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Introduction

The Pell Grant Program receives more Federal
funds than any other student financial aid
program authorized under Title |V of the Higher
Education Act of 1965 and its amendments.
Administered by the Department of Education’s
Office of Student Financial Assistance, the
program provides grants ranging from $100 to
$2,300 to aver 3.4 million students in 1990-
91. Since its inception in 1973, expenditures
for the Pell Grant Program have increased one
hundredfold (not adjusting for inflation) to
$4.93 billion in 1990-91.

' Eligibility

The Pell Grant is distinguished from other
financial assistance in that all students meeting
certain criteria are guaranteed aid, with the
amount of aid determined by financial need and
educational cost. However, because of limited
funding the program is nota true entitiement as
beneéfits may be reduced from those anticipated
under a fully funded system. To be eligible for
a grant an individual must meet certain

" residency requirements, be enrolled at least
“haif-time in an eligible program at a school

participating in the Pell Grant Program {with
some exceptions), and be determined to have

sufficient financial need.

Financial need for 1990-91 is calculated using
formulae mandated by Congress in the Higher
Education Act Amendments of 1986. These
formulae, applied consistently to alf applicants,
take inta account such indicétors of financial
strength as income, assets and family size. In
1990-91, the name of the calculation result
changed from the Student Aid index {SAI) to
the Pell Grant Index (PGl). The PGI, combined

with the cost of the student’s education and
the student’s enroliment status (full, three-
quarters or haif-time) determines the amount of
the Pell Grant.

The lower the PG|, the greater the

demonstration of a student’s financial need.

Consequently, the amount of the grant
increases as the PG| decreases, such that an
applicant with the minimum PGl of zero may
receive the maximum award equal to 60
percent of the applicant’s educational cost for
the year up to $2,300. Proportionally smaller
awards are made to part-time students.

Funding Level

The amount of a Pell Grant award is also
influenced by the program appropriations
eétablished by Congress. As shownin Table 1,
if full-funding for all recipients is not available,
awards are reduced so that each recipient will
receive some portion of their full entitiement.
Since 1973-74, the Department of Education
has reduced the amount of Pell Grant awards in
eight award vyears. The three types of
reduction include: flat reduction, stepped
reduction and Iihear reduction. A flat reduction
is a decrease of all awards by a constant doliar
amount. Stepped reductions are a more
progressive reduction where award cutbacks

_are commensurate with the size of the grant

within specified PGl ranges. For exampte, more
money is deducted from grants in the higher
PGi ranges than those is the lower ranges. The
third reduction is a linear reduction, which is a
complex equation of reduction where each
grant amount is reduced by a proportional
dollar amount based on the actuai PGII.
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Purpose of the End-of-Year Report

The Pell Grant End-of-Year Report is the
presentation and analysis of a series of tables
that describe selected aspects of Pell Grant

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 development and is
incorporated each year into the End-of-Year
Report. This report can assist higher education
officials and financial aid administrators to
better understand current patterns of Pell Grant
dishursements. '

Databases for End-of-Year Report Tahlaes

All tables in the 1990-91 End-of-Year Report

are derived from a merged file containing

applicant and recipient data through December
1991. The applicant data are from the student
applications processed by the central
processor; recipient or disbursement data are
derived from information reported by
institutions on the Payment Document portion
{Part 3} of the Student Aid Report {SAR).

The grant level and expenditure information
accurately reflect Pell Grant Program
expenditures for 1990-91. However, using
only Pell Grant data through December 1991
means that some unreconciled student
payment data may be incorporated in the
universe file. Nevertheless, the number of
additions to the file after the cut-off date will
be small and should not significantly change
the current distributions.

vii
Organization
The 1990-91 End-of-Year Report is organized

into six chapters, with gach chapter focusing
on a particular aspect of the program.

Chapter 1 highlights the most significant
program activities of the 1980-81 award

period. This chapter contains general overview -
information including: the total number of

applications processed and grant recipients;
income-related characteristics of applicants and
recipients as well as the types and number of
institutions participating in the Pell Grant
Program. '

Chapter 2 profiles Pell Grant recipients by
examining the relationships between Pell Grant
Index (PGl), Family Income, Grant Level, Type
of Institution, Educational Cost and Net Asset
Level.

Chapter 3 examines the interrelationship of
dependent students’ earnings and family
income, presents information about the

eligibility status of applicants by income level, .

explains summary information on applicants
reporting veteran’s educational benefits, and
contains a table on enroliment status by type
and control of institution. Also included are
tables to examine applicants receiving Pell
Grants under special provisions such as
disiocated workers and displaced homemakers,
simplified needs test and special condition
fiters, as well as a table looking at verified Pell
Grant recipients.

Chapter 4 looks at certain characteristics of
applicants and Pell Grant recipients. by
application source.

Chapter 8 summarizes information on
institutions participating in the Pell Grant

=
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Program. It includes data on the number of
schools participating,‘ their location, type and
control {public or private), the lengths of
programs offered, expenditures and average
grant by institution, and control of institution
by state and state of the recipient’s legal

viii

residence. A glossary at the ‘end of this
document defines the terms used in this report.
In order to facilitate cross-year comparisons,
the format of the tables in this report is

- gonsistent with that of previous cycles.
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CHAPTER 1

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE PELL GRANT PROGRAM
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Highlights of the Pell Grant Program.

Award Period 1990-91

This chapter highlights key 1990-91 Pell Grant
statistics with the emphasis on changes in
program activity since the previous cycle
{1989-90). Exhibit 1 features some of the
most notable changes in 1990-91, illustrated
by various tables throughout the End-of-Year
Report. The chapter concludes with a
discussion of Table 1, which compares
applicant, recipient and expenditure data from
the programs inception in 1973-74 through the
present cycle, 1990-91.

Applicant Summary

th 1990-91, 7,138,940 students, or
approximately 63 percent of all undergraduate
students, applied for a Pelt Grant. (Acc_ordind to
the National Center for Education Statistics,
undergraduate enrolilment in 1990-81 s
estimated at 11.4 million.) This represents a
5.3 percent increase over the number of
applicants in- 1989-80 and, combined with
previous cycles, constitutes a 26.9 percent
increase since 1985-86. The increase in
épplicants is consistene with similar increases
in total undergraduate enrollments.

Formula changes that went into effect in 1988-
89 and continued in 1980-91 enabled some
more moderate income applicants to qualify for
Pell Grants. For example, the protection of
home assets was increased, state tax offsets
were” added, families with more than one
person in college had reduced contributions,

the protection of business/farm assets was
increased, and independent students with

.dependents often had reduced contributions.

Other provisions resulted in increased eligibility.
For low income applicants, the Simplified
Needs Test was implemented as were
provisions for dislocated workers and displaced
homemakers. Each of these provisions usually
resuited in increased eligibility. Some changes
resuited in increased contributions. These
latter changes were targeted at married
independents with no dependents, married
dependent students, and applicants with large
elementary/secondary tuitiqn expenses.

A comparison of eligibility rates in 1990-21

with those in 1989-90 show slightly fewer
applicants eligible to receive a grant. Of the
students who applied for a Pell Grant in 1990-
91, 63.1 percent were eligible to receive a
grant {compared to 64.1 percent in 1989-90)
because they demonstrate sufficient financial
need. More than 27.3 percent did not qualify
to receive a grant and the status of the
remaining 9.6 percent could not be determined
because they provided insufficient information
on the application and did not complete
application processing. '

Recipient Summary

The 2.5 percent increase in recipients in 1990-

- 91 (3,404,810 students) is less than the
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Exhibit 1

Summary of Selected Changes in the Pell Grant Program:
| 7989-90 to 71990-91

- Applicants up 5.3% from 6.78 million to 7.14 million

Slight decrease in percentage of applicants qualifying for a graht, from 64.1% to
63.1%

Slight decrease in percentage of qualified appficants receiving a grant, from 76.4%

to 75.5%

2.5% increase in recipients, from 3.32 million to 3.40 million
Average family income of recipients up-only .5% from $11,852 to $11,907

Average educational cost for recipients up 2.0%, from $4,962 to $5,063

Minor increase of .8% in average Pell Grant, from $1,438 to $1,449

Total Pell expenditures up 3.3%, from $4.78 billion to $4.93 billion
Continuing increase in percentage of independent recipients, from §9.0% to0 60.5%

Enrollment up in public institutions (from 60.0% to 61.1%), down slightly in
private, non-profit institutions {(from 18.3% to 17.9%) and down in private, profit-

~ making institutions (from 21.7% to 20.9%)



overall increase in the number of applicants
(5.3 percent) for Pell Grants, but consistent
with the reduced eligibility rate. Less than half
(39.5 percent) of all recipients are dependent
on their families as their primary source of
income. A comparison with 1989-90 data
indicates a slight increase in the age of the
recipient population with a noteworthy increase
from 20.6 percent to 21.4 percent in those
recipients over 31 years old.

Consistent with the intent of the Pell Grant
Program the data show that grants are directed
towards the lowest income students.. Almost
99.0 percent of all applicants reporting income
of less than $10,000 are eligible to receive a
Pell Grant, in comparison only 36.5 percent of
those reporting income greater than $20,000

~are eligible to receive a grant.

) Parcentage of Applicants
o3B8888388

010000  10,001-20,000 20,000+
Family income ()

Figure 1: Family Income for Pell Grant
' Applicants

As a result, most recipients are in the lower
income ranges. -Over half, 51.2 percent of all
recipients report family income of less than
$9,000. ‘As llustrated in Figure 2,
independents are more numerous in the lower
income ranges. More than 66.9 percent of all
independents report\family income less than
$9,000 compared to only 26.9 percent of
dependent recipients. Likewise, 36.2 percent
of de'pendents report family income greater

3

than $20,000 while only 9.7: percent of
independents report income in this range.
Average family income for the total recipient

. population has increased minimally (.5 percent)

to $11,907 from $11,852 in 1989-90.
Average income for independents ($8,550)} has
increased at a faster rate with an 4.0 percent
increase of 1989-90 ($8,221). Dependents
experienced a slight decrease in average family
income from $17,072 in 1989-90 to $17,056
in 1890-91.

c3B83888838

Peartentags of Recipiants

08000  9,001-20,000 20,001 +
Famity Incomie ($)

Figure 2: Family Income for Pell Grant
Recipients

Most 1990-91 recipients report having few

- available assets. Just as in 1989-90, more

than 77.9 percent of recipients, most of whom
are independent, have net assets less than
$7,500 in 1990-91. Approximately 92.9
percent of independent recipients have less
than $7,500 in net assets compared to 54.6 |
percent of depen'dent recipients.

Expenditure Summary

The average grant for Pell Grant recipients has
increased approximately .8 percent from
$1,438 in 1989-20 to $1,449 in 1990-91.
Higher educational costs, higher maximum Pell
Grant allowances and a growing percentage of
independent recipients, who often qualify of
higher awards than dependents, may contribute
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to this rise. Increases in both average grant

. and the number of recipients translates into a

3.3 percent increase in . total program
expenditures to over $4.93 billion dollars.

Institutional Characteristics

in 1990-91, 7,016 institutions participate in
the Pell Grant program, a reduction of 105
schools since 1989-30. Nearly three out of ten
{29.6 percent} offer two year but less than
three vyear programs, many of which are
community and private junior colleges. Schools
offering 1 year but less than 2 year programs
are next in number, accounting for 23.9
percent of the total. Schools offering program's
of 6 months to one year and four year colleges
with no graduate programs follow with 19.1
and 13.9 percent of the toial respectively. Five
year or more universities account of just 11.6
percent of the total number of participating
institutions followed only by 2 to 3 vyear
institutions with 2.0 percent.

Enrollment of Pell Grant recipients varied

» considerably by type of school (Figure 3).

Institutions with programs of two but less three
years attract the most recipients with 34.7
percent of the total. Although they are
relatively few in number, institutions offering
programs of 5 years or more attract 34.4
percent, followed, in order, by 4 year schools
{14.5 percent), 1 year but less than 2 year
schaools (8.9 percent), less than 1 year schools

{6.8 percent) and 3 to 4 year schools {.7

percent).

Application Source

"Students can apply for a 1990-91 Pell Grant

using any one of six forms. As shown in the
left of Figure 4, 40.7 percent use the
application form supplied by the College

25 Years +
BE 4 Yeers, No Graduate
EZ 3 Years <4 Years
2 Years < 8 Yoars
B2 1 Yoar <2 Yaars
76 Months < 1 Year

Figure 3: School Type Attended by Recipients

Scholarship Commission (CSS); 28.2 percent
use the Federal (AFSA) form; 18.7 percent use
the American College Testing (ACT) form; 3.9
percent use the Pennsylvania Higher Education
Assistance Agency's {PHEAA)} and CSX's form,
and- 3.5 percent use the United Student Aid
Funds (USAF) form. Late in 1990-91, the U.S.
Department of Education introduced Stage Zero -
which allows students to apply for aid
electronically directly to the Central Processing
System. In 1990-91 one percent of the

applicant population used this application
method. :

Applicants by Application Scurce
Total

2388

Percantage
888

Appiication Source

Figure 4: Applicants by Application Source

Eligibility of students vary by source ‘of
application. Applicants who use the Federal
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form and Stage Zero are more likely to report
lower incomes, Cdnsequentiv, these applicants

‘qualify for an award at a higher rate than

students using one of the other forms. As
shown in the right-moast bar of each pair in
Figure 4, more than nine out of ten Stage Zero
applicants {91.5 percent} and 81.3 percent of
AFSA filers qualify to receive a grant. In

" comparison, 79.0 percent of CSX filers, 65.4

percent of USAF filers, 61.8 percent of ACT

5

filers, 50.1 percent of CSS filers, and 49.6
percent of PHEAA filers qualify.- However,
because some qualified applicants do not enroll
or do not otherwise qualify for a grant, the
percentages of qualified recipients receiving a
grant are lower (68.0 percent of Stage Zero,
71.3 percent of AFSA, 72.5 percent of USAF,
73.6 percent of CSX, 74.9 percent of PHEAA,
78.0 percent of CSS, and 81.2 percent of ACT
filers).
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Table 1

. Pell Grant Program
Summary Statistics for Cross-Year Reference

“Award Period 1990-91

Table 1 summarizes the genéral applicant and
fecipient trends in the Pell Grant Program from

award period 1973-74, the first year of the '

program, through award period 1990-91.
1973-74 through_1979-80

The Pell Grant Program grew rapidly following

its initial vear, both in terms of student
-participation and dollar expenditures. As the

eligible population expanded from freshman
anly in 1973-74 to all undergraduates attending
Pell Grant participating schools at least
half-time in 1976-77, the number of aid
recipients increased elevenfold (from 176,000
to 1.9 miflion) and expendiiures 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

11978-79). However, with the drop in the

percentage of applicants qualified to receive a
grant and a sharp increase in the proportion 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 greatly following the
1978-79 award year, primarily in response to .
the passage of the Middle Income Student
Assistance 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 miltion

to 2.5 million) in 1973-80. The average size of
each recipient's award also increased {(from
$814 in 1978-79 to $929 in 1979-80}). The
sharp rise in recipients, coupled 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 1987-88

Table 1 shows that during the first 8 years of

the decade the program experienced a

relatively - slow, but steady, yeaf-to-year
expansion in terms of applicants, and, with the
exception of two years, a similar expansion in
recipients and commitment of funds.



Students submitting an official Peltl Grant ap-
plication increased from 4.8 million in 1980-81

‘to 6.3 million in 1987-88, with the fargest 1

year percentage increase {7 percent) occurring
after the 1985-86 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 to 2.9 million

. by 1987-88.

Although the increase in the number of
postsecondary students benefiting from the
program was refatively small during this 8 year
periqd, the average size of individual grants
grew substantiaily. In 1980-81, the average
was $882; by 1987-88 the figure had risen by

48 percent to $1,303. 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
prorarri expenditures to nearly $3.75 billion in
1987-88, a 57 percent increase over the
1980-81 figure.

" Table 1 shows that ather program statistics

remained relatively constant during this 8 year
period. The percentage of applications rejected
by the processing system varied from a low of
8.7 percent in 1981-82 to a high of 9.7
percent in 1984-85. The portion of applicants
qualifying for a grant also did not fluctuate
greatly. Applicants in '1980-81 had the
greatest rate of qualifying, with 69 percent
demonstrating sufficient need for a grant.

Applicants in 1987-88 had the least rate, with

60.5 percent showing sufficient need.

A closer look at Table 1 shows that not all

7

applicants who qualify for a Pelll Grant actually
receive one. Some do not attend schaol;
others- enroll but do not corhplete the process
by submitting the Student Aid Report to the
financial aid office; and, some who qualify
based on financial need are ineligible for a Pell
Grant for other reasons (for example, the
student does not make satisfactory academic
progress}, The percentage of qualified, eligible
appli’cants' who actually received aid varied
from a low of 70.6 in 1986-87 to a high of
81.3 in 1980-81.

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

" verification. Students whose forms have been

flagged by the processing system are required.
to present to their financial aid office certain
financial documents, such as U.S. Federal tax
returns. Table 1 shows that the percentage of
applications selected for verification fluctuated
greatly during most'of the 1980s. 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 peaked in 1986-87, when 44 percent
of wvalid applicants were selected for

' verification. By 1987-88 the figure stabilized

at approximately 30 percent as a result of a
cap imposed by Congress.

1988-89 through 1990-91

1988-89 was a year of changés in the Pell

: Grant Program. Under the Higher Education

Act of 1986, changes in the formulae used to
determine the Student Aid Index (renarned Pell
Grant Index in 1990-91} were placed into the
law for implementation in this year. As a result
of more generous provisions for most
applicants, the percentage of eligible applicants
increased and the average grant rose
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substantially. The number of students filing an
official application for a Pell Grant rose to 6.5
million in 1988-89. Almost 4.2 million

applicants (64 percent} were eligible to receive

a Pell Grant in 1988-89, a 4 percent increase
over 1987-88. The 3.2 million applicants who
received a Pell Grant in 1988-89 (76 percent of
the eligible applicants), represented ah 11
percent increase over the 2.9 million recipients
in 1987-88. '

Not only did more students benefit from the
program in 1988-89, but those who did benefit
enjoyed larger individual grants, with the

average grant increasing from $1,303 to

$1,399. Due to the increased number of

recipients and larger grants, overall program

expenditures rose by 19.2 percent to $4.48
biflion. This represented the largest one-year
increase since 1979-80.

Many of the trends resulting from the
legislative changes established in 1988-89
continued in 1989-90. The number of
applicants grew 4.0 percent to 6.78 million
with over 4.34 mitliqn of those applicants

~ eligible to receive a grant in 1989-90 (3.5

percent increase over 1988-89). Consistent
with legislation requiring that no more than 30
percent of these applicants be selected for
verification, 29.4 percent of the eligible
population has been selected for verification in
1989-90.
increased from $2,200 in 1988-89 to $2,300

The maximum allowable grant

8

in 1989-90. The average grant also continues
to increase in 1989-90 to $1,438. This,
combined with a 3.9 percent increase in
recipients to over 3.32 million accounts for
over $4.78 billion in program expenditures.

By 1990-91 the effects of the 1988-89
legislative changes had stabilized. Changes
made in 1990-91 were targeted at the financial
aid delivery system rather than the student that
would receive the aid. Most notably the
decentralization of the Pell Grant Application
Processing System {PGAPS} resulted in a
Central Processing System (CPS) and the
addition of two Multiple Data Entry (MDE

 processors), USAF and CSX, and the

elimination of ISSC as an MDE. Also in 1990-
91, electronic application processing was
introduced and began to grow.

In 1990-91, the number of appiicants- grew 5.3
percent to 7.14 million, with over 4.51 million
of those applicants eligible to receive a grant {a
3.7 percent increase over 1989-80). The
percentage of applicants eligible for a grant

- decreased slightly to 63.1 percent from 64.1

percent in 1989-90. . The average grant
increased nominally (.8 percent) in 1990-91 to
$1,449. This, combined with a 2.5 percent
increase in recipients to .over 3.40 million,

" accounts for over $4.93 billion in program

expenditures, an _inbrease of 3.3 percent
compared to 1989-90.



