF in 2006, the RDF was designed to have a single distribution methodology and eligibility
criteria. Funding for the RDF was to be equal to the combined funding levels previously
provided for the URF and TEF. Seeking to continue the two funds for the biennium and
transition to a single fund in 2006, the 78th Legislature appropriated a combined $46.6 million
dollars to the URF and TEF. However, in June 2003, the Governor vetoed the entire
appropriation. After that, amost 12 months of discussions ensued between the Legislature and

the Governor's office regarding the veto. In August 2004, through an LBB budget execution

36



Committee on Senate Finance, Interim Report on Higher Education

order approved by the Governor, the 2005 URF and TEF appropriations were made. All totaled,

$23.3 million in research funding was provided.

TUITION DEREGULATION

Teri Flack, Deputy Commissioner, Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board
(THECB), discussed affordability in relation to the goals of Closing the Gaps and the
deregulation of tuition. Flack presented an overview of increases in designated tuition since the
spring 2004 semester, when governing boards were first allowed to set tuition rates. Statewide
average tuition and fees increased by 18 percent between fall 2003 and fall 2004. Flack stated
that statutory tuition, designated tuition, and fees have been rising since 1985, shifting more of
the cost to families. She also noted, however, that nearly $3 billion in financial aid, mostly loans,
isavailable.

Flack also described factors that influence college choices. She suggested that the
apparent total cost of attending college, or "sticker price,” often discourages students.
Affordability is a key strategy in closing the gaps in participation and success. She outlined the
following list of important priorities for policy-makers to consider:

e Achievetheright balance between appropriations, tuition and fees and financial aid.

e Set tuition and feesin away that closes gaps in participation and success.

e Provide adequate resources for higher education while providing for incentives for
academic and administrative efficiencies.

» Provide adequate financial aid, particularly gift aid.

e Ensurethat potential students know about the availability of financial aid.
Each chancellor presented information on tuition increases at institutions within their

systems. They agreed that tuition flexibility has been useful and explained that most of the

revenue from increased tuition has been used to hire new faculty, provide better faculty
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compensation, and increase scholarships.

Texas Tech University System (TTU-System) Chancellor David Smith argued that tuition
deregulation is good for the short-term, but that formula funding is needed to help long-term
growth.

University of Texas System (UT-System) Chancellor Mark Yudof emphasized that
tuition deregulation has been in place for a short period of time. Therefore, it is too soon to
evaluate deregulation's impact on graduation rates and other measures. When asked if he had
seen any negative effects of tuition deregulation at UT-System's component institutions, he
responded that none of the schools had experienced a decline in enrollment as a result of tuition
deregulation. In fact, he mentioned that institutions had seen a substantial increase in enrollment
except for UT-Austin. Yudof stated that he thought component institutions were affordable. He
mentioned the benefits of the tuition set-aside, noting that UT-Austin has established its set-aside
at 28 percent, which is higher than the percentage mandated by HB 3015.

Senator West asked each system to show how they measured the effects of tuition
deregulation on access and which groups of students are impacted by tuition deregulation.
Chancellor Smith indicated that TTU-System institutions had not experienced a significant
impact. Chancellor Gogue stated that the University of Houston System (UH-System)
ingtitutions experienced a 6 percent increase in financial aid applications. Chancellor
Cocanougher indicated that the financial aid packages made available to low-income students
had helped the Texas A&M University System (TAMU-System) avoid a negative impact.

Senator West asked what impact the 5 percent reduction in appropriations would have on
the institutions and how that would affect their use of tuition flexibility. Chancellor Smith stated

that TTU-System institutions would attempt to use system fund reserves in lieu of additional
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tuition increases. Further, the TTU-System would have to consider capping growth to absorb
further budget reductions. Chancellor Y udof stated that appropriated funds were only about 20
percent of the UT-System budget. He noted, however, that these funds are critical to institutions
because they pay for core instructional costs. Y udof also stated that given the limited resources at
the disposal of governing boards, reductions in state appropriations must be made up through
spending reserves, reducing services, or raising tuition.

During the hearing, Chancellor Gogue maintained that legidators should consider the
growing student population and initiatives that will accomplish the goals of Closing the Gapsin
making appropriations decisions. Most sources of revenue that support institutions are highly
restrictive, according to Gogue. State appropriations and tuition are the only revenue sources that
provide institutions with flexibility. Chancellor Cocanougher reminded members that state
appropriations are critical, because many institutions can only raise tuition to a limited level
without discouraging participation.

Brian Haley, former President, UT-Austin Student Government, provided testimony from
a student’ s perspective. He believed that tuition deregulation was the right short-term solution,
but expressed concern about its long-term consequences. He said that UT-Austin students
supported the tuition increase because it would provide better faculty resources and financial aid
to the most needy students. Moreover, he said that the tuition and financial aid proposals came
from students on the advisory committee at the institutions. As an Advisory Committee Member
and Student Government President, he spoke to 250 of the 700 campus organizations to educate
students about tuition deregulation. Haley said that many students accepted higher tuition as an
investment, because the value of the students degrees will increase over the long-term if the

additional money is used to improve the quality and reputation of the institution.
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Various options were discussed related to tuition deregulation other than higher tuition,

including creative pricing options to improve timely graduation. Options discussed included:

flat rate tuition (tuition capped at a certain credit hour load);

tuition discounts for courses at off-peak days/hours;

tuition discounts for summer school;

differential tuition for academic colleges or mgjors;

cap or freeze future fees; and

tuition and fee increase hold-harmless for financially needy students through the use of
the tuition set-aside.

Budgetary Impact of Tuition Deregulation

Affordability has been atradition in Texas higher education. Historically, the Legidature
prioritized low tuition in order to make education affordable to al residents. Since tuition was a
limited source of revenue, ingtitutions requested increased fees to gain more funding from
students. Examining a brief history of the balance between tuition and fees will provide greater
understanding of the state's current situation.

According to the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board,® only three fees existed
prior to 1969: the laboratory fee, general deposit fee, and the student services fee. In 1969, the
building use fee (sometimes referred to as the general use fee) was implemented to provide
funding for facilities. The fee could be pledged to meet requirements of revenue bonds.

Prior to 1971, students were assessed a flat tuition payment per semester of $50 for 12
hours or more. Students taking less than 12 hours were charged a proportionaly lower rate, but
not less than $15. In 1971, the flat rate was changed to a per semester credit hour cost; residents

paid $4 per hour with a $50 required minimum semester charge. Also, new types of student

® “A Brief History of the Evolution of Tuition and Fees in Texas," Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board,
September 1, 2003.
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service fees started to appear as institutions asked for fees addressing specific needs that could
not be met through the $150 student services fee. Since that time, over forty of these new student
service fees have been authorized by the Legidlature.

A specid legidative session in 1984 directed the House Higher Education Committee to
"develop a plan for a reasonable and equitable increase in tuition at all institutions of higher
education” to be adopted by the 69th Legislature (1985). In fall 1985, university tuition was set
at $24 per hour; however, the Legislature did not implement the increase all at once. Beginning
in fall 1985, staggered increases were implemented starting with an increase to $12 per hour
(with aminimum charge of $100).

In 1985, the Legislature aso authorized institutions to charge incidental fees. While some
of these fees are charged to every student, many of them, such as late fees, graduation fees, and
installment fees are charged on a per-usage basis only to those students actually using the
service. Incidental fees are accounted for as other designated funds and are not included in the
method of financing in the appropriations bill. In accordance with legidlation adopted in 1985,
university tuition was set at $16 per hour for academic years 1986-1987, 1987-1988, and 1988-
1989. In 1987, the Legidlature gave university boards of regents the authority to charge board-
authorized tuition, including differentia tuition, for graduate programs.

For the 1989-1990 academic year, a biennia $2 stair-step increase in university tuition
began. For 1989-1990 and 1990-1991 tuition was set at $18 per hour. The goa was to reach the
$24 rate set in 1985 by fall 1995. In 1991, the biennial $2 stair-step increases were changed to
annual stair steps. The statutory undergraduate tuition was set at $20 per hour for fall 1991 and

was to increase $2 per hour automatically until 1997.
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In 1995, additional $2 stair steps were added to statutory undergraduate tuition at
universities. The minimum charge was raised to $120. Fall 1996 statutory tuition was $32 per
hour. In fall 2000, the last of the $2 stair steps was implemented bringing undergraduate tuition
to $40 per hour.

Beginning in fall 1995, a magjor change was made to the building use fee alowing the
funds collected from that fee to be used for any purpose. In addition, the maximum limit of $12
per semester credit hour was eliminated for the universities. Governing boards were authorized
to set the fee at an amount not to exceed the hourly rate set in the statute for undergraduate
tuition.

In 1997, the Legislature redesignated the building use fee charged by universities and
health-related institutions as tuition (referred to as designated tuition). Universities retained the
authority to set the amount, and the purpose of the charge remains the same.

In 1999, the Legidlature considered but failed to pass a continuation of the $2 stair step
increases in statutory undergraduate tuition. In 2001, the Legislature passed a continuation of the
$2 stair step increases in statutory undergraduate tuition for 5 years. The new maximum,
effective with the 2005-06 academic year, is $50 per hour.

In 2003, the Legidature deregulated designated tuition and provided flexibility for
universities and health-related institutions to charge differential tuition for “each program and
course level offered by [the] institution. [Additionally, the institution] may set a different tuition
rate . . . as considered appropriate to increase graduation rates, encourage efficient use of
facilities, or enhance employee performance.”

Thus, Texas higher education has seen significant changes in charges to students and

their families through tuition and fees. These changes have occurred with the ebb and flow of the
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state's economy. Philosophical differences have also existed in how much of the true cost of
education students and their families should pay.

According to data from the College Board, there has been little, if any, real growth in
college prices nationally since the 1970s.” However, beginning in the early 1980s, tuition and
fees grew much more rapidly than consumer prices. In constant 2004 dollars over the 10-year
period ending in 2004-2005, average tuition and fees increased by 51 percent ($1,725) at public
four-year institutions and universities, 36 percent ($5,321) at private four-year institutions and 26
percent ($426) at two-year public institutions. These increases are smaller when including
charges for room and board, particularly in the public four-year sector where the real increase
was 36 percent over the last decade, rather than the 51 percent for tuition and fees.

In recent years, data from the College Board indicate that at public four-year institutions,
tuition and fees average $487 more than last year ($4,645 in 2003-2004 and $5,132 in 2004-
2005). This represents a 10.5 percent increase. Furthermore, the College Board's report found
that the average student at a public four-year institution pays approximately $1,800 after an
estimated $3,300 in grant aid and tax benefits are considered (based on last year's financial aid
levels).

For students at public two-year colleges, tuition and fees nationally averaged $1,909 in
2003-2004 and increased by 8.7 percent in 2004-2005 to $2,076. This increase is less than both
last year's increase and the increase at four-year public ingtitutions, but till large by historical

standards.

