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Introduction

The Pell Grant program, administered by the

- Department of Education's Office of Student

Financial Assistance, receives more Federal
funds than any of the other five student financial

. aid programs authorized under Title IV of the

Higher Education Act of 1965 and its amend-
ments.] The program offered grants ranging
from $100 to $2,100 in the 1986-87 academic
year to eligible students so that they might fur-
ther their postsecondary education. Since the
program's inception in 1973, the number of
recipients has increased fifteenfold. During
1986-87 alone, over 2.6 million students
received nearly $3.46 billion in grants.

The primary feature that distinguishes the: Pell -
Grant program from other forms of financial
assistance is its entitiement concept.” All stu-
dents meeting certain criteria are guaranteed

“aid, with the amount of aid determined by finan-

cial need and educational cost. To be eligible for
a grant an individual must meet certain resi-
dency requirements, be enrolled at least half-
time in an eligible program at a school partici-
pating in the Peil program and be determined fo
have sufficient financial need. Financial need is
calculated using a formula developed by the
Depariment of Education and approved by

Congress (Beginning in 1988-89, that formuia_

is specified by law.)

1 The next largest program in terms of
Federal expenditures is the Guaranteed
Studeént Loan program (now Stafford
Student Loan program). The other
programs providing student financial
assistance in order of decrcasing size are as
follows: College Work-Study; Supplemental
Educational Opportunity Grant; National
Direct Student Loan (now Perkins Loan);
and State Student Incentive Grant.

This formula, applied consistently to all appli-
cants, takes into account such indicators of fi-
nancial strength as income, assets, and family
size, and produces a Student Aid Index (SAl). The
SAl is combined with the cost of the student's
education and the student's enroliment status
(full or part-time) to determme the amount of
the Pell Grant

Generally, the amount of the grant increases as
the SAl decreases so that an applicant with an
index of zero may receive the maximum award
equal to 60 percent of the applicant’s educational
cost for the year. This was subject to an overall
maximum award of $2,100 in 1986-87.
Proportionally smaller awards are made to
part-time students.

Purpose of the End-of-Year Report

The Pell Grant End-of-Year Report is a series of
tables, with accompanying explanation, which
describe in detail selected aspects of Peil
program activity.

" Since 1973, the Pell Grant Program Analysis
- Section of the Office of Student Financial

Assistance has compiled statistical information
on Pell Grant program activity. The information
provides a basis for program planning and de-
velopment and is incorporated each year into an
End-of-Year Report. This report, designed as a
desk top reference manual, can help higher edu-
cation officials and financial aid administrators .
to better understand current palterns of Pell
Grant disbursements. _
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The 1986-87 End-of-Year Report is organized
into six chapters.

Chapter 1 highlights the most significant
program activities during the 1986-87 award
petiod. This chapter contains general informa-
fion such as the total number of applications
processed, the number of grant recipients, the
types and number of institutions participating in
the Péll Grant program, and income-related
characteristics of applicants and recipients.

Chapter 2 is an in-depth review of selected
demographic characteristics of recipients and
the impact these characteristics have on grant
leveis. The chapler examines the interrelation-
ship of factors such as recipient age, family in-
come, dependency status, SAl, and educational
cost.

Chapter 3 presents information about the eli-
gibility status of applicants by income level,
examines the interrelationship of dependent
students' earnings and family income, explains
summary infoermation on applicants reporting
veleran's educational benefits, and contains a
table on enroliment status by type and control of
Institution.

Chapter 4 analyzes the effects of family income
on grant.levels for students whose application
data has been selected for validation at their
school.

Chapter 5 loocks at selected aspects of the
Multiple Data Entry application processing
system.

Chapler 6 summarizes information on insti-

tutions participating in the Pell Grant program.
it includes data on the number of schools partic-
ipating, their location, type and control (public
or private), and the lengths of programs offered.

A glossary at the end of this document defines the
terms used in this report. The reader may find
it useful to scan the glossary before reading the

. report chapters.

v

To facilitate cross-year comparisons, the format
of the tables in this report is consistent with the
format of the 1985-86, 1984-85, 1983-34,

1982-83, and 1981-82 reports.

-Of=
Tables

All tables in the 1986-87 End-of Year Report,
except Table 13, were derived from a merged
universe file containing applicant and recipient
data current through spring, 1988. The appli-
cant data were taken from the student applica-
tions processed by the central processor; recip-
ient or disbursement data were derived from in-
formation reported by institutions -on the
Payment DBocument portion (Part 3) of the
Student Ald Report (SAR).

The expenditure and grant level information
found in the tables closely reflects actual expen-
ditures in the Pell Grant program for 1986-87. -
However, “freezing” Pell Grant data in spring,
1988, and using only information on the file
through that time means that some information
was not collected and some unreconciled student

. payment data may be incorporated in the uni-

verse file. Nevertheless, the number of addi-
tions to the file after the cut-off date will be
small and will not significantly change the cur-
rent distributions. ,

The data on Table 13 are derived from a separate
data base--the Management Information System
of the Pell Grant Application Processing System.
Table 13 was produced using data through
December 15, 1987 and thus reflects actual
end-of-year applicant statistics. These data are
used in Table 13 because they more finely
reflect certain applicant characteristics not
available from other sources.

The data presented in the 1986-87 End-of-Year
Report have been compared internally and with
similar data derived from other sources. The
distributions have been found to be consistent,




CHAPTER 1
HIGHLIGHTS OF THE PELL GRANT PROGRAM

Award Period 1986-87
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Highlights of the Pell Grant Program

~ This chapter describes key 1986-87 Pell Grant

statistics, with emphasis on changes in program
activity since 1985-86. These changes are
summarized in Exhibit 1. The chapter concludes
with a discussion of Table 1, which compares
appficant, recipient, and expenditure data from
1973-74, the first year of the program, |~
through 1986-87.

Applican mmar

During the 1986-87 award year, 6,028,303
individuals, or about one out of every two
undergraduate students, applied for a Pell
Grant.2 This represented a 7 percent increase
over the number who had submitted a form in
1985-86, the largest 1 year increase since
1980-81. Changes in the Guaranteed Student
Loan (GSL) program may have been responsible
for much of the rise. As a result of the
Consolidated Omnibus Reconciliation Act of
1985, ali applicants for a GSL after July &,
1986 were required to receive determination of
Pell Grant eligibility before receiving the first
proceeds of the loan. Apparently, many GSL
applicants who had not done so in the past, also
applied for a Pell Grant in 1986-87.