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 1981-82
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 4,945,760
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 4,614,590
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 3,398,237
QUALIFIED APPLICANTS 52.34 52.24 62.21 62.89 62.18 57.36 72.37 69.02 68.71
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF 213,887 432,436 723,509 1,150,675 1,231,321 1,172,825 838,684 1,145,228 1,216,353
NON-QUALIFIED
APPLICANTS 41.70 33.14 30.93 32.05 32.03 30.19 20.03 23.73 24.59
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
APPLICATOINS RETURNED 30,535 190,793 160,641 181,661 222,406 483,955 318,287 349,658 331,170
FOR INCUFFICIENT DATA
AND NEVER RE-SUBMITTED 5.95 14.62 6.87 5.06 5.79 12.46 7.60 7.25 6.70
FOR PROCESSING
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL 348,236 280,918 265,283 266,197
APPLICATIONS
CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE Full-Time Frerwrlr-Ieerg S:L?ﬂ':g‘;g Al Al Al Al Al Al
APPLICANTS Freshmen P ) Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates
Sophomores Juniors

NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE
APPLICANTS SELECTED 119,263 232,118 320,852 313,791
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 2,709,076
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| $2,299,718,000
AVERAGE AWARD $270 $628 $761 $759 $758 $825 $987 $887 $849
MINIMUM AWARD $50 $50 $200 $200 $200 $50 $200 $150 $120
MAXIMUM AWARD $452 $1,050 $1,400 $1,400 $1,400 $1,600 $1,800 $1,750 $1,670
FUNDING LEVEL STEPPED STEPPED FULL FULL FULL STEPPED FULL $50 FLAT $50 FLAT

REDUCTION | REDUCTION FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING REDUCTION FUNDING REDUCTION REDUCTION




Table 1 - Page 2

Pell Grant Program

Summary of statistics for Cross-Year Reference

AWARD PERIOD

1982-83 1983-84 1984-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 1988-89 1989-90 1990-91
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING OFFICIAL 5,118,558 5,453,548 5,514,029 5,627,131 6,028,303 6,297,598 6,519,349 6,777,992 7,138,940
APPLICATIONS
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING VALID 4,709,225 4,955,775 4,981,357 5,205,492 5,535,734 5,714,194 5,913,224 6,165,309 6,455,099
APPLICATIONS
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF 3,341,371 3,541,191 3,558,386 3,710,933 3,769,608 3,812,814 4,199,322 4,347,681 4,507,984
QUALIFIED APPLICANTS 65.28 64.93 64.53 65.95 62.53 60.54 64.41 64.14 63.15
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF 1,367,854 1,414,584 1,422,971 1,494,559 1,766,126 1,901,380 1,713,902 1,817,628 1,947,115
NON-QUALIFIED
APPLICANTS 26.72 25.94 25.81 26.56 29.30 30.19 26.29 26.82 27.27
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
APPLICATOINS RETURNED 409,333 497,773 532,672 421,639 492,569 583,404 606,125 612,683 683,841
FOR INCUFFICIENT DATA
AND NEVER RE-SUBMITTED 8.00 9.13 9.66 7.49 8.17 9.26 9.30 9.04 9.58
FOR PROCESSING
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL 296,146 284,945 299,485 287,661 321,489 320,193 318,291 301,658 177,718
APPLICATIONS
CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE All Al All Al All Al All Al All
APPLICANTS Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates Undergraduates
NUMBER OF ELIGIBLE
APPLICANTS SELECTED 1,660,021 1,047,792 1,046,080 2,079,093 2,452,150 1,698,146 1,892,916 1,277,397 1,421,596
FOR VALIDAITON
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 2,522,746 2,758,906 2,747,100 2,813,489 2,659,507 2,881,547 3,198,286 3,322,151 3,404,810

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

$2,420,517,000

$2,797,057,000

$3,052,999,052

$3,597,379,921

$3,460,006,551

$3,754,329,481

$4,475,693,249

$4,777,844,232

$4,935,191,005

AVERAGE AWARD $959 $1,014 $1,111 $1,279 $1,301 $1,303 $1,399 $1,438 $1,449
MINIMUM AWARD $50 $200 $200 $200 $100 $200 $200 $200 $100
MAXIMUM AWARD $1,800 $1,800 $1,900 $2,100 $2,100 $2,100 $2,200 $2,300 $2,300
FUNDING LEVEL STEPPED FULL FULL FULL LINEAR FULL FULL FULL LINEAR
REDUCTION FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING REDUCTION FUNDING FUNDING FUNDING REDUCTION




CHAPTER 2

SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
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Table 2

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Pell Grant Index and Family Income

Award Period 1990-91

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

Table 2A shows the distribution of Pell Grant
recipients by Pell Grant Index (PGI} and family
income. Tables 2B and 2C show the same
data for dependent and independent students,
respectively.  Throughout the End-of-Year
Repdrt, family income is considered to be the
sum of the parents’ {if the student is dependent
on the parent for financial supportl or the
student’s. {if the student is independent) 1989
taxable and nontaxable income, including one
half of certain Veteran’s benefits the student
may have received.

Increase In Dependent Racipients Continues.

As shown in Table 2A, over 3.4 million
students received a Pell Grant during 1990-91.
A comparison of Tables 28 and 2C shows the
percentage of recipients claiming to be
independent of their parents’ support has
continued to increase. The proportion of
independent recipients has risen steadily over
the past decade. In 1990-91, 60.5 percent of
al{ recipient_s were independent, up from 59.0
percent in 1989-90, and 57.9 percent in 1988-

89. The reader should note that 1987-88 was
the first vear a student’s age, veterans status,
and whether he or she is an orphan or has
dependents were the critical determinants for
dependency status. '

Majority of Recipients Still Have Family Income
$9,000 or Less. The data clearly show that
Pell Grant awards are directed toward the
lowest income students (See Figure 5}. Over
half (51.1 percent} of the 1990-21 recipients
report a family income of less than $3,001.
Whereas, only 20.1 percent reported income
greater than $20,000, with the majority of
these in the $20,000 and $30,000 income
range. '

Independent students, because they are
reporting their often limited 1989 income,
predominated in the lower income ranges.
Approximately two-thirds (66.9 percent) of

‘independents reported a family income of less

than $9,001 compared to only 27.0 percent of
dependents. Accordingly, dependents who
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Figure 5: Distribution of Family Income by
Dependency Status

must report their parents’ resources are more
numerous in the higher income ranges. For
example, 36.2 percent of all dependents had
family income greater than '$20,000_ whereas
only 9.6 percent of independents were in this

. range.

Family Income Increase with Inflation. In
1988-89, there was a dramatic increase in the
average family income of Pell Grant récipients.
This increase was attributed to changes in the
formulae that . .made more families with
moderate incomes eligible for aid. In 1989-90,
the increase in average family income resumed
a slower pace consistent with basic inflationary
_pressures at 4.6 - percent. In 1990-91
however, average family income remained
steady at $11,807, a .4 percent increase from
the previous cycle. In 1990-81, independents
experienced a slight increase in family income
whereas dependents actually saw a decline in
average family income. Average family income
for independents increased only 4.0 percent
from $8,221 to $8,550 versus a nominal
decrease (less than one percent) from $17,072
to §17,056 for dependents.
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Majority Have Zero PGI, But This Group Is
Shrinking. Table 2A shows that more than half
of the recipients in 1990-91 receive a zero PGI.
Therefore they were eligible for the maximum
grant within their cost and enroliment status-
category. The percentage of recipients
receiving a zero PGl has fluctuated from 56.9
percent in 1987-88 to 53.6 percent in 1988-
89, 51.6 percent in 1989-90, and finally to
53.4 percent in 1990-91. As shown in Table
2B, 'independents were much mare likely to
receive a lower PGl than dependents. Two-
thirds (66.6 percent) of independents receive a
zero PGl compared to 33.2 percent of
dependents. {n contrast, only 9.7 percent of
independents have a PGl greater than 1,000,
while 25.1 percent of dependents are in this
PGl range. Figure 5 graphically summarizes the
distribution of PGls by dependency status.

Table 2A also presents the distribution of PGls
received by 1930-91 recipients. The PGl is an

" indicator of an applicant’s ability to pay for his

or her college education that the school uses
along with the student’s educational cost and
enroliment status to determine the amount of
the grant. Within a given educational cost and
enrollment status, a lower PGI results in a
higher grant. In 1990-21, 2,100 is the highest
PGl with which a student could receive and
qualify for a Pell Grant.

Because PGl is a measure of an applicant’s
financial strength, it is not surprising that there
is a strong cofrelation between reported family
income and PGlL. In fadt, famfly income, A
together with the amount of fafnilv assets and
expenses and certain demographic data
{number of family members, for exampie)
determines the PGl. Table 2A shows that the
lower an applicant’s family income the greater
potential for a low PGI, and ultimately a larger
grant. Approximately 97.3 percent of all
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students (99.7 percent of independents and
86.2 percent of dependents) reporting incomes
of $8,000 or less received zero PGls. The 2.7
percent in this income group who-do not
receive zero PGls most likely reported
substantial assets. Looking further, 88.1
percent of students with incomes of $2,000 or
less receive PGls of zero and almost 76.2
percent with incomes of $15,000 or less
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received a zero PGl. By comparison, ‘only 2.9
percent of the over $15,000 income group
receive the minimum PGI. This represents a
slight increase from the .4 percent in this group
who received a zero PGl in 1989-90. To
receive a zero PG, these recipients must have
certain high expenses, 3 large family, and/or
muitiple family members attending college.



TABLE 2-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND FAMILY INCOME
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

FAMILY INCOME

PELL GRANT INDEX Less Than $1,001- $3,001- $6,001- $9,001- $15,001- 20,001- $30,001- TOTAL
$1,001 3,000 6,000 9,000 15,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 $40,001+

O 205,809 301,086 656,663 369,860 254,966 26,352 3,869 353 147 1,819,105 N
11.3% 16.6% 36.1% 20.3% 14.0% 1.4% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
95.1% 98.1% 97.5% 68.0% 42.0% 7.1% 0.8% 0.2% 0.3% 53.4% C%

1- 200......c 7,668 4,198 10,985 41,128 153,231 58,226 12,802 456 105 288,799 N
2.7% 1.5% 3.8% 14.2% 53.1% 20.2% 4.4% 0.2% 0.0% 100.0% R%
3.5% 1.4% 1.6% 7.6% 25.2% 15.6% 2.6% 0.3% 0.2% 85% C%

201 - 400......cccoeinens 1,241 606 1,839 24,572 81,786 74,254 36,787 2,109 131 223,325 N
0.6% 0.3% 0.8% 11.0% 36.6% 33.2% 16.5% 0.9% 0.1% 100.0% R%
0.6% 0.2% 0.3% 4.5% 13.5% 19.9% 7.5% 1.4% 0.3% 6.6% C%

401 - 600.......cccceuvnneee 498 274 882 22,180 31,491 76,058 60,785 6,104 333 198,605 N
0.3% 0.1% 0.4% 11.2% 15.9% 38.3% 30.6% 3.1% 0.2% 100.0% R%
0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 4.1% 5.2% 20.4% 12.4% 4.0% 0.8% 58% C%

601 - 800......cccceenns 351 214 739 21,479 11,702 60,936 61,874 11,447 954 169,696 N
0.2% 0.1% 0.4% 12.7% 6.9% 35.9% 36.5% 6.7% 0.6% 100.0% R%
0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 3.9% 1.9% 16.4% 12.6% 7.6% 2.2% 50% C%

801 - 1,000 267 168 569 19,748 9,453 35,094 70,838 17,881 1,998 156,016 N
0.2% 0.1% 0.4% 12.7% 6.1% 22.5% 45.4% 11.5% 1.3% 100.0% R%
0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 3.6% 1.6% 9.4% 14.5% 11.8% 4.6% 46% C%

1,001 -1,200......ccccenne 137 80 422 17,838 9,295 14,577 74,588 21,376 3,865 142,178 N
0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 12.5% 6.5% 10.3% 52.5% 15.0% 2.7% 100.0% R%
0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 3.3% 1.5% 3.9% 15.2% 14.1% 8.8% 42% C%

1,201 - 1,400.......c.cccune 110 81 365 13,942 10,661 8,250 54,506 21,857 5,611 115,383 N
0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 12.1% 9.2% 7.2% 47.2% 18.9% 4.9% 100.0% R%
0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 2.6% 1.8% 2.2% 11.1% 14.4% 12.8% 34% C%

1,401 -1,600................. 85 55 256 8,193 13,743 6,854 46,549 22,854 7,760 106,349 N
0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 7.7% 12.9% 6.4% 43.8% 21.5% 7.3% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% 2.3% 1.8% 9.5% 15.1% 17.7% 31% C%

1,601 - 1,800 80 71 267 3,666 15,895 6,250 38,517 23,875 10,270 98,891 N
0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 3.7% 16.1% 6.3% 38.9% 24.1% 10.4% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 2.6% 1.7% 7.9% 15.8% 23.4% 29% C%

1,801 -2,100.......c.cccuee 75 33 206 1,367 14,705 5,423 28,714 23,217 12,723 86,463 N
0.1% 0.0% 0.2% 1.6% 17.0% 6.3% 33.2% 26.9% 14.7% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 2.4% 1.5% 5.9% 15.3% 29.0% 25% C%

Total....coovviericre, 216,321 306,866 673,193 543,973 606,928 372,274 489,829 151,529 43,897 3,404,810 N
6.4% 9.0% 19.8% 16.0% 17.8% 10.9% 14.4% 4.5% 1.3% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 2-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND FAMILY INCOME
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

FAMILY INCOME

PELL GRANT INDEX Less Than $1,001- $3,001- $6,001- $9,001- $15,001- 20,001- $30,001- TOTAL
$1,001 3,000 6,000 9,000 15,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 $40,001+

22,891 45,791 119,182 119,402 119,782 16,365 2,697 245 109 446,464 N
5.1% 10.3% 26.7% 26.7% 26.8% 3.7% 0.6% 0.1% 0.0% 100.0% R%
68.7% 89.2% 89.3% 82.7% 43.6% 7.4% 0.8% 0.2% 0.3% 33.2% C%

1- 200..... 7,655 4,164 10,094 16,364 72,184 36,344 10,133 398 98 157,434 N
4.9% 2.6% 6.4% 10.4% 45.9% 23.1% 6.4% 0.3% 0.1% 100.0% R%
23.0% 8.1% 7.6% 11.3% 26.3% 16.5% 3.1% 0.3% 0.2% 11.7% C%

201 - 400.......ccccoeenns 1,226 571 1,536 2,660 36,006 38,203 26,525 1,867 106 108,700 N
1.1% 0.5% 1.4% 2.4% 33.1% 35.1% 24.4% 1.7% 0.1% 100.0% R%
3.7% 1.1% 1.2% 1.8% 13.1% 17.3% 8.2% 1.5% 0.3% 81% C%

401 - 600.......cccceenee 483 245 663 1,352 16,260 37,102 39,500 5,235 303 101,143 N
0.5% 0.2% 0.7% 1.3% 16.1% 36.7% 39.1% 5.2% 0.3% 100.0% R%
1.5% 0.5% 0.5% 0.9% 5.9% 16.8% 12.2% 4.3% 0.8% 75% C%

601 - 800......ccccunns 347 199 534 1,134 7,337 33,712 38,543 9,785 861 92,452 N
0.4% 0.2% 0.6% 1.2% 7.9% 36.5% 41.7% 10.6% 0.9% 100.0% R%
1.0% 0.4% 0.4% 0.8% 2.7% 15.3% 11.9% 8.0% 2.1% 6.9% C%

801-1,000.......cccuuees 252 139 401 893 5,571 22,864 41,999 14,743 1,789 88,651 N
0.3% 0.2% 0.5% 1.0% 6.3% 25.8% 47.4% 16.6% 2.0% 100.0% R%
0.8% 0.3% 0.3% 0.6% 2.0% 10.4% 13.0% 12.1% 4.4% 6.6% C%

1,001 - 1,200.................. 133 62 265 668 4,770 11,812 45,159 17,619 3,519 84,007 N
0.2% 0.1% 0.3% 0.8% 5.7% 14.1% 53.8% 21.0% 4.2% 100.0% R%
0.4% 0.1% 0.2% 0.5% 1.7% 5.4% 13.9% 14.4% 8.7% 6.3% C%

1,201 -1,400.......c.cccunee 98 65 235 612 4,066 7,739 36,262 17,907 5,106 72,090 N
0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 0.8% 5.6% 10.7% 50.3% 24.8% 7.1% 100.0% R%
0.3% 0.1% 0.2% 0.4% 1.5% 3.5% 11.2% 14.6% 12.7% 54% C%

1,401 - 1,600 7 35 161 493 3,427 6,340 32,153 18,371 7,101 68,158 N
0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.7% 5.0% 9.3% 47.2% 27.0% 10.4% 100.0% R%
0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 1.2% 2.9% 9.9% 15.0% 17.6% 51% C%

1,601 - 1,800.........ccc.ee 75 51 180 444 3,011 5,421 28,137 18,384 9,496 65,199 N
0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 0.7% 4.6% 8.3% 43.2% 28.2% 14.6% 100.0% R%
0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3% 1.1% 2.5% 8.7% 15.0% 23.5% 49% C%

1,801 -2,100......cc.cccuee 65 26 137 344 2,352 4,371 22,722 17,749 11,840 59,606 N
0.1% 0.0% 0.2% 0.6% 3.9% 7.3% 38.1% 29.8% 19.9% 100.0% R%
0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 0.9% 2.0% 7.0% 14.5% 29.4% 4.4% C%

Total.....cooeviiricnn 33,302 51,348 133,388 144,366 274,766 220,273 323,830 122,303 40,328 1,343,904 N
2.5% 3.8% 9.9% 10.7% 20.4% 16.4% 24.1% 9.1% 3.0% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 2-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND FAMILY INCOME
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

FAMILY INCOME

PELL GRANT INDEX Less Than $1,001- $3,001- $6,001- $9,001- $15,001- 20,001- $30,001- TOTAL
$1,001 3,000 6,000 9,000 15,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 $40,001+

[ 182,918 255,295 537,481 250,458 135,184 9,987 1,172 108 38 1,372,641 N

13.3% 18.6% 39.2% 18.2% 9.8% 0.7% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
99.9% 99.9% 99.6% 62.7% 40.7% 6.6% 0.7% 0.4% 1.1% 66.6%

1- 200......c 13 34 891 24,764 81,047 21,882 2,669 58 7 131,365 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 18.9% 61.7% 16.7% 2.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 6.2% 24.4% 14.4% 1.6% 0.2% 0.2% 6.4% C%

201 - 400......cccoeinens 15 35 303 21,912 45,780 36,051 10,262 242 25 114,625 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 19.1% 39.9% 31.5% 9.0% 0.2% 0.0% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 5.5% 13.8% 23.7% 6.2% 0.8% 0.7% 56% C%

401 - 600.......cccceuvnnene 15 29 219 20,828 15,231 38,956 21,285 869 30 97,462 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 21.4% 15.6% 40.0% 21.8% 0.9% 0.0% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.2% 4.6% 25.6% 12.8% 3.0% 0.8% 47% C%

601 - 800......cccceenns 4 15 205 20,345 4,365 27,224 23,331 1,662 93 77,244 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 26.3% 5.7% 35.2% 30.2% 2.2% 0.1% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 5.1% 1.3% 17.9% 14.1% 5.7% 2.6% 3.7% C%

801 - 1,000 15 29 168 18,855 3,882 12,230 28,839 3,138 209 67,365 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 28.0% 5.8% 18.2% 42.8% 4.7% 0.3% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.7% 1.2% 8.0% 17.4% 10.7% 5.9% 33% C%

1,001 -1,200......ccccenne 4 18 157 17,170 4,525 2,765 29,429 3,757 346 58,171 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 29.5% 7.8% 4.8% 50.6% 6.5% 0.6% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.3% 1.4% 1.8% 17.7% 12.9% 9.7% 28% C%

1,201 -1,400.........cccuee 12 16 130 13,330 6,595 511 18,244 3,950 505 43,293 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 30.8% 15.2% 1.2% 42.1% 9.1% 1.2% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.3% 2.0% 0.3% 11.0% 13.5% 14.1% 21% C%

1,401 -1,600................. 8 20 95 7,700 10,316 514 14,396 4,483 659 38,191 N
0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 20.2% 27.0% 1.3% 37.7% 11.7% 1.7% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% 3.1% 0.3% 8.7% 15.3% 18.5% 1.9% C%

1,601 - 1,800 5 20 87 3,222 12,884 829 10,380 5,491 774 33,692 N
0.0% 0.1% 0.3% 9.6% 38.2% 2.5% 30.8% 16.3% 2.3% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.8% 3.9% 0.5% 6.3% 18.8% 21.7% 16% C%

1,801 -2,100......cc.c0cuee 10 7 69 1,023 12,353 1,052 5,992 5,468 883 26,857 N
0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 3.8% 46.0% 3.9% 22.3% 20.4% 3.3% 100.0% R%
0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 3.7% 0.7% 3.6% 18.7% 24.7% 13% C%

Total...ccovvicrcenn, 183,019 255,518 539,805 399,607 332,162 152,001 165,999 29,226 3,569 2,060,906 N
8.9% 12.4% 26.2% 19.4% 16.1% 7.4% 8.1% 1.4% 0.2% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%
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Table 3

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Family Income and Grant Level

Award Period 1990-91

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

Tablés 3A, 3B, and 3C present the distribution

. of Pell Grant recip_ients- by famify income and

grant level for all recipients, dependents and

independents, respectively. Table 3A supports

the relationship introduced in Table 2 that as
family income increases, grant size decreases.

Over half {51.1 percent) of all grant recipients
report family income of less than $9,001. Of
recipients in that income category, 31.5
percent receive the maximum grant of §2,300.
Only 16.0 percent of these recipients receive
grants of less than $900.

percent receive grants less than $900, and less
than 1 percent receive the maximum grant.

Independents Receive Most of Higher Granis.

~ Alook at Tables 3B and 3C shows the majarity

of recipients receiving both the maximum and
other high or moderately high grants are
independent.

7 Of recipients -
" reporting income greater than $20,000, 52.0

s Three-quarters (72.7 percent] of those
receiving the maximum grant said they are
independent.

= Almost sixty-two percent of recipients

receiving grants of $1,500 or more are

independent of parental support. Qver half

{51.0 percent) of all independent recipients

- receive grants greater than $1,500, with

over 23.1 percent receiving the maximum
grant.

It should be remembered that independents

report far lower incomes than dependents on

the whole and therefore are more likely to
qualify for larger grants.

Dependents, who must claim their parents’
income, are more likely to receive a smaller
grant.



»In 1990-91 only 13.3 percent of dependent

recipients received the maximum grant. In
contrast, 23.1 percent of independent

. recipients receive the maximum grant.

"Although 48.1 percent of dependents

received grants larger than $1,500, 38.1

- percent of those report a family income less
‘than $9,000; over 84.0 percent report a

family income of {ess than $20,000.

Almost twenty-seven percent {26.8) of all
dependent recipients received grants less
than $900.
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$1,500-$2,299 $2,300

Figure 6: Distribution of Grants
By Dependency Status

For the most part, students with relatively large
incomes are more likely than their low income
counterparts to receive a small grant. It is
important to note that educational cost is also
a key determinant of grant level. Ailthough
16.0 percent of recipients with income less
than $9,001 received grants less-than $900, it
is likely that many of these students attend low
cost institutions.