" Trends in College Pricing 2004, The College Board,
http://www.collegeboard.com/prod_downl oads/press/cost04/041264TrendsPricing2004 FINAL .pdf
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Recent I ncreases
Recently, Texas has reflected national trends in tuition pricing. Public four-year
institutions in Texas were given the authority to raise designated tuition above the $46 per
semester credit hour beginning in spring 2004. On average, resident undergraduates at a Texas
public four-year ingtitutions paid $1,862.15 for fall 2003 and $2,188.36 for fall 2004. This
represents an increase of 17.5 percent.
Table 6 on the following page lists the total amount of all tuition and mandatory fees for

resident undergraduates at Texas public universities since fall 2003.
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Expenditure of Funds
In years past, mandatory fees have been the primary charge used by institutions to raise
revenue since governing boards did not have the authority to raise tuition. However, institutions
were able to raise the amount of designated tuition over $46 per semester credit hour beginning
in spring 2004. Therefore, with the new authority to set tuition prices, intitutions have not had to
rely on mandatory fees to the same extent as in the past. From fall 2003 to spring 2004, only six
institutions increased mandatory fees for an average increase of 1.93 percent. From spring 2004

to fall 2004, the average increase was 7.32 percent.

Table 7 illustrates the amount of mandatory fees charged by institutions between fall 2003 and

fall 2004.
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Between fall 2003 and spring 2004, 21 ingtitutions increased the amount of designated
tuition charged to students. This resulted in a statewide average increase of 14.94 percent.
Between spring 2004 and fall 2004, 29 ingtitutions increased the amount of designated tuition
charged to students, increasing the statewide average by 19.97 percent. From this increase,
institutions were mandated to set-aside 15 percent of the designated tuition increase to be used
for students from low-income families. An additional five percent was set-aside for the B-On-
Time loan program. Some institutions set aside more than the required amount. Texas A&M
University set aside 44 percent; The University of Texas at Austin set aside 28 percent. Thus,

these increases were mitigated somewhat by the mandated tuition set-aside.

Table 26 illustrates changes in the designated tuition rates from fall 2003 to fall 2004.
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Overall, institutions used the additional revenue from designated tuition in many of the
same ways. All ingtitutions raising designated tuition beyond $46 per semester credit hour were
required to set aside 20 percent for financial aid purposes as explained earlier. In addition, many
institutions set aside even more of the new revenue for other financial aid programs available on
the individual campuses. Other prevalent uses were for faculty and staff salaries as well as
employee insurance benefits. Infrastructure needs for repairs, renovation, building operation and
mai ntenance were also common funding needs among the institutions.

Table 9 on the following page shows how each institution planned on spending their

increased revenue from designated tuition charges over $46 per semester credit hour.
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Impact on Affordability of Higher Education

Because institutions have only had the authority to set tuition since the spring 2004
semester, the Legidature does not have sufficient data to conduct a complete analysis of the
impact of tuition deregulation on the affordability of higher education. Factual statements can be
made regarding those institutions that have changed their general tuition pricing strategies, but
this does not answer questions regarding the full impact on students. Financial aid variables,
including the required tuition set-aside, should be examined in conjunction with the cost of
education to determine if the variation in tuition charges is facilitating or inhibiting the mandates
of Closing the Gaps.

Furthermore, since each Texas public ingtitution of higher education is unique, studying
the impact on an individual ingtitution is a challenge. The dynamic missions of each institution
does not allow for a "one size fits all" method of evaluation. One way of examining the issue is
to compare the total cost of education with the financial aid available to students. The THECB
has charted this information for each institution (see Appendix G). However, at the time printing,
financial aid amounts could not be certified for the fall 2004 semester; therefore, this information
must be updated in future semesters.

Other data are being collected that will facilitate a more adequate assessment of tuition
deregulation. HB 3015 (78th Texas Legidative Session) mandated that institutions provide data
to the THECB no later than November 1 of each year, which include factors that ultimately assist
in determining the impact of tuition deregulation. At the time of printing, this information was
not yet available. However, as outlined in the bill, the following information will be provided:

o dtatistical information on the percentage of gross family income required to pay college

COsts,
e criteriaused by institutions to admit students and to award financial assistance;
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the regions of this state in which students reside;

the race or ethnicity of students;

the gender of students;

the level of education achieved by the parents of students; and

comparisons of the institution with peer institutions in this state and in other states with
respect to affordability and access.

Other measures can be examined to better assess the impact of tuition deregulation.
Evaluating the amount and uses of the tuition set-asides will reveal whether or not the specified
percentage is sufficient in offsetting increased tuition costs. Tracking the progress of low-income
students who were enrolled in programs, such as the school lunch program in high school, will
provide a more accurate understanding of the effects on students from low-income families.
Following the amount of loan indebtedness will show whether or not students are taking on a
greater debt burden. In studying this variable, distinctions should be made between those loans
which may be forgiven, as opposed to those which will be paid back.

Three related variables can be studied in conjunction to better formulate an assessment of
tuition deregulation: retention rates and graduation rates, and the amount of time it takes a
student to complete their degree. If costs are such that students are prevented from continuing
their studies, al three of these variables will indicate that difficulty. Likewise, these variables
will indicate whether or not institutional efforts to creatively package tuition are successfully
accomplishing the goals of Closing the Gaps.

The variables listed in this section cannot be studied in isolation. Thiswill not tell the full
story of tuition deregulation. Rather, variables need to be examined in a matrix, which will show
the relation of all the variables to each other in order to fully assess the impact of tuition

deregulation.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The Legislature should adopt a statewide accountability system for institutions of higher
education to promote transparency and excellence.

2. The Legidature should review and consider incorporating in its statewide accountability
system the institutional groupings, performance measures, and benchmarks developed by the
Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board (THECB) and the Council of Public University
Presidents and Chancellors (CPUPC) in response to the Governor's Executive Order RP 31.

3. The Legidature should review annually the groupings, performance measures, and
benchmarks to determine their effectiveness in assisting the state in reaching its goals of
Closing the Gaps by 2015.

4. The Legidature should evaluate, in consultation with the THECB and the CPUPC, an
appropriate mechanism for linking future excellence funding to performance, as measured by
the accountability system. The mechanism should take into consideration the various
missions and circumstances of institutions. This evaluation should include, but not be limited
to, a consideration of restricting an ingtitution's right to deregulate tuition based on
performance, as measured by the accountability system.

5. The Legidature should prioritize undergraduate excellence in determining the system's
performance measures and benchmarks.

6. The Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board should continue to pursue a uniform
definition of a Tier 1 institution utilizing the criteria developed in the statewide
accountability system.

7. To avoid confusion related to the Higher Education Fund and the Higher Education
Assistance Fund, the Legislature should adopt new language to distinguish the two. An
option would be to continue to refer to the annua appropriation itself as the Higher
Education Fund (HEF) and refer to the endowment established by Article VII of the
Congtitution as the Permanent Higher Education Fund (P-HEF). The Legidature should
eliminate reference to the Higher Education Assistance Fund (HEAF).

8. To ensure the HEF endowment continues to develop as intended, the Legidature should
continue to provide annua funding as currently directed by statute and consider transfers of
Rainy Day Fundsin order to reach the $2 billion trigger before the end of the decade.

9. The Legidature should increase funding for the HEF. Such increases should be based either
on genera inflation trends or to match the purchasing power of the AUF. To account for
inflation, the alocation should be increased by $50 million; or to match the purchasing
power of the AUF, $87.5 million should be added.

10. The Legislature should consider discontinuing the practice of using TRBs to fund capital
projects. Instead, HEF and AUF should be used as the primary sources of funding for such
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projects. Such a change would require adequate funding of the HEF, and possibly a greater
commitment from the AUF to funding capital projects.

11. The Legidature should fully fund the Research Development Fund as provided for in House
Bill 3526 (78th Legidlature). These dollars will help in the development of more nationally
competitive research institutions in Texas by providing a predictable and stable source of
funding for research infrastructure. This includes recruiting and retaining faculty members
and graduate students, as well as constructing and equipping appropriate laboratory space

12. After fully funding the Research Development Fund, the Legislature should create
mechanisms such as public/private partnerships, matching funds programs, etc. to increase
the number of flagship ingtitutionsin Texas.

13. The Legidlature should consider the consolidation of the various financia aid programs with
similar goals and that are funded with tuition and state appropriations and make
recommendations on future funding streams for these programs.

14. The Legidlature should continue to look for ways to provide financial assistance to students
who demonstrated a financial hardship but do not otherwise qualify for financial aid under
current state gift or grant programs.

15. The Legidature should increase its tuition oversight authority to allow legidlative disapproval
of excessive or inappropriate increases in tuition.

16. The Legidature should establish an enforcement mechanism to limit the amount of
designated tuition increases that may be used to fund deferred maintenance.
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students anrclied on the 12th day of class, Gsaggregated by gendar, ethnicity, age,
and level

5.26%

Afncan-Amencan Enrollment

7

11

u and aled health ustes both wate and

& 5‘?&

| W i | mnlection

Carificabon or hoensure, boansureicerification rata on state or national Nu

0% paws raly__

oF IiCensure, loansunicarifcation rabe on 8% or natonal Aled Healh{

Board wam first-time rabe fof medical sudents.
sbudenis,

Navans! @AM rabe for cental
pradustas Emiplcyed or N8 Texss gaduate
school within one year af

i

Faculty: Faculty mwarcs (Nasoral Acsdemy of Science, National Acadermy of
Enginearing, Nobel prize winners, Acadermy of Ans and Sciences, Instiuie of

Medicing, Instimse of Dentsd Ressarch, Amencan al N
12|FTE studentFTE
1 3 enure- mnd gender
14| Faculty MWE
15|Faculty Salsnes snd b nabonal el
ndowed Chairs. Total number of srdowed , number and
16 of thasa Niked,mnd of iotel mrureieny
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T BR2004

FTE Facully. Ralio of sponsored ressarch

| 18] taculty
Ressarch Funcs: Amount of sponscied (external) resaarch funds as a percent of
18| general revenus appopriations

Fuuf umibed .lndp-imlﬂl:vnf tEnuredhenu

o I : for Inatitutional i rad
[ [Optional Messure: for inatitutional ssiection if desired

Adminstatve Costs. Amaunt expended for hospial scminisirative costs as a ¢
25! mhal

Total revenus from fultion & fees, stete appropriabon, federal funds, insttutional

a0 Avgrage cost of ultion mnd fees lor 30 resident undergraduste semasied credil howm™®

Encowmant Total Gollar amount of endowinent and ratio per FTE stugent and per
J1|FTE iacuity.

32| Construction projects. Total projected cost numbar of projects. # 59, . o be added

Tetal revenue by tuiton A fes, stte appropraton, federal funds, and nstitutonsl
Hll.l'ﬂ

S-ll Underutilized Business tends

Measure: for institutionsl sslaction f desined
tion If denired

U _for \nstiiie -

cigns: Number of residents in ACGME o AUA -accredited prog
Physicigns: Numbar of prmary cane residents in ACGME or ADA. -

1.50%

d programs
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[ Total charges for Inpavent and GUEpaBENt UASPORSORR] Charfy CAre. in SEate-Cwmed
37|ang affated facilites

11182004

Total charges for inpabient and outpabeni care in stade-owned and affilisted incilites.