Of the students who applied for a Pell Grant in
1986-87, 62.5 percent qualified because they
showed sufficient financial need and 29 percent
did not qualify. The status of the remaining 8
percent could not be determined because they

2 11.2 million undergraduate students were
enrolled in the fall of 1986 (Source: U.S.
Department of Education, Center of
Education Statistics, the 1987 National
Postsecondary Student Aid Study).

provided insufficient information on the appli-
cation and did not complete application process-
ing. A comparison with 1985-86 data shows a
marked increase in the number of applicants not
qualifying for a Pell Grant. This also may have
been the result of GSL applicants, many of whom
had high incomes, being required to file a Pell
form. ©o-

Recipient Summar

While the number of students applying for a
grant increased in 1986-87, the number of
award recipients actually decreased. In 1985-
86, 2.81 million students benefited from the

- program; in 1986-87, the number declined to

2.66 milllon. These numbers are reflected in
the change in the “drop out rate“—-the percent of
qualified applicants not receiving a grant. In
1985-86, 24.2 percent of qualified applicants
never received an award; in 1986-87, the rate
had increased fo 29.4 percent.

A funding shorifall in the Pell Grant program
during 1986-87 is the likely reason for the de-
cline in the number of recipients. Because the
fiscal year 1986 appropriation level was insuf-
ficient to cover program costs at the $2,100
maximum award level, awards were reduced ac-
cording to the "linear reduction” method speci-
fied by law. The method ensured that the pet-
centage reduction in the grant size increased
uniformly as the applicant's Student Aid Index
(SAl) increased. As a resulf, all 1986-87
applicants with an SA! greater than 1,500
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Exhibit 1.
A Summary of Selected Changes in the Pell Grant Program:
1985-86 to 1986-87
7% increase in applicants, from 5.6 million to 6 million

Increase in the percentage of apphcants not qualifying for a grant, from
26.5% to 29. 2% . ; .

~ Increase in the percentage of qualified apphcants not recelvmg a grant
from 24.2% to 29.4 %

. 5% decrease in recipients “from 2.81 millicn to 266 million

2.8% increase in the average educational cost of recipients, from $4,157 to
$4, 273 .

_,1.7% increase in the average Pel! Grant, from $1,279 to $1,301

: 3 8% decrease in total program expendltures from $3.6 billton to $3.46
billion

Increase in the percentage of recipients cialmmg to be lndependent of
parental support from 50.4% to 53.9%

8% decrease in the average family income of recipients, from $9,225 to
$8,531

2.3% mcrease in the number of postsecondary institutions participating in
the prcgram from 6754 to 6907

6% incredse in recrplents enrolled at profrt—maklng institutions, from
599,161 to 632,797 -

18% increase in the number of applicants selected for mst:tutlonal
validation, from 208 mllhon to 2.45 million
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‘than $2,400.

did not receive an award. 3 In 1985-86,
applicants with SAls up to 1,900 were recipi-
ents of a Pell Grant.

mmar

Although the number of students receiving bene-
fits from the program declined, the average size

- of individual awards increased from $1,279 in

1985-86 to $1,301 in 1986-87. Rising -edu-
cational costs is one explanation for the change.
In 1985-86, the average cost to determine the
Pell Grant was $4,157; 59 percent had costs
greater than $3,300; 13 percent had costs less
In 1986-87, the average cost had
increased by 2.8 percent to $4,273; 62 percent
of recipients had costs greater than $3,300; 12
percent had costs below $2,400.

In spite of the increase in the average grant, the
reduction in student participation translated into
a dip in total program expendltures, from $3 6

billion to $3.46 billzon

udent Char risti

Less than half {46.1 percent) of the Pell Grant

recipients in 1986-87 were dependent on their
families as their primary source of income.
Almost all of these dependent students (21
percent) were younger than 24 years old. Most
independent students (70 percent) were 24
years or older. A comparison with 1985-86
data indicates a slightly older recipient popula-
tion in 1986-87. For example, in 1985-86,

- 16 percent of all Pell Grant awards went to stu-

dents over 30 years old; in 1986-87, the pro-
portion had increased to 18 percent.

3 Applicants with an SAI from 1,501 to 1,900
were techmically qualified to receive a
grant.  These applicants, therefore, are
included in ‘tables in this End-of-Year
Report that rcport the number of qualified
applicants.

- of $7,500 or less qualified for a Pell Grant;

-$15,000.

The data shows that Pell Granis are directed to-
ward low income students, Over 99 percent of
all applicants who reported receiving an income
83
percent with incomes from $7,500 to $15,000
qualified; and 34 percent with incomes above
$15,000 qualified.

As a result, most in the pool of qualified Pell
Grant applicants were in the low income ranges.
Over one half (54 percent) of all who qualified
reported family incomes of $7,500 or less while
one fifth (21 percent) had incomes over
lndependent applicants were more
numerous in the lower income ranges, while
dependents, who report parental income,
predominated in the higher ranges.

Figure 1
Distribution of Qualified Pell Grant
Applicants
By Family Income

Award Period 1986-87
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Figure 2

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients By Level of Family Income

Award Period 1986-87
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An examination of the income distribution of
qualified applicants who actually received a .-
grant reveals virtually identical results. The
income data for recipients also illustrates the
effects of linear reduction. Fewer higher income
applicants in 1986-87 received grants. In-
1986-87, the average family- income of Pell
Grant recipients was $8,531; in 1985-86,
when the program was at full funding, the
average was $9,225. In 1986-87, 18 percent
of recipients had incomes over $15,000; in -

1985-86, 22 percent had an income in this
range. .

In addition to receiving little income, most
1986-87 recipients reported having few
available assets. Three out of four {76

percent), most of whom claimed to be indepen-
dent,-had net assets {net value of home, business,
farm, investments, cash and savings) of $7,500
or less. One in eight (12 percent), almost all of
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Figure 3

Pell Grant Recipients By Type of Institution Attended

Award Period 1986-87
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whom were dependent, showed assels exceeding
$25,000.