TABLE 3-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME: $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 5,166 17,721 18,806 39,465 11,722 22,677 21,522 15,580 63,662 216,321 N
2.4% 8.2% 8.7% 18.2% 5.4% 10.5% 9.9% 7.2% 29.4% 100.0% R%
4.2% 5.2% 4.8% 6.8% 4.3% 5.5% 5.5% 6.6% 9.7% 6.4% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 2,324 15,055 24,361 56,806 15,773 33,460 29,813 19,009 110,265 306,866 N
0.8% 4.9% 7.9% 18.5% 5.1% 10.9% 9.7% 6.2% 35.9% 100.0% R%
0.0% 4.4% 6.3% 9.8% 5.8% 8.0% 7.6% 8.1% 16.8% 9.0% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 4,895 32,821 52,880 119,611 34,167 76,020 67,407 44,095 241,297 673,193 N
0.7% 4.9% 7.9% 17.8% 5.1% 11.3% 10.0% 6.6% 35.8% 100.0% R%
0.0% 9.6% 13.6% 20.5% 12.6% 18.3% 17.2% 18.7% 36.8% 19.8% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 8,650 40,060 55,300 93,856 42,310 66,434 64,256 40,827 132,280 543,973 N
1.6% 7.4% 10.2% 17.3% 7.8% 12.2% 11.8% 7.5% 24.3% 100.0% R%
0.0% 11.8% 14.2% 16.1% 15.6% 16.0% 16.4% 17.3% 20.2% 16.0% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 21,352 52,693 55,479 94,162 44,930 66,947 96,579 80,825 93,961 606,928 N
3.5% 8.7% 9.1% 15.5% 7.4% 11.0% 15.9% 13.3% 15.5% 100.0% R%
0.0% 15.5% 14.3% 16.2% 16.5% 16.1% 24.7% 34.2% 14.3% 17.8% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 8,893 33,332 46,298 54,760 47,886 73,158 68,291 28,396 11,260 372,274 N
2.4% 9.0% 12.4% 14.7% 12.9% 19.7% 18.3% 7.6% 3.0% 100.0% R%
0.0% 9.8% 11.9% 9.4% 17.6% 17.6% 17.5% 12.0% 1.7% 10.9% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 39,837 92,286 93,034 91,693 58,852 65,057 39,951 6,889 2,230 489,829 N
8.1% 18.8% 19.0% 18.7% 12.0% 13.3% 8.2% 1.4% 0.5% 100.0% R%
0.0% 27.1% 24.0% 15.7% 21.7% 15.6% 10.2% 2.9% 0.3% 14.4% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 22,636 40,140 32,514 26,640 14,547 11,327 3,153 358 214 151,529 N
14.9% 26.5% 21.5% 17.6% 9.6% 7.5% 2.1% 0.2% 0.1% 100.0% R%
0.0% 11.8% 8.4% 4.6% 5.4% 2.7% 0.8% 0.2% 0.0% 45% C%
$40,001 +.oooviiieene 9,776 16,338 9,455 5,375 1,617 940 228 97 71 43,897 N
22.3% 37.2% 21.5% 12.2% 3.7% 2.1% 0.5% 0.2% 0.2% 100.0% R%
0.0% 4.8% 2.4% 0.9% 0.6% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% C%
TOTAL. oo 123,529 340,446 388,127 582,368 271,804 416,020 391,200 236,076 655,240 3,404,810 N
3.6% 10.0% 11.4% 17.1% 8.0% 12.2% 11.5% 6.9% 19.2% 100.0% R%

0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 3-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME: $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 154 1,065 1,828 3,997 1,873 3,206 4,667 6,659 9,853 33,302 N
0.5% 3.2% 5.5% 12.0% 5.6% 9.6% 14.0% 20.0% 29.6% 100.0% R%
0.3% 0.7% 1.1% 1.9% 1.5% 1.8% 2.6% 5.8% 5.5% 25% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 299 1,861 3,545 8,016 3,371 5,169 6,105 5,359 17,623 51,348 N
0.6% 3.6% 6.9% 15.6% 6.6% 10.1% 11.9% 10.4% 34.3% 100.0% R%
0.5% 1.3% 2.2% 3.8% 2.7% 3.0% 3.4% 4.7% 9.8% 3.8% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 857 4,856 9,170 20,654 8,155 13,295 16,424 13,118 46,859 133,388 N
0.6% 3.6% 6.9% 15.5% 6.1% 10.0% 12.3% 9.8% 35.1% 100.0% R%
1.5% 3.4% 5.7% 9.8% 6.5% 7.6% 9.2% 11.5% 26.2% 9.9% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 1,267 5,665 9,451 20,866 9,009 15,111 19,399 16,911 46,687 144,366 N
0.9% 3.9% 6.5% 14.5% 6.2% 10.5% 13.4% 11.7% 32.3% 100.0% R%
2.3% 4.0% 5.9% 9.9% 7.1% 8.7% 10.8% 14.8% 26.1% 10.7% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 3,835 13,161 19,958 37,385 20,661 31,445 53,594 45,981 48,746 274,766 N
1.4% 4.8% 7.3% 13.6% 7.5% 11.4% 19.5% 16.7% 17.7% 100.0% R%
6.8% 9.2% 12.4% 17.8% 16.4% 18.1% 29.9% 40.2% 27.2% 20.4% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 5,233 16,223 23,508 29,413 28,506 45,945 43,720 20,285 7,440 220,273 N
2.4% 7.4% 10.7% 13.4% 12.9% 20.9% 19.8% 9.2% 3.4% 100.0% R%
9.3% 11.3% 14.6% 14.0% 22.6% 26.4% 24.4% 17.7% 4.2% 16.4% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 21,864 54,530 57,634 61,323 40,158 48,688 32,256 5,783 1,594 323,830 N
6.8% 16.8% 17.8% 18.9% 12.4% 15.0% 10.0% 1.8% 0.5% 100.0% R%
38.8% 38.0% 35.8% 29.2% 31.8% 28.0% 18.0% 5.1% 0.9% 24.1% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 14,269 30,895 27,070 23,422 12,936 10,327 2,897 321 166 122,303 N
11.7% 25.3% 22.1% 19.2% 10.6% 8.4% 2.4% 0.3% 0.1% 100.0% R%
25.3% 21.5% 16.8% 11.1% 10.3% 5.9% 1.6% 0.3% 0.1% 9.1% C%
$40,001 +.ooovviiiiene 8,522 15,125 8,839 5,093 1,524 878 198 87 62 40,328 N
21.1% 37.5% 21.9% 12.6% 3.8% 2.2% 0.5% 0.2% 0.2% 100.0% R%
15.1% 10.5% 5.5% 2.4% 1.2% 0.5% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 3.0% C%
TOTAL. oo 56,300 143,381 161,003 210,169 126,193 174,064 179,260 114,504 179,030 1,343,904 N
4.2% 10.7% 12.0% 15.6% 9.4% 13.0% 13.3% 8.5% 13.3% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



FAMILY INCOME:

LESS THAN $1,001.......

$1,001 - 3,000..............

$3,001 - 6,000..............

$6,001 - 9,000...............

$9,001 - 15,000..............

$15,001 - 20,000.............

$20,001 - 30,000.............

$30,001 - 40,000.............

$40,001 +.ooovieieiene

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

TABLE 3-C

BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

$1-
299

5,012
2.7%
7.5%

2,025
0.8%
3.0%

4,038
0.7%
6.0%

7,383
1.8%
11.0%

17,517
5.3%
26.1%

3,660
2.4%
5.4%

17,973
10.8%
26.7%

8,367
28.6%
12.4%

1,254
35.1%
1.9%

67,229
3.3%
100.0%

$300-
599

16,656
9.1%
8.5%

13,194
5.2%
6.7%

27,965
5.2%
14.2%

34,395
8.6%
17.5%

39,5632
11.9%
20.1%

17,109
11.3%
8.7%

37,756
22.7%
19.2%

9,245
31.6%
4.7%

1,213
34.0%
0.6%

197,065
9.6%
100.0%

$600-
899

16,978
9.3%
7.5%

20,816
8.1%
9.2%

43,710
8.1%
19.2%

45,849
11.5%
20.2%

35,521
10.7%
15.6%

22,790
15.0%
10.0%

35,400
21.3%
15.6%

5,444
18.6%
2.4%

616
17.3%
0.3%

227,124
11.0%
100.0%

$900-
1,199

35,468
19.4%
9.5%

48,790
19.1%
13.1%

98,957
18.3%
26.6%

72,990
18.3%
19.6%

56,777
17.1%
15.3%

25,347
16.7%
6.8%

30,370
18.3%
8.2%

3,218
11.0%
0.9%

282
7.9%
0.1%

372,199
18.1%
100.0%

$1,200-
1,499

9,849
5.4%
6.8%

12,402
4.9%
8.5%

26,012
4.8%
17.9%

33,301
8.3%
22.9%

24,269
7.3%
16.7%

19,380
12.7%
13.3%

18,694
11.3%
12.8%

1,611
5.5%
1.1%

93
2.6%
0.1%

145,611
7.1%
100.0%

1,500-
1,799

19,471
10.6%
8.0%

28,291
11.1%
11.7%

62,725
11.6%
25.9%

51,323
12.8%
21.2%

35,502
10.7%
14.7%

27,213
17.9%
11.2%

16,369
9.9%
6.8%

1,000
3.4%
0.4%

62
1.7%
0.0%

241,956
11.7%
100.0%

$1,800-
2,099

16,855
9.2%
8.0%

23,708
9.3%
11.2%

50,983
9.4%
24.1%

44,857
11.2%
21.2%

42,985
12.9%
20.3%

24,571
16.2%
11.6%

7,695
4.6%
3.6%

256
0.9%
0.1%

30
0.8%
0.0%

211,940
10.3%
100.0%

$2,100-
2,299

8,921
4.9%
7.3%

13,650
5.3%
11.2%

30,977
5.7%
25.5%

23,916
6.0%
19.7%

34,844
10.5%
28.7%

8,111
5.3%
6.7%

1,106
0.7%
0.9%

37
0.1%
0.0%

10
0.3%
0.0%

121,572
5.9%
100.0%

$2,300

53,809
29.4%
11.3%

92,642
36.3%
19.5%

194,438
36.0%
40.8%

85,593
21.4%
18.0%

45,215
13.6%
9.5%

3,820
2.5%
0.8%

636
0.4%
0.1%

48
0.2%
0.0%

9
0.3%
0.0%

476,210
23.1%
100.0%

TOTAL

183,019
100.0%
8.9%

255,518
100.0%
12.4%

539,805
100.0%
26.2%

399,607
100.0%
19.4%

332,162
100.0%
16.1%

152,001
100.0%
7.4%

165,999
100.0%
8.1%

29,226
100.0%
1.4%

3,569
100.0%
0.2%

2,060,906
100.0%
100.0%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%
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Table 4

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
‘By Pell Grant Index and Grant Level

'Award Period 1990-91

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

Tables 4A, 4B, and 4C present the distribution
of Pell Grant recipients by Pell Grant Index (PG}
for all receipents, dependents, and
independents, respectively.

PGl Is Highly Correlated With Grant Size. As
discussed in Table 2, the PGI, along with
educational cost and enrollment status, is a key
determinant of the Pell Grant award. As shown
in Figure 7 the lower the Pell Grant Index the
higher potential for a large grant. For example,
35.9 percent of recipients with a zero PGl
receive the maximum grant of $2,300, while
only 14.2 percent with the minimum PGl
receive grants less than $900. These students
most likely attend low cost institutions or are
enrolled on a part-time basis.

Conversely, those recipients in- the highest
eligible PGl categories receive much smatler
grants. Over 90.3 percent of recipients with
PGis greater than 1,200 receive grants less
than $900.

["200 1 600 [ 1000 [ 1400 | |
0 2 400 % 800" 200 ““00 22100
Pell Grant index

Figure 7: Average Grant by PGl

invalid Awards Are Few in Number. The step-
shaped line drawn diagonally through the tables
depicts valid versus invalid awards. All of the
celts to the.right of the line should contain
zeros as they are invalid combinations of PG
and grant level as defined by the 1920-91 Pell
Grant Payment Schedule. For example, the
maximum grant that a full-time student with an
PGI of 600 may receive is $1,720. Grants that
exceed $1,720 with this PGl represent



.4""._-‘-“!",
M

overawards that are most likely a resuit of a
student attending more than one institution
during the award year. The number of such
invalid awards continues to be less than .2
percent of the total number of awards.

It is interesting to note that a large percentage

of recipients in each PGl range. receive the

maximum allowable grant for that range. For
example, of recipients in the 1,401 to 1,600
PGl range 67.6 percent received grants in the

24
maximum valid grant range of $6__00 to $900.
This can be explained by the data in Table 7
which show that 65.3 percent of recipients

report educational cost greater than the Peli
Grant maximum of $3,800, and 78.1 percent

 report education costs greater than $3,300.

Because educational cost is a determinant of
grant level, those recipients reporting high
educational cost regardless of their PGl are
more likely to be eligible for the maximum grant
within that PGI range.



TABLE

a4A

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND GRANT LEVEL
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL
PELL GRANT INDEX TOTAL
$1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- $1,500- $1,800- $2,100-
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300

(T 16,678 98,337 142,758 321,652 97,926 202,245 185,390 101,668 652,451 1,819,105 N
0.9% 5.4% 7.8% 17.7% 5.4% 11.1% 10.2% 5.6% 35.9% 100.0% R%
13.5% 28.9% 36.8% 55.2% 36.0% 48.6% 47.4% 43.1% 99.6% 53.4% C%

1- 200.......n. 1,636 13,317 18,238 41,513 19,377 27,439 32,384 133,839 1,056 288,799 N
0.6% 4.6% 6.3% 14.4% 6.7% 9.5% 11.2% 46.3% 0.4% 100.0% R%
1.3% 3.9% 4.7% 7.1% 7.1% 6.6% 8.3% 56.7% 0.2% 8.5% C%

201 - 400.......cccevnee. 1,413 11,478 15,287 33,522 21,749 20,273 118,695 248 660 223,325 N
0.6% 5.1% 6.8% 15.0% 9.7% 9.1% 53.1% 0.1% 0.3% 100.0% R%
1.1% 3.4% 3.9% 5.8% 8.0% 4.9% 30.3% 0.1% 0.1% 6.6% C%

401 - 600.......ccccuennnee 1,837 12,125 22,895 22,699 18,185 66,162 54,205 135 362 198,605 N
0.9% 6.1% 11.5% 11.4% 9.2% 33.3% 27.3% 0.1% 0.2% 100.0% R%
1.5% 3.6% 5.9% 3.9% 6.7% 15.9% 13.9% 0.1% 0.1% 58% C%

601 - 800.......ccoeuneen. 1,857 12,413 26,508 14,255 14,910 99,287 201 85 180 169,696 N
1.1% 7.3% 15.6% 8.4% 8.8% 58.5% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 100.0% R%
1.5% 3.6% 6.8% 2.4% 5.5% 23.9% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 5.0% C%

801 - 1,000........ccennee 1,951 12,669 27,241 14,444 99,197 227 145 22 120 156,016 N
1.3% 8.1% 17.5% 9.3% 63.6% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
1.6% 3.7% 7.0% 2.5% 36.5% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.6% C%

1,001 - 1,200........ccue..ne. 6,080 25,105 14,633 95,745 241 190 65 24 95 142,178 N
4.3% 17.7% 10.3% 67.3% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
4.9% 7.4% 3.8% 16.4% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.2% C%

1,201 - 1,400.........cc..c. 5,934 22,372 48,499 38,249 113 84 44 19 69 115,383 N
5.1% 19.4% 42.0% 33.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
4.8% 6.6% 12.5% 6.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% C%

1,401 -1,600................. 8,377 25,772 71,852 158 50 39 23 5 73 106,349 N
7.9% 24.2% 67.6% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
6.8% 7.6% 18.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.1% C%

1,601 - 1,800................. 22,486 76,009 156 73 29 37 18 10 73 98,891 N
22.7% 76.9% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
18.2% 22.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 29% C%

1,801 -2,100................. 55,280 30,849 60 58 27 37 30 21 101 86,463 N
63.9% 35.7% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
44.8% 9.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 25% C%

Total...coooeeieeeee 123,529 340,446 388,127 582,368 271,804 416,020 391,200 236,076 655,240 3,404,810 N
3.6% 10.0% 11.4% 17.1% 8.0% 12.2% 11.5% 6.9% 19.2% 100.0% R%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 4-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND GRANT LEVEL
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

PELL GRANT INDEX $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- $1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300

O 2,485 15,346 28,327 66,861 26,760 45,035 54,925 28,579 178,146 446,464 N
0.6% 3.4% 6.3% 15.0% 6.0% 10.1% 12.3% 6.4% 39.9% 100.0% R%
4.4% 10.7% 17.6% 31.8% 21.2% 25.9% 30.6% 25.0% 99.5% 332% C%

1- 200 594 3,783 7,242 17,787 9,132 13,045 19,700 85,719 432 157,434 N
0.4% 2.4% 4.6% 11.3% 5.8% 8.3% 12.5% 54.4% 0.3% 100.0% R%
1.1% 2.6% 4.5% 8.5% 7.2% 7.5% 11.0% 74.9% 0.2% 11.7% C%

201 - 400, 412 2,646 5,222 12,258 8,183 9,032 70,656 84 207 108,700 N
0.4% 2.4% 4.8% 11.3% 7.5% 8.3% 65.0% 0.1% 0.2% 100.0% R%
0.7% 1.8% 3.2% 5.8% 6.5% 5.2% 39.4% 0.1% 0.1% 8.1% C%

401 - 600, 411 3,008 8,145 8,152 7,153 40,307 33,777 54 136 101,143 N
0.4% 3.0% 8.1% 8.1% 7.1% 39.9% 33.4% 0.1% 0.1% 100.0% R%
0.7% 2.1% 5.1% 3.9% 5.7% 23.2% 18.8% 0.0% 0.1% 7.5% C%

601 - 800.........c........ 399 3,432 10,283 4,973 6,763 66,398 97 a4 63 92452 N
0.4% 3.7% 11.1% 5.4% 7.3% 71.8% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
0.7% 2.4% 6.4% 2.4% 5.4% 38.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 6.9% C%

801 - 1,000........c......... 455 3,654 10,875 5,478 67,967 118 72 9 23 88,651 N
0.5% 4.1% 12.3% 6.2% 76.7% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
0.8% 2.5% 6.8% 2.6% 53.9% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.6% C%

1,001 - 1,200................ 1,312 10,606 5,346 66,488 128 91 14 9 13 84,007 N
1.6% 12.6% 6.4% 79.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
2.3% 7.4% 3.3% 31.6% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.3% C%

1,201 - 1,400................ 1,710 10,032 32,183 28,050 64 32 13 3 3 72,090 N
2.4% 13.9% 44.6% 38.9% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
3.0% 7.0% 20.0% 13.3% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 54% C%

1,401 - 1,600................ 2,916 11,848 53,272 88 23 5 3 1 2 68,158 N
4.3% 17.4% 78.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
5.2% 8.3% 33.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 51% C%

1,601 - 1,800................. 10,044 55,020 86 26 15 1 2 1 4 65199 N
15.4% 84.4% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
17.8% 38.4% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 49% C%

1,801 - 2,200................ 35,562 24,006 22 8 5 0 1 1 1 59,606 N
59.7% 40.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% R%
63.2% 16.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 44% C%

Total..nn 56,300 143,381 161,003 210,169 126,193 174,064 179,260 114,504 179,030 1,343,904 N
4.2% 10.7% 12.0% 15.6% 9.4% 13.0% 13.3% 8.5% 13.3% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 4-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND GRANT LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

PELL GRANT INDEX $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- $1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300

O, 14,193 82,991 114,431 254,791 71,166 157,210 130,465 73,089 474,305 1,372,641 N
1.0% 6.0% 8.3% 18.6% 5.2% 11.5% 9.5% 5.3% 34.6% 100.0% R%
21.1% 42.1% 50.4% 68.5% 48.9% 65.0% 61.6% 60.1% 99.6% 66.6% C%

1- 200 1,042 9,534 10,996 23,726 10,245 14,394 12,684 48,120 624 131,365 N
0.8% 7.3% 8.4% 18.1% 7.8% 11.0% 9.7% 36.6% 0.5% 100.0% R%
1.5% 4.8% 4.8% 6.4% 7.0% 5.9% 6.0% 39.6% 0.1% 6.4% C%

201 - 400.....con.... 1,001 8,832 10,065 21,264 13,566 11,241 48,039 164 453 114,625 N
0.9% 7.7% 8.8% 18.6% 11.8% 9.8% 41.9% 0.1% 0.4% 100.0% R%
1.5% 4.5% 4.4% 5.7% 9.3% 4.6% 22.7% 0.1% 0.1% 5.6% C%

401 - 600.......ccor.... 1,426 9,117 14,750 14,547 11,032 25,855 20,428 81 226 97,462 N
1.5% 9.4% 15.1% 14.9% 11.3% 26.5% 21.0% 0.1% 0.2% 100.0% R%
2.1% 4.6% 6.5% 3.9% 7.6% 10.7% 9.6% 0.1% 0.0% 47% C%

601 - 800................ 1,458 8,081 16,225 9,282 8,147 32,889 104 41 117 77,244 N
1.9% 11.6% 21.0% 12.0% 10.5% 42.6% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 100.0% R%
2.2% 4.6% 7.1% 2.5% 5.6% 13.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 3.7% C%

801 - 1,000.................. 1,496 9,015 16,366 8,966 31,230 109 73 13 97 67,365 N
2.2% 13.4% 24.3% 13.3% 46.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
2.2% 4.6% 7.2% 2.4% 21.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 33% C%

1,001 - 1,200. ..o 4,768 14,499 9,287 29,257 113 99 51 15 82 58,171 N
8.2% 24.9% 16.0% 50.3% 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% R%
7.1% 7.4% 4.1% 7.9% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.8% C%

1,201 - 1,400.......oo...... 4,224 12,340 16,316 10,199 49 52 31 16 66 43293 N
9.8% 28.5% 37.7% 23.6% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.2% 100.0% R%
6.3% 6.3% 7.2% 2.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 21% C%

1,401 - 1,600................. 5,461 13,924 18,580 70 27 34 20 4 71 38,191 N
14.3% 36.5% 48.7% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 0.2% 100.0% R%
8.1% 7.1% 8.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.9% C%

1,601 - 1,800................. 12,442 20,989 70 47 14 36 16 9 69 33,692 N
36.9% 62.3% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 100.0% R%
18.5% 10.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.6% C%

1,801 - 2,100......cr....... 19,718 6,843 38 50 22 37 29 20 100 26,857 N
73.4% 25.5% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.4% 100.0% R%
29.3% 3.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.3% C%

TOtalevereesrersereenenn, 67,229 197,065 227,124 372,199 145,611 241,956 211,940 121,572 476,210 2,060,906 N
3.3% 9.6% 11.0% 18.1% 7.1% 11.7% 10.3% 5.9% 23.1% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%
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_ the programs offered by the institution.
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Table 5.

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Pell Grant Index and Type of Institution

Award Period 1990-91

Table 5A - Total
Table 5B - Dependent
Table 5C - Independent

Tables 54, 5B, and 5C show the distribution of compared to only a little more than one third
Pell Grant recipients by Pell Grant Index {PGl} (37.6 percent) of 'independents.

and type of institution attended for ail '
recipients, dependents, and independents.
Type of institution is identified by the Ieng'th of

b=

Dapsndents

Generally, 5 years indicates a university ES Independents

offering graduate programs, 4 years indicates
a college offering only baccalaureate programs,
2 years denotes a community college, and less
than 2 years denotes a trade school. However,
some programs, most notably at
vocational/technical institutions, niay be either
2 vears or less than 2 years. ‘

Percentage of Raciplents
Besaasg

~b
o

o

Figure 8: Type of institution Attended by
Dependency Status
Dependents More Likely to Attend 4 or More '

Year Schools. Overall, almost . half (48.9
percent) of all 1990-91 Pell recipients attend
schools with programs of 4 years or more.
However, there are dramatic differences by
dependency status as depicted in Figure 8.