L L]
WHEN APPROPRIATE Ratio ol Somissions, Charily care, Nospis days, and canic
41|visits io General Revanue for sisie-owned hospitals

WHEN APPROPRIATE TDLC mpatient and oulpatien! cice provided m OH-campus
42| faciites
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EEE

Ethnic nmpnaiﬁ ol high school gracuates i 18488 [y senvice afea for each CTC,
and ath

3
[] l:rmt Tobal namber of semesied credit haurs
ElConkaci Hours: Tobl number sale contact hours

Gradunton e Mnmmummmm
5| undergraduates b lf-d

Gradusbon Rate: thmos -1 partdime credeniial seekeng
Tundarg by Qand ""!!ﬂ'_

lmuum pracisatas ethnicily

10

i

Gmmmmmmmmm
mmmngnﬂmmﬁﬁhmmwn
11| meatamic ys (bry geend

|Graduation and P mmwmm parl-ime, egree-geaking
ummmmmﬂw“ﬂmmmmumﬁw
12| pcademic years (by gender and almnict

13|Numbar o s whao UEns! T ih ot least 30 S

5|swoents by FT/PT and gendarietnh

b mmm-u—mm mmﬂmmmmm
gel
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who subseguently meel TSI requirements and who than successtully compleis
wm“mmmhmmuuﬂwwmmnw

T1MAEZD04

2005}
o MWMMUWHITMHHWM“W
and athnici

Certicabon or licensure: Licensureicerbicaton rade on stale or nabonal exams (eg
2d|nursing, , EMT, aie. )

25| Percent of tacu have advanced s

28 SiTE- thi @verags Chass B8

27| Faculty: Mumber and of wha am FTIPT and wih
Parcont of associate graduaies employed in Texas within one year

28 reduslion

of assocabe degrea graduates enrclied n & Texas saniof instituticn within one
28 of

30| Parcent of counse sections who ans full-time

Ancther qualitative item will be added io sllow local listing of federal §
dedicated wo rescarch.
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Appendix B

Table 4
Participants in the Higher Education Fund

The University of Texas Systam Components
- Pan American, & Brownsville

Texas ABM University System Components
- CorpLe Christ, - Intemational, - Kingswille, - West
Texas, - Commercs, - Texarkana

University of Houston System Components
Houston, - Clear Lake, - Downtown, - Victoria

Independent Institutions
Midwestesn State, Stephen F. Austin, Texas Southern,

Texas Woman's

University of North Texas System Components
University of Morth Texas and Health Science Canter

Texas Tech University System Components
Texas Tech University and Health Scences Center

Texas State University System Components
Anpaly State, Lamar University, Sam Houston State,
Southwest Texas State, Sul Ross State, Sul Ross State
- Rio Grande College, Lamar State College - Orange,
Lamar State College - Port Arthur, Lamar Institute of
Technology

Texas State Technical Colfege System
s
- Harlingen, - West Texas, - Marshall, - Waco
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Appendx D

Table 3
Participants in the Available University Fund

Excslience and Debt Service Funds

The University of Texas System; The Texas ASM University
Systam: The Univessity of Texas at Austing Texas ABRM
University; Prairie View ABM University

Debt Service Only

The University of Texas System Componernts.
Arfington, Dallas, E1 Paso, Permian Basin, San Antonio, Tyler,
Southweastern Medical Center - Dallas, Madical Branch -
Galveston, Health Science Center - Howston, Health Science
Center - San Antonio, Health Center at Tyler, MD Ancerson
Cancer Center

Texas ABM University System Components: Galveston,
Tarleton State, Heakh Science Center, Agriculural
Experiment Station, Cooperative Extension Serice,
Engineering Expariment Station, Engineering Extension
Service, Transpartation Institute, Forest Service
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THE TEXAS A&M UNIVERSITY SYSTEM
Dbt Retirement Schedule - by System

I |
FERMANENT UNIVERSITY FUND BONDS
iz Principal Inierest l:k;nnl Principal
_Payments™® Poymenls®®® | Accretion Balance®? ="
Beginning Balance] § 255685, 000.00
1991]  55,000.000.00 238500000 | 20,141,838.37 308,300,000.00

1992]  8.200.000.00 | 19.760,024.00 | 2131587177 177,18232 | 296,917,15832
1993] 31, 500,000.00 4,460,000.00 | 17,434 420,69 501,601 28 324,758,759.60
1994]  40,000,000.00 | 10,010,000.00 | 17.615534.51 470.682.25 | 355319441 85

1995 11,310,000.00 | 1837382295 | 649277.13 |  344,658,718.98
1996 13,510,000,00 | 17,074,805.87 | 738,696.15 |  331,887415.13
1997]  35.000.000.00 | 14,950,000.00 | 1744491259 | 84043003 | 352,777 845.16
1998 17,265,000.00 | 17,328,515.89 | 956,174.81 |  316,469,019.97

1095]  15,000,00000 | 21,440,00000 | 16337,74927 | 1,087.860.06 |  331,116,880.03
2000  10,555,000.00 | 30,040,000.00 | 16,240,030.76 | 1,237.681.11 112,860,561 14
2001  17,600,000.00 |  23,650,000.00 | 15,562,188.82 | 1408,135.66 |  308,227696.80
2002]  22,500,00000 | 32,935,000.00 | 14,275,459.60 | 1602,065.35 |  299,384,762.15
3003|  4D,000,000.00 | 34,285,000.00 | 11,354,182.33 | 182270322 |  306,832,465.37

2004| 5,375,000.00 | 10,779,725.00 | 2,073,727.53 303,631,152.90
2005] 413500000 | 10,552475.00 | 2,359,323.13 301,855,516.03
2006] 431000000 [ 10,374,670.00 | 2,684,251.20 300,229,767.23
2007] 17.920,000.00 | 10,185.030.00 | 3,053,928.67 285,363 ,695.90
2008) 18,165,000.00 | 9.960,030.00 | 1,626,304.10 26E,825,000.00
2003} 12,575,000.00 | 9,723.530.00 256,250,000.00
2010 12,655,000.00 | ,139,945.00 243,295 000,00
= 2011 | 18,910,00000 | §539.772.50 224,385,000,00
2012 14, 105,000.00 7,616,572.50 210,280,000.00
2013 14,840,000.00 | 6,861,642.50 195,440,000.00
2014 15,610,000.00 | 6 108,387.50 179,830,000.00
= 2015 16,425,000.00 | 5,293,237.50 163,405,000.00
2014 17,200,000.00 | 443553500 146,115,000.00
2017 PR, 190,000.00 | 3,532,625.00 127,525,000.00
2018 19,130,000.00 | 2 58272500 108,795, 000,00
2019 2,235, 000,00 1,583, 725.00 106, 360, 000.00
020 ) 2,360, [HML D0 1,460, 500.00 104,200, 000.00
021 2,400,000 00 1,331,000.00 101,710,000.00
= 2022 2,625, (.00 1,154,050.00 99,085, 00004
E 023 2,770, 00000 1,049,675.00 946,315, 000.00
2024 2,925, 000,00 £97,325.00 03, 300,000.00
2025 3,083, 000,00 716,450.00 S0, 305, 00000
2026 3,255,00:0.00 566,775.00 BT, 050, 00000
[ 027 3,430,000.00 387,750.00 | 83,620, 000.00
2028 3,620,000.00 159, 100.00 80,000,000 040
|

*Dollar value of bonds Esued that fiscal year

v 3ollar value of principal paid on ol previcusly issued debt
sws Pugllar vabue of interest paid on all previously issued debt
l'IiH“mm
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LOST OT ATIENQaANnce vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas Public Universities

1900- 2000- 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
B Tuition and Fees B Cosi of Allandance
0O Stale & Federal GHL Aid | Stale & Fadaral Waork-Sludy Loans

1959-2000  2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003

Average Tuition and Faes 2,633,866 2,500 .58 3,334 66 3,724.328
Other Costs of Allendance [books, ream & board, k. ) —rapr Ay BE3REE  BTEIG0 9210068
folal Cost of Aftendance 11, 184.03 il !EE H :E iE 18 12 054 04
1999-2000  2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003
Average State Gift Ald Awarded 46T 55 Ea5E4 62639 1.042.75
Mvarage Faderal Gifl Ald Awarded 1,288.22 138341 1.576.24 161145
Average Stale Sef-Help (Werk-Study and Loans) £3.68 E5.47 B1.18 41.33
Average Faderal Sell-Help (Work-5tudy snd Loans) 3,848,538 3,562, 80 4 ;
Tedal Financial Aid 563583 586732 6, 273.58 B 729,
e = —— -1

Tuition and fees hased on 15 SCH par samesier,
*  Tuition and fes average for 2002-2003 based an GB survey {public information ofice) and IFRS data.
= Federal Frograms include: Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP.
*= Stais Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Daposit
Scholarship, TEXAS Granl. TEXAS Grand |, Tanch for Taxas
seere Eadaral WS and Loans induda: Fedaral Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Siafford Loans, Perkina Loans, SLE Loans, Subsidized and Linsubsidized
Federal Direct Loans:
Fesast Shate Work-Study and Loans include: Taxas College Wark-Study, CAL snd HEALMELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Angelo State University

12000

1998, 2000- 2001- 2002-
000 2001 2008F 2003
B Tullion and Faaes B Cos! of Allendancs
B Stale & Federal Gift Al @ Stele & Federal Work-Sludy Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002 2002-2003

Avarage Tuition and Feas 2300 2380 2664 308200
Oither Coats of Attendance (books, rcom & board, ele.) 7528 Trin THA2 27 B TETER
Toisl Cosf of Alfendance ﬂ.ﬁ'ﬂﬂﬂ 10, 089000 1048627 9.841.58
19982000  2000-2001  2001-2002 2002-2003
Average Slale Gifl Ald Awarded 34348 a52 B33T 1,004.50
Avarage Foderal Gifl Aid Awarded 1,404 B7 148198 1,713 1676545
Ayerage State Seff-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 41.59 ITAG 7 14.33
Average Federal Sel-Halp (Work-Sludy and Loans) 3118.34 2,008 33 288533 2 TOE22
Total Financial Aid 400906 JO70F7  S4B4RY  S431 50

*  Tuyition and feas basad on 18 SCH par seitues|e
*  Tution and fee average for ZD02-2003 based an G8 survey (public infarmation office) and IFRS dota
=  Fedaral Programs include: Pell, SECG, Byrd, SLEAP,
s+ Sisle Programs indude: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposil
Scholarship, TEXAS Granl, TEXAS Grant |l, Teach for Tanas
=eee Eadersl WS and Loans include: Federal Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Staford Loans, Perkins Loans, 515 Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Fadersl Diresl Loans
sesett cimla Work-Study and Loans includa; Texas Collage Work-Study, CAL and HEALHELP
THECH D04
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Cost of Attendance Vs.
Available Financial Aid