Institutional _Ch isti

'In 1986-87, 6,907 institutions offering post-

secondary degrees and certificates participated
in the Pell Grant program. Schools offering
programs 2 to 3 years in length--most of which

- are community and junior colleges--comprised

31 percent of the total. Schools offering
programs less than one year in length--many of

which are profit-making technical and trade
schools--were the next most numerous
category, comprising 23 percent of all
participating institutions. Institutions with
programs from 1 to 2 years represented 17
percent of the total; 4 year schools offering
baccalaureate degrees were 14 percent of the
total; and schools with programs 5 years or
more in length--many of which are large state
universities--comprised 12 percent.
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Figure 4
Pell Grant Applicants/Recipients By Multiple Data Entry Source

Award Period 1986-87
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The enrollment of Pell Grant recipients varied
considerably by type of school. Although they
were relatively few in number, institutions
offering programs 5 years or more in duration
attracted the most recipients (35 percent),
followed in order by 2 to 3 year schools (33
percent), 4 year schools (14 percent), less than
1 year schools (9 percent), and 1 to 2 year
schools (8 percent).

Application Sour
Students could apply for a 1986-87 Pell Grant
using one of four forms. About 40 percent used

- the application form supplied by the College

Scholarship Commission {CSS); 39 percent
completed the Federal (Pell} form; 17 percent
chose the American College Testing (ACT) form;
and the remaining 3 percent applied through the
Pennsylvania Higher Education Assistance Agency

- (PHEAA).

The characteristics of the students varied by
source of application. Applicants for a Pell
Grant using the Federal form tended to have
lower incomes. As a result, these students
qualified for an award at a higher rate than
students using one of the cther three application
forms. Nearly four of every five Federal form
filers (79 percent) qualified for a grant. By
comparison, 58 percent of ACT filers, 53
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percent of PHEAA filers, and 49.5 percent of CSS
filers qualified for a grant based on financial
need.

The number of applications selected by the
Department of Education for institutional vali-

dation incréased by 18 percent in 1986-87. In
1985-86, 2,079,093 eligible applicants wsre
required fo provide verifying documentation to
their financial aid office before recelving a Pell
Grant; .in 1986-87, the number rose 1o
2,452,150 applicants.
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Table 1

Pell Grant Program
Summary Statistics for Cross-Year Reference

Award Period 1973-74 through 1986-87

Table 1 summarizes the general applicant and
recipient trends in the Pell Grant program- from
award period 1973-74, the first year of the
program, through award period 1986-87.

1973-74 _through__1979-80

As the first page of Table 1 shows, the Pell Grant
program grew rapidly following its initial year,

- both in terms of student participation and

Federal expenditure. As the population eligible
for aid expanded from freshman only in 1974-
75 to all undergraduates attending Pell par-
ticipating schools at least half-time in 1976-
77, the number of aid recipients increased
elevenfold (from 176,000 to 1.9 miilion) and
federal expenditures rose at an even greater rate

- (from $47.6 million to $1.5 billion).

Program growth slowed following this initial 3
year spurt. Actual expenditures rose by only
$65 million from 1976-77 to 1978-79. (This

. compares to a $1.4 billion increase in the 3

years following the start-up of the program.)
The number of students submitting an official
Pell Grant application also rose slightly (from
3.6 million in 1976-77 to 3.9 million in
1978-79). However, with- the drop in the
percentage of applicants qualified fo receive a
grant and a sharp increase in the portion of
applications with insufficient data, the number
of student aid applicants actually receiving a

grant declined during this 3 year period (from

1.94 million to 1.89 million).

The program expanded greally following the
1978-79 award year, primarily in response to
the passage of the Middle Income Student Assis-
tance Act. With more generous program rules in .
place, a much greater percentage of applicants
qualified for a grant than ever before, with the
result being that the number of recipients rose
by 34 percent (from 1.9 million to 2.5 million)
The average size of each recipient's award also
increased {from $814 in 1978-79 to $92% in
1979-80). The sharp rise in recipients, cou-
pled with the increased average grant, meant a
sharp 53 percent rise in program expenditures,
from $1.5 billion to $2.4 billion.

'1980-81 _ through _1985-

The second page of Table 1 shows that during the -

- first 6 years of the decade the program experi-

enced a relatively slow, but steady, year-to-
year expansion in terms of appiicants, recipi-

ents, and 'com‘rnitment of funds.

Students submitting an official Pell Grant appli-
catlon ‘increased from 4.8 million in 1980-81

- to 5.6 million in 1985-86, with the largest 1

year percentage increase (6.6 percent) occur-
ring after the 1982-83 award year. The rise in
the recipient population was less steady and
more modest. In 1980-81, 2.7 million students
received aid. After a drop to 2.5 million in
1982-83, the number had risen back to 2.8
million by 1985-86. '
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Although the increase in the number of post-
secondary students benefiting from the program
was not great during this 6 year period, the
average size of individual grants grew substan-
tially. In 1980-81, the average was $882; by
1985-86, the figure had risen by 45 percent to
$1,279. Contributing to the growth in the
average grant were sharp rises .in college costs,
increases in the maximum award from $1,750

~ to $2,100, and a jump from 50 to 60 percent in

the maximum allowable amount of a student’s
cost that can be covered by a Pell Grant. Larger
awards, combined with the slight rise in student
participation, pushed total program expendi-
tures fo nearly $3.6 billion in 1985-86, a 51
percent increase over the 1980-81 figure.

Table 1 shows that other program statistics -
remained relatively constant during this 6 year
period. . The percentage of applications rejected

" by the processing system varied from a low of

6.7 percent in 1981-82 to a high of 9.7 percent
in 1984-85. The portion of applicants qualify-
ing for a grant also did not fluctuate greatly.
Applicants in 1980-81 had the greatest chance

~ of qualifying, with 69 percent demonstrating

sufficient need for a grant. Applicants in 1984-
85 had the least chance, with §4.5 percent
showing sufficient need.

10

tion. Students whose forms have been flagged by
the processing system are required to présent fo
their financial aid office certain financial docu-

" ments such as U.S. Federal tax returns. Table 1

shows that the percentage of applications selected
for validation increased greatly during the first
6 years of the 1980s, as concern for the '
accuracy of application data grew. For the
1980-81 and 1981-82 award years, about 7
percent of all valid applications were selected.
This figure rose to 35 percent in 1982-83. The
portion selected declined to 21 percent for the
next 2 years before rising to 40 percent in
1985-86.

