Basic Educational Opportunity Grant Program
End-of-Year Report – Academic Year 1973-74

Part II

The following data is Part II of a general status report for the Basic Grant Program for the 1973-74 academic year.  Whereas Part I is concerned with the summary of applicant information, Part II deals with program data as reported  by eligible institutions through periodic Progress Reports.  Progress Reports are the vehicle through which necessary adjustments to the initial authorization of BEOG funds are made based on the actual demand for funds as reflected by the enrollment of eligible students at the institution.
Data in the attached tables represent the latest available information for 1973-74 as reflected on the end-of-year institutional progress reports.  It should be noted, however, that minor changes of expenditures and student counts reported in the attached tables may still occur as the result of final reconciliations between the Office of Education and institutional expenditure and student recipient records.  Such reconciliation is accomplished by means of a Student Validation Roster which is prepared by the Office of Education and must be verified by the institution.  As of this date, this process has not been completed for all institutions.

A comparison between Part I and Part II indicates that out of 268,444 qualifying applicants, 185,249 were awarded Basic Grants.  A number of explanations can be offered to account for the difference in the number that qualified and the number of recipients.  Since the deadline for filing of applications was extended during the first year to April 1, a considerable number of high school seniors submitted applications even though they would not actually enroll until the 1974-75 academic year.  Such students will, of course, inflate the number of eligible students in the applicant data base.

Other reasons include the fact that some students, even though they qualified, enrolled as part-time students and as such would not be eligible to receive an award.  Also, a number of qualifying students did not actually enroll.  The comparatively small size of the award during the 1973-74 academic year may be a further contributing factor to students decisions as to attendance and non-attendance.

Difficulties experienced in the first year of operations are expected to decrease as the program gains experience.  Therefore, the difference  between the number of qualifying students and the number of recipients is expected to decrease in future years, and the 1973-74 data is not expected to be indicative of further program tends.

With these general qualifications described above, the following tables provide a summary of institutional reported information.  In interpreting the tables it should be noted that only first-year full-time students were eligible.  Student eligibility has been expanded to include second year students during 1974-75 and third year students during 1975-76.  Therefore, the proportionate distribution of funds and students is expected to change between type and level of institutions.

Summary of Institutional Reported Data (1973-74)
Table I provides the national summary statistics for the total expenditures and the total students aided with average BEOG award by type as well as level of institution.  Table I indicates that out of $49.8 million expended on Basic Grant awards, 185,249 students were aided with an average award of $269.  Out of the total expenditure of $49.8 million, institutional distribution was as  follows:

a) Public institutions received $32.9 million aiding 120,435 students with an average award of $274;

b) Private non-profit institutions received $13.0 million aiding 47,818 students with an average award of $273.

c) Private proprietary institutions received $3.5 million aiding 14,457 students with an average award of $242; and

d) Institutions that could not be classified and therefore listed as “Other” received $343,233 aiding 2,539 students with an average award of $135.  (see footnote)
Tables II and III provide a more detailed summary of total expenditures and the corresponding number of recipients, respectively, by state and type of institution.

Footnote  -  Tables I, II, & III

Distribution of expenditures is based on institutional evaluation as to control and the level of such institutions.  Information as to type and control of institutions is unverified data taken directly from institutional reports.  Because some institutions did not report level and type, they could not be classified or categorized as either public, private proprietary, or private non-profit.  For this reason an “Other” category has been incorporated in the tables to include those institutions that could not be classified.  In addition, there may be slight discrepancies as to institutional type and control because of reporting errors, but these discrepancies are minor.
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