® |nstitutions offering 2 year programs attract
40.6 percent of independent recipients and
25.6 percent of dependent Pell recipients.
Overall, more than one third (34.7 percent)
of all recipients attend these schools.

= Approximately two thirds (66.2 percent) of

eeem = Less than 2 year schoals attract the highest
dependents attend 4 or 5 year institutions

oroportion of independent recipients. Whiie
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only 15.7 percent of total recipients attend
these schools, 21.0 percent of independents
do compared to only 7.5 percent of
dependents.

Enroliment Patterns Shift: 2 Year Programs Up,
Less Than 2 Year Programs Down. Compared

_to previous years, the proportion of students

enrolled in at least 4 vear institutions has
stabilized. In 1990-91 about 49 percent

-attended traditional schools, compared to about
80 percent in 1988-89 and in 1989-90.

Enroliment in 2 year schools has increased from
approximately. 32 percent in 1987-88 and

1988-89 to just over 33 percent in 1989-90 to.

34.7 percent this year. Enrollment in less than

2 year schools, many of them proprietary trade -

schools, has dropped steadily from 18.9
percent in 1287-88 to 15.7 percent this year.
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Recipiahts with Higher PGls More Likefy to
Attend 4 Year Schools. Table 5 also shows
differences in type of institution attended by
PG. As PGl increases, recipients are
increasingly likely to attend 4 year or more
Recipients with zero PGls
comprise only 44.8 percent of the recipient
pool at- 4 year or more schools, although they
represent 53.4 percent of ali recipients. They .
are 57.0 percent of enrolleas at 2 year schools
and 72.8 percent of enrollees at less than 2
year schools. Recipients with PGls of 1,801 to
2,100 constitute 3.6 percent of those enrolled’

institutions.

. at 4 or more year schools, 1.8 percent of those

enrolled at 2 year schools, and less than 1
percent of those enroiled at less than 2 year
schools. '



TABLE 5-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

6 MONTHS

PELL GRANT 5YEARSOR 4 YEARNO 3 YEARS BUT 2 YEARS BUT 1YEARBUT BUT LESS
INDEX MORE GRADUATE LESS THAN LESS THAN LESS THAN THAN ONE OTHER TOTAL

FOUR YEARS THREE YEARS TWO YEARS

YEAR
0 516,596 228,490 11,273 673,480 222,215 167,051 0 1,819,105
R% 28.40 12.56 0.62 37.02 12.22 9.18 0.00 100.00
C% 44.10 46.38 45.26 57.02 73.44 72.02 0.00 53.43
1 - 200 110,787 43,939 2,083 97,604 19,314 15,072 0 288,799
R% 38.36 15.21 0.72 33.80 6.69 5.22 0.00 100.00
C% 9.46 8.92 8.36 8.26 6.38 6.50 0.00 8.48
201 - 400 82,245 34,188 1,779 79,323 14,406 11,384 0 223,325
R% 36.83 15.31 0.80 35.52 6.45 5.10 0.00 100.00
C% 7.02 6.94 7.14 6.72 4.76 491 0.00 6.56
401 - 600 75,936 31,885 1,644 69,066 11,202 8,872 0 198,605
R% 38.23 16.05 0.83 34.78 5.64 4.47 0.00 100.00
C% 6.48 6.47 6.60 5.85 3.70 3.82 0.00 5.83
601 - 800 68,854 27,990 1,440 56,415 8,162 6,835 0 169,696
R% 40.57 16.49 0.85 33.24 4.81 4.03 0.00 100.00
C% 5.88 5.68 5.78 4.78 2.70 2.95 0.00 4.98
801 - 1,000 65,157 26,350 1,369 50,305 6,995 5,840 0 156,016
R% 41.76 16.89 0.88 32.24 4.48 3.74 0.00 100.00
C% 5.56 5.35 5.50 4.26 231 2.52 0.00 4.58
1,001 - 1,200 61,250 24,541 1,352 44,081 5,952 5,002 0 142,178
R% 43.08 17.26 0.95 31.00 4.19 3.52 0.00 100.00
C% 5.23 4.98 5.43 3.73 1.97 2.16 0.00 4.18
1,201 - 1,400 52,122 20,537 1,112 33,741 4,253 3,618 0 115,383
R% 45.17 17.80 0.96 29.24 3.69 3.14 0.00 100.00
C% 4.45 4.17 4.46 2.86 1.41 1.56 0.00 3.39
1,401 - 1,600 49,156 19,389 1,005 29,869 3,772 3,158 0 106,349
R% 46.22 18.23 0.95 28.09 3.55 2.97 0.00 100.00
C% 4.20 3.94 4.03 2.53 1.25 1.36 0.00 3.12
1,601 - 1,800 46,885 18,594 988 26,171 3,457 2,796 0 98,891
R% 47.41 18.80 1.00 26.46 3.50 2.83 0.00 100.00
C% 4.00 3.77 3.97 2.22 1.14 121 0.00 2.90
1,801 - 2,100 42,486 16,787 864 21,145 2,850 2,331 0 86,463
R% 49.14 19.42 1.00 24.46 3.30 2.70 0.00 100.00
C% 3.63 3.41 3.47 1.79 0.94 1.00 0.00 2.54
TOTAL 1,171,474 492,690 24,909 1,181,200 302,578 231,959 0 3,404,810
R% 34.41 14.47 0.73 34.69 8.89 6.81 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00



TABLE 5-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

6 MONTHS

PELL GRANT 5YEARSOR 4 YEARNO 3 YEARS BUT 2 YEARS BUT 1YEARBUT BUT LESS
INDEX MORE GRADUATE LESS THAN LESS THAN LESS THAN THAN ONE OTHER TOTAL

FOUR YEARS THREE YEARS TWO YEARS

YEAR
0 172,527 76,392 2,439 134,451 39,988 20,667 0 446,464
R% 38.64 17.11 0.55 30.11 8.96 4.63 0.00 100.00
C% 27.11 30.15 25.61 39.13 62.68 55.41 0.00 33.22
1 - 200 78,751 29,015 1,063 39,691 5,461 3,453 0 157,434
R% 50.02 18.43 0.68 25.21 3.47 2.19 0.00 100.00
C% 12.38 11.45 11.16 11.55 8.56 9.26 0.00 11.71
201 - 400 53,224 20,803 790 27,729 3,685 2,469 0 108,700
R% 48.96 19.14 0.73 2551 3.39 2.27 0.00 100.00
C% 8.36 8.21 8.30 8.07 5.78 6.62 0.00 8.09
401 - 600 50,287 19,755 745 25,091 3,157 2,108 0 101,143
R% 49.72 19.53 0.74 24.81 3.12 2.08 0.00 100.00
C% 7.90 7.80 7.82 7.30 4.95 5.65 0.00 7.53
601 - 800 47,214 18,297 680 22,064 2,415 1,782 0 92,452
R% 51.07 19.79 0.74 23.87 2.61 1.93 0.00 100.00
C% 7.42 7.22 7.14 6.42 3.79 4.78 0.00 6.88
801 - 1,000 45,746 17,517 720 20,964 2,147 1,557 0 88,651
R% 51.60 19.76 0.81 23.65 2.42 1.76 0.00 100.00
C% 7.19 6.91 7.56 6.10 3.37 4.17 0.00 6.60
1,001 - 1,200 43,896 16,752 747 19,225 1,907 1,480 0 84,007
R% 52.25 19.94 0.89 22.88 2.27 1.76 0.00 100.00
C% 6.90 6.61 7.84 5.60 2.99 3.97 0.00 6.25
1,201 - 1,400 38,462 14,453 621 15,927 1,505 1,122 0 72,090
R% 53.35 20.05 0.86 22.09 2.09 1.56 0.00 100.00
C% 6.04 5.70 6.52 4.64 2.36 3.01 0.00 5.36
1,401 - 1,600 36,964 13,933 596 14,436 1,278 951 0 68,158
R% 54.23 20.44 0.87 21.18 1.88 1.40 0.00 100.00
C% 5.81 5.50 6.26 4.20 2.00 2.55 0.00 5.07
1,601 - 1,800 35,858 13,697 608 12,882 1,222 932 0 65,199
R% 55.00 21.01 0.93 19.76 1.87 1.43 0.00 100.00
C% 5.64 5.41 6.39 3.75 1.92 2.50 0.00 4.85
1,801 - 2,100 33,389 12,778 513 11,119 1,031 776 0 59,606
R% 56.02 21.44 0.86 18.65 1.73 1.30 0.00 100.00
C% 5.25 5.04 5.39 3.24 1.62 2.08 0.00 4.44
TOTAL 636,318 253,392 9,522 343,579 63,796 37,297 0 1,343,904
R% 47.35 18.85 0.71 25.57 4.75 2.78 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00



TABLE 5-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

6 MONTHS

PELL GRANT 5YEARSOR 4 YEARNO 3 YEARS BUT 2 YEARS BUT 1YEARBUT BUT LESS
INDEX MORE GRADUATE LESS THAN LESS THAN LESS THAN THAN ONE OTHER TOTAL

FOUR YEARS THREE YEARS TWO YEARS

YEAR
0 344,069 152,098 8,834 539,029 182,227 146,384 0 1,372,641
R% 25.07 11.08 0.64 39.27 13.28 10.66 0.00 100.00
C% 64.29 63.56 57.41 64.35 76.32 75.20 0.00 66.60
1 - 200 32,036 14,924 1,020 57,913 13,853 11,619 0 131,365
R% 24.39 11.36 0.78 44.09 10.55 8.84 0.00 100.00
C% 5.99 6.24 6.63 6.91 5.80 5.97 0.00 6.37
201 - 400 29,021 13,385 989 51,594 10,721 8,915 0 114,625
R% 25.32 11.68 0.86 45.01 9.35 7.78 0.00 100.00
C% 5.42 5.59 6.43 6.16 4.49 4.58 0.00 5.56
401 - 600 25,649 12,130 899 43,975 8,045 6,764 0 97,462
R% 26.32 12.45 0.92 45.12 8.25 6.94 0.00 100.00
C% 4.79 5.07 5.84 5.25 3.37 3.47 0.00 4.73
601 - 800 21,640 9,693 760 34,351 5,747 5,053 0 77,244
R% 28.02 12.55 0.98 44.47 7.44 6.54 0.00 100.00
C% 4.04 4.05 4.94 4.10 241 2.60 0.00 3.75
801 - 1,000 19,411 8,833 649 29,341 4,848 4,283 0 67,365
R% 28.81 13.11 0.96 43.56 7.20 6.36 0.00 100.00
C% 3.63 3.69 4.22 3.50 2.03 2.20 0.00 3.27
1,001 - 1,200 17,354 7,789 605 24,856 4,045 3,522 0 58,171
R% 29.83 13.39 1.04 42.73 6.95 6.05 0.00 100.00
C% 3.24 3.25 3.93 2.97 1.69 181 0.00 2.82
1,201 - 1,400 13,660 6,084 491 17,814 2,748 2,496 0 43,293
R% 31.55 14.05 113 41.15 6.35 5.77 0.00 100.00
C% 2.55 2.54 3.19 213 1.15 1.28 0.00 2.10
1,401 - 1,600 12,192 5,456 409 15,433 2,494 2,207 0 38,191
R% 31.92 14.29 1.07 40.41 6.53 5.78 0.00 100.00
C% 2.28 2.28 2.66 1.84 1.04 1.13 0.00 1.85
1,601 - 1,800 11,027 4,897 380 13,289 2,235 1,864 0 33,692
R% 32.73 14.53 113 39.44 6.63 5.53 0.00 100.00
C% 2.06 2.05 2.47 1.59 0.94 0.96 0.00 1.63
1,801 - 2,100 9,097 4,009 351 10,026 1,819 1,555 0 26,857
R% 33.87 14.93 131 37.33 6.77 5.79 0.00 100.00
C% 1.70 1.68 2.28 1.20 0.76 0.80 0.00 1.30
TOTAL 535,156 239,298 15,387 837,621 238,782 194,662 0 2,060,906
R% 25.97 11.61 0.75 40.64 11.59 9.45 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00
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Table 6

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
by Family Income and Type of Institution

Award Period 1990-91

Table 6A - Total Recipients
Table 6B - Dependent Recipients:
Table 6C - Independent Recipients

Tables 6A, 6B, and 6C depict the distribution
of recipients by family income and type of
institution for all recipients and by dependency
status. These tables support the conclusions
on differences in recipients across institutions
by PGI, as discussed for Table 5, because
family income and PG| tend to be closely
refated. '

Higher income Recipients Morae Likely to Attend
4, 5 or More Year Schools. As income

increases, recipients are increasingly likely to-

attend 4 or 5 or more year institutions and less
likely to attend 2 year schools or less than 2
vear schools. This pattern is portrayed in
Figure.9.

‘= Recipients with family income up to $6,000

comprise 35.1 percent of the total.
However, anly 30.0 percent of those
enralied in 4 or 5 year institutions are in this
In contrast, 35.8
percent of those enrolled in 2 year schools
are in this group, as are almost half (49.7

. low income group.

percent) of those enrolled in less than 2
year schools.

= Differences in type of institution attended
by family income remain strong in families
with incomes up to $9,000. While this
grdup is just over half (51.1 percent) of all
recipients it cohsi;itutes only 44.4 percent of
4 or § year or more institution enroliees, but
53.2 percent of 2 year enrollees and more
than two thirds (67.5 percent) of less than
2 year enrollees.

= The opposite pattern is found for recipients

from families with incomes over $20,000,
who attend programs of longer length in
disproportionate numbers. While they are
20.1 percent of the recipient pop'ulation,'
they make up more than one quarter (26.4
percent) of 4 or 5 vear enrollees, 16.7
percent of 2 year enrollees, and oniy 8.2
pércent of less than 2 year enrollees.

Dependents Account for Most Differences in
Enrollment Patterns by Family Income. For
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Figure 9: Type of Institution Attended by
‘ Family Income

independents, only minor differences occur in
type'of schoo! attended by family income
tevels, while these differences are more
pronounced for dependents.

= Approximately 68.7 percent ofindependents
at 4 or 5 year schools earn $9,000 or fess;
62.5 percent of independents at 2 year
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schools and 72.1 percent of independents at
less than 2 year institutions are in this income’
bracket. Similar findings exist at other income
brackets.

s Twice as many dep.endents at less than 2
year schools are from families earning

- $9,000 or less {47.8 percent), as are
dependents enrolled at 4 or 5 year schools
(23.0 percent). At 2 year schools, 30.9
percent of dependents are from families
earning $9,000 or less. Just over one
quarter (26.9 percent) of dependents are in
this low ihgome group.

= More dependents enrolled at 4 or 5 vear
schools are from higher income families
earning $20,000 or more (40.7 percent)
than are dependents at 2 year schools (30.0
percent} or less than 2 year schools (17.4
percent); 36.2 percent of dependents are in
this higher income group.



TABLE 6-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

5YEARSOR 4YEARNO 3YEARSBUT 2YEARSBUT 1YEARBUT 6 MONTHS
FAMILY INCOME MORE GRADUATE <4 YEARS <3YEARS <2YEARS BUT<1YEAR OTHER TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 68,071 31,257 1,354 79,366 24,080 12,193 0 216,321
R% 31.47 14.45 0.63 36.69 11.13 5.64 0.00 100.00
C% 5.81 6.34 5.44 6.72 7.96 5.26 0.00 6.35
$1,001 - 3,000 90,390 36,887 1,738 103,157 43,886 30,808 0 306,866
R% 29.46 12.02 0.57 33.62 14.30 10.04 0.00 100.00
C% 7.72 7.49 6.98 8.73 14.50 13.28 0.00 9.01
$3,001 - 6,000 193,000 80,609 4,565 240,259 84,709 70,051 0 673,193
R% 28.67 11.97 0.68 35.69 1258 1041 0.00 100.00
C% 16.47 16.36 18.33 20.34 28.00 30.20 0.00 19.77
$6,001 - 9,000 169,587 68,737 4,120 206,241 51,815 43,473 0 543,973
R% 31.18 12.64 0.76 37.91 9.53 7.99 0.00 100.00
C% 14.48 13.95 16.54 17.46 17.12 18.74 0.00 15.98
$9,001 - 15,000 201,210 84,430 4,408 225,799 51,360 39,721 0 606,928
R% 33.15 13.91 0.73 37.20 8.46 6.54 0.00 100.00
C% 17.18 17.14 17.70 19.12 16.97 17.12 0.00 17.83
$15,001 - 20,000 139,919 60,487 3,008 130,026 22,106 16,728 0 372,274
R% 37.58 16.25 0.81 34.93 5.94 4.49 0.00 100.00
C% 11.94 12.28 12.08 11.01 731 7.21 0.00 10.93
$20,001 - 30,000 207,268 88,385 4,268 153,079 20,743 16,086 0 489,829
R% 42.31 18.04 0.87 31.25 4.23 3.28 0.00 100.00
C% 17.69 17.94 17.13 12.96 6.86 6.93 0.00 14.39
$30,001 - 40,000 76,386 31,736 1,164 36,250 3,416 2,577 0 151,529
R% 50.41 20.94 0.77 23.92 225 1.70 0.00 100.00
C% 6.52 6.44 4.67 3.07 1.13 111 0.00 4.45
$40,001 + 25,643 10,162 284 7,023 463 322 0 43,897
R% 58.42 23.15 0.65 16.00 1.05 0.73 0.00 100.00
C% 2.19 2.06 1.14 0.59 0.15 0.14 0.00 1.29
TOTAL 1,171,474 492,690 24,909 1,181,200 302,578 231,959 0 3,404,810
R% 34.41 14.47 0.73 34.69 8.89 6.81 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00



TABLE 6-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

5YEARSOR 4YEARNO 3YEARSBUT 2YEARSBUT 1YEARBUT 6 MONTHS
FAMILY INCOME MORE GRADUATE <4 YEARS <3YEARS <2YEARS BUT<1YEAR OTHER TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 16,496 5,586 189 9,180 1,136 715 0 33,302
R% 49.53 16.77 0.57 27.57 3.41 2.15 0.00 100.00
C% 2.59 2.20 1.98 2.67 1.78 1.92 0.00 2.48
$1,001 - 3,000 19,182 8,065 258 15,090 6,273 2,480 0 51,348
R% 37.36 15.71 0.50 29.39 12.22 4.83 0.00 100.00
C% 3.01 3.8 271 4.39 9.83 6.65 0.00 3.82
$3,001 - 6,000 49,621 22,807 807 39,482 13,720 6,951 0 133,388
R% 37.20 17.10 0.61 29.60 10.29 5.21 0.00 100.00
C% 7.80 9.00 8.48 11.49 21.51 18.64 0.00 9.93
$6,001 - 9,000 59,277 24,660 904 42,432 10,849 6,244 0 144,366
R% 41.06 17.08 0.63 29.39 7.51 4.33 0.00 100.00
C% 9.32 9.73 9.49 12.35 17.01 16.74 0.00 10.74
$9,001 - 15,000 124,685 48,772 1,944 76,766 14,054 8,545 0 274,766
R% 45.38 17.75 0.71 27.94 5.11 3.11 0.00 100.00
C% 19.59 19.25 20.42 22.34 22.03 22.91 0.00 20.45
$15,001 - 20,000 106,671 41,899 1,670 57,462 7,516 5,055 0 220,273
R% 48.43 19.02 0.76 26.09 3.41 2.29 0.00 100.00
C% 16.76 16.54 17.54 16.72 11.78 13.55 0.00 16.39
$20,001 - 30,000 167,243 65,552 2,623 74,563 8,103 5,746 0 323,830
R% 51.65 20.24 0.81 23.03 2.50 1.77 0.00 100.00
C% 26.28 25.87 27.55 21.70 12.70 15.41 0.00 24.10
$30,001 - 40,000 68,644 26,707 873 22,965 1,789 1,325 0 122,303
R% 56.13 21.84 0.71 18.78 1.46 1.08 0.00 100.00
C% 10.79 10.54 9.17 6.68 2.80 3.55 0.00 9.10
$40,001 + 24,499 9,344 254 5,639 356 236 0 40,328
R% 60.75 23.17 0.63 13.98 0.88 0.59 0.00 100.00
C% 3.85 3.69 2.67 1.64 0.56 0.63 0.00 3.00
TOTAL 636,318 253,392 9,522 343,579 63,796 37,297 0 1,343,904
R% 47.35 18.85 0.71 25.57 4.75 2.78 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00



TABLE 6-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

FAMILY INCOME 5YEARSOR 4YEARNO 3YEARSBUT 2YEARSBUT 1YEARBUT 6 MONTHS OTHER TOTAL

MORE GRADUATE <4 YEARS <3YEARS <2YEARS BUT<1YEAR
LESS THAN $1,001 51,575 25,671 1,165 70,186 22,944 11,478 0 183,019
R% 28.18 14.03 0.64 38.35 12.54 6.27 0.00 100.00
C% 9.64 10.73 7.57 8.38 9.61 5.90 0.00 8.88
$1,001 - 3,000 71,208 28,822 1,480 88,067 37,613 28,328 0 255,518
R% 27.87 11.28 0.58 34.47 14.72 11.09 0.00 100.00
C% 13.31 12.04 9.62 1051 15.75 1455 0.00 12.40
$3,001 - 6,000 143,379 57,802 3,758 200,777 70,989 63,100 0 539,805
R% 26.56 10.71 0.70 37.19 13.15 11.69 0.00 100.00
C% 26.79 24.15 24.42 23.97 29.73 32.42 0.00 26.19
$6,001 - 9,000 110,310 44,077 3,216 163,809 40,966 37,229 0 399,607
R% 27.60 11.03 0.80 40.99 10.25 9.32 0.00 100.00
C% 20.61 18.42 20.90 19.56 17.16 19.12 0.00 19.39
$9,001 - 15,000 76,525 35,658 2,464 149,033 37,306 31,176 0 332,162
R% 23.04 10.74 0.74 44.87 11.23 9.39 0.00 100.00
C% 14.30 14.90 16.01 17.79 15.62 16.02 0.00 16.12
$15,001 - 20,000 33,248 18,588 1,338 72,564 14,590 11,673 0 152,001
R% 21.87 12.23 0.88 47.74 9.60 7.68 0.00 100.00
C% 6.21 7.77 8.70 8.66 6.11 6.00 0.00 7.38
$20,001 - 30,000 40,025 22,833 1,645 78,516 12,640 10,340 0 165,999
R% 24.11 13.75 0.99 47.30 7.61 6.23 0.00 100.00
C% 7.48 9.54 10.69 9.37 5.29 531 0.00 8.05
$30,001 - 40,000 7,742 5,029 291 13,285 1,627 1,252 0 29,226
R% 26.49 17.21 1.00 45.46 557 4.28 0.00 100.00
C% 1.45 2.10 1.89 1.59 0.68 0.64 0.00 1.42
$40,001 + 1,144 818 30 1,384 107 86 0 3,569
R% 32.05 22.92 0.84 38.78 3.00 241 0.00 100.00
C% 0.21 0.34 0.19 0.17 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.17
TOTAL 535,156 239,298 15,387 837,621 238,782 194,662 0 2,060,906
R% 25.97 11.61 0.75 40.64 11.59 9.45 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00
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Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Pell Grant Index and Educational Cost

Award Period 1990-91

7A - Total
7B - Dependent
7C - Independent

Tables 7A, 78, and 7C show the distribution of
Pell Grant recipients by Pell Grant Index (PG}
and educational cost. Table 7A shows the
distribution for all recipients. Tables 7B

and 7C present the same breakdown for
dependents and independents, respectively,

Student educational costs considered for Pell
Grant award purposes include tuition and fees,
and, within established limits, the cost of
transportation, and
miscellaneous expenses. The dollar limits
exclusive of tuition and fees are $1,700 for
students without dependents living at home

with their parents and $2,300 for all other

students enroiled at least half time. Also
permitted are certain additional allowances
such as provisions for child care {up to $1,000}
and costs of special services or equipment
required by handicapped students for
attendance but not provided by other assisting
agencies. Because of this cost of attendance
structure, as Table 7A indicates, few recipients
(.9 percent} have costs below $1,800. The
recipients in this very low cost group are mast

likety students who are incarcerated or taking
correspondence courses, where the costs are
fower.