Lamar University
12000
10000
BOON
BO00
4000
2000 : M
S i
o S
n : :
1999- 2000- 2001 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
O Tultion and Fees B Cosl of Attendancs
@ Slaie & Fedenal Gift Aid @ Siate & Fedaral Werk-Siudy Loang

M

1099-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-20003

Average Tuilion and Fees 29600 25800 277100 3,211.00
Other Costs al Atlendance (bocks, room & board, atc} 7.001.81 BO0610  BRTTAE 7.162.42
Tatad Cost ﬂfﬂﬂmgﬂcv 2,187.491 ai.'i?. 10 Q. 74886 10,283, 42

1990.2000 2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003
Average State Gt Ald Aoworchind 443 73 4T1.81 ToT.20 1,161,860
Avaerage Federal Gt Aid Awardad 114677 138861 167380 1,704 70
Average State Self-Help {(Woek-Study and Loans) B.67 E8T 6.36 E41
Avernge Fedaral Self-Holp (Wark-Study and Loans) 2363 64 2 357,39 230836 241142
Jotel Finangia) Aid 3

¢ Tultion and feas based on 15 SCH par samasief,
»  Tyition and fes aversoe for 2002-2003 bosed an CB survay (oublic information office) and IFRE data
w=  Fagjoral Programs Include: Pall, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP.
see Ciats Programe Include: TPEG On Campus. BeiG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Studant Deposil
Scholarship, TEXAS Gran, TEXAS Grant il, Teach for Taxas,
wasss Fgdgral WS and Loans include: Fedaral \Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidizad Stafford Leans, Perking Loans, 21 5 Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Faderal Direcl Loans.,
seunsn gy ote Warl-Siudy and Loans include; Texas Collage Work-Study, CAL and HEALHELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Midwestern State University

N

1860 2000- 2001- 2007-
2000 2001 02 2003
@ Tuition and Foes B Coal of Allendanca
B Slale & Federal Gift Aid @ State & Federal Waork-Siudy Loans

1999-2000 Z0O00-2001 2004-2002  2002-2003
Myerage Tulllon and Fees 239600 281200 27M00 328800
Dibar Couls of Attendancs [books, room & board, #lc ) 8,447 06 6,686.78 G5, T ;]
Tedal Cosl of Attendance E'Bd?.ﬁ g, 268, 7o 2418 82 11, 148 53
1959-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003
Ayerage Siate G Ald Awerded L4184 B3E.57 TEL34 BO1.03
Syarage Federal Gift Ald Awarded 1.248.80 1,385.84 1,548,687 149845
Average Siate Sel-Halp (Wark-Study and Loana) BT 1724 1047 19,54
Ayeraga Fademl Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Leans) 240807 J480.38 2 SREAT & 148 &R
Jatal Einancial Akl 410775 447814 491075  S4E6T70

*  Tultion and Tees bassd on 15 SCH par samasief.
= Tuition and fee average for 2002-2003 based on CH survay (public nformation offfes] and IFRE data
== Foderal Programs include: Pel, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP
=+ State Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposit
Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant il, Teach for Texas
weet Eodecal WS and Loans include: Faderal Wark-Study, Amaricorps, Subsidized ond
Unsubsidized Stafford Loans, Perkins Loans, SLE Loans, Subskiized ard Uinsubsidized
Faderal Diract Loans.,
sssmente Work-Study and Loans include: Texas College Work-Shedy, CAL snd HEALMHELP

THECE 057004
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Prairie View A&M University

1089- 20010- 2001- 2002

2000 2001 2002 2003
@ Tuition and Feas W Cost of Allendance
B Siate & Fedesal Gt Ald @ Siate & Federal Work-Study Loans

1959-2000 2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003

Avarage Tultlon and Feas 214100  2.496.00 2.408.00 3,232.00
Othar Costs of Attendance (bocoks, room & board, ate.) 891350 8,558 .40 9,183 58 11,387 .65

Tolal Cost of Aftendencs 11,054 55 ”IE gE I!I ﬁﬁ 55 14 81065

19993000 20002001  2004-3002  2002-2003

Avarage State Gift Ald Awarded 457.T1 51112 882 88 1010081
Average Federal Gt Aid Awarded 1241012 2,134 .96 1,988.14 1.856.10
Average State Sel-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) - T.82 T.20 T.02
Average Fedaral Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 4107.56 413808 4.131.28 52330
Total Finansial Aid 651537 67RO L0, 55 8107 54

Tuition and feas based on 15 SCH par samasiorn.
Tuition and fee average for 2002-2003 based cn CB survey (public informalion office) and IFRS data.
Fadarsl Programs include: Poll, SEQG, Byrd, SLEAP,

== Siste Programs inchude: TREG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing. Studant Dmposit

Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant |1, Teach for Texas.

sesne Eadarnl WS and Lonns include: Fadsral Work:Study, Americarps, Subsidized and

Unsubsidized Siafford Loans, Parkina Loans, SLE Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Fadaral Direct Loans.
Siale Work-Siudy and Loans include: Texas Collsgs Work-Study, CAL ard HEALMELP.

THECH 0t
G

121



Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Sam Houston State University

N

N

1568
2000

B Tultan

B State & Federal Gift Ald

1000 2001-
2001 2002
and Fees W Cost of Allendance

B Stale & Federal Work-Study Loans

Avarage Tuilkan and Fees

1998-2000  2000-2001
2,184 .00 2.464.00

2001-2002  HO0T-2003
2,762.00 3.090.00
7.817.36 B.111.14

Other Costs of Allendance (books, rcom & board, als.) T Tgiﬁ 777541

Totad Cosi of Alfendance

—eseag _joziedl

10, 589.36 rgm:. 14

1998-2000  2000-2001

Average Stale Gift A Awarded 487 87 512.47
Avarmgas Faderal Gift Akd Awarded 1,185.69 1,340.89
Average State Sell-Help (Wark-Study and Loans) 1832 320

Average Federal Sel-Help (Work-Study and Loans)

2001-2002  DOOT-2003
BED.EB 1.081.13
1,480,537 1.460.18
20.44 18.08

3858 56 3. T58.81 3,568,565 418222

5.230.83 5,635 37 5,900.24 671161

Lot EinanoalAlg

*  Tuilion and fees based an 15 SCH per semasber.

= Tultion and fes average for 2002-2003 based an CB survey (public information office) and IFRS data.

== Federsd Programs include: Pall, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP,

v State Programs incluge: TPEG On Gampus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing. Student Depoad
Sehalarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Granl 1|, Teach for Texas,

seeer Foderal W and Loans include: Fedaral Work-Siudy, Americorps, Subsidized and

Unsubsidized Staflord Loans, Perking Loans, SLS Loars, Subsidized and Lirnsubsidized

Faderal Direcl Loans,

=== il Work-Study snd Loans include: Taxas College Work-Study, CAL and HEALIHELP

THECH D004
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Stephen F. Austin State University

14000
12000
10000
OO
w000
A00T
2000
i . N - N
1999- 2000- 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
@ Tultion and Fees B Cosl of Allendance
B Slale & Federal Gift Aid B State & Federal Work-Study Loans
1998-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Average Tullion and Fees 2.393.57 249750 2,833.93 313029
Oiher Gosts of Attendance (baoks, room & board, ebe.) 7605, 66 BO24 B,043.66 542
Tatal Cosl of Allandance E_F_W.?J hl] ﬁﬁ-ﬂﬂ 10, B77.58 120204.71
16952000 20002001 2001-2002  2002-2003
fverage Slate Gifl Aid Awarded d32.57 506,50 GO7.58 1,188.33
Average Faderal Gift Ald Awarded 1.235.20 137743 1,601.78 1.660.98
Average Stale Sel-Hedp (Work-Study and Loans) B1.08 127.80 10209 86.02
Average Federal Seif-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 410865 4 26597 437001 407178
ZTotal Financial Aid 585739 67779 708233  TO1911

Tulion and fess based on 15 SCH par samesier.
= Tulion and fee average for 2002-2003 based on CB survey (public informaticn office} and IFRS data
*=  Federal Programs inciude: Pall, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP
s Sisle Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAF, Nursing, Sludent Deposil
Scholarship, TEXAS Granl, TEXAS Grant |1, Teach for Taxas.
wesre Eudmral WS and Loans incude: Federal Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidiesd Staflord Loans, Perking Loans, 5LS Loars, Subsidired and Linsubsidized
Fedaral Direct Loans,
=== Siabe Work-Siudy and Loans inchude: Texas Colage Work-Study, DAL ard HEALIHELP

THECE Dyanos
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Sul Ross State University

1 300

1999 2000 200%- 2002-
2000 201 20032 2003
@ Tuition and Foes B Cosl of Allendance
B Siate & Federal Gift Aid B Siate & Federal Work-Study Loans

1999-2000 I000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003

Avarage Tuition and Fess 1,542 00 2,1 6000 2817.50 2,962.00
Other Costs of Attendance (books, room & board, abe.) B.THE.TS T.143.37 T.053.86 T m !i
os Coslof Alendares A28 BRRd3I _BSTLEE IOINSHL.
19992000 20002001 2001.2002 2002-2003
Avarage State Gift Alkd Awarded 357.58 44931 51036 G23.58
Avarage Faderal Gift Aid Awardad 16004 B8 1.705.42 182223 2,181.83
Avarage State Self-Help (Work-Study and Loans) - - 7.1 BT
Avarage Feaderal Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 140377 2.189.54 280647 2,538,358
Todal Financial Aid S8 20 534427 5,246 37 563263

*  Tuilion and fess based on 15 SCH per semaster.

Tuition and fae averaga for 2002-2003 based on CB survey [public information office} and IFRS data.
= Faderal Programs include: Pall, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP,

Siate Programs inciude: TREG Cn Campus, PSIG-LEAF, TEG, LEAF, Nursing. Student Deposit
Sehalarship, TEMAS Grant, TEXAS Grant ||, Teach for TaxEs.
Federal WS and Loans include: Fedaral Wark-Sludy, Americorps, Subsidized and

Unsubskdized Staflard Loans, Periins Loans, 515 Loans, Subsidized and Linsubsidized
Fadaral Drac] Loans,

=== Siale Work-Study snd Loans includs: Texas College Work-Study, CAL and HEAL/HELP.