1 <87

The number of students filing an official appli-
cation for a Pell Grant rose sharply in 1986-87
to just over 6 million. A change in legisiation
requiring applicants for a Guaranteed Student
Loan to receive a determination of ellgibility for

" a Pell Grant may have heen responsible forthe 7

percent jump in applications. The portion of

these applicants qualilying for a Pell Grant
dropped 10 62.5 percent as linear reduction
excluded many higher income students who in

prior years would have been eligible. Asa = .

A closer look at Table 1 shows that not all applt~
cants who qualify for a Pell Grant actually
receive one. Some do not attend. school; others
enroll but do not complete the process by sub-
mitling the Student Aid Report to the financial
aid office; and, some who qualify based en finan-

‘cial need are ineligible for a Pell Grant for other

reasons. (For example, the student does not
make satisfactory academic progress.) The :
percentage of qualified applicants who actually
received aid varied from a low of 75,5 in 1982-
83 to a high of 81.3 in 1980-81.

Each year the Department of Education selects a
portion of applications for institutional valida-

result, the number of recipients dropped by
153,982 io 2.66 million.

Although- slightly fewer students benefited from
_ the program in 1986-87, the average size of

individual grants was larger, increasing from
$1,279 to $1,301. In spite of the rise in grant
size, overall program expendilures dipped by 4
percent to $3.46 billion.

Table 1 also shows a sharp jump in validation
selection. Nearly 400,000 more applicants in
1986-87 were required to supply verifying
documentation before receiving a grant.




Table 1 - Page 1
Pell Grant Program

Summary of statistics for Cross-Year Reference

Award Period

1973-74 1974-75 1975-76 1976-77 1977-78 1978-79 1979-80 1980-81
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING OFFICIAL 512,866 1,304,877 2,339,337 3,590,379 3,844,047 3,885,383 4,186,716 4,825,420
APPLICATIONS
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING VALID 482,331 1,114,084 2,178,696 3,408,718 3,621,641 3,401,428 3,868,429 4,475,762
APPLICATIONS
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF 268,444 681,648 1,455,187 2,258,043 2,390,320 2,228,603 3,029,745 3,330,534
QUALIFIED APPLICANTS 52.34 52.24 62.21 62.89 62.18 57.36 72.37 69.02
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF 213,887 432,436 723,509 1,150,675 1,231,321 1,172,825 838,684 1,145,228
NON-QUALIFIED
APPLICANTS 41.70 33.14 30.93 32.05 32.03 30.19 20.03 23.73
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
APPLICATOINS RETURNED 30,535 190,793 160,641 181,661 222,406 483,955 318,287 349,658
FOR INCUFFICIENT DATA
AND NEVER RE-SUBMITTED 5.95 14.62 6.87 5.06 5.79 12.46 7.60 7.25
FOR PROCESSING
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL 348,236 280,918 265,283
APPLICATIONS
CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE Full-Time Frerwrlr-mTeerz SOFLszh(’E‘;Z Al Al Al Al Al
APPLICANTS Freshmen P . Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates

Sophomores Juniors

NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE
APPLICANTS SELECTED 119,263 232,118 320,852
FOR VALIDAITON
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 185,249 567,000 1,217,000 1,944,000 2,011,000 1,893,000 2,537,875 2,707,932
TOTAL EXPENDITURES $49,873,951 | $356,353,000 | $925,998,000 | $1,475,444,000 | $1,524,340,000 | $1,540,895,000 | $2,357,222,000 | $2,387,117,000
AVERAGE AWARD $270 $628 $761 $759 $758 $825 $987 $887
MINIMUM AWARD $50 $50 $200 $200 $200 $50 $200 $150
MAXIMUM AWARD $452 $1,050 $1,400 $1,400 $1,400 $1,600 $1,800 $1,750




Table 1 - Page 2

Pell Grant Program

Summary of statistics for Cross-Year Reference

AWARD PERIOD

1981-82 1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING OFFICIAL 4,945,760 5,118,558 5,453,548 5,514,029 5,627,131 6,028,303
APPLICATIONS
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING VALID 4,614,590 4,709,225 4,955,775 4,981,357 5,205,492 5,535,734
APPLICATIONS
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF 3,398,237 3,341,371 3,541,191 3,558,386 3,710,933 3,769,608
QUALIFIED APPLICANTS 68.71 65.28 64.93 64.53 65.95 62.53
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF 1,216,353 1,367,854 1,414,584 1,422,971 1,494,559 1,766,126
NON-QUALIFIED
APPLICANTS 24.59 26.72 25.94 25.81 26.56 29.30
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
APPLICATOINS RETURNED 331,170 409,333 497,773 532,672 421,639 492,569
FOR INCUFFICIENT DATA
AND NEVER RE-SUBMITTED 6.70 8.00 913 966 7.49 8.17
FOR PROCESSING
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL 266,197 296,146 284,945 299,485 287,661 321,489
APPLICATIONS
CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE All All All All All All
APPLICANTS Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates
NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE
APPLICANTS SELECTED 313,791 1,660,021 1,047,792 1,046,080 2,079,093 2,452,150
FOR VALIDAITON
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 2,709,076 2,522,746 2,758,906 2,747,100 2,813,489 2,659,507

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

$2,299,718,000

$2,420,517,000

$2,797,057,000

$3,052,999,052

$3,597,379,921

$3,460,006,551

AVERAGE AWARD $849 $959 $1,014 $1,111 $1,279 $1,301
MINIMUM AWARD $120 $50 $200 $200 $200 $100
MAXIMUM AWARD $1,670 $1,800 $1,800 $1,900 $2,100 $2,100
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CHAPTER 2
SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

Award Period 1986-87
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Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Student Aid Index and Family Income

Award Period 1986-87

2A - Total
2B - Dependent
2C - Independent

Table 2A shows the distribution of Pell Grant
recipients by Student Ald Index (SAl) and family
income. Tables 2B and 2C show the same data for
dependent and independent students, respec-
tively. For the purposes of these tables, and all
others in the End-of-Year Report, family income
is considered to be the sum of the pareni's (if the
student is dependent on the parent for financial
support) or student's (if the student is not de-
pendent) 1985 taxable and nontaxable income,
including cne half of the amount of Veteran's
benefits the student may have received. '

As Table 1 indicated, 2.66 million students re-
ceived a Pell Grant during 1986-87. A com-
parison of Tables 2B and 2C shows that most--
§3.9 percent--of these students claimed 1o be
independent of their parent's support. The data
has shown a steady rise in the portion of re-
cipients reporting independent status. In 1981-
82, 41.9 percent were independent; in 1982-
83, 45.9 percent; in 1983-84, 47.6 percent;
in 1984-85, 48.6 percent; and in 1985-86,
50.4. The reader should note that 1986-87 was

the final year for the 6 question dependency test, .

where residency, amount of financiai support,
and whether the student was claimed as a depen-
dent for tax purposes determined the recipient's
status. Beginning in 1987-88, the student's
age, and whether he or she is a veteran, orphan
or has dependents are the critical determinants.