Majority of Costs in Higher Ranges. Table 7A
shows that a majority of students have costs in
the higher ranges established for Pell Grant
awarding purposes. For example, over three
quarters of all recipients (78.1 percent} attend
schoois where costs are gkeafer than $3,300,
with 65.3 percent attending schools with costs:
above the maximum cost for Pell purposes of
$3,800. Relatively few (less than 5 percent)
have costs of $2,400 or less. '

Tables 7B and 7C indicate there is relatively
little difference in the educational costs of
dependents and independents. For example, .
74.1 percent of dependents and 80.6 percent
of independents have costs gieater than
$3,300. Costs for dependents average $5,296
in 1990-91; costs for independents average
$4,912 (not shown in table). ’



Figure 10 depicts the distribution of educational
costs overall and by dependency status. [t
clearly shows that the large majority of
recipients have educational costs of $3,300 or

more.

Educational Cost ($)

£4 0-3,300 B4 3.201-3.800 753,800+

Percentage of
Recipients

20{ ¢
77/

Dependents  (ndependents Total

Figure 10: Distribution of Educational Costs
by Dependency Status

Cost Up Slightly Si_nca Last Year. A
comparison with 1989-80 data indicates an

increase in costs for Pell Grant recipients.

Average costs overall increased by 2.0 percent
between the two years, from $4,962 to
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$5,063. As aresult, 1990-91 recipients in the
high cost' ranges continue t0 fepresent a
greater percentage of the total. For example,
récipients with costs greater than $3,300
included 74.0 percent of all recipients in 1988-
89, 77.0 percent in 1989-90 and comprise
78.1 percent of all recipients in 1990-91.

Table 7A shows no clear relationship between
cost and PGl level. Far example, the proportion
of recipients attending higher cost schaools does
not vary greatly by PGl level. About 78.3
percent of the zero PGl recipients attended
institutions with educational costs over
$3,300, as do 77.2 percent of the recipients
with indexes between 1 -and 1,400, and 80.4
percent of recipients with PGls .over 1,400.
Neither does the percentage of recipients
attending lower cost schools vary -greatly by
PGl. Only 4.5 percent of the zero PGI
recipients were enrolled in schools with costs
of $2,400 or less as compared to 3.7 percent
of the recipients with indexes between 1 and
1,400 and 2.7 percent of recipients with PGls
over 1,400.



Table 7-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND EDUCATIONAL COST
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

EDUCATIONAL COST

PELL GRANT
INDEX UNDER  $400- $1,501- $1,801- $2,101- $2,401- $2,701- $3,001- $3,301- OVER TOTAL
$400 1,500 1,800 2,100 2,400 2,700 3,000 3,300 3,800 $3,800

0 1,256 5405 14,953 10,949 48,440 73,875 76,669 162,975 227,383 1,197,200 1,819,105
R% 0.07 0.30 0.82 0.60 2.66 4.06 4.21 8.96 12.50 65.81 100.00
C% 71.04 96.11 67.39 53.45 55.64 51.01 51.94 51.44 52.39 53.82 53.43
1 - 200 98 59 2,102 2,123 7461 13632 12,894 27,861 37,228 185,341 288,799
R% 0.03 0.02 0.73 0.74 2.58 4.72 4.46 9.65 12.89 64.18 100.00
C% 5.54 1.05 9.47 10.36 8.57 9.41 8.74 8.79 8.58 8.33 8.48
201 - 400 82 44 1,334 1,493 5649 10,361 10,513 22,233 30,147 141,469 223,325
R% 0.04 0.02 0.60 0.67 2.53 4.64 4.71 9.96 13.50 63.35 100.00
C% 4.64 0.78 6.01 7.29 6.49 7.15 7.12 7.02 6.95 6.36 6.56
401 - 600 61 38 939 1,302 4,952 9,035 9,536 20,156 26,720 125,866 198,605
R% 0.03 0.02 0.47 0.66 2.49 4.55 4.80 10.15 13.45 63.38 100.00
C% 3.45 0.68 4.23 6.36 5.69 6.24 6.46 6.36 6.16 5.66 5.83
601 - 800 51 33 833 1,046 4,285 7,908 8,238 16,977 22,625 107,700 169,696
R% 0.03 0.02 0.49 0.62 2.53 4.66 4.85 10.00 13.33 63.47 100.00
C% 2.88 0.59 3.75 5.11 4.92 5.46 5.58 5.36 5.21 4.84 4.98
801 - 1,000 40 19 627 989 3,974 7,088 7151 15550 20,282 100,296 156,016
R% 0.03 0.01 0.40 0.63 2.55 4.54 4.58 9.97 13.00 64.29 100.00
C% 2.26 0.34 2.83 4.83 4.56 4.89 4.84 491 4.67 4.51 4.58
1,001 - 1,200 41 13 517 841 3,392 6,319 6,357 13595 18,679 92,424 142,178
R% 0.03 0.01 0.36 0.59 2.39 4.44 4.47 9.56 13.14 65.01 100.00
C% 2.32 0.23 2.33 4.11 3.90 4.36 4.31 4.29 4.30 4.16 4.18
1,201 - 1,400 34 6 443 673 2,704 4,997 5039 11,019 14,722 75,746 115,383
R% 0.03 0.01 0.38 0.58 2.34 4.33 4.37 9.55 12.76 65.65 100.00
C% 1.92 0.11 2.00 3.29 3.11 3.45 3.41 3.48 3.39 3.41 3.39
1,401 - 1,600 32 3 346 580 2,420 4,397 4,251 9,901 13,423 70,996 106,349
R% 0.03 0.00 0.33 0.55 2.28 4.13 4.00 9.31 12.62 66.76 100.00
C% 1.81 0.05 1.56 2.83 2.78 3.04 2.88 3.12 3.09 3.19 3.12
1,601 - 1,800 35 4 89 387 2,098 3,968 3,922 8,911 12,327 67,150 98,891
R% 0.04 0.00 0.09 0.39 2.12 4.01 3.97 9.01 12.47 67.90 100.00
C% 1.98 0.07 0.40 1.89 2.41 2.74 2.66 2.81 2.84 3.02 2.90
1,801 - 2,100 38 0 7 102 1,679 3,245 3,041 7,665 10,480 60,206 86,463
R% 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.12 1.94 3.75 3.52 8.87 12.12 69.63 100.00
C% 2.15 0.00 0.03 0.50 1.93 2.24 2.06 2.42 2.41 2.71 2.54
TOTAL 1,768 5624 22,190 20,485 87,054 144,825 147,611 316,843 434,016 2,224,394 3,404,810
R% 0.05 0.17 0.65 0.60 2.56 4.25 4.34 9.31 12.75 65.33 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



Table 7-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND EDUCATIONAL COST
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

EDUCATIONAL COST

PELL GRANT
INDEX UNDER  $400- $1,501- $1,801- $2,101- $2,401- $2,701- $3,001- $3,301- OVER TOTAL
$400 1,500 1,800 2,100 2,400 2,700 3,000 3,300 3,800  $3,800

0 303 200 9,222 6,836 18,152 33642 15998 52,684 45415 264,012 446,464
R% 0.07 0.04 2.07 1.53 4.07 7.54 3.58 11.80 10.17 59.13 100.00
C% 52.15 57.31 58.12 45.29 40.45 39.64 34.22 37.87 30.64 31.13 33.22
1 - 200 54 37 2,016 1,885 5,077 9,979 5571 16,465 18309 98,041 157,434
R% 0.03 0.02 1.28 1.20 3.22 6.34 3.54 10.46 11.63 62.27 100.00
C% 9.29 10.60 12.71 12.49 11.31 11.76 11.92 11.83 12.35 11.56 11.71
201 - 400 33 34 1,230 1,314 3,803 7,204 3,780 11,430 12501 67,371 108,700
R% 0.03 0.03 1.13 1.21 3.50 6.63 3.48 10.52 11.50 61.98 100.00
C% 5.68 9.74 7.75 8.71 8.48 8.49 8.08 8.21 8.43 7.94 8.09
401 - 600 34 27 858 1,104 3,349 6,342 3,582 10,411 11,729 63,707 101,143
R% 0.03 0.03 0.85 1.09 3.31 6.27 3.54 10.29 11.60 62.99 100.00
C% 5.85 7.74 5.41 7.31 7.46 7.47 7.66 7.48 7.91 7.51 7.53
601 - 800 31 19 735 897 2,904 5,624 3,376 9,225 10,693 58,948 92,452
R% 0.03 0.02 0.80 0.97 3.14 6.08 3.65 9.98 11.57 63.76 100.00
C% 5.34 5.44 4.63 5.94 6.47 6.63 7.22 6.63 7.21 6.95 6.88
801 - 1,000 21 11 549 841 2,696 5,000 3,150 8,613 10,099 57,671 88,651
R% 0.02 0.01 0.62 0.95 3.04 5.64 3.55 9.72 11.39 65.05 100.00
C% 3.61 3.15 3.46 5.57 6.01 5.89 6.74 6.19 6.81 6.80 6.60
1,001 - 1,200 20 10 455 702 2,401 4,591 2,926 7,672 9,629 55,601 84,007
R% 0.02 0.01 0.54 0.84 2.86 5.47 3.48 9.13 11.46 66.19 100.00
C% 3.44 2.87 2.87 4.65 5.35 541 6.26 551 6.50 6.56 6.25
1,201 - 1,400 24 5 400 594 1,941 3,707 2,495 6,486 8,129 48,309 72,090
R% 0.03 0.01 0.55 0.82 2.69 5.14 3.46 9.00 11.28 67.01 100.00
C% 4.13 1.43 2.52 3.94 4.33 4.37 5.34 4.66 5.48 5.70 5.36
1,401 - 1,600 18 2 321 496 1,742 3,303 2,116 5,879 7,675 46,606 68,158
R% 0.03 0.00 0.47 0.73 2.56 4.85 3.10 8.63 11.26 68.38 100.00
C% 3.10 0.57 2.02 3.29 3.88 3.89 4.53 4.23 5.18 5.49 5.07
1,601 - 1,800 22 4 78 337 1,550 2,960 2,039 5,387 7,382 45,440 65,199
R% 0.03 0.01 0.12 0.52 2.38 454 3.13 8.26 11.32 69.69 100.00
C% 3.79 1.15 0.49 2.23 3.45 3.49 4.36 3.87 4.98 5.36 4.85
1,801 - 2,100 21 0 2 88 1,257 2,522 1,722 4,884 6,655 42,455 59,606
R% 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.15 2.11 4.23 2.89 8.19 11.16 71.23 100.00
C% 3.61 0.00 0.01 0.58 2.80 2.97 3.68 3.51 4.49 5.01 4.44
TOTAL 581 349 15866 15094 44,872 84,874 46,755 139,136 148,216 848,161 1,343,904
R% 0.04 0.03 1.18 1.12 3.34 6.32 3.48 10.35 11.03 63.11 100.00

C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

Table 7-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

BY PELL GRANT INDEX AND EDUCATIONAL COST

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

EDUCATIONAL COST

PELL GRANT
INDEX UNDER  $400- $1,501- $1,801- $2,101- $2,401- $2,701- $3,001- $3,301- OVER TOTAL
$400 1,500 1,800 2,100 2,400 2,700 3,000 3,300 3,800  $3,800

0 953 5,205 5,731 4,113 30,288 40,233 60,671 110,291 181,968 933,188 1,372,641
R% 0.07 0.38 0.42 0.30 2.21 2.93 4.42 8.03 13.26 67.98 100.00
C% 80.29 98.67 90.62 76.29 71.80 67.11 60.16 62.06 63.67 67.81 66.60
1 - 200 44 22 86 238 2,384 3,653 7,323 11,396 18,919 87,300 131,365
R% 0.03 0.02 0.07 0.18 1.81 2.78 557 8.68 14.40 66.46 100.00
C% 3.71 0.42 1.36 4.41 5.65 6.09 7.26 6.41 6.62 6.34 6.37
201 - 400 49 10 104 179 1,846 3,157 6,733 10,803 17,646 74,098 114,625
R% 0.04 0.01 0.09 0.16 1.61 2.75 5.87 9.42 15.39 64.64 100.00
C% 4.13 0.19 1.64 3.32 4.38 5.27 6.68 6.08 6.17 5.38 5.56
401 - 600 27 11 81 198 1,603 2,693 5,954 9,745 14,991 62,159 97,462
R% 0.03 0.01 0.08 0.20 1.64 2.76 6.11 10.00 15.38 63.78 100.00
C% 2.27 0.21 1.28 3.67 3.80 4.49 5.90 5.48 5.25 452 4.73
601 - 800 20 14 98 149 1,381 2,284 4,862 7,752 11,932 48,752 77,244
R% 0.03 0.02 0.13 0.19 1.79 2.96 6.29 10.04 15.45 63.11 100.00
C% 1.68 0.27 1.55 2.76 3.27 3.81 4.82 4.36 417 3.54 3.75
801 - 1,000 19 8 78 148 1,278 2,088 4,001 6,937 10,183 42,625 67,365
R% 0.03 0.01 0.12 0.22 1.90 3.10 5.94 10.30 15.12 63.27 100.00
C% 1.60 0.15 1.23 2.75 3.03 3.48 3.97 3.90 3.56 3.10 3.27
1,001 - 1,200 21 3 62 139 991 1,728 3,431 5,923 9,050 36,823 58,171
R% 0.04 0.01 0.11 0.24 1.70 2.97 5.90 10.18 15.56 63.30 100.00
C% 1.77 0.06 0.98 2.58 2.35 2.88 3.40 3.33 3.17 2.68 2.82
1,201 - 1,400 10 1 43 79 763 1,290 2,544 4,533 6,593 27,437 43,293
R% 0.02 0.00 0.10 0.18 1.76 2.98 5.88 10.47 15.23 63.38 100.00
C% 0.84 0.02 0.68 1.47 1.81 2.15 2.52 2.55 2.31 1.99 2.10
1,401 - 1,600 14 1 25 84 678 1,094 2,135 4,022 5,748 24,390 38,191
R% 0.04 0.00 0.07 0.22 1.78 2.86 5.59 10.53 15.05 63.86 100.00
C% 1.18 0.02 0.40 1.56 1.61 1.82 2.12 2.26 2.01 1.77 1.85
1,601 - 1,800 13 0 11 50 548 1,008 1,883 3,524 4,945 21,710 33,692
R% 0.04 0.00 0.03 0.15 1.63 2.99 5.59 10.46 14.68 64.44 100.00
C% 1.10 0.00 0.17 0.93 1.30 1.68 1.87 1.98 1.73 1.58 1.63
1,801 - 2,100 17 0 5 14 422 723 1,319 2,781 3,825 17,751 26,857
R% 0.06 0.00 0.02 0.05 1.57 2.69 491 10.35 14.24 66.09 100.00
C% 1.43 0.00 0.08 0.26 1.00 1.21 1.31 1.56 1.34 1.29 1.30
TOTAL 1,187 5,275 6,324 5,391 42,182 59,951 100,856 177,707 285,800 1,376,233 2,060,906
R% 0.06 0.26 0.31 0.26 2.05 291 4.89 8.62 13.87 66.78 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
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Table 8

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
by Family Income and Educational Costs

Award Period 1990-91

8A - Total
8B - Dependents
8C - Independents

Tables 8A, 8B, and 8C show the distribution of
Pell Grant recipients by family income and
educational cost.

Low and High Cost Schools Attract Students
from all Income Ranges at Similar Rate. Table
‘8A indicates no clear relationship between
income and educational cost.  This is
consistent with the lack of relationship

between PGl and educational cost for Table 7. 7

Low cost schools attract low income students
at about the same rate as high income
students. For example, 4.0 percent of all
recipients with incomes of $6,000 or less
~ attend institutions where costs are $2,400 or
" less. By comparison, 3.0 percent of recipients
with incomes greater than $20,000 have costs
in this low range: Likewise, higher cost schools
appear to attract récipients from both income
groups at the same rate. About four-fifths of

the $9,000 or less income group {78.6 percent)

‘and the greater than $20,000 income group
{79.5 percent} have costs greater than $3,300.

More Dependents in High Income and
Educational Cost Ranges. Tables 8B and 8C
show income and educational cost ranges more

often than independents. For example, 28.5
percent'of dependents compared to oniy 7.8
percent of independents have incomes of more
than $20,00Q and educational costs in excess
of $3,300 (See Figure 11}). Family income
ranges of $9,001 to $20,000 for the same
educational cost are found for 26.4 percent of

dependents, compared to 19.0 "pércént of
. independents. Those with family incomes up to
$8,000 and the same educational cost of
greater than $3,300 account for 53.8 percent .
of independents and 19.2 percent of
dependents,

-d
(=]

Dapendants
B Independants

2 88888:¢

Parcantage of Recipients
With Educational Cost > $3,300

-
o o

9,001-20,000
Family incoms ($}

Figure 11: High Educational Costs by Income



TABLE 8-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND EDUCATIONAL COST

ALL RECIPIENTS

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

EDUCATIONAL COST

UNDER $400- $1,501- $1,801- $2,101- $2,401- $2,701- $3,001- $3,301- OVER

FAMILY INCOME $400 1,500 1,800 2,100 2,400 2,700 3,000 3,300 3,800 $3,800 TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 339 4,713 4,505 2,173 7,131 10,104 9,588 20,207 26,597 130,964 216,321
R% 0.16 2.18 2.08 1.00 3.30 4.67 4.43 9.34 12.30 60.54 100.00
C% 19.17 83.80 20.30 10.61 8.19 6.98 6.50 6.38 6.13 5.89 6.35
$1,001 - 3,000 163 215 1,089 1,305 7,178 11,108 13,919 26,307 36,015 209,567 306,866
R% 0.05 0.07 0.35 0.43 2.34 3.62 454 8.57 11.74 68.29 100.00
C% 9.22 3.82 4.91 6.37 8.25 7.67 9.43 8.30 8.30 9.42 9.01
$3,001 - 6,000 439 293 2,145 2,581 14,161 21,985 27,978 58,063 84,180 461,368 673,193
R% 0.07 0.04 0.32 0.38 2.10 3.27 4.16 8.63 12.50 68.53 100.00
C% 24.83 5.21 9.67 12.60 16.27 15.18 18.95 18.33 19.40 20.74 19.77
$6,001 - 9,000 249 131 3,707 3,258 16,667 23,670 23,423 53,367 74,197 345,304 543,973
R% 0.05 0.02 0.68 0.60 3.06 435 431 9.81 13.64 63.48 100.00
C% 14.08 2.33 16.71 15.90 19.15 16.34 15.87 16.84 17.10 15.52 15.98
$9,001 - 15,000 263 124 5,487 4,598 17,807 30,459 27,558 59,105 79,366 382,161 606,928
R% 0.04 0.02 0.90 0.76 2.93 5.02 454 9.74 13.08 62.97 100.00
C% 14.88 2.20 24.73 2245 20.46 21.03 18.67 18.65 18.29 17.18 17.83
$15,001 - 20,000 117 78 2,514 2,947 9,980 18,211 17,729 36,861 47,906 235,931 372,274
R% 0.03 0.02 0.68 0.79 2.68 4.89 476 9.90 12.87 63.38 100.00
C% 6.62 1.39 11.33 14.39 11.46 1257 12.01 11.63 11.04 10.61 10.93
$20,001 - 30,000 152 58 2,224 2,940 10,990 22,239 21,191 46,847 62,701 320,487 489,829
R% 0.03 0.01 0.45 0.60 2.24 454 4.33 9.56 12.80 65.43 100.00
C% 8.60 1.03 10.02 14.35 12.62 15.36 14.36 14.79 14.45 14.41 14.39
$30,001 - 40,000 35 11 451 599 2,660 5,813 5,156 12,938 18,583 105,283 151,529
R% 0.02 0.01 0.30 0.40 1.76 3.84 3.40 8.54 12.26 69.48 100.00
C% 1.98 0.20 2.03 2.92 3.06 4.01 3.49 4.08 4.28 4.73 4.45
$40,001 + 11 1 68 84 480 1,236 1,069 3,148 4,471 33,329 43,897
R% 0.03 0.00 0.15 0.19 1.09 2.82 2.44 7.17 10.19 75.93 100.00
C% 0.62 0.02 0.31 0.41 0.55 0.85 0.72 0.99 1.03 1.50 1.29
TOTAL 1,768 5,624 22,190 20,485 87,054 144,825 147,611 316,843 434,016 2,224,394 3,404,810
R% 0.05 0.17 0.65 0.60 2.56 4.25 4.34 9.31 12.75 65.33 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