THECH DO2004
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Tarleton State University

A5G- 2000- 2001 2002-
2009 2001 2002 2003
@ Tuition and Fass B Cost of Allandanca
B State & Federal Gift Ald B Stale & Faderal Work-Sludy Loans

1999-2000  Z0O0D-200M  2004-2002  2002-2003

Average Tultlon and Feas 221600 248100 2.741.00 3,163.00
Other Coste of Attendanca (books, room & board, elc.) 7.746.80 7,954 41 8808 45 9, 186.76
Tafal Cosd of Aflendance LE2 § 418 41 11,346 45 12 350.T5
18982000 2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003
Average State G# Ajd Awarded 3TE.30 132 £23.48 Ta0.83
Average Federal Gift Aid Awarded 1.087 .52 124387 1,486 85 1,576.12
Average S1ale Sell-Help (Work-Study and Loans) B45 1082 12.08 14.41
Average Federal Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 4 067 06 4,085 36 4. 160.78 438032
Total Financial Ak 5542 33 S.B81.51 6106 20 S87147

*  Tuition and fees based on 15 SCH per semasber.
" Tuition and fes averags for H002-2003 based on GB survey [public infermation office) and IFRS dala.
== Fadaral Programs inclode: Pall, SEOG, Byd, SLEAP.
===+ Siale Programs include: TPES On Campus, PSEG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposit
Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXNAS Grant ||, Tesch for Texas.
s=svt Fadarnl WS and Loans Include; Federal Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Staffond Loans, Perkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Lirnsubsidized
Fedetal Direct Loans.
*eee=e Cimle Work-Study and Loans include; Texas College Work-Study, CAL and HEALHELP

THECH 000
10

125



Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas A&M International University

B Tuition and Fees B Cost of Altendance
@ State & Federal Gift Ald B Stale & Fadaral Werk-Study Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003

Average Tuilion and Faes 2,287.50 245625 2,837.50 3,003.75
Other Costs of Attendance (becks, rosm & board, ele) 705566 8 157.75 9,942,325 10, E31.81
Hliiﬁt E; A"ENHEH Iﬂ iﬂ 18 JEW
19992000 2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Average State Gift A Awarded 33D.5E 54270 1,183,357 1.680.7T1
Avarage Federal Gift Aid Awardad 1.862 82 1,845,84 202270 225347
Averpga State Sel-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 483 572 447 4,06
Aoetage Federal Salf-Help (Work-Study and Leans] 2.202.61 1,768.98 1,810.05 1,683.57
[gtal Financial A 4,200 &1 J 5,611

& Tyltion and fees based on 15 SCH par samaster.
*  Tyilion and fee avarage for 2002-2008 based on CEB survey (public infarmation office) and IFRS dala.
#s=  Faderal Programs include: Pell, SECG, Byrd, SLEAP,
ssss Sisie Programs include: TPEG On Campus, FSIG-LEAP, TEQG, LEAP, Nursing. Student Deposit
Schalarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Granl 1L, Teach fior Taxas
wveen Eaderal WS and Loans include: Fedarsl Work-Sludy, Amaricofps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Stiaflord Loans, Perkins Loans, 5LS Loans, Subsidized and Linsubsidized
Fedaral Direcl Loans.
semees oy oie Wierk-Study and Loans include: Texas College Work-Study, CAL and HEALMHELF

THECE TV2HA
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas A&M University

2000- 2001- 2002-
002 2003

B Coet of Atlendance

O Tufion and Fees
B Stabe & Federal Work-Study Loans

B State & Federal Gift Akd

1996-2000 2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
2. 885.00 357214 3.008.57 493714

Average Tulion and Fees
Other Costs of Attendance (books, room & boand, ala.) 837173 &1 !
Tafal Cast of Afsndenos f@ 73 faﬂ?ﬂ‘. 15 Iw
19992000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Awarsge Stabe Gift Ald Awarded BEZ. T2 73830 1,168.80 1,564 25
Avwarage Foderal Gift Ald Awanded ari.aa 1,083, 14 1,262,869 1,368.80
Awarage Stale Sell-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 2741 288,73 245.30 152.72
Average Federal Sel-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 471142 4. 759,41 AGT4.04 456431
Lt Eimpnelal AT 562369 G574 55 133583 L440.18

Tuition and fees bassd on 15 SCH par semaster.
Tuitian and fas average for 2002-2003 based on CB survey (publc informatien office) and IFRS data,

"= Fadaral Programs include: Pall, SEQG, Byrd, SLEAP
55 Siale Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Depaait

Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant ||, Teach far Taxzas.

sssss Eucdarnl WS and Loans include: Federal Work-Study, Amaricorpe, Subsidized and

Unsubsidized Staford Loans, Perking Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Fegaral Direct Loans.

see== giate Wiark-Study and Loans include: Texas College Woark-Siudy, CAL and HEALHELP

THEGH D004
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas A&M University at Galveston

12000

19949- 2000« 2001-
2000 200

002 2003
& Tuition and Faes
@ Siate & Federal Gift Aid

B Cost of Attandance
B 5tate & Federal Werk-Study Loans

Avarage Tulion and Fees 3. 7e3.00 3,750.00 4,010.00

1989-2000 2000-2001  2001-2002 2002-2003

Other Costs of Attendance (books, room & board, efc.) 5 BET. TS 571581 6,005.00
At oA SO MOk R A .

Average Slale Gl Ald Awarded B7E.69 Tar.iz 100280
Average Federal Gl Ald Awarded 120488  1.220.84 1,860.40
Average Slate Seff-Help (Work-5tudy and Loans) - 8.08
Average Federal Self-Halp (Work-Study and Loans)
Lotal Financial Aid 4680 19
Tuition and fees based on 15 SCH per samester.
Tuition and fee average for 2002-2003 based on CB survey {public information office} and IFRS data,
***  Federal Programs include: Fall, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP.
st Gtate Programs include: TFEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAF, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Studant Daposit
Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Granl Il, Teach for Texas.
4844 Fadaral WS and Loans include: Federal Werk-Siudy, Americorps, Subsidzed and

Unsubsidized Staffond Loans, Perkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subskdized and Unsubsidized
Fadara| Direct Loans

ettt Stale Work-Siudy and Loans include: Taxas Caollega Wark-Sludy, CAL and HEAL/HELP

THECE O 20
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1,6846.69
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas A&M University-Commerce

N

1999- 2000- 2001- Z0032-
000 2001 w02 2003
O Tution and Faas W Cost of Atlendance
O Stale & Federal Gift Aid @ State & Faderal Work-Siudy Loans

1969-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002  2003-2003

Avarage Tultion and Fees 2.507.14 2.580.T1 2,807.14 3257 14
Othar Costs of Atisndancs (books, room & bosrd, sic.) 7,544 20 T.767.15 7.880.80 B 11028
rgi ﬁﬁ ﬂfﬂh‘lndﬂm 100851 34 10.327.86 10,508, 141 357 40
1999-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003
Avarage State Gift Aid Awardad 458,72 436 51 674.38 Bi8.54
Awarage Faderal Eift Akl Awarded 1,368.10 147111 1.705.34 1,761.88
hwarage State Salf-Help [Work-Study and Loans) 348 10,66 2.48
Average Fecdarsl Seli-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 437584 417718 4.016.80 4,308.54
Tole! Fingneinl Aid BFO7 14 609545 630800 5 050 46

= Tuition and fees bessd on 15 BCH per safmsslar
*  Tukion and fee average for 2002.2003 based on CB survay (bublle Bfarmation ofica’ and IFRS data
== Fadaral Programs include: Pel, SECG, Byrd, SLEAP
==+ Siaie Programs include: TPEG On Gampus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG. LEAP. Nursing, Student Degposit
Schotarship, TEXAS Granl, TEXAS Grant 1, Teach for Texas
et Encarnl WE and Loans include: Federal Work-Study, Amaricorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Siafford Loans, Parkins Loans, SLS Loans. Subsidized and Unsubsidged
Feberal Direct Loans
s+ Cints Wark-Siudy and Loans include: Texas College Work-Sludy, GAL and HEALHELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas A&M University-Corpus Christi

1999- 2000 2001-
2001 003

2 Tuition and Fees B Cosl of Alendance

O State & Federal Gifi Aid | Stale & Federal Work-Study Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
281280 2,540.77 3,168.00 3,567.50
8.729.74

Ayaraga Tuition and Fees
Other Costs of Allandancs (books, room & boand, sic.) 718600 8,748.37 G028 45
2002-2003

et L
18082000  2000-2001  2001-2002
88433 104360

Avarnge State Git Ald Awardsd 615,02 S24.09
Asarage Federal Gift Ald Awarded 1,282.08 1,345,682 1,662,858 1,673
1498 10.88 13,89 .68
431731 4 27626

Asarage State Self-Help (Work-Study and Loans)
Average Federal Saff-Halp [Wark-Study end Loans) 401673 420214
Jota! Fiancial ld 5070 £08303  BETRQS  Gpueva

Tullion and lesa hasad an 15 SCH par samasior.
Tuitlen and fee average for 2002-2003 based on CB suvey (public infarmation offica) and IFRS data.

»=  Fadnral Programs incude: Pel, BEDG, Byrd, SLEAP.

== Einim Programs indude: TPEG On Campus, PEIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Studanl Depesi
Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant |1, Tamch for Texas

sssss Fadaral WS and Loans include: Federal Work-Study, Amaricorps, Subsidized and

Unsubsidized Stafford Loans., Perking Loans, SLE Loans. Subsidiped and Unsubsidized

e

Fadaral Direct Loans.
seess conte Work-Study and Loans include; Texes College Work-Study, CAL and HEAL/HELP.
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

AL000

Texas A&M University-Kingsville

10994 2000- 2001-
2000 2001 2002
R Tultion and Fees B Cos! of Alendanoe

B State & Fedaral Gifi Akd

B State & Federal Work-Siudy Loans

1998-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Avarage Tultlon and Fees 2,240.77 211385 2,051.25 3,365.00
Oither Gosls of Alendance (books, room & beard, ste.) 003337 8B4T43  BE4EIT 751489
Tctal Cost of Atfendance JElliis 1006108 1080882 10670 62
1998-2000  2000-2001  Z001-2002  2002-2003
Average Stabe Gift Aid Awarded 345.58 3|12 T71.06 84207
Avarage Federal Gift Ald Awarded 1,869.23 182011 2.062.87 2,140.88
Avaiage Siate Seif-Help (Work-5tudy and Loans) T.68 828 B8.15 7.5
Avarage Federal Self-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 468514 420883 1085 47 404975
Jaotal Financial Aig L1831 641847 670756 704013

Tuition and fees based on 16 SCH par samaster

Tultien and fee averape for 2002-2003 based on CB survey (publie information office) and IFRS data.
"™ Federal Programs include: Pell, SEQG, Byrd, SLEAR

Scholarship, TEXAS Gran, TEXAS Gran I, Teach for Texas,

"=t Federal WS and Loans include: Faderal Work-Study, Amaricorps, Subsidizes and

RIS State Work-Study and Loans include: Texas College Work-Siudy, CAL and HEALHELR

Unsubsidized Stafford Loans, Perking Losns, SLS Losns, Subsidized and Unsubsidized

Federal Direct Loans,

THECH 0004
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State Programs include; TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Degasit



Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas A&M University-Texarkana

12000

18494. 2000 2001- Z200Z-
2000 2001 00z 2003
2 Tuition and Fees W Cost of Attenhdance
@ State & Federal Gift Asd B Siate & Fedaral Wark-Zludy Loans