The tables show that Pell Grant awards are di-
rected. toward the lowest income students. Nearly
one-haif {47 percent) reported a family income
$6.000 or less. Less than one in five {18
percent) had an income greater than $15,000.
Independent students, because they are reporting
their often limited 1985 income, predominated
in the lower income ranges. In fact, two out of.
three (65.5 percent) independents reported a
family income of $6,000 or less. Dependents,
who report their parents' resources, were more
numerous in the higher ranges. For example, =
one third of all dependents (34 percent) had a
family income greater than $15,000; only 3.8
percent of independents were in this income
range. ,

A comparison with 1985-86 data shows a

marked decline in average family income, clear
evidence of the impact of linear reduction. In
1985-86, the average overall income
{dependents and independents) was $%,225,

with 44 percent below $6,000 and 22.5 percent -
above $15,000. in 1986-87, the overall
average declined to $8,531, with 47 percent
below $6,000 and 18 percent above $15,000.

Table 2 also presents the distribution of SAls
received by 1986-87 recipients. The SAl is an
indicator of the applicant's financial strength
which the school combines with the student's
educationat cost and enrollment status (full-
fime, three-quarter time, or half-time) to de-
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termine the size of the grant. For a given educa-
_tional cost and enroliment status, a fower SAl '

results in a higher grant. In 1986-87, as a
result of the linear reduction procedure, 1,500
was the largest SAl with which a student could
qualify for a Pell Grant, down from 1,900 in
1985-86. (This explains the absence of
recipients in the 1,601 to 1,800 SAl range on
the tables.)

Table 2A shows that the majority of students--

60 percent--receive a zero SAl and are there-
fore eligible for the maximum grant within their
cost and enroliment status category. This
represents an increase over 1985-86 data when
55 percent of recipients had zero SAls. Tables
2B and 2C indicate that independents are much
more iikely than dependents to receive a low SAl.
Over three-fourths (76.5 percent). of -
independents received a zero-SAl compared to two

.. of every five {(41. percent) dependents.

. “‘\..,../'

independents rarely. receive a large SAl, with
only 6 percent in 1986-87 having an SAl

15

greater than 1,000. By comparison, 15 percent
of dependents were in this SAl range.

Because the SAl is a measure of the applicant's
financial strength, it is not surprising that there
is a strong correlation between reported family
income and the SAL In fact, family income, to-
gether with the amount of family assets and ex-
penses and certain demographic data (hutnber of
family members, for example) determine the
SAl. Table 2A clearly shows that the lower the
family income the greater the potential for a low
SAl (and eventually a large grant}. Approxi-
mately 92 percent of students reporting family
incomes of $6,000 or less received zero SAls.
(The 8 percent in this income group who did not
most likely reported having substantial assets.)

Only 2.3 percent of the over $15,000 income -

group received the minimum SAl. (These
recipients most likely reported large expenses, a
large family, and/or multiple members of that
family attending -college.)

Figure 5

. Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients By SAl Level

.Award Period 1986-87
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Table 2-A - ALL RECIPIENTS

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

BY STUDENT AID INDEX AND FAMILY INCOME
AWARD YEAR 1986-87

FAMILY INCOME

STUDENT AID

INDEX LESS THAN TOTAL
$1.001 $1,001-3,000 | $3,001-6,000 | $6,001-9,000 | $9,001-15000 | $15,001 - 20,000 | $20,001 - 30,000 |  $30,001+