TABLE 8-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

BY FAMILY INCOME AND EDUCATIONAL COST

EDUCATIONAL COST

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

UNDER  $400- $1,501- $1,801- $2,101- $2,401- $2,701- $3,001- $3,301- OVER

FAMILY INCOME $400 1,500 1,800 2,100 2,400 2,700 3,000 3,300 3,800 $3,800 TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 12 9 404 345 976 1,761 1,274 3,163 4,430 20,928 33,302
R% 0.04 0.03 1.21 1.04 2.93 5.29 3.83 9.50 13.30 62.84 100.00
C% 2.07 2.58 2.55 2.29 2.18 2.07 2.72 2.27 2.99 2.47 2.48
$1,001 - 3,000 42 27 564 645 2,364 3,585 1,913 5,108 5,574 31,526 51,348
R% 0.08 0.05 1.10 1.26 4.60 6.98 3.73 9.95 10.86 61.40 100.00
C% 7.23 7.74 3.55 4.27 5.27 4.22 4.09 3.67 3.76 3.72 3.82
$3,001 - 6,000 115 52 1,390 1,467 5,143 8,900 5,017 15,272 13,504 82,528 133,388
R% 0.09 0.04 1.04 1.10 3.86 6.67 3.76 11.45 10.12 61.87 100.00
C% 19.79 14.90 8.76 9.72 11.46 10.49 10.73 10.98 9.11 9.73 9.93
$6,001 - 9,000 76 54 3,123 2,378 5,702 10,830 5,168 17,027 15,256 84,752 144,366
R% 0.05 0.04 2.16 1.65 3.95 7.50 3.58 11.79 10.57 58.71 100.00
C% 13.08 15.47 19.68 15.75 12.71 12.76 11.05 12.24 10.29 9.99 10.74
$9,001 - 15,000 123 82 5,280 4,185 10,594 20,743 9,820 30,767 30,139 163,033 274,766
R% 0.04 0.03 1.92 1.52 3.86 7.55 3.57 11.20 10.97 59.34 100.00
C% 21.17 23.50 33.28 27.73 23.61 24.44 21.00 2211 20.33 19.22 20.45
$15,001 - 20,000 69 61 2,436 2,735 7,853 14,366 8,199 23,223 24,859 136,472 220,273
R% 0.03 0.03 111 1.24 3.57 6.52 3.72 10.54 11.29 61.96 100.00
C% 11.88 17.48 15.35 18.12 17.50 16.93 17.54 16.69 16.77 16.09 16.39
$20,001 - 30,000 105 52 2,152 2,680 9,343 18,241 10,944 31,523 36,815 211,975 323,830
R% 0.03 0.02 0.66 0.83 2.89 5.63 3.38 9.73 11.37 65.46 100.00
C% 18.07 14.90 13.56 17.76 20.82 21.49 2341 22.66 24.84 24.99 24.10
$30,001 - 40,000 29 11 450 577 2,451 5,253 3,513 10,196 13,769 86,054 122,303
R% 0.02 0.01 0.37 0.47 2.00 4.30 2.87 8.34 11.26 70.36 100.00
C% 4.99 3.15 2.84 3.82 5.46 6.19 7.51 7.33 9.29 10.15 9.10
$40,001 + 10 1 67 82 446 1,195 907 2,857 3,870 30,893 40,328
R% 0.02 0.00 0.17 0.20 111 2.96 2.25 7.08 9.60 76.60 100.00
C% 1.72 0.29 0.42 0.54 0.99 1.41 1.94 2.05 2.61 3.64 3.00
TOTAL 581 349 15,866 15,094 44,872 84,874 46,755 139,136 148,216 848,161 1,343,904
R% 0.04 0.03 1.18 1.12 3.34 6.32 3.48 10.35 11.03 63.11 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



TABLE 8-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND EDUCATIONAL COST
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

EDUCATIONAL COST

UNDER  $400- $1,501- $1,801- $2,101- $2,401- $2,701- $3,001- $3,301- OVER

FAMILY INCOME $400 1,500 1,800 2,100 2,400 2,700 3,000 3,300 3,800 $3,800 TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 327 4,704 4,101 1,828 6,155 8,343 8,314 17,044 22,167 110,036 183,019
R% 0.18 2.57 2.24 1.00 3.36 456 454 9.31 1211 60.12 100.00
C% 2755 89.18 64.85 33.91 14.59 13.92 8.24 9.59 7.76 8.00 8.88
$1,001 - 3,000 121 188 525 660 4,814 7,523 12,006 21,199 30,441 178,041 255,518
R% 0.05 0.07 0.21 0.26 1.88 2.94 4.70 8.30 11.91 69.68 100.00
C% 10.19 3.56 8.30 12.24 11.41 12.55 11.90 11.93 10.65 12.94 12.40
$3,001 - 6,000 324 241 755 1,114 9,018 13,085 22,961 42,791 70,676 378,840 539,805
R% 0.06 0.04 0.14 0.21 1.67 2.42 4.25 7.93 13.09 70.18 100.00
C% 27.30 457 11.94 20.66 21.38 21.83 22.77 24.08 24.73 2753 26.19
$6,001 - 9,000 173 7 584 880 10,965 12,840 18,255 36,340 58,941 260,552 399,607
R% 0.04 0.02 0.15 0.22 2.74 3.21 457 9.09 14.75 65.20 100.00
C% 1457 1.46 9.23 16.32 25.99 21.42 18.10 20.45 20.62 18.93 19.39
$9,001 - 15,000 140 42 207 413 7,213 9,716 17,738 28,338 49,227 219,128 332,162
R% 0.04 0.01 0.06 0.12 2.17 2.93 5.34 8.53 14.82 65.97 100.00
C% 11.79 0.80 3.27 7.66 17.10 16.21 17.59 15.95 17.22 15.92 16.12
$15,001 - 20,000 48 17 78 212 2,127 3,845 9,530 13,638 23,047 99,459 152,001
R% 0.03 0.01 0.05 0.14 1.40 2.53 6.27 8.97 15.16 65.43 100.00
C% 4.04 0.32 1.23 3.93 5.04 6.41 9.45 7.67 8.06 7.23 7.38
$20,001 - 30,000 47 6 72 260 1,647 3,998 10,247 15,324 25,886 108,512 165,999
R% 0.03 0.00 0.04 0.16 0.99 241 6.17 9.23 15.59 65.37 100.00
C% 3.96 0.11 1.14 4.82 3.90 6.67 10.16 8.62 9.06 7.88 8.05
$30,001 - 40,000 6 0 1 22 209 560 1,643 2,742 4,814 19,229 29,226
R% 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.72 1.92 5.62 9.38 16.47 65.79 100.00
C% 0.51 0.00 0.02 0.41 0.50 0.93 1.63 1.54 1.68 1.40 1.42
$40,001 + 1 0 1 2 34 41 162 291 601 2,436 3,569
R% 0.03 0.00 0.03 0.06 0.95 1.15 454 8.15 16.84 68.25 100.00
C% 0.08 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.08 0.07 0.16 0.16 0.21 0.18 0.17
TOTAL 1,187 5,275 6,324 5,391 42,182 59,951 100,856 177,707 285,800 1,376,233 2,060,906
R% 0.06 0.26 0.31 0.26 2.05 291 4.89 8.62 13.87 66.78 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
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Table 9

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Educational Cost and Grant Level

Award Period 1990-91

9A - Total
9B - Dependent
9C - Independent

Tables 9A, 9B, and 9C present the distribution
of Pell Grant recipients by educational cost and
grant level, first for all recipients, then for
dependents and independents, respectively.

As in Table 4, the step-shaped line drawn
diagonaily through the threé tables delineates
valid versus invalid awards. All cells to the
right of the line should contain zeros as they
are invalid combinations of educational cost
and grant level. For example, the maximum
grant for a full-time student with a cost of
$1,800 is $1,110. Grants which exceed
$1,110 for this educational cost are most likely
overawards resulting from attendance by the
Pel! Grant recipient at more than one-school
during the award vear.

Educational Costs Drive Grants To A Great
Extent. Figure 12 shows that, consistent with
Pell Grant award determination rules, the higher
the recipient’s educational cost, the greater the

potential for receiving a large Pell Grant. For
example, of the recipilents with educational
costs greater than $3,300, 54.8 percent
received a grant of $1,500 or more, while 22.0
percent receive grants of less than $300. In
comparison, of recipients reporting educational
costs of $3,000 or less, only 21.1 percent
receive grants of $1,500 or greater, while 43.6
percent receive grants of less than $900.

Average Grant Level ($)

2200
2000
1800
1600
1400
1200
1000
800
600
400
200

01500  1501-3000 3001-3800 3801+
Educational Costs ($)

Figure 12: Average Grant by Educational
Costs and Dependency Status
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A comparison of Tables 98 and 9C shows that
the educational costs of independents are
slightly higher than those of dependents. For
example, 80.6 percent of independents report
educational costs greater than $3,300,
compared to 74.1 percent of dependents.

48

Consequently, more independents, who are

reporting relatively lower incomes and higher
costs than their dependent counterparts,
receive the maximum grant {23.1 percent of
independents, 13.3 percent of dependents) and
relatively higher grants in general.



TABLE 9-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY EDUCATIONAL COST AND GRANT LEVEL
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

EICD:LOJCSZZ'ISSN $1-299 $300-599 $600 - 899 $900 - 1,199 $1,200 - 1,499 $1,500 - 1,799 $1,800 - 2,099 $2,100 - 2,299 $2,300 TOTAL
LESS THAN $400 266 165 303 284 99 251 90 70 240 1,768
R% 15.05 9.33 17.14 16.06 5.60 14.20 5.09 3.96 13.57 100.00
C% 0.22 0.05 0.08 0.05 0.04 0.06 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.05
$400 - 1,500 2,212 2,184 1,177 31 10 5 2 2 1 5,624
R% 39.33 38.83 20.93 0.55 0.18 0.09 0.04 0.04 0.02 100.00
C% 179 0.64 0.30 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.17
$1,501 - 1,800 2,287 5,503 3,414 10,937 17 12 10 6 4 22,190
R% 10.31 24.80 15.39 49.29 0.08 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.02 100.00
C% 1.85 1.62 0.88 1.88 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.65
$1,801 - 2,100 2,106 4,808 4,280 6,700 2,566 7 11 1 6 20,485
R% 10.28 23.47 20.89 32.71 12.53 0.03 0.05 0.00 0.03 100.00
C% 170 141 110 1.15 0.94 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.60
$2,101 - 2,400 4,394 15,236 19,115 13,602 34,554 80 43 6 24 87,054
R% 5.05 17.50 21.96 15.62 39.69 0.09 0.05 0.01 0.03 100.00
C% 3.56 4.48 4.92 2.34 12.71 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 2.56
$2,401 - 2,700 7,458 21,411 25,502 19,615 30,341 40,358 62 25 53 144,825
R% 5.15 14.78 17.61 13.54 20.95 27.87 0.04 0.02 0.04 100.00
C% 6.04 6.29 6.57 3.37 11.16 9.70 0.02 0.01 0.01 4.25
$2,701 - 3,000 7,653 23,700 34,125 14,599 18,380 47,089 1,851 67 147 147,611
R% 5.18 16.06 23.12 9.89 12.45 31.90 1.25 0.05 0.10 100.00
C% 6.20 6.96 8.79 251 6.76 11.32 0.47 0.03 0.02 4.34
$3,001 - 3,300 12,497 34,403 32,828 54,452 31,824 31,872 118,557 130 280 316,843
R% 3.94 10.86 10.36 17.19 10.04 10.06 37.42 0.04 0.09 100.00
C% 10.12 10.11 8.46 9.35 11.71 7.66 30.31 0.06 0.04 9.31
$3,301 - 3,800 16,152 47,631 44,045 77,304 31,112 45,398 79,827 81,875 10,672 434,016
R% 3.72 10.97 10.15 17.81 7.17 10.46 18.39 18.86 2.46 100.00
C% 13.08 13.99 11.35 13.27 11.45 10.91 20.41 34.68 1.63 12.75
$3,801 + 68,504 185,405 223,338 384,844 122,901 250,948 190,747 153,894 643,813 2,224,394
R% 3.08 8.34 10.04 17.30 5.53 11.28 8.58 6.92 28.94 100.00
C% 55.46 54.46 57.54 66.08 45.22 60.32 48.76 65.19 98.26 65.33
TOTAL 123,529 340,446 388,127 582,368 271,804 416,020 391,200 236,076 655,240 3,404,810
R% 3.63 10.00 11.40 17.10 7.98 12.22 11.49 6.93 19.24 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



TABLE 9-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY EDUCATIONAL COST AND GRANT LEVEL
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

EICD:LOJCSZZ'ISSN $1-299 $300-599 $600 - 899 $900 - 1,199 $1,200 - 1,499 $1,500 - 1,799 $1,800 - 2,099 $2,100 - 2,299 $2,300 TOTAL
LESS THAN $400 60 53 96 121 30 79 37 36 69 581
R% 10.33 9.12 16.52 20.83 5.16 13.60 6.37 6.20 11.88 100.00
C% 0.11 0.04 0.06 0.06 0.02 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.04 0.04
$400 - 1,500 63 166 100 13 5 2 0 0 0 349
R% 18.05 47.56 28.65 3.72 1.43 0.57 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
C% 0.11 0.12 0.06 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03
$1,501 - 1,800 1,079 3,287 2,426 9,053 6 7 5 1 2 15,866
R% 6.80 20.72 15.29 57.06 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.01 0.01 100.00
C% 1.92 2.29 151 4.31 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.18
$1,801 - 2,100 1,401 3,206 3,146 5,236 2,096 3 4 0 2 15,094
R% 9.28 21.24 20.84 34.69 13.89 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.01 100.00
C% 2.49 2.24 1.95 2.49 1.66 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 112
$2,101 - 2,400 2,382 7,589 9,684 7,194 17,937 52 22 5 7 44,872
R% 531 16.91 21.58 16.03 39.97 0.12 0.05 0.01 0.02 100.00
C% 4.23 5.29 6.01 3.42 14.21 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.00 3.34
$2,401 - 2,700 3,578 10,225 13,486 10,321 18,309 28,889 31 17 18 84,874
R% 4.22 12.05 15.89 12.16 21.57 34.04 0.04 0.02 0.02 100.00
C% 6.36 7.13 8.38 4.91 14.51 16.60 0.02 0.01 0.01 6.32
$2,701 - 3,000 2,626 6,400 9,463 5,122 5,596 16,497 946 26 79 46,755
R% 5.62 13.69 20.24 10.95 11.97 35.28 2.02 0.06 0.17 100.00
C% 4.66 4.46 5.88 2.44 4.43 9.48 0.53 0.02 0.04 3.48
$3,001 - 3,300 5,217 12,972 13,801 22,597 11,900 15,388 57,054 57 150 139,136
R% 3.75 9.32 9.92 16.24 8.55 11.06 41.01 0.04 0.11 100.00
C% 9.27 9.05 8.57 10.75 9.43 8.84 31.83 0.05 0.08 10.35
$3,301 - 3,800 6,277 15,133 16,011 23,475 11,345 16,492 29,351 27,658 2,474 148,216
R% 4.24 10.21 10.80 15.84 7.65 11.13 19.80 18.66 1.67 100.00
C% 11.15 10.55 9.94 11.17 8.99 9.47 16.37 24.15 1.38 11.03
$3,801 + 33,617 84,350 92,790 127,037 58,969 96,655 91,810 86,704 176,229 848,161
R% 3.96 9.95 10.94 14.98 6.95 11.40 10.82 10.22 20.78 100.00
C% 59.71 58.83 57.63 60.45 46.73 55.53 51.22 75.72 98.44 63.11
TOTAL 56,300 143,381 161,003 210,169 126,193 174,064 179,260 114,504 179,030 1,343,904
R% 4.19 10.67 11.98 15.64 9.39 12.95 13.34 8.52 13.32 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



TABLE 9-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY EDUCATIONAL COST AND GRANT LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

E[C):L(J)gl'lgl)gN $1-299 $300-599 $600 - 899 $900 - 1,199 $1,200 - 1,499 $1,500 - 1,799 $1,800 - 2,099 $2,100 - 2,299 $2,300 TOTAL
LESS THAN $400 206 112 207 163 69 172 53 34 171 1,187
R% 17.35 9.44 17.44 13.73 5.81 14.49 4.47 2.86 14.41 100.00
C% 0.31 0.06 0.09 0.04 0.05 0.07 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.06
$400 - 1,500 2,149 2,018 1,077 18 5 3 2 2 1 5,275
R% 40.74 38.26 20.42 0.34 0.09 0.06 0.04 0.04 0.02 100.00
C% 3.20 1.02 0.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.26
$1,501 - 1,800 1,208 2,216 988 1,884 11 5 5 5 2 6,324
R% 19.10 35.04 15.62 29.79 0.17 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.03 100.00
C% 1.80 112 0.44 0.51 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.31
$1,801 - 2,100 705 1,602 1,134 1,464 470 4 7 1 4 5,391
R% 13.08 29.72 21.04 27.16 8.72 0.07 0.13 0.02 0.07 100.00
C% 1.05 0.81 0.50 0.39 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.26
$2,101 - 2,400 2,012 7,647 9,431 6,408 16,617 28 21 1 17 42,182
R% 4.77 18.13 22.36 15.19 39.39 0.07 0.05 0.00 0.04 100.00
C% 2.99 3.88 4.15 172 1141 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 2.05
$2,401 - 2,700 3,880 11,186 12,016 9,294 12,032 11,469 31 8 35 59,951
R% 6.47 18.66 20.04 15.50 20.07 19.13 0.05 0.01 0.06 100.00
C% 5.77 5.68 5.29 2.50 8.26 4.74 0.01 0.01 0.01 291
$2,701 - 3,000 5,027 17,300 24,662 9,477 12,784 30,592 905 41 68 100,856
R% 4.98 17.15 24.45 9.40 12.68 30.33 0.90 0.04 0.07 100.00
C% 7.48 8.78 10.86 2.55 8.78 12.64 0.43 0.03 0.01 4.89
$3,001 - 3,300 7,280 21,431 19,027 31,855 19,924 16,484 61,503 73 130 177,707
R% 4.10 12.06 10.71 17.93 11.21 9.28 34.61 0.04 0.07 100.00
C% 10.83 10.88 8.38 8.56 13.68 6.81 29.02 0.06 0.03 8.62
$3,301 - 3,800 9,875 32,498 28,034 53,829 19,767 28,906 50,476 54,217 8,198 285,800
R% 3.46 11.37 9.81 18.83 6.92 10.11 17.66 18.97 2.87 100.00
C% 14.69 16.49 12.34 14.46 13.58 11.95 23.82 44.60 1.72 13.87
$3,801 + 34,887 101,055 130,548 257,807 63,932 154,293 98,937 67,190 467,584 1,376,233
R% 2.53 7.34 9.49 18.73 4.65 11.21 7.19 4.88 33.98 100.00
C% 51.89 51.28 57.48 69.27 43.91 63.77 46.68 55.27 98.19 66.78
TOTAL 67,229 197,065 227,124 372,199 145,611 241,956 211,940 121,572 476,210 2,060,906
R% 3.26 9.56 11.02 18.06 7.07 11.74 10.28 5.90 23.11 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
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Table 10

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Family Income and Net Asset Level

Award Period 1990-91

Table 10A - Total
Table 10B - Dependent -
Table 10C - Independent

‘Tables 10A, 108, and 10C present the
distribution of Pell Grant recipients by family

income and asset level, first for all recipients,

then for dependents and independents,

respectively,

Net assets is the sum of the market value, less
unpaid debts of the home, other real
estatefinvestments, and business/farm, plus
cash/savings/checking. The formulae for
calculating the Pell Grant index‘p_rovide for
asset reserves that "protect™ a portion of the
student’s or parents’ assets when determining
the contribution from assets. Asset reserves
apply to all Pell recipients except single
independents with no dependents {i.e., those
with a family size of one} and the assets of
single dependent students, The asset reserves,
established by the Higher Education Act
amendments of 19886, are $30,000 for a home,
$80,000 for a business, $100,000 for a farm
{or a combination of farm and business assets)
and $25,000 for all other assets combined.

Most Pell Recipients Report Few Net Assets.
As Table 10A shows, Pell recipients have few
assets. More than seven out of gight recipients
{88.5 percent) have net assets of $25,000 or
less. Three quarters (77.8 percent) report net
assets of $7,500 or less. The percentage of
recipients reporting zero assets increased from
43.0 percent in 1989-90 to 47.1 percent in
1990-91. A '

The percentage of recipients with net assets of
$25,000 or less generally declines with family
income. For the lowest income groups {up to
$9,000}, approximately 96 percent report
assets of $25,000 or less. From there on, the

_percentage of recipients with assets under

$25,000 declines as income rises: 65.8
percent at the $30,000 to $40,000 income
levet and 55.8 percent among those few
recipients with incomes of $40,000 or more.

Independents Have Substantially Lower Net
Assets Than Dependents. While 74.5 percent
of dependents have aet assets of §25,000 or
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less, nearly all (97.5 percent) independents do.
Approximately 54.6 percent of dependenté
have net assets of $7,500 or less, compared to
92.9 percent of independents. Figure 13
shows the distribution of net assets by
dependency status. Average net assets (not
reported in these tables) are $16,740 for
dependents, $2,051 for independents, and
$7.849 for all recipients.

Figure 13: Distribution of Net Assets by
. Dependency Status
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Pell Grants Targeted to Low Income and Low
Assat Groups. In 1990-91 . 32.7 percent of all
Pell Grants recipients report net ‘assets of
$7,500 or less and incomes of $6,000 or less.
This represents a slight decline from 33.1
percent in 1989-90. Many more independents
{46.4 percent} than dependents {11.7 percent)
are in this group. Expanding the ranges, to
$25,000 for assets and $9,000 for income,
increases this group to 49.0 percent {65.8
percent of independents and 20.8 percent of
dependents).

As expected, few high asset, high income
students receive Pell Grants. Only 7.3 percent
of recipients (1.4 percent of independents and
16.5 percent of dependents) report assets
greater than $25,000 and income greater than
$15,000.