1999-2000 2000-2001  2009-2002  2002-2003

Averags Tulion and Fess 2,053,658 2,672.50 2307 69 2 50288
Caher Cosis of Atendance (bosks, room A board, sic) 7,040,564  BATE.61 761068 7.836.70
oltal Soat ol AtendgnEs BT R L R R A R
1899.2000 2000-2004  2009-2002  2002-I1003
Average State G Ald Awarcled A37.83 290,82 408.26 416.78
Average Federal Gifl Ald Awarded 1,264,50 123282 1,629.39 1.878.38
Average Slale Self-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) - . - -
Average Faderal Sel-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 1,883 8T 163212 1,824 37 2.102.80
Total Financial Afd 3,368 30 3 15588 Joaspog 4094 5T

. Tulion and fess bassed on 16 SCH par samasior
**  Tultion snd fea avarage for 2002-2003 based on CE survey [public information office) and IFRS daa
= Eadaral Programs include: Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAF.
s Srats Programs inclede: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG. LEAP, Nursing. Student Deposil
Schalarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant I, Teach far Teaxas.
+s++< Fgderal WS and Loans inchade: Fedaral Wark-Sudy, Amaricorpe, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Stafford Loana, Perkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Fadersl Direct Loans
sessm2 2 aie Work-Study and Loans inchade: Texas College Werk-Study, CAL and HEALHELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas Southern University

TED00
14000
12000
#0000
BODO
000
A0
2000 Q i
o N
1888 2000- 2001- 2002«
2000 2001 2002 2003
B Tuilion and Feas B Cost of Atlendance
O State & Federal Gilt Aid B Slate & Faderal Wark-Siudy Loans
1898-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002  I002-2003
Average Tution and Feas 2,170.00 2.170.00 2.213.00 2,718.00
Cther Costs of Attendance (books, noam & Boand, ahe.) 1035168 90804 13 1006701 1084807
Tatal GOBFW#I"WF’MD; 1 .13 b 1 13,667.07
19992000 20002001 2001-2002  2002-2003
Average State Gift Aid Awardad 36085 29837 501.83 68511
Average Federal Gift Ald Awardad 1,633,711 1.777.13 2,208,37 221885
Average Slale Sell-Help (Work-Sludy and Loans) - 5.52 515 454
Average Federal Sell-Halp (Work-5ludy and Loans) 1916 58 405644 4112 26 435164
Tolal Financial Ald 591114 533rer  s&r7er  Tps0ms

Tultlan and fess basad on 18 SCH per samastar,

Tuition and fee average for 2002-2003 based an CB survey (public information office) and IFRE data,
*=  Faderal Programs incude: Pel, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP!

*==: Giate Programs include: TPEG On Gampus, PEIGLEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Depasail
Scholarship, TEXAS Granl, TEXAS Grant |1, Teach for Texas.

===2¢ Cpdaral WS and Loans indude: Foderal Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidizad and

Uineubsidized Stationd Loans, Parkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subskdzed and Unsubsidized

Federal Direct Loans

=====Siate Work-Siludy and Loans include: Texss College Work-Study, CAL and HEALMHELF,
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas State University-San Marcos

1550 2000- 2001-
2000 2001 2002
Tultion and Fees B Cosl of Altendance

B Slale & Federal Gift Aid

2002-
2003

| State & Federal Work-Study Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Average Tultlon and Feas 3,171.43 2,800.00 3,842 .86 agnom
Cher Costa of Altandancs (books, room & board, elc. ) T,540,32 B 141,82 7 8zZ7.08 P2I6T7.05
Talal Cost NAMWH _!I'E'ii'ﬂ 75 TT.T3F.¥ ﬂ.ﬁﬂl;.ﬂ! m

1999-2000  2000-2001  F001-2002  F002-2003
Avarnge State Gift Aid Awarded 568.73 657.07 BE3 B 16.08
Average Fedaral Gift Ald Awardad 1,038,168 1,125.30 1,268.26 1.271.668
Average State Self-Help (Werk-Sludy and Loans) 48.90 4550 B.12 T6.03
Average Fedaral Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 3.046.43 38413 295047 430788
Total Financisl Aid £605.28 S T65.15 5 iTL 66 [ A-Tak:C]

*  Tuilion and fees based an 15 SCH par samaster,

" Tuiton and fee average for 2002-2003 based an CB survay (public informiaticn offica) and IFRS data

**  Federsl Programs includa: Psll, SE0G, Byrd, SLEAP.

=t Suage Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG. LEAP. Nursing, Sludant Deposil

Beholarship, TEXAS Gramt, TEXAS Grant Il, Teach for Texas

=eems Coderal WS and Loans incliste: Fadaral 'Work-Sludy, Amerieorps, Subsidized and

Unsubsidized Staford Loans, Perking Loans, SLE Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidzed

Faderal Direct Loans:

=== Slale Work-Study and Loans include; Texas College Work-Sludy, CAL and HEALHELF.
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas Tech University

2000- 2001-

1999-
002

2000 2001

@ Tuitizn and Faes B Cosl of Altendance

@ 5tate & Federal Gt Ald

2002
2003

@ Stale & Federal Work-Study Loans

19992000 2000-Z007  2001-200F  Z002-2003
Avarage Tuition and Feas 2,8600.00 2,938.00 3,338.00 3,857.00
Cther Costs of Attendance (books, room & boand, ele.) B.TEE 03 B2E1L12 573080 1030850
Tetal Cost of Attandancs 1156403 1229012 308890 1426550

1 B85 2004 20010- 2001 2001-2002  2002-2003
Average State Gift Ald Awarded 485,88 4TE.TO 775,78 1,288,71
Averagae Faderal Gift Ald Awardad 1.184.40 1.255.17 1,296,494 131712
Average Stale Sell-Help (Work-Shudy and Loans) 106,87 13577 124986 122.20
Average Federal Seli-Halp (Work-5tudy and Loans) — 4 ESE25 506138 4075 04 5.167.81
_Total Financial Aig G446 20 692507 17308 LEroge

*  Tuiticn and fees based on 156 SCH per samasler.

*  Faderal Programs include: Paell, BEDG, Byrd, ELEAP,

Tuition and fes average for 2002-2003 based on CB survey {public information office) and IFRE data

= Siale Programs include: TFEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAF, TEG, LEAF, Nursing, Studan Deposil

Scholarship, TEMAS Granl, TEXAS Granl ||, Teach for Texas.
wewne Coderal WS and Loans include: Federal Work-Study, Amaricorps, Subsidized and

Unsubsidized Stafford Loans, Perkins Loans, SLS Loana, Subsidized and Linsubsidized

Fedaral Direct Loans
=====Cinln Work-Study and Loans includa: Texas College Work-Siudy, CAL and HEALMHELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

Texas Woman's University

1998-
2000 2001

2 Tuition and Feas
@ Sdate & Federal Gilt Ald

W Cost of Aflendance
@ State & Federal Work-Study Loans

1998-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003

Avarage Tultion and Feas 2,480,00
Crher Cosls of Allendance (books, reom & board, eic.) 784707

2,520.00 2,700.00 3432.00
B 141.00 8 10687 7 856 .65

Totad Cost of Affendance 10,407, 0F 1086100 (080687 1128790
1998-2000 20002001  2001-2002  2002-2003

Average Stale Gift Ald Awarded 472.18 Ti543 arr.mM BET.15

Average Fedaral Gift Ald Awarded 1,080.30 1,262.18 141648 1,456.20

Average State Sel-Help (Work-Sludy and Loans) 112.21 88,00 75.38 346

Aversge Federal Sel-Help (Work-Study and Leans) ! 4.24

Jotal Financis Ak 101,38 £32301 537423 LTS 89

*  Tuition and fees based on 15 SCH per semesiar

" Tudtion and fee average for 2002-2003 based on CB survay (public infarmation office) and IFRS data,

*=  Federal Programs include: Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP

=== Stale Programs incluge: TPEG On Campis, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Dapos®

Scholarship, TEXAS Granl. TEXAS Grant Il Teach for Taxas

=eee Faderal WS and Loans includs; Federal Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Staford Loans, Perking Loans, 5LE Loons, Subsidized and Linsubsidized

Fedaral Direc Loans

et Siale Work-Study and Loans includa: Taxas Callsgs Wark-Study, CAL and HEALHELP

THECE 032004
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas at Arlington

18988 2000~ 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
B Tuition and Faas ® Cost of Attendance
@ Siala & Federal Gift Aid B Stale & Federal Waork-Sludy Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003

Average Tuition and Feas 2,962 80 3,230.77 3,784 82 31623.08
7 207.TB 06404 7.042.31

Other Costs of Attendance (books, room & board, alc.) 743733
B e — LR KK P ONC L - R

19649- 2000 2000-20041  2001-2002  2002-2003

Avarage Stale Gift Ald Awarded 349 92 574.32 T19.58 $37.13

Avarage Federal Gifl Aid Awarded 1,219.48 1,730.83 1.421.73 1.410.70

Avarage Slate Self-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 10.50 15.18 2376 18.77

Average Federal Seli-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 3,458 47 3.438.41 3474 14 330108
il A 5358 T4 5. 580 21 5 758 77

Total Financiel Aid 507632

Tuition and fess based on 15 SCH per seameaster.
Tuition and fee average fior 2002-2003 based on CB survey (public information office) and IFRS data.
"= Fedaral Programs include; Pell, SEQG, Byrd, SLEAP
s==* State Progrems include: TPEG On Campus. PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Mursing, Studen! Deposd
Soholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant 11, Teach for Texas,
seses Faderal WS and Loans include: Fedaral Work-Study, Amariconps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Staflord Loans, Parking Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Faderal Dirset Losna
weit Stale Work-Sludy and Loans indude: Texss College Work-Study, CAL and HEAL/HELP

THECE 0472004
e

137



Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas at Austin

1BE00

1994- 2060- 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003

B Tuilion and Fess B Cost of Atlendance
O Siate & Federal Gilt Ald B Siale & Federal Werk-Siudy Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
4,848 82 30948 48 4 BT816 5,721.43

Average Tuilion and Fees
B 36345 10,196,236 10,266 38 1047807

Ciher Costs of Allendance (books, room & board, atc.)
Totai Cost of Aftendance 13, 21038 1414482 1514254 1619780
1999-2000 2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Average Stale GiR Ald Awarded B42 53 AT3 08 1,124 BT 1,563.73
Average Federal Gifl Aid Awarded Bog.zr gar.as 1,100,866 1,202.08
Average State Salf-Help (Woark-Shudy and Loans) 119.12 128,66 134.60 11541
Average Fadaeral Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) B T1680 5044 TO BT1S.45 582413
Todal Financial Aid L3R e TeMaTs B.O09s a9 870835

*  Tuition and fees based on 15 SCH per samestar,
**  Tuilion and fee average for 2002-2003 based an CB survey (public information office’ and IFRE data.