0 222,721 351,782 579,560 279,116 151,374 9,743 1,141 91 1,595,528

R% 13.96 22.05 36.32 17.49 9.49 0.61 0.07 0.01 100.00

C% 93.75 97.14 89.03 67.97 29.00 3.68 0.59 0.46 59.99

1 - 200 9,989 7,312 34,406 52,858 93,788 18,763 2,466 63 219,645

R% 4.55 3.33 15.66 24.07 42.70 8.54 112 0.03 100.00

C% 4.20 2.02 5.29 12.87 17.97 7.09 1.29 0.32 8.26

201 - 400 2,246 1,315 18,423 13,319 84,983 33,720 8,031 128 162,165

R% 1.39 0.81 11.36 8.21 52.41 20.79 4.95 0.08 100.00

C% 0.95 0.36 2.83 3.24 16.28 12.74 4.19 0.65 6.10

401 - 600 931 568 10,681 10,785 67,300 41,810 16,993 502 149,570

R% 0.62 0.38 7.14 7.21 45.00 27.95 11.36 0.34 100.00

C% 0.39 0.16 1.64 2.63 12.89 15.80 8.86 2.55 5.62

601 - 800 618 444 4,194 13,818 46,267 45,541 26,905 1,363 139,150

R% 0.44 0.32 3.01 9.93 33.25 32.73 19.34 0.98 100.00

C% 0.26 0.12 0.64 3.37 8.86 17.21 14.02 6.93 5.23

801 - 1,000 520 325 1,684 13,805 32,606 43,835 34,460 2,633 129,868

R% 0.40 0.25 1.30 10.63 25.11 33.75 26.53 2.03 100.00

C% 0.22 0.09 0.26 3.36 6.25 16.56 17.96 13.38 4.88

1,001 - 1,200 254 183 1,025 12,276 24,252 36,391 41,777 4,634 120,792

R% 0.21 0.15 0.85 10.16 20.08 30.13 34.59 3.84 100.00

C% 0.11 0.05 0.16 2.99 4.65 13.75 21.77 23.55 4.54

1,201 - 1,400 216 155 720 10,255 16,135 25,448 41,069 6,417 100,415

R% 0.22 0.15 0.72 10.21 16.07 25.34 40.90 6.39 100.00

C% 0.09 0.04 0.11 2.50 3.09 9.62 21.40 32.61 3.78

1,401 - 1,600 68 39 256 4,387 5,323 9,406 19,044 3,849 42,372

R% 0.16 0.09 0.60 10.35 12.56 22.20 44.94 9.08 100.00

C% 0.03 0.01 0.04 1.07 1.02 3.55 9.92 19.56 1.59

1,601 - 1,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

R% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

C% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

TOTAL 237,563 362,123 650,949 410,619 522,028 264,657 191,886 19,680 2,659,505

R% 8.93 13.62 24.48 15.44 19.63 9.95 7.22 0.74 100.00

C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00




Table 2-B - DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

BY STUDENT AID INDEX AND FAMILY INCOME
AWARD YEAR 1986-87

FAMILY INCOME

STUDENT AID

INDEX LESS THAN TOTAL
$1.001 $1,001-3,000 | $3,001-6,000 | $6,001-9,000 | $9,001-15000 | $15,001 - 20,000 | $20,001 - 30,000 |  $30,001+

0 33,243 64,038 164,924 131,681 97,263 8,077 972 68 500,266

R% 6.65 12.80 32.97 26.32 19.44 161 0.19 0.01 100.00

C% 69.46 86.67 86.47 73.05 31.14 3.74 0.52 0.35 40.77

1 - 200 9,936 7,212 18,582 32,897 72,785 17,497 2,404 61 161,374

R% 6.16 4.47 1151 20.39 45.10 10.84 1.49 0.04 100.00

C% 20.76 9.76 9.74 18.25 23.30 8.10 1.29 0.31 13.15

201 - 400 2,213 1,229 3,223 6,017 56,233 31,381 7,925 128 108,349

R% 2.04 1.13 2.97 5.55 51.90 28.96 7.31 0.12 100.00

C% 4.62 1.66 1.69 3.34 18.00 14.52 4.26 0.65 8.83

401 - 600 906 494 1,328 2,757 37,770 38,042 16,730 500 98,527

R% 0.92 0.50 1.35 2.80 38.33 38.61 16.98 0.51 100.00

C% 1.89 0.67 0.70 1.53 12.09 17.60 8.99 2.55 8.03

601 - 800 588 375 959 2,212 19,487 39,932 26,439 1,361 91,353

R% 0.64 0.41 1.05 2.42 21.33 43.71 28.94 1.49 100.00

C% 1.23 0.51 0.50 1.23 6.24 18.48 14.21 6.95 7.45

801 - 1,000 486 263 748 1,827 10,991 35,993 33,643 2,627 86,578

R% 0.56 0.30 0.86 211 12.69 41.57 38.86 3.03 100.00

C% 1.02 0.36 0.39 1.01 3.52 16.65 18.08 13.42 7.06

1,001 - 1,200 229 131 469 1,361 8,504 26,300 40,620 4,619 82,233

R% 0.28 0.16 0.57 1.66 10.34 31.98 49.40 5.62 100.00

C% 0.48 0.18 0.25 0.75 2.72 12.17 21.83 23.59 6.70

1,201 - 1,400 200 112 360 1,095 6,671 14,030 39,270 6,387 68,125

R% 0.29 0.16 0.53 161 9.79 20.59 57.64 9.38 100.00

C% 0.42 0.15 0.19 0.61 2.14 6.49 21.10 32.62 5.55

1,401 - 1,600 60 29 126 418 2,669 4,866 18,100 3,828 30,096

R% 0.20 0.10 0.42 1.39 8.87 16.17 60.14 12.72 100.00

C% 0.13 0.04 0.07 0.23 0.85 2.25 9.73 19.55 2.45

1,601 - 1,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

R% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

C% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

TOTAL 47,861 73,883 190,719 180,265 312,373 216,118 186,103 19,579 1,226,901

R% 3.90 6.02 15.54 14.69 25.46 17.61 15.17 1.60 100.00

C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00




Table 2-C - INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

BY STUDENT AID INDEX AND FAMILY INCOME
AWARD YEAR 1986-87

FAMILY INCOME

STUDENT AID

INDEX LESS THAN TOTAL
$1.001 $1,001-3,000 | $3,001-6,000 | $6,001-9,000 | $9,001-15000 | $15,001 - 20,000 | $20,001 - 30,000 |  $30,001+

0 189,478 287,744 414,636 147,435 54,111 1,666 169 23 1,095,262

R% 17.30 26.27 37.86 13.46 4.94 0.15 0.02 0.00 100.00

C% 99.88 99.83 90.09 64.00 25.81 3.43 2.92 22.77 76.45

1 - 200 53 100 15,824 19,961 21,003 1,266 62 2 58,271

R% 0.09 0.17 27.16 34.26 36.04 2.17 0.11 0.00 100.00

C% 0.03 0.03 3.44 8.67 10.02 2.61 1.07 1.98 4.07

201 - 400 33 86 15,200 7,302 28,750 2,339 106 0 53,816

R% 0.06 0.16 28.24 13.57 53.42 4.35 0.20 0.00 100.00

C% 0.02 0.03 3.30 3.17 13.71 4.82 1.83 0.00 3.76

401 - 600 25 74 9,353 8,028 29,530 3,768 263 2 51,043

R% 0.05 0.14 18.32 15.73 57.85 7.38 0.52 0.00 100.00

C% 0.01 0.03 2.03 3.49 14.09 7.76 4.55 1.98 3.56

601 - 800 30 69 3,235 11,606 26,780 5,609 466 2 47,797

R% 0.06 0.14 6.77 24.28 56.03 11.74 0.97 0.00 100.00

C% 0.02 0.02 0.70 5.04 12.77 11.56 8.06 1.98 3.34

801 - 1,000 34 62 936 11,978 21,615 7,842 817 6 43,290

R% 0.08 0.14 2.16 27.67 49.93 18.12 1.89 0.01 100.00

C% 0.02 0.02 0.20 5.20 10.31 16.16 14.13 5.94 3.02

1,001 - 1,200 25 52 556 10,915 15,748 10,091 1,157 15 38,559

R% 0.06 0.13 144 28.31 40.84 26.17 3.00 0.04 100.00

C% 0.01 0.02 0.12 4.74 7.51 20.79 20.01 14.85 2.69

1,201 - 1,400 16 43 360 9,160 9,464 11,418 1,799 30 32,290

R% 0.05 0.13 111 28.37 29.31 35.36 5.57 0.09 100.00

C% 0.01 0.01 0.08 3.98 451 23.52 31.11 29.70 2.25

1,401 - 1,600 8 10 130 3,969 2,654 4,540 944 21 12,276

R% 0.07 0.08 1.06 32.33 21.62 36.98 7.69 0.17 100.00

C% 0.00 0.00 0.03 1.72 1.27 9.35 16.32 20.79 0.86

1,601 - 1,900 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

R% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

C% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

TOTAL 189,702 288,240 460,230 230,354 209,655 48,539 5,783 101 1,432,604

R% 13.24 20.12 32.13 16.08 14.63 3.39 0.40 0.01 100.00

C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
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Table 3