TABLE 10-A

ALL RECIPIENTS

NET ASSET LEVEL

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND NET ASSET LEVEL
- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

$1 - $7,501 - $15,001-  $25,001-  $35,001- $50,001- $75,001 -

FAMILY INCOME %0 7,500 15,000 25,000 35,000 50,000 75,000 $100,000 $100.000+ TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 155,647 40,923 3,675 3,024 2,235 2,415 2,706 1,607 4,189 216,321
R% 71.95 18.92 1.65 1.40 1.03 1.12 1.25 0.74 1.94 100.00
C% 9.71 3.91 1.96 1.69 1.69 2.05 3.29 5.21 13.61 6.35
$1,001 - 3,000 216,148 72,645 5,632 4,027 2,469 2,115 1,642 785 1,403 306,866
R% 70.44 23.67 1.84 1.31 0.80 0.69 0.54 0.26 0.46 100.00
C% 13.49 6.94 3.08 2.26 1.87 1.79 1.99 2.55 4.56 9.01
$3,001 - 6,000 443,130 184,904 13,897 10,341 6,600 5,614 4,100 1,904 2,703 673,193
R% 65.83 27.47 2.06 1.54 0.98 0.83 0.61 0.28 0.40 100.00
C% 27.66 17.65 7.61 5.80 4.99 476 4.98 6.17 8.78 19.77
$6,001 - 9,000 303,170 180,177 16,656 13,939 9,301 8,231 6,379 2,721 3,399 543,973
R% 55.73 33.12 3.06 2.56 1.71 1.51 1.17 0.50 0.62 100.00
C% 18.92 17.20 9.12 7.81 7.03 6.98 7.75 8.82 11.04 15.98
$9,001 - 15,000 270,003 200,392 34,249 30,939 21,906 20,605 15,905 6,309 6,620 606,928
R% 44.49 33.02 5.64 5.10 3.61 3.39 2.62 1.04 1.09 100.00
C% 16.85 19.13 18.76 17.34 16.56 17.47 19.32 20.46 2150 17.83
$15,001 - 20,000 106,208 137,140 30,984 30,263 22,579 20,934 14,636 5,234 4,296 372,274
R% 28.53 36.84 8.32 8.13 6.07 5.62 3.93 1.41 1.15 100.00
C% 6.63 13.09 16.97 16.96 17.07 17.75 17.78 16.97 13.95 10.93
$20,001 - 30,000 89,737 180,124 53,034 55,589 41,511 35,155 21,498 7,773 5,408 489,829
R% 18.32 36.77 10.83 11.35 8.47 7.18 4.39 1.59 1.10 100.00
C% 5.60 17.20 29.04 31.16 31.38 29.81 26.11 25.21 17.57 14.39
$30,001 - 40,000 15,538 42,313 19,132 22,665 18,585 16,541 11,194 3,420 2,141 151,529
R% 10.25 27.92 12.63 14.96 12.26 10.92 7.39 2.26 1.41 100.00
C% 0.97 4.04 10.48 12.70 14.05 14.03 13.60 11.09 6.95 4.45
$40,001 + 2,685 8,724 5,440 7,624 7,106 6,328 4,277 1,085 628 43,897
R% 6.12 19.87 12.39 17.37 16.19 14.42 9.74 2.47 1.43 100.00
C% 0.17 0.83 2.98 4.27 5.37 5.37 5.19 3.52 2.04 1.29
TOTAL 1,602,266 1,047,342 182,599 178,411 132,292 117,938 82,337 30,838 30,787 3,404,810
R% 47.06 30.76 5.36 5.24 3.89 3.46 2.42 0.91 0.90 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



TABLE 10-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND NET ASSET LEVEL
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

NET ASSET LEVEL

$1 - $7,501 - $15,001-  $25,001-  $35,001- $50,001- $75,001 -

FAMILY INCOME %0 7,500 15,000 25,000 35,000 50,000 75,000 $100,000 $100.000+ TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 13,390 4,872 1,861 1,899 1,678 1,911 2,311 1,445 3,935 33,302
R% 40.21 14.63 5.59 5.70 5.04 5.74 6.94 4.34 11.82 100.00
C% 3.26 1.51 1.47 1.36 1.51 1.87 3.15 5.15 13.75 2.48
$1,001 - 3,000 32,022 6,857 3,140 2,702 1,779 1,575 1,323 669 1,281 51,348
R% 62.36 13.35 6.12 5.26 3.46 3.07 2.58 1.30 2.49 100.00
C% 7.79 2.12 2.48 1.93 1.61 1.54 1.80 2.38 4.48 3.82
$3,001 - 6,000 80,675 19,439 8,870 7,511 4,998 4,451 3,375 1,638 2,431 133,388
R% 60.48 1457 6.65 5.63 3.75 3.34 2.53 1.23 1.82 100.00
C% 19.62 6.02 7.01 5.37 451 4.35 4.60 5.83 8.50 9.93
$6,001 - 9,000 70,373 27,615 11,073 10,322 7,384 6,743 5,368 2,397 3,091 144,366
R% 48.75 19.13 7.67 7.15 5.11 4.67 3.72 1.66 2.14 100.00
C% 17.12 8.55 8.74 7.38 6.67 6.59 7.31 8.54 10.80 10.74
$9,001 - 15,000 98,263 67,842 23,625 23,801 17,987 17,477 13,958 5,668 6,145 274,766
R% 35.76 24.69 8.60 8.66 6.55 6.36 5.08 2.06 2.24 100.00
C% 23.90 20.99 18.66 17.02 16.24 17.09 19.01 20.19 21.47 20.45
$15,001 - 20,000 51,837 64,277 21,437 23,786 18,912 18,226 13,001 4,789 4,008 220,273
R% 2353 29.18 9.73 10.80 8.59 8.27 5.90 2.17 1.82 100.00
C% 12.61 19.89 16.93 17.01 17.07 17.82 17.70 17.06 14.01 16.39
$20,001 - 30,000 51,073 94,970 36,701 43,579 34,953 30,721 19,528 7,220 5,085 323,830
R% 15.77 29.33 11.33 13.46 10.79 9.49 6.03 2.23 1.57 100.00
C% 12.42 29.39 28.98 31.17 3155 30.03 26.59 25.72 17.77 24.10
$30,001 - 40,000 11,150 29,554 15,003 19,163 16,441 15,225 10,498 3,225 2,044 122,303
R% 9.12 24.16 12.27 15.67 13.44 12.45 8.58 2.64 1.67 100.00
C% 2.71 9.15 11.85 13.71 14.84 14.88 14.30 11.49 7.14 9.10
$40,001 + 2,362 7,709 4,912 7,040 6,652 5,962 4,074 1,022 595 40,328
R% 5.86 19.12 12.18 17.46 16.49 14.78 10.10 2.53 1.48 100.00
C% 0.57 2.39 3.88 5.04 6.00 5.83 5.55 3.64 2.08 3.00
TOTAL 411,145 323,135 126,622 139,803 110,784 102,291 73,436 28,073 28,615 1,343,904
R% 30.59 24.04 9.42 10.40 8.24 7.61 5.46 2.09 2.13 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00



TABLE 10-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY FAMILY INCOME AND NET ASSET LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

NET ASSET LEVEL

$1 - $7,501 - $15,001-  $25,001-  $35,001- $50,001- $75,001 -

FAMILY INCOME %0 7,500 15,000 25,000 35,000 50,000 75,000 $100,000 $100.000+ TOTAL
LESS THAN $1,001 142,257 36,051 1,714 1,125 557 504 395 162 254 183,019
R% 77.73 19.70 0.94 0.61 0.30 0.28 0.22 0.09 0.14 100.00
C% 11.94 4.98 3.06 291 2.59 3.22 4.44 5.86 11.69 8.88
$1,001 - 3,000 184,126 65,788 2,492 1,325 690 540 319 116 122 255,518
R% 72.06 25.75 0.98 0.52 0.27 0.21 0.12 0.05 0.05 100.00
C% 15.46 9.08 4.45 3.43 321 3.45 3.58 4.20 5.62 12.40
$3,001 - 6,000 362,455 165,465 5,027 2,830 1,602 1,163 725 266 272 539,805
R% 67.15 30.65 0.93 0.52 0.30 0.22 0.13 0.05 0.05 100.00
C% 30.43 22.85 8.98 7.33 7.45 7.43 8.15 9.62 12.52 26.19
$6,001 - 9,000 232,797 152,562 5,583 3,617 1,917 1,488 1,011 324 308 399,607
R% 58.26 38.18 1.40 0.91 0.48 0.37 0.25 0.08 0.08 100.00
C% 19.54 21.07 9.97 9.37 8.91 9.51 11.36 11.72 14.18 19.39
$9,001 - 15,000 171,740 132,550 10,624 7,138 3,919 3,128 1,947 641 475 332,162
R% 51.70 39.91 3.20 2.15 1.18 0.94 0.59 0.19 0.14 100.00
C% 14.42 18.30 18.98 18.49 18.22 19.99 21.87 23.18 21.87 16.12
$15,001 - 20,000 54,371 72,863 9,547 6,477 3,667 2,708 1,635 445 288 152,001
R% 35.77 47.94 6.28 4.26 241 1.78 1.08 0.29 0.19 100.00
C% 4.56 10.06 17.06 16.78 17.05 17.31 18.37 16.09 13.26 7.38
$20,001 - 30,000 38,664 85,154 16,333 12,010 6,558 4,434 1,970 553 323 165,999
R% 23.29 51.30 9.84 7.23 3.95 2.67 1.19 0.33 0.19 100.00
C% 3.25 11.76 29.18 31.11 30.49 28.34 22.13 20.00 14.87 8.05
$30,001 - 40,000 4,388 12,759 4,129 3,502 2,144 1,316 696 195 97 29,226
R% 15.01 43.66 14.13 11.98 7.34 450 2.38 0.67 0.33 100.00
C% 0.37 1.76 7.38 9.07 9.97 8.41 7.82 7.05 4.47 1.42
$40,001 + 323 1,015 528 584 454 366 203 63 33 3,569
R% 9.05 28.44 14.79 16.36 12.72 10.25 5.69 1.77 0.92 100.00
C% 0.03 0.14 0.94 1.51 2.11 2.34 2.28 2.28 1.52 0.17
TOTAL 1,191,121 724,207 55,977 38,608 21,508 15,647 8,901 2,765 2,172 2,060,906
R% 57.80 35.14 2.72 1.87 1.04 0.76 0.43 0.13 0.11 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
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Table 11

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Age and Family Income

Award Period 1990-91

11A -Total
11B - Dependent
11C - Independent

Tables 11A, 11B, and 11C, show the

‘distribution of Pell Grant recipients by age and

family income. Table 11A displays the
distribution for alf reciptents, while Tables 118
and 11C provide the same data for dependents

" and independents.

As has been the case since 1987-88, students

-.over the age of 24 vyears and older are

automatically considered independent for Pell

Grant award purposes. However, students

who are less than 24 years old may also be

independent if they meet certain criteria.
Dependency status overrides may be granted at
the discretion of the financial aid administrator.

Aging of Pell Recipients Continues, But At A
Moderate Pace. The majority of Pell Grant
recipients continue . to be traditional age
students. The data indicate that the recent
trend towards an increasingly older population
of Pell Grant recipients continues at a much
more moderate pace than in past cycles. Table
11A shows that 55.4 percent of all recipients

are 23 years or younger and 32.2 percent are
27 years or older in 1990-91. This is a slight

" increase over 1989-90 when 56.3 percent of

all recipients were 23 years or younger and
31.3 percent were 27 years or older, Almost
all of the increase in the older ranges occurred
in the 31-40 and over 40 age group. In 1989-
90, this group represented only 20.6 percent of
the total recipient population. This percentage
increased to 21.4 percent in 1390-91.

23 Years and Under
B3 24 Years and Okier

Percantage of Tolal Reciplents

ewzFBRBESEIRERY

200100000
Famity Incoms ($)

Figure 14: Total Recipients by Age and
Family Income -
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Youngaer, Moastly Dependent Racipients Have
Higher Family Incomes. The relationship
between age and family income that is

illustrated in Table 11A closely reflects the .

relationship between family income and
dependency status. As illustrated in Figure 14,
recipients in the younger age groups, most of
whom are dependent and report their parent’s
income, had 'relatively higher family incomes.

58

For example, 57.2 percent of the 24 and over
group report income less than " $9,000 as
compared to only 43.0 percent of the younger
group. Similarly, 26.5 percent of the 23 years

“and younger group report family income greater

than $20,000, whereas only 10.5 percent of
the older recipients report incomes in this
range.



ALL RECIPIENTS

TABLE 11-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS BY AGE AND FAMILY INCOME
- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

FAMILY INCOME

AGE LESS THAN  $1,001 - $3,001 - $6,001 - $9,001 - $15,001- $20,001- $30,001 - $40 001+ TOTAL
$1,001 3,000 6,000 9,000 15,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 '

UNDER 17 254 526 1,086 849 967 499 521 191 62 4,955
R% 5.1 106 21.9 17.1 195 10.1 105 3.9 13 100.0
c% 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
17 1,352 2,595 4,738 3,643 5,104 3,135 3,926 1,268 364 26,125
R% 5.2 9.9 18.1 13.9 195 12.0 15.0 4.9 1.4 100.0
c% 0.6 0.8 07 0.7 08 0.8 08 0.8 08 0.8
18 10,621 16,893 34,728 32,881 59,807 49,716 77,335 29,073 8,917 319,971
R% 33 5.3 10.9 103 18.7 155 24.2 9.1 2.8 100.0
c% 4.9 55 5.2 6.0 9.9 134 15.8 19.2 203 9.4
19 15,499 27,715 55,447 46,036 78,116 61,621 91,066 32,558 9,827 417,885
R% 37 6.6 13.3 11.0 18.7 14.7 218 7.8 2.4 100.0
c% 7.2 9.0 8.2 85 12.9 16.6 186 215 224 123
20 15,242 27,803 61,049 50,003 69,387 49,461 69,537 25,781 8,780 377,043
R% 4.0 7.4 16.2 133 18.4 13.1 18.4 6.8 23 100.0
c% 7.0 9.1 9.1 9.2 11.4 133 14.2 17.0 20.0 111
21 13,424 23,772 59,715 50,153 58,960 36,880 50,045 19,401 7,112 319,462
R% 4.2 7.4 18.7 157 185 115 15.7 6.1 2.2 100.0
c% 6.2 7.7 8.9 9.2 9.7 9.9 10.2 12.8 16.2 9.4
22 10,976 20,399 53,626 46,307 45,362 23,903 29,310 10,514 3,878 244,275
R% 45 8.4 22.0 19.0 18.6 9.8 12.0 4.3 16 100.0
c% 5.1 6.6 8.0 85 75 6.4 6.0 6.9 8.8 7.2
23 9,002 16,774 45,158 38,284 33,047 14,865 15,546 4,144 1,367 178,187
R% 5.1 9.4 253 215 185 8.3 8.7 23 08 100.0
c% 4.2 55 6.7 7.0 5.4 4.0 3.2 27 3.1 5.2
24 18,917 26,045 48,610 34,685 21,402 7,300 6,550 542 15 164,066
R% 12 16 30 21 13 4 4 0 0 100
C% 8.7 85 7.2 6.4 35 2.0 13 0.4 0.0 4.8
25 13,843 19,542 38,482 28,498 19,273 7,620 7,736 737 17 135,748
R% 10 14 28 21 14 6 6 1 0 100
c% 6.4 6.4 5.7 5.2 3.2 2.0 16 0.5 0.0 4.0
26 11,565 15,844 31,462 23,928 18,143 8,198 8,820 977 25 118,962
R% 10 13 26 20 15 7 7 1 0 100
C% 53 5.2 47 4.4 3.0 2.2 18 0.6 0.1 35
27 9,881 12,742 26,119 20,218 16,939 8,311 9,258 1,109 39 104,616
R% 9 12 25 19 16 8 9 1 0 100
c% 46 4.2 3.9 37 28 2.2 1.9 0.7 0.1 31
28 8,345 10,759 22,787 17,422 15,950 8,247 9,894 1,229 55 94,688
R% 9 11 24 18 17 9 10 1 0 100
C% 3.9 35 3.4 3.2 26 2.2 2.0 0.8 0.1 28
29 7,444 9,211 19,948 15,642 14,896 8,037 9,806 1,347 45 86,376
R% 9 11 23 18 17 9 11 2 0 100
c% 3.4 3.0 3.0 2.9 25 2.2 2.0 0.9 0.1 25
30 6,853 8,018 18,380 14,523 14,376 7,806 9,561 1,526 57 81,100
R% 8 10 23 18 18 10 12 2 0 100
C% 3.2 26 2.7 2.7 2.4 2.1 2.0 1.0 0.1 2.4
31-40 44,325 46,975 107,681 88,880 101,019 57,506 69,689 14,487 1,369 531,931
R% 8 9 20 17 19 11 13 3 0 100
c% 205 153 16.0 163 16.6 15.4 14.2 9.6 3.1 15.6
OVER 40 18,662 20,969 43,457 31,445 33,533 18,833 20,809 6,531 1,932 196,171
R% 10 11 22 16 17 10 11 3 1 100
C% 8.6 6.8 6.5 5.8 55 5.1 4.2 4.3 4.4 5.8
UNKNOWN 116 284 720 576 647 336 420 114 36 3,249
R% 36 8.7 222 17.7 19.9 103 12.9 35 11 100.0
C% 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
TOTAL 216,321 306,866 673,193 543,973 606,928 372,274 489,829 151,529 43,897 3,404,810
R% 6.4 9.0 19.8 16.0 17.8 109 14.4 45 13 100.0
C% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0



TABLE 11-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS BY AGE AND FAMILY INCOME

DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

FAMILY INCOME

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

AGE LESS THAN  $1,001 - $3,001 - $6,001 - $9,001 - $15,001- $20,001- $30,001 - $40.001+ TOTAL
$1,001 3,000 6,000 9,000 15,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 '

UNDER 17 65 340 868 799 949 498 520 191 62 4,292
R% 15 7.9 20.2 18.6 22.1 11.6 12.1 4.5 1.4 100.0
C% 0.2 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.3
17 338 1,296 3,384 3,270 4,939 3,098 3,919 1,268 364 21,876
R% 15 5.9 15.5 14.9 22.6 14.2 17.9 5.8 1.7 100.0
C% 1.0 25 2.5 2.3 1.8 1.4 1.2 1.0 0.9 1.6
18 5,163 9,279 25,260 29,709 58,387 49,451 77,247 29,073 8,917 292,486
R% 1.8 3.2 8.6 10.2 20.0 16.9 26.4 9.9 3.0 100.0
C% 15.5 18.1 18.9 20.6 21.2 224 239 23.8 221 21.8
19 7,789 12,837 33,286 37,083 73,473 60,671 90,630 32,544 9,827 358,140
R% 2.2 3.6 9.3 10.4 20.5 16.9 25.3 9.1 2.7 100.0
C% 234 25.0 25.0 25.7 26.7 275 28.0 26.6 24.4 26.6
20 7,647 10,960 28,547 30,637 58,621 47,046 68,248 25,742 8,779 286,227
R% 2.7 3.8 10.0 10.7 20.5 16.4 23.8 9.0 3.1 100.0
C% 23.0 21.3 214 21.2 213 214 211 21.0 21.8 213
21 6,183 7,967 20,688 21,809 41,433 32,697 47,481 19,310 7,109 204,677
R% 3.0 3.9 10.1 10.7 20.2 16.0 23.2 9.4 35 100.0
C% 18.6 15.5 15.5 15.1 15.1 14.8 14.7 15.8 17.6 15.2
22 3,958 5,348 13,410 13,559 24,592 18,282 25,350 10,304 3,877 118,680
R% 3.3 4.5 11.3 11.4 20.7 15.4 21.4 8.7 3.3 100.0
C% 11.9 10.4 10.1 9.4 9.0 8.3 7.8 8.4 9.6 8.8
23 2,143 3,207 7,659 7,212 11,956 8,279 10,122 3,771 1,359 55,708
R% 3.8 5.8 13.7 12.9 21.5 14.9 18.2 6.8 2.4 100.0
C% 6.4 6.2 5.7 5.0 4.4 3.8 3.1 3.1 3.4 4.1
24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
25 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
29 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
30 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
31-40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OVER 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
R% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
C% 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
UNKNOWN 16 114 286 288 416 251 313 100 34 1,818
R% 0.9 6.3 15.7 15.8 22.9 13.8 17.2 55 1.9 100.0
C% 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
TOTAL 33,302 51,348 133,388 144,366 274,766 220,273 323,830 122,303 40,328 1,343,904
R% 25 3.8 9.9 10.7 20.4 16.4 24.1 9.1 3.0 100.0
C% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0



INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

TABLE 11-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS BY AGE AND FAMILY INCOME

FAMILY INCOME

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

AGE LESS THAN  $1,001 - $3,001 - $6,001 - $9,001 - $15,001 - $20,001- $30,001 - $40.001+ TOTAL
$1,001 3,000 6,000 9,000 15,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 '

UNDER 17 189 186 218 50 18 1 1 0 0 663
R% 285 28.1 329 75 2.7 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0
C% 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
17 1,014 1,299 1,354 373 165 37 7 0 0 4,249
R% 239 306 319 8.8 3.9 0.9 0.2 0.0 0.0 100.0
C% 06 05 03 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2
18 5,458 7,614 9,468 3,172 1,420 265 88 0 0 27,485
R% 19.9 27.7 34.4 115 5.2 1.0 03 0.0 0.0 100.0
C% 3.0 3.0 18 0.8 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 13
19 7,710 14,878 22,161 8,953 4,643 950 436 14 0 59,745
R% 12.9 24.9 37.1 15.0 7.8 16 07 0.0 0.0 100.0
C% 42 5.8 41 2.2 14 0.6 03 0.0 0.0 2.9
20 7,595 16,843 32,502 19,366 10,766 2,415 1,289 39 1 90,816
R% 8.4 185 35.8 213 11.9 27 14 0.0 0.0 100.0
C% 41 6.6 6.0 48 3.2 16 08 0.1 0.0 44
21 7,241 15,805 39,027 28,344 17,527 4,183 2,564 91 3 114,785
R% 6.3 13.8 34.0 247 15.3 36 2.2 0.1 0.0 100.0
C% 40 6.2 72 7.1 53 238 15 0.3 0.1 5.6
22 7,018 15,051 40,216 32,748 20,770 5,621 3,960 210 1 125,595
R% 5.6 12.0 32.0 26.1 16.5 45 3.2 0.2 0.0 100.0
C% 38 5.9 75 8.2 6.3 37 24 0.7 0.0 6.1
23 6,859 13,567 37,499 31,072 21,091 6,586 5,424 373 8 122,479
R% 5.6 11.1 306 25.4 17.2 5.4 4.4 0.3 0.0 100.0
C% 37 5.3 6.9 7.8 6.3 43 33 1.3 0.2 5.9
24 18,917 26,045 48,610 34,685 21,402 7,300 6,550 542 15 164,066
R% 115 15.9 29.6 21.1 13.0 4.4 4.0 0.3 0.0 100.0
C% 103 10.2 9.0 8.7 6.4 48 3.9 1.9 0.4 8.0
25 13,843 19,542 38,482 28,498 19,273 7,620 7,736 737 17 135,748
R% 10.2 14.4 283 21.0 142 5.6 5.7 05 0.0 100.0
C% 76 76 71 7.1 58 5.0 47 25 05 6.6
26 11,565 15,844 31,462 23,928 18,143 8,198 8,820 977 25 118,962
R% 9.7 13.3 26.4 20.1 15.3 6.9 7.4 08 0.0 100.0
C% 6.3 6.2 58 6.0 55 5.4 53 33 07 5.8
27 9,881 12,742 26,119 20,218 16,939 8,311 9,258 1,109 39 104,616
R% 9.4 12.2 25.0 19.3 16.2 7.9 8.8 11 0.0 100.0
C% 5.4 5.0 48 5.1 5.1 55 56 3.8 11 5.1
28 8,345 10,759 22,787 17,422 15,950 8,247 9,894 1,229 55 94,688
R% 8.8 11.4 24.1 18.4 16.8 8.7 10.4 13 0.1 100.0
C% 46 42 42 44 48 5.4 6.0 42 15 46
29 7,444 9,211 19,948 15,642 14,896 8,037 9,806 1,347 45 86,376
R% 8.6 10.7 23.1 18.1 17.2 9.3 11.4 16 0.1 100.0
C% 41 36 37 3.9 45 5.3 5.9 46 13 42
30 6,853 8,018 18,380 14,523 14,376 7,806 9,561 1,526 57 81,100
R% 8.5 9.9 227 17.9 17.7 96 11.8 19 0.1 100.0
C% 37 3.1 3.4 36 43 5.1 58 5.2 16 3.9
31-40 44,325 46,975 107,681 88,880 101,019 57,506 69,689 14,487 1,369 531,931
R% 8.3 8.8 202 16.7 19.0 10.8 131 27 03 100.0
C% 242 18.4 19.9 222 304 37.8 42,0 496 38.4 2538
OVER 40 18,662 20,969 43,457 31,445 33,533 18,833 20,809 6,531 1,932 196,171
R% 95 10.7 222 16.0 17.1 96 10.6 33 1.0 100.0
C% 10.2 8.2 8.1 7.9 10.1 124 125 223 54.1 95
UNKNOWN 100 170 434 288 231 85 107 14 2 1,431
R% 7.0 11.9 303 20.1 16.1 5.9 75 1.0 0.1 100.0
C% 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1
TOTAL 183,019 255,518 539,805 399,607 332,162 152,001 165,999 29,226 3,569 2,060,906
R% 8.9 12.4 26.2 19.4 16.1 74 8.1 14 0.2 100.0
C% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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Table 12

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
By Family Income and Dependent Student Earnings

Award Period 1990-91

Tabie 12 presents a distribution of dependent
Pell Grant recipients by family income and
student earnings. The dependent student
earnings for this table equal the sum of the
student’s (and spouse’s) 1989 taxable and
nontaxable income minus the amount of 1989
federal taxes paid. Dependent recipients who
did not report any 1989 earnings--about 38.5
percent of all dependents--are not included in
this table.