=== Fadersl Programs include:; Pell, SEQG, Byrd, SLEAF.
*== Sinip Programs include; TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Sugent Deposit
Echolarship, TEXAS Granl, TEXAS Granl II, Tasch for Texas.
seend Fodoral WS and Lonns include; Fedaral Work-Study, Americonps, Subsidized and
Uinesubsidized Stafford Leans, Parkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidzed
Faderal Direct Loans,
= Giale Work-Study and Losns inelude: Texes College Work-Sudy, TAL snd HEALHELF
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas at Brownsville

14000

1999- 2000- 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
2 Tuition and Fess B Cost of Altandance
B Stale & Federal Gift Aid B State & Faderal Wark-Study Loans

1800-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003
Average Tuilion and Fees 146300 1,841.54 2,263.46 234833
Oahar Cosls ol Allendancs (books, reom & board, afo.) BEI124 G844 45 GEOF 2T §.EED 48
Jolal Goxt of Alsodencs Lig4ze 528509 076073 _I1S0LT
1099-2000 Z000-2001  2001-2002 2002-2003
Avernge State Gift Aid Awandad 18642 319.66 B6B 48 1.125.10
Mwernge Federal Gift Ald Awarded 1,884 BE 2040068 2.508,74 2234 83
Avarags Stes Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) 10.52 830 38 BT4
Awerpge Federal Self-Help (Work-Study and Loana) Z2.118.57 214192 1 8082 73 2 6AR.24d
Total Firancisl Aid 421135 459655 406431 E055 6]

- Tuiboi afid lees based on 15 STH paf samadlad,
**  Tuilion and fee averags for 2002-2003% based an CB survey (public information office) and IFRS data.
"  Fadaral Programs include: Pell. SEOG, Byrd, ELEAP
s Siale Programs include; TPEG On Gampus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposit
Scholarship, TEXAS Grani, TEXAS Grant Il, Teach fior Texas,
=22t Faderal W5 and Losns include: Federal Work-Study, Amaricorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Stafiord Loans, Perkins Loans, SLE Loans, Subsdized and Uinsubsidized
Fadaral Direct Loans:
e Blale Work-Sludy nnd Loans include: Taxas Colege Work-Sludy, TAL aid HEALHELP.
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas at Dallas

1999- 2006 2007 200
2000 200 002 003
B Tuition and Faas m Cost of Altendance
@ Stale & Federal Gift Ak B Stale & Fedaral Work-Study Loans

1995-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Avarage Tuitlon and Fees 2.637.14 3,506.00 4.065.00 4518.76
Othar Costs of Atlendance (books, room & board, aba.) i B0E. 16 E.BE 7 0 8.8981.0%
Tatel Cos! m".ﬂgmﬁ 11,535 30 k] w.aﬂ 1;#9.93 13 ?%
1999-2000 P000-2001  2001-2002  2002-20032
Ayerage Stake G Ald Awardad 126.30 318.74 56420 #3243
Average Federal G#t Ald Awarded 1,104.83 BE0.B3 1,061.88 1,997.63
Average Siate Sell-Help (Work-Study and Leans) 1.50 - E.81 486
Avarage Federal Sef-Halp (Work-Study and Loang] 3 4
Tobel Financhal Afd __3,768.09 5gpa 8T  TA6L4f 774520

+  Tyiion and fees based on 15 SCH par semester,
= Tuition and fee averaga for 2002-2003 based on CB survay (public information office) and IFRS data.
== Faderal Programs include: Pall, SEQG., Byrd. SLEAF
s Gigke Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAF, Nursing, Studen| Deposit
Sehalarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Granl I, Teach for Texas.
reees Eodaral WS and Loans include: Federal Work-Study, Americonps, Subsidized and
Unsuhsidized Staflord Loans, Parkins Loans, LS Loans, Subsidized and Uresubaidized
Federal Oirect Loana.
e ke Wiork-Siudy and Loans include; Taxas College Work-Study, CAL and HEALIHELF
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas at El Paso

19498 2000- 2001- 2002-
Zoog wm 2002 2003
B Tultion &nd Fees B Cosl of Atlendance
B State & Faderal Gift Aid B State & Federal Wark-Study Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2004-2002  2002-2003

Avarage Tuition and Fees 2,082.00 268846 3.195.00 3,485.00
Oihar Cosls of Attandance (books, roam & boand, abs.) 0.E74.78 0 066 11 971234 0 578.03
Lotal Cost of Aftendance 176678 J2854. 56 200734 1507303

19982000 2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Average State Gift Ald Awarded 458,81 £19.00 BOS5.84 er.7e
Average Federal Gift Aid Awarded 1,797.28 1.816,62 2,089,385 2,232,286
Average Stale Salf-Help (Weork-Study and Loans) - BAS 6.40 6.06
Awverage Federal Sall-Help (Work-Study and Laans) 2 512 08 242758 2 281.08 2.711.11
Total Firancigl Aig 4 TETOT 487136 5272.64 582123

Tuitkan and faes based on 15 SCH per samesber.
Tuitian and fea average for 2002-2003 basad aon CB survay (public infarmalion affica) and IFRS data.

= Faderal Programs include; Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP
ses* Stale Programs inciude; TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposil

Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant |I, Teach for Taxas

*** Faderal W5 and Loans Includs: Faderal Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Stafiond Loans, Parkine Loans, SLE Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidzed
Fadars| Direct Laans

= Stale Wiork-Siudy and Loans include: Texas College Waork-Siudy, CAL and HEALHELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas-Pan American

14000

B Tuilion and Faas B Cost of Attlendance
B State & Federal Gift Aid | Stale & Federal Work-Study Loans

1888-2000  2000-2001 H001-2002  H002-2003
Avearage Tuition and Feas 2,031.43 2.261.79 2,825.00 2,745.00
Othir Cosls of Allendance (books, reom B board, ate.) BETAON 939319 508G 55 LEE0TT
Jolal Cost of Alfendance :wa 11,6814 96 11,805 77
——
19982000  Z000-2001 2001-2002  300Z-3003
Avarage State Gift Ald Awarded 560.53 898.19 1,360.42 1.636.82
Avarage Federal Gift Ald Awarded 1.919.68 2,082.73 230778 23323
Average Stals Salf-Haelp (Work-Study and Loans) am 843 T.79 BEaT
Avarage Federal Salf-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) — 1870 88 175508 LE14.18 181118
Jotal Firancigl Ald 4 368 88 404441 5499.16 STEF30

Tuition and fees based on 15 SCH per semester.

Tultion and fes averaoe for 2002-2003 based on CB survey (public information office) and IFRS dala

== Foderal Programs include; Paell, SEDG, Byrd, SLEAP
=== Sisle Programs includs: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAPR, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Studant Deposi

Echalarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Granl |, Teach for Taxas,

w22 Fadaral WS and Loans inciude: Federal Work-Study, Amaericorps, Subsidized and

Unsubsidifad Siafford Loans, Perkins Loans, 5LS Loand, Subssdized and Unsubsidizad
Federal Direct Loans

eates Sate Work-Sludy and Loans include: Texas College Work-Study, CAL and HEALHELP.
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas of the
Permian Basin

12000

2001- 2002-

1888- 2000-
zoop 2001 2002 2003

B Cosi of Attendance

& Tuiton and Fees
B Stale & Federsl Wark-Study Loans

B Siate & Fedoral Gift Ald

1998-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002 2002-2003
214500 2,358.07 2,870.00 3,245.00

Avarage Tulllen and Fess
Ciihar Costs of Allandance (books, room & board, sic ) 5838 B0 824863 6,127 .08 BATAOE
o087 08 B.018.06
—_—

T.o71.50 & 605, 70
==

Totel Cost of Allendance
19882000 2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2002
Average Siale Gif Ald Awsrded 408,75 362.62 438.38 551.78
Average Federal Gift Ald Awarded 1. 30180 141581 1,827 a7 1,895, 88
Averaga Stata Salf-Help (Work-Study and Loans) - - 711 T&2
276245 2 7TROR 3.077.00 291888

Avarage Federal Sedf-Haip (Waork-Sludy and Laana)

Jolat Financial Aid 447060 455518  5Jdu6d 517400
*  Tullion and fees based on 15 SCH per sernesler
" Tuitlon and les averans for 2002-2003 besed on CH survey [public information office’ and IFRS daia,
*=  Federal Programs includa: Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP.
*e=t State Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Mursing, Student Depoait

Scholarship, TEXAS Granl, TEXAS Grant ||, Tench for Texas,
weet Federnl WE and Loans include: Faderal Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Siaflord Loans, Perkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized

Federal Diract Loans
"t State Work-Study and Loans nclude: Texss College Waork-Study, CAL and HEALMELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas at San Antonio

1698- 2000- 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
© Tultien and Feos & Cost of Altendance
B State & Fedaral Gilt Aid B State & Fedaral Work-Study Loans

1699-2000  2000-2001  201-2002 2002-2003

Average Tuition and Feas 2,012.50 3,1556.00 3,587.50 3.820.00
Other Costs of Altendance (books, room B boand, ale.) 10,516.73 10,542 E1 10,608 TE 9804 02
Lala Cosl ol Aliance L2820 300761 1420006 1373400
1999-2000 2000-2001  2001-2002  Z002-2003
Average Stale Gift Aid Awarded 23014 420,80 E28.M TEIED
Average Federal Gift Ald Awarded 1.111.40 1.291.27 1,445,948 1,541.85
Avernge Siate Saif-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 5345 2768 3646 578
Average Federal Seif-Help (Work-Study and Loans) AQETI0  44d 4037 4T 426449
Tofal Fingmcial Aig S808 10 5,583 56 G.048 23 B.5T8.08

*  Tuition and fees based on 15 SCH per semasiar.

=*  Tuition and fes average for 2002-2003 based on CB survey (public information office) and IFRS data,

*=  Federal Programs include: Pell, SECG, Byrd, SLEAP.

west  Gtale Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PEIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposil
Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grand 1|, Tesch for Texas

""" Faderal W3S and Loans includa: Federal Work-Study, Ameficonps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidired Siaflornd Loans, Parkdns Loans, ELS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Faderal Direci Loans.

et Gtate Work-Siudy and Loans include: Texas College Work-Siudy, CAL snd HEAL/HELP,
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

The University of Texas at Tyler

g8 &8 § 8

1588 2000- 2001- 2002
2008 200 2002 2003
O Tuition and Faes mCost of Allendance
B Stale & Federal Gfl Ald B Stale & Fedaml Work-Study Loans

1999-2000  2000-2001  2001-2003  2003-2003

Average Tultlen and Foes 281200 273200 2,852.00 32200
Othar Costs af Atlandance (books, room B board, eic.] 8,553 97 B.660AT 708725 B.872.52
kel Coat ol Atendancs. ILIGaaT 1140057 1084928 ILIBLE
19092000 S000-2001  2004-2002  2002-2003
Average State Gifl Ald Avworded 200.33 I8 410.07 864,70
Average Federal Gift Aid Awsrded 1,140.04 1,911.02 147332 1.508.53
Average Siate Salf-Halp (Wrk-Sludy and Loans) 566 - 463 530
Average Federal Sel-Help (Work-Study and Loans) A5HBTS 4.231.88 362531 3.580.38
Total Finarcial Aig _Spess 7o 574477 551333 AT RS

Tultion and fees based on 16 SCH per samaier.