Distribution of Pell Grant ReCipiehts
By Family Income and Grant Level

Award Period 1986-87

 3A - Total
3B - Dependent
3C - Independent

Tables 3A, 3B, and 3C present the distribution of
Peli Grant recipients by family income and grant
level, first for all recipients, then for depen-
dents and independents, respectively.

_As Table 1 indicated, the average grant in 1986-
87 was $1,301. Table 3A shows that roughly
one third (29.6 percent) received grants less
than $200; slightly fewer (28.8 percent) were
‘awarded grants between $900 and $1,500; and
the remaining two fifths (42 percent) received .
grants greater than $1,500. A comparison of

" Tables 3B and 3C shows that the majority of
those receiving large grants ($1,500 or more)
- were independent while a majority of those
awarded modest-sized grants {less than $900)
were dependent. Independents, it should be
remembered from Table 2, report far lower
incomes than their dependent counterparts and
‘therefore would be more likely to qualify for the
larger grants. '

Table 3A confirms this link between family in-
come and grant size--the greater the incoms the
less likely the student will receive a large

award. For example, among recipients who re-

19

ceived the maximum grant of $2,100, 72 per-

cent had incomes of $6,000 or less, and only .9
percent had family incomes greater than -
$15,000. This distribution of the maximum
award was similar in 1985-86 when 73 per-
cent of the $6,000 or less group and .8 percent
of those with incomes over $15,000 received
$2,100. '

An examination of students receiving modest-
sized grants {less than $900) also illustrates
the relationship between income and grant level.
Students with relatively large incotnes were
more likely than their low income counterparts
to receive a small grant. For example, approxi-
mately 59 percent of recipienis with incomes
over $15,000 were awarded grants less than
$900 while 19 percent of the $6,000 and under
group received grants in this range. As the data
from Table 8 indicate, educational cost is an
important determinant of grant size. Many low
income students who received grants less than
$900 attended low cost institutions.




TABLE 3-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1986-87

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME $1-299 $300 - 599 $600 - 899 $900-1,199 $1,200-1,499 $1,500-1,799 $1,800 - 2,099 $2,100 TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 6,666 18,807 24,732 34,578 26,860 29,040 33,493 63,388 237,564
R% 2.81 7.92 10.41 14.56 11.31 12.22 14.10 26.68 100.00

C% 4.12 6.90 7.01 8.31 7.68 9.07 10.15 13.89 8.93

$1,001 - 3,000 4,329 20,393 38,546 59,897 43,845 42,180 48,306 104,627 362,123
R% 1.20 5.63 10.64 16.54 12.11 11.65 13.34 28.89 100.00

C% 2.67 7.48 10.92 14.40 12.54 13.18 14.64 22.92 13.62

$3,001 - 6,000 8,675 40,649 74,717 107,386 84,320 84,184 89,850 161,168 650,949
R% 1.33 6.24 11.48 16.50 12.95 12.93 13.80 24.76 100.00

C% 5.36 14.91 21.17 25.81 24.12 26.30 27.23 35.31 24.48

$6,001 - 9,000 19,371 37,226 51,461 63,766 55,266 47,965 58,200 77,364 410,619
R% 4.72 9.07 12.53 15.53 13.46 11.68 14.17 18.84 100.00

C% 11.97 13.66 14.58 15.33 15.81 14.98 17.64 16.95 15.44

$9,001 - 15,000 30,264 57,244 73,955 76,798 80,249 78,268 79,633 45,617 522,028
R% 5.80 10.97 14.17 14.71 15.37 14.99 15.25 8.74 100.00

C% 18.70 21.00 20.96 18.46 22.95 24.45 24.14 9.99 19.63

$15,001 - 20,000 34,885 45,219 49,104 44,476 40,223 29,499 17,573 3,678 264,657
R% 13.18 17.09 18.55 16.81 15.20 11.15 6.64 1.39 100.00

C% 21.56 16.59 13.92 10.69 11.50 9.22 5.33 0.81 9.95

$20,001 - 30,000 49,429 47,467 37,066 27,574 18,194 8,797 2,814 546 191,887
R% 25.76 24.74 19.32 14.37 9.48 4.58 1.47 0.28 100.00

C% 30.54 17.41 10.50 6.63 5.20 2.75 0.85 0.12 7.22

$30,001 + 8,222 5,582 3,300 1,601 696 182 67 30 19,680
R% 41.78 28.36 16.77 8.14 3.54 0.92 0.34 0.15 100.00

C% 5.08 2.05 0.94 0.38 0.20 0.06 0.02 0.01 0.74

TOTAL 161,841 272,587 352,881 416,076 349,653 320,115 329,936 456,418 2,659,507

R% 6.09 10.25 13.27 15.64 13.15 12.04 12.41 17.16 100.00

C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



TABLE 3-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1986-87

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME $1-299 $300 - 599 $600 - 899 $900-1,199 $1,200-1,499 $1,500-1,799 $1,800 - 2,099 $2,100 TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 547 2,067 3,737 5,462 5,605 6,550 11,321 12,572 47,861
R% 1.14 4.32 7.81 11.41 11.71 13.69 23.65 26.27 100.00

C% 0.61 1.60 2.26 3.01 3.27 4.24 6.59 7.66 3.90

$1,001 - 3,000 833 3,567 7,402 11,338 9,693 8,766 12,669 19,615 73,883
R% 1.13 4.83 10.02 15.35 13.12 11.86 17.15 26.55 100.00

C% 0.93 2.77 4.48 6.24 5.66 5.68 7.38 11.96 6.02

$3,001 - 6,000 2,411 9,063 20,135 28,929 25,158 23,588 30,135 51,300 190,719
R% 1.26 4.75 10.56 15.17 13.19 12.37 15.80 26.90 100.00

C% 2.70 7.03 12.18 15.92 14.68 15.27 17.55 31.27 15.54

$6,001 - 9,000 3,029 8,923 17,781 25,060 24,010 23,595 34,233 43,634 180,265
R% 1.68 4.95 9.86 13.90 13.32 13.09 18.99 24.21 100.00

C% 3.39 6.92 10.76 13.79 14.01 15.28 19.94 26.60 14.69

$9,001 - 15,000 10,204 21,343 35,427 42,370 50,826 55,149 63,781 33,273 312,373
R% 3.27 6.83 11.34 13.56 16.27 17.65 20.42 10.65 100.00

C% 11.43 16.55 21.43 23.31 29.66 35.71 37.15 20.28 25.46

$15,001 - 20,000 17,469 32,397 41,259 39,805 37,374 27,936 16,726 3,152 216,118
R% 8.08 14.99 19.09 18.42 17.29 12.93 7.74 1.46 100.00

C% 19.57 25.11 24.96 21.90 21.81 18.09 9.74 1.92 17.61

$20,001 - 30,000 46,605 46,078 36,285 27,190 18,000 8,690 2,770 486 186,104
R% 25.04 24.76 19.50 14.61 9.67 4.67 1.49 0.26 100.00

C% 52.21 35.72 21.95 14.96 10.50 5.63 1.61 0.30 15.17

$30,001 + 8,171 5,559 3,292 1,593 691 179 66 28 19,579
R% 41.73 28.39 16.81 8.14 3.53 0.91 0.34 0.14 100.00

C% 9.15 4.31 1.99 0.88 0.40 0.12 0.04 0.02 1.60

TOTAL 89,269 128,997 165,318 181,747 171,357 154,453 171,701 164,060 1,226,902

R% 7.28 10.51 13.47 14.81 13.97 12.59 13.99 13.37 100.00

C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



TABLE 3-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1986-87

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME $1-299 $300 - 599 $600 - 899 $900-1,199 $1,200-1,499 $1,500-1,799 $1,800 - 2,099 $2,100 TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 6,119 16,740 20,995 29,116 21,255 22,490 22,172 50,816 189,703
R% 3.23 8.82 11.07 15.35 11.20 11.86 11.69 26.79 100.00

C% 8.43 11.66 11.19 12.43 11.92 13.58 14.01 17.38 13.24

$1,001 - 3,000 3,496 16,826 31,144 48,559 34,152 33,414 35,637 85,012 288,240
R% 121 5.84 10.80 16.85 11.85 11.59 12.36 29.49 100.00

C% 4.82 11.72 16.60 20.72 19.15 20.17 22.52 29.08 20.12

$3,001 - 6,000 6,264 31,586 54,582 78,457 59,162 60,596 59,715 109,868 460,230
R% 1.36 6.86 11.86 17.05 12.85 13.17 12.98 23.87 100.00

C% 8.63 22.00 29.10 33.48 33.18 36.58 37.74 37.58 32.13

$6,001 - 9,000 16,342 28,303 33,680 38,706 31,256 24,370 23,967 33,730 230,354
R% 7.09 12.29 14.62 16.80 13.57 10.58 10.40 14.64 100.00

C% 22.52 19.71 17.96 16.52 17.53 14.71 15.15 11.54 16.08

$9,001 - 15,000 20,060 35,901 38,528 34,428 29,423 23,119 15,852 12,344 209,655
R% 9.57 17.12 18.38 16.42 14.03 11.03 7.56 5.89 100.00

C% 27.64 25.00 20.54 14.69 16.50 13.96 10.02 4.22 14.63

$15,001 - 20,000 17,416 12,822 7,845 4,671 2,849 1,563 847 526 48,539
R% 35.88 26.42 16.16 9.62 5.87 3.22 1.74 1.08 100.00

C% 24.00 8.93 4.18 1.99 1.60 0.94 0.54 0.18 3.39

$20,001 - 30,000 2,824 1,389 781 384 194 107 44 60 5,783
R% 48.83 24.02 13.51 6.64 3.35 1.85 0.76 1.04 100.00

C% 3.89 0.97 0.42 0.16 0.11 0.06 0.03 0.02 0.40

$30,001 + 51 23 8 8 5 3 1 2 101
R% 50.50 22.77 7.92 7.92 4.95 2.97 0.99 1.98 100.00

C% 0.07 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01

TOTAL 72,572 143,590 187,563 234,329 178,296 165,662 158,235 292,358 1,432,605

R% 5.07 10.02 13.09 16.36 12.45 11.56 11.05 20.41 100.00

C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
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Table 4

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Student Aid Index and Grant Level

Award Period 1986-87

4A - Total
4B - Dependent
4C - Independent

Tables 4A, 4B, and 4C present the distribution of
Pelt Grant recipients by Student Aid Index (SAl)
and grant level, first for all recipients, then for

. dependents and independents, respectively.

~ The SAl when combined with the student's educa-
~ tional cost and enrcliment status determine the

amount of the Pell Grant. The statistics from
Table 4A illustrate the relationship between SAl
and grant level--the lower the index the larger
the potential for a large grant. For example,
nearly 100 percent of the students receiving the
maximum award of $2,100 had zero SAls, while
only 38 percent of the recipients who were
awarded less than $900 had the minimum SAl
Students with zero SAls who received small
grants attended low cost institutions or were
enrolled on & pari-time basis.

_ The step-shaped line drawn diagohally through

the three tables delineates valid versus invalid
awards. All cells to the right of the line should
contain zeroes, as these are invalid combinations
of SAl and grant level. For example, the maxi-
mum grant that a full-time student with an SAl

"~ of 1300 could receive was $430. Grants that

exceeded $430 for this SAl most likely repre-

‘sent overawards that are the result of the student

attending more than one institution during the
award year.

A comparison of this data with data from the
previous 5 award years indicates that such in-

valid awards continue to be rare. During 1986-
" 87, 1,858 students were in the cells to the right

of the diagonal line. These students represented
only .07 percent of all recipients. During
1985-86, 1,480 students or .05 percent re-
ceived such invalid awards; during 1984-85,
1,278 (.05 percent); during 1983-84,
16,893 (.6 percent); durin