Tuition and fea avernga for 2002-2003 based cn CB survey (public information oifice) and IFRS data
*= Fadaral Programs include: Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP
s=s Sigle Programs include: TPEG On Campus. PEIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Studsr Deposi

Seholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grand /|, Teach for Taxes

sssns Epdnral WS and Loans include: Federal Work-Study, Amaricorss, Subsidized and

Unsubsidized Staford Loans, Perking Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized
Faderal Direct Loans

sawews ol Work-Study and Loans incude: Texas Colege Work-Study, CAL and HEALMHELF.
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

University of Houston

1990 2000 2001 2002
2000 2001 2002 2003
& Tultion and Faas B Cost of Attendance
B Slale & Fedaral Gift Aid m State & Federal Waork-Study Loans

1999-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003

Average Tuition and Fees 24T 2.638.00 3.300.00 3,735.00
Cither Costs of Attendance (books, room & boand, abe.) B.678.20 6.880.77 A,650.83 9,503.38
Jalai Cost of Aliendiagcs MLisdl _LLIZBZ 1123083 1332835
1569-2000 Z000-2001  2001-2002  Z002-2003
Average Stete Gift Ald Awarded 409,10 510.20 T15.08 936.23
Average Federal Gifl Ald Awarded 1,263.55 1,455.99 1,631.04 1,621.49
Average Stale Sel-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) BOG 11.88 £ Q3 947
#varage Federal Seli-Help (Work-5tudy and Loans) 188178 A TET 46 3610.82 4 144 65
Total Firgrcial Akl 5502 47 5 745 60 5 962 04 6.711.84

*  Tuiion and fess based on 15 SCH per semastar
*  Tuition and fee average for 2002-2003 based on CB survey (publbs information offica) and IFRS data

*=  Fodaral Programs include: Pail, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP.

==== Sisle Programs inciude: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposit
Scholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant If, Teach for Taxas.

***=* Fodaral W5 and Loans include: Fedaral Work-Study, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Stafiord Loans, Parking Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Linsubsidized
Fadaral Dires] Loans.

e State Work-Study and Loans inciude! Texas Coliege Work-Siudy, CAL and HEALIHELP
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

University of Houston-Clear Lake

1008- 2000- 2004- 20032-
2000 2004 2002 2003
O Tultion and Fees B Cogl of Alendance
O State & Federal Gilt Ald | State & Federal Work-Study Loans

1995-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002 2002-2003

Average Tuibon and Fees Z.408,00 2 E80.00 3,001.26 3,100.00
Cther Costs of Attendanca (books, room & board, ale.) 10.245.42 10,053 23 10,038, 14 1‘1_?}_‘2&
Lelal ot Arendance 1263047 1276320 1300038 1432228
1998-2000 Z000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Ayverage State Gify Ald Awarded 38714 27372 335 .81 ara
Avarage Federal Gi Ald Awarded B7B.70 913,13 1.184.00 #am
Aversge Stale Self-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 558 603 E.40 E18
Average Federal Self-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 400271 SAG0ST  AESRTT  EBE1S4E
Jatal Fingngia) Aig Gifd1f 665325 636199 87056

*  Tuition and fess based on 15 SCH per sameater
** Tuition and fee average for 2002-2003 tased on CB survey (pubc Information offies) and IFRS data,
== Fedoral Programs include: Pell, SEQG, Byrd, SLEAP
*==  Stale Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Shidani Deposi
Schalarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant |, Teach for Texas.
w=s=* Fadaral W5 and Loans include Federal Work-Sludy, Ameticorps, Subsidized and
Linsubsidized Stafferd Loans, Perking Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unaubsidrsd
Faderal Direct Loans.
T Bimbe Work-Study and Loans include: Texas College Work-Study, CAL and HEAL/HELP.
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

University of Houston-Downtown

10000
SOeD)
BOO0
Tou0
[ 1e]
e ]
A0
3000
2000
L]
i & N
1988 2000- 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
O Tullion and Fees B Cost of Attendance
& Siate & Fedaral Gilt Axd | State & Federal Work-Study Loans

1899-2000 2000-2001 2001-2002  2002-2003

Avarage Tullkan and Feas 246260  I,242.50 2,507.50 271750
Cthar Cosis of Aflsndance [books, room & baard, abe.) 100 18 B,561.37 5425 62 B 436.56
EHH Eggd.ﬂﬂdﬁgnm =a=iﬂl‘ B.F03 87 §.833.02 14.08
1999-2000 2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2083
Ayerage Siate G# Ald Awarded 386,80 28,12 553.12 T2E.40
Byarage Federal GFL Ald Awarded 171284 1,792.28 2,048.33 2,082.78
Average Stats Seif-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 606 .38 5.43 575
Avarags Federal Soll-Help (Work-Study and Loans} 172520 170118 1.563.53 1.580.47
Tola! Fingnial Aid -

= Tyl and fees based on 15 SCH per semester.
s Tuition and fas aversge for 2002-2003 based on CB survay (pulilic infarmation office) and IFRS data
= Faderal Programs include: Pall, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP
sess  Qiate Programa include; TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG. LEAP. Mursing, Siudent Daposit
Seholarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant |1, Tesch for Toxas
wess Cadaral WS and Loans includs! Faderal Work-Study, Amarlconps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized StaMord Loans, Parkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidired and Liresutsicliz s
Faderal Dirac! Loans
sesess i lg Wiork-Study snd Loans include: Texas College Wark-Study, CAL and HEAL/HELP,
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

University of Houston-Victoria

1999- noo- 2001- 2002-
2000 2001 2002 2003
0 Tuition snd Faes B Cosl of Alandanca
B Slale & Federal GH# Ald O Siale & Fedaral Work-Study Loans

1969-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002 2002-2003

Avarage Tullion and Fass 2.260.00 2,505.00 2,838,00 2,885.00
Oithar Costs of Alendansce [books, room & board, ele.) B 3B1 39 B TE3.T1 B 448 56 518.08
Loiel coalal et ITECTR I LN ek . B3 R A W
1990-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003
Avarags Siate Gift Ald Awardad 454.72 443.92 58E.57 513.50
Average Fadaral Gift Ad Avwardad 1,067 .88 1,028.01 1.083.38 1,143.57
Avarage State Self-Halp (Work-Sludy ard Loans) M55 1327 12.42 4,18
Avorage Fedaral Sall-Help (Work-Study and Loans) 4 808 81 4 66329 4.575.11 4 88202
Tatai Financim Akl 5.850.05 5. 145 40 528847 §i23.28

*  Tuilion and fees based on 15 SCGH per semasher,
*=  Tuilion and fes average for 2002-2003 based on CB survey (public infarmalion affica) and IFRS dala.
==  Federal Programs include: Pell, SEOG, Byrd, BLEAP.
s+ Siate Programs Include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposil
Scholarship, TEXAS Grand, TEXAS Grant ||, Teach for Taxms,
==e=e Codaral WS and Loans include: Fecaral Work-Study, Americorpe, Subsidized and
Unsubakdizad Siafiond Loans, Perking Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Uinsubsidized
Federsl Dirsct Loans,
sesist Shabe Work-Sludy and Loans include: Texas College Werk-Shudy, CAL ard HEAL/HELP
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2001-
2002 2003

B Cosl of Altendance

B Tultion and Fees
B State & Fedaral Work-Sludy Loans

D Siale & Fedaral Gift Ald

1908-2000 2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003

Awarage Tullion and Feas 2,636 82 2.842.31 351923 382308
1.81 8,533,

Othar Costs of Atendance {books, reom & board, etc.) B.358.08 K 25 BERd Du
Total Cosl of Aftendance 1118800 q7reves 1205143 1281712

19§9-2000  2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003

Averoge Stale Gift Ak Awarded 50244 53066 TT4.29 B43.47
Awarage Federal GiR Ald Awarded BG8.68 107856 1,306.58 1,334 42
19.12 2435 ZBE2 33.X)

Average Stabe Sall-Help (Work-Study snd Loans)

Avarsgs Federal Sel-Help (Work-Study and Loans| 44737 486201 4 A0 05 A BEEAD
Lota! Finncial Alg 591851 Ggen28 070073 707040

*  Tuition and fees based on 15 SCH por semesier.
*  Tulion and fee average for 2002-2003 based an CB survey {ouble infsrmation offica) and IFRS dala.

== Faderal Programs include: Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP.
=== Sigle Programs include; TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Student Deposil
Schalarship, TEXAS Grant, TEXAS Grant |1, Teach for Taxas.
sesse Egiarnl WS and Loans inclide! Federal Wark-Study, Americonps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Stafford Loans, Porkime Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized

Faderal Direct Loans.
sens e Wirk-Shudy and Loans include; Taxas Caollege Work-Study, CAL and HEAL/HELP.
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Cost of Attendance vs.
Available Financial Aid

West Texas A&M University

1998 2000- 2001-

2002-

2000 200 2002 2003
B Tustion and Foes B Cost of Attendance

@ State & Federal Gift Akd B State & Federal Work-Study Loans

2000-2001  2001-ZD0Z  2002-2003
5,160.38 2,734.00 297033
7.147.13 7,932 80 7 72687

WET 1066550 10 70510

19952000
Awerage Tuition and Fees 24B6.25
Othar Cosls of Alendanse (books, room & board, eio.) 7 820 &
Totg! Cost of Aftendance 1037585

19949- 2000
Average State Gift Aid Awarded 538.02
Average Fedaral Gift Aid Awarded 1,264.79
Average State Sel-Halp (Work-Study snd Loans) BO8

2000-2001  2001-2002  2002-2003

3a3.03 502.08 T78.80
13077 1.614.73 1.650.38
9.E3 969 8.50

Average Federal Sof-Halp (Work-Study and Loans) —rJOR  SZBATO  3T4900 340028

** Tuition and fee averadge for 2002-2003 based on CB survay (publis infarmation office) and IFRS data

*  Tulion and fees based on 15 SCH par samester.

"= Fedaral Programs include; Pell, SEOG, Byrd, SLEAP.

"e=* Elale Programs include: TPEG On Campus, PSIG-LEAP, TEG, LEAP, Nursing, Studant Deposil

Scholarship, TEXAS Granl, TEXAS Grand [1, Teach for Texas.

***** Faderal WS and Loans include: Federal Work-Siudy, Americorps, Subsidized and
Unsubsidized Statford Loans, Perkins Loans, SLS Loans, Subsidized and Unsubsidized

Faderal Dired! Loans,

== Siate Work-Sludy and Loans include: Texas College Work-Siudy, CAL and HEALHELP.
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