Most Dependent Student Earnings Are Under
$4,000. Of those dependents included in
Table 12, few report a large amount of
earnings. As shown in Figure 15, only 18.8
percent report earnings. greater than $4,000 in
1989, the year reported on the 1980-91
application.  Just over 1 percent report
earnings of more than §7,500., A large
majority {62.6 percent] of these recipients
report incomes between $1,001 and $4,000.
Over 18.6 percent report income less than
$1,000.

Dependent Student Earnings Related to Family
income. A comparison of Table 12 with ather

End-of-Year Report tables that examine the
distribution of dependent recipients by family
income (Table 28) indicate that dependent
recipients whose parents report relatively large
incomes are more likely to report earnings than
dependents whose parents report little income.
For example, 70.4 percent of dependent
recipients whose parents report income greater
than $20,000 report their own earnings in
1990 {and therefore are included in Table 12).

. In contrast, only 50.8 pefcent of dependents

with family incomes of less than $3,000 report

any student earnings.

Figure 15: Distribution of Dependent Student
Earnings
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BY FAMILY INCOME AND DEPENDENT STUDENT EARNINGS

TABLE 12

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

DEPENDENT STUDENT EARNINGS

$1-
500

2,068
9.5%
3.2%

2,375
9.6%
3.7%

5,384
8.5%
8.4%

5,911
8.0%
9.3%

12,195
7.7%
19.1%

10,339
7.3%
16.2%

16,841
7.6%
26.4%

6,634
7.4%
10.4%

2,151
7.0%
3.4%

63,898
7.7%
100.0%

$501-
1,000

2,363
10.9%
2.6%

2,829
11.5%
3.1%

6,897
10.8%
7.7%

8,186
11.1%
9.1%

17,347
10.9%
19.3%

15,134
10.7%
16.8%

24,243
10.9%
27.0%

9,643
10.8%
10.7%

3,303
10.7%
3.7%

89,945
10.9%
100.0%

$1,001-
1,500

2,122
9.8%
2.3%

2,682
10.9%
2.9%

6,651
10.5%
7.1%

7,851
10.6%
8.4%

17,312
10.9%
18.6%

15,987
11.3%
17.1%

26,287
11.8%
28.2%

10,666
11.9%
11.4%

3,723
12.0%
4.0%

93,281
11.3%
100.0%

$1,501-
2,000

2,152
9.9%
2.3%

2,478
10.0%
2.6%

6,240
9.8%
6.6%

7,348
9.9%
7.7%

16,793
10.6%
17.7%

16,429
11.6%
17.3%

27,660
12.5%
29.1%

11,584
13.0%
12.2%

4,223
13.7%
4.4%

94,907
11.5%
100.0%

$2,001-
3,200

4,392
20.3%
2.1%

4,808
19.5%
2.3%

12,850
20.2%
6.1%

15,527
21.0%
7.4%

37,178
23.5%
17.6%

36,358
25.7%
17.2%

62,959
28.3%
29.9%

26,853
30.1%
12.7%

9,988
32.3%
4.7%

210,913
25.5%
100.0%

$3,201-
4,000

2,361
10.9%
2.0%

2,485
10.1%
2.1%

7,009
11.0%
6.0%

8,618
11.7%
7.3%

20,581
13.0%
17.5%

20,784
14.7%
17.6%

35,120
15.8%
29.8%

15,195
17.0%
12.9%

5,621
18.2%
4.8%

117,774
14.3%
100.0%

$4,001-
5,000

2,081
9.6%
2.4%

2,315
9.4%
2.7%

6,582
10.3%
7.6%

7,742
10.5%
9.0%

18,072
11.4%
20.9%

17,189
12.2%
19.9%

22,945
10.3%
26.5%

7,709
8.6%
8.9%

1,813
5.9%
2.1%

86,448
10.5%
100.0%

$5,001-
7,500

2,768
12.8%
4.8%

3,245
13.1%
5.6%

8,742
13.7%
15.0%

10,266
13.9%
17.7%

17,064
10.8%
29.3%

8,996
6.4%
15.5%

6,011
2.7%
10.3%

974
1.1%
1.7%

84
0.3%
0.1%

58,150
7.0%
100.0%

$7,501-
10,000

987
4.6%
11.0%

1,109
4.5%
12.4%

2,717
4.3%
30.4%

2,153
2.9%
24.1%

1,750
1.1%
19.6%

179
0.1%
2.0%

35
0.0%
0.4%

0.0%
0.1%

3
0.0%
0.0%

8,939
1.1%
100.0%

$10,001+

389
1.8%
20.3%

359
1.5%
18.8%

571
0.9%
29.9%

332
0.4%
17.4%

228
0.1%
11.9%

19
0.0%
1.0%

0.0%
0.4%

0.0%
0.2%

4
0.0%
0.2%

1,912
0.2%
100.0%

TOTAL

21,683
100.0%
2.6%

24,685
100.0%
3.0%

63,643
100.0%
7.7%

73,934
100.0%
8.9%

158,520
100.0%
19.2%

141,414
100.0%
17.1%

222,108
100.0%
26.9%

89,267
100.0%
10.8%

30,913
100.0%
3.7%

826,167
100.0%
100.0%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%
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Table 13

Summary Statistics for Pell Grant Applicants
Reporting Veteran’s Benefits

Award Period 1990-91

Table 13 presents data on Pell Grant applicants
reporting Gl Bill and Dependents Educational
Assistance Program (DEAP) benefits.

in 1890-91, less than one percent of the total
applicant poot report receiving Gl Bill and DEAP
Veteran’s benefits on their application. Of

~ those who do receive these benefits, two-thirds

{66.8 percent) claim to be independent of their
parents’ support. Figure 16 depicts the number
of applicants, qualified or eligible applicants and
recipients reporting Veteran’'s benefits by
dependency status. |

7 Applicants
45,000, 5 Eligible Applicants

; depende :
Dapendant Indapendaat Total

Figure 16: Reports of Veteran’s Benefits by
Dependency Status

Veterans Eligibility Rate Declines; Numbers
Down Significantly. Table 13 shows that
applicants who report Veteran's benefits
qualify for a Pell Grant at a slightly higher rate
than the total applicant pool. However,
veterans’ eligibility rate has declined in recent
years. In -1990-91 64.2 percent of those
applicants reporting Veteran's benefits were

_eligible for a Pell Grant in comparison to 63.1

percent of the total applicants shown in Table
1. This is a decrease from 1989-90 when 66.2
percent of applicants reporting Vetgran’s
benefits were eligible to receive a grant. The
number of applicants reporting Veteran’s
benefits is down 32.5 percent, from 64,421 in
1989-90 to 43,469 in 1990-81. This decline
may be attributed to the phasing out of certain

Gl Bill benefits.

Of those eligible for a Pell Grant, applicants

‘who report receiving Veteran's benefits receive

grants at about the same rate as the overall

- applicant pool. Whereas, 74.9 percent of

eligible applicants receiving Veteran’s benefits
also receive a Pell Grant, 74.9 percent of all
efigible applicants receive a grant.

The average grant for recipients reporting
Veteran’s benefits {$1,448) is equal to that of



e
K

),

the total recipient pool ($1,449). However,
due to the decrease in applicants reporting -
Veteran's benefits (a drop of approximately.

32.5 percent) and a decreased eligibility rate,
Pell Grant expenditures on these recipients
have decreased significantly. Approximately

68
$30.3 million dollars were awarded to
recipients reporting Veteran’s benefits in 1990-
@1. This represents a 38 percent decrease

from total program expenditures in 1989-90 of
$48.6 million dollars.



TABLE 13
SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR PELL GRANT APPLICANTS
REPORTING VETERAN'S BENEFITS
AWARD YEAR 1990-91

DEPENDENT INDEPENDENT TOTAL
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING OFFICIAL APPLICATIONS 14,519 28,950 43,469
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING VALID APPLICATIONS 13,723 27,561 41,284
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
ELIGIBLE 7,693 20,194 27,887
APPLICANTS 52.99 69.75 64.15
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
INELIGIBLE 6,030 7,367 13,397
APPLICANTS 41.53 25.45 30.82
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
APPLICATIONS RETURNED FOR 296 1.389 2 185
INSUFFICIENT DATA
NEVER RE-SUBMITTED FOR
PROCESSING 5.48 4.80 5.03
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL
APPLICATIONS 346 494 840
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SELECTED FOR VALIDATION 5,504 12,593 18,097
NUMBER OF PELL GRANT
RECIPIENTS 5,745 15,150 20,895
TOTAL EXPENDITURES $7,896,718 $22,366,652 $30,263,370

AVERAGE GRANT

$1,375

$1,476

$1,448
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Table 14

Distribution of Pell Grant Applicants
By Eligibility Status and Income Range

Award Period _1990-91

Table 14 presents a distribution of Pell Grant
applicants by eligibility status -and income
range. Unlike other tables in the End-of-Year
Report, Table 14 is based on data collected by
the Management Information System (MIS) of
the Central Processing System (CPS}. 1t
contains information on the total applicant peol
rather than total recipients. The family income
categories used in Table 14 are driven by the
CPS MIS reports and cansequently differ from

. other tables in this report.

More independent Applicants Qualify For
Grants Than Dependents. Approximately 69.8

- percent of all applicants are qualified (or

eligible) to receive a Pell Grant. Table 14
further  supports the conclusion that
independents quétify for grants at a higher rate
than dependents. in1990-91, 84.1 percent of
independent applicants are eligible to receive a
grant compared to 54.4 percent of dependent
applicants.

eligibility rates for
independents and dependents is directly related
to the difference in incomes for the two groups
of appiicants. !hdependent applicants clearly
report lower incomes on the whole, with
almost 71.3 percent of all independents

reporting income less than $10,000. Only

30.1 percent of dependents report income in

these lower ranges. In contrast, 37.6 percent'
of dependent applicants report income oaver
$20,000 in comparison to 9.8 percent of
independent applicants. As shown in earlier
tables, Pell Grants are directed towards the
income  students. Therefore,
independent applicants, who traditionally report
lower incomes, are more likely to qualify for a
grant.

lowest

Low Income Applicants Qualify At Very ’High
Rate. As shown in Figure 17, low income

applicants, dependent and independent alike,

100
2% L \ — Dependents
801 T -—- Independents
70 -\ - Total
80 Ay
L
i
g Y
g \
9 20 X
* 10 ¥
0 T T i
0-7 '501'151?30145'.300001 'asoogsoom :
. Income ($)

Figure 17: Distribution of Applicants by
Family income -
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do qualify for grants with a much higher
frequency than their higher income
counterparts.  Over 98.0 percent all applicants
reporting less than $10,000 income are eligible
to receive a Pefl Grant., The small percentage
of low income applicants that do not qualify
most likely reported sizable assets. Only about

71

36.5 percent of those applicants reporting
income greater than $20,000 are eligible to
receive a grant, It is likely that many of these
applicants also reported a large family size,
maore than one family member in postsecoridary
education, or high medical and dental
expenses.



TABLE 14
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT APPLICANTS
BY ELIGIBILITY STATUS AND INCOME RANGE
ALL APPLICANTS - AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TOTAL APPLICANTS

INCOME RANGE

$4,001 - $7,501 - $10,001 - $12,001 - $15,001 - $20,001 - $25,001 - $30,001 -
$0- 4,000 7,500 10,000 12,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 30,000 35,000 $35,001 + TOTAL
TOTAL QUALIFIED
APPLICANTS 993,538 1,005,814 523,959 263,782 341,306 471,457 367,976 264,648 137,828 137,676 4,507,984
PERCENT OF TOTAL
QUALIFIED APPLICANTS 22.0 22.3 11.6 5.9 7.6 10.5 8.2 5.9 3.1 3.1 100.0
TOTAL APPLICANTS 996,217 1,011,291 542,458 344,995 452,032 617,603 485,760 397,528 324,989 1,282,226 6,455,099
PERCENT OF TOTAL APPLICANTS 15.4 15.7 8.4 5.3 7.0 9.6 7.5 6.2 5.0 19.9 100.0
DEPENDENT APPLICANTS INCOME RANGE
$4,001 - $7,501 - $10,001 - $12,001 - $15,001 - $20,001 - $25,001 - $30,001 -
$0- 4,000 7,500 10,000 12,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 30,000 35,000 $35,001 + TOTAL
TOTAL QUALIFIED
APPLICANTS 152,524 205,740 146,726 109,582 165,193 267,807 230,959 176,867 102,996 120,952 1,679,346
PERCENT OF TOTAL
QUALIFIED APPLICANTS 9.1 12.3 8.7 6.5 9.8 15.9 13.8 10.5 6.1 7.2 100.0
TOTAL APPLICANTS 154,082 208,588 151,970 116,728 181,926 313,323 293,740 272,156 246,240 1,150,845 3,089,598
PERCENT OF TOTAL APPLICANTS 5.0 6.8 4.9 3.8 5.9 10.1 9.5 8.8 8.0 37.2 100.0
INDEPENDENT APPLICANTS INCOME RANGE
$4,001 - $7,501 - $10,001 - $12,001 - $15,001 - $20,001 - $25,001 - $30,001 -
$0- 4,000 7,500 10,000 12,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 30,000 35,000 $35,001 + TOTAL
TOTAL QUALIFIED
APPLICANTS 841,014 800,074 377,233 154,200 176,113 203,650 137,017 87,781 34,832 16,724 2,828,638
PERCENT OF TOTAL
QUALIFIED APPLICANTS 29.7 28.3 13.3 55 6.2 7.2 4.8 3.1 1.2 0.6 100.0
TOTAL APPLICANTS 842,135 802,703 390,488 228,267 270,106 304,280 192,020 125,372 78,749 131,381 3,365,501
PERCENT OF TOTAL APPLICANTS 25.0 23.9 11.6 6.8 8.0 9.0 5.7 3.7 2.3 3.9 100.0

NOTE: REJECTED APPLICANTS ARE NOT INCLUDED
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Table 15

Pell Grant Recipient Enrollment Status
By Type and Control of Institution

Award Period 1990-91

Table 15 shows the distribution of Pelt Grant
recipients by enrollment status (full time, three-
quarter time, and half time) and type and
control of institution.

Some recipients (16.9 percent) are excluded
from Table 15 because they either changed
enroflment status within the award year or had
no reported enroliment status.

Full-Time Enrollment Continues To Decline.
The percentage of Pell recipients enrolled full

time continues to decline. About 71.1 percent.

are enrolled full time this year, a drop from
71.9 percent last year. This continues the
decline from over 80 percent in 1987-88. In
addition to the loss in full-time enrollment, part-
time enrollment decreases in 1990-91 to 8.4
percent from 9.3 percent last year. There is,
however, a slight increase in the percentages
enralled three-quarter time to 3.6 percent.

Independent Students Mosty Part Time.
Enroiment status varies substantially by
dependency status. Among fuil-time recipients,
45.6 percent are dependent and mare than half

{54.4 percent) are independent, However,

part-time recipients are much more likely to be
independent, with 81.8 percent of those
enrolled three-quarter time, and 85.6 percent of
those enrofled half time. -

Part Time Enrollees Attend Pregrams of Shorter
Length. As shown in Figure 18, enroliment
status varies greatly by program length. For
example, the majority of fuli-time students
attend 4 or § year institutions (55.8 percent).
As enrollment status declines from full time,
there is a decreasing likelihood of students
attending 4 or b year schools {21.8 percent of
three-quarter time enrollees, and 14.4 percent
of half time enrollees), and an increasing
likelihood of students attending less than 2
year programs {13.4 percent of full timers,
30.3 percent of three-quarter time enrollees,
and 48.4 percent of half time enrollees.
Attendance at 2 year schools does not vary
directly with enroliment status.

Because 4 or b year schools enrclling the
largest numbers of students are public, most
full time enrollees {60.0 percent} attend public
institutions; full time students enroll in private
and proprietary institutions at about the same

level {20.2 percent and 19.9 percent,



.
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respectively). Three-quarter time students tend
to enrol most at public institutions {55.5
percent} or proprietary institutions (32.4
percent)., Half timers are most likely to be
found at proprietary institutions (53.5 percent},

‘followed by public institutions (38.2 percentl].

Looking at the data in Table 15 across
institutions, we find that 85.5 percent of Pell
Grant recipients are enrofled full time. This

ranges from 71.3 percent at proprietary_

institutions to 89.1 percent at public
institutions, and 92.7 percent at private

institutions.
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Type of Institution
4 45 Year
£ 23 Yoar
#] < 2 Yeoar

Pearcentage of Raciplants
with Enroliment Status
oo 83888838

Full Time

1/2 Time
Enroliment Status

Figure 18: Distribution of Enroilment Status
by Type of Institution



ALL INSTITUTIONS

TABLE 15

PELLGRANT RECIPIENT ENROLLMENT STATUS
BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION

- AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

FULL TIME THREE QUARTER TIME HALF TIME
TYPE OF INSTITUTION
TOTAL DEPEND.  INDEPEND.| TOTAL  DEPEND. INDEPEND| TOTAL ~ DEPEND.  INDEPEND.
TOTAL PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS 1,451,236 708,569 742667 | 67,804 13,782 54022 109,645 13,428 96,217
5 YEARS OR MORE 750,246 433,253 316993 | 11,905 2,894 go11| 17,377 2,303 15,074
4 YEAR NO GRADUATE 142,871 77,601 65,270 3,822 841 2,981 6,398 835 5,563
3 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 4
VEARS 4,653 2,857 1,796 95 6 89 199 18 181
2 YEARS BUTLESS THAN 3 537,902 192,034 345868 | 49,751 9,766 39,985| 80,613 9,747 70,866
YEARS
1 YEAR BUT LESS THAN 2 13,034 2,447 10,587 1,741 240 1,501 3,971 417 3,554
YEARS
6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 2,530 377 2,153 490 35 455 1,087 108 979
YEAR
TOTAL PRIVATE, NON-PROFIT 488,028 284,143 203885 | 14,658 2,388 12270 23,764 2,850 20,914
5 YEARS OR MORE 190,445 116,053 74,392 4,323 800 3,523 5,428 510 4,918
4 YEAR NO GRADUATE 238,449 143,732 94,717 5,568 861 4,707 9,689 824 8,865
3 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 4
VEARS 3,075 971 2,104 179 50 129 164 28 136
2 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 3 43,046 20,159 22,887 2,965 411 2,554 4,166 432 3,734
YEARS
1 YEARBUT LESS THAN 2 10,463 2,947 7,516 854 167 687 3,463 955 2,508
YEARS
6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 2,550 281 2,269 769 99 670 854 101 753
YEAR
TOTAL PRIVATE, PROFIT-MAKING 481,247 112,190 369,057 | 39,638 6,024 33614 153,699 25072 128,627
5 YEARS OR MORE 1,860 313 1,547 62 2 60 308 38 270
4 YEAR NO GRADUATE 26,303 9,375 16,928 969 155 814 2,235 349 1,886
3 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 4 11,037 4,846 7,001 238 50 188 2,160 198 1,962
YEARS
2 YEARS BUTLESS THAN 3 145,808 36,395 109,413 5178 911 4267 19,332 2,825 16,507
YEARS
1 YEAR BUT LESS THAN 2 174,357 39,360 134,907 | 12468 1,987 10481 62,550 11,944 50,606
YEARS
séﬁA%NTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 120,982 21,901 99,081| 20,723 2,919 17804 67,114 9,718 57,396
TOTAL 2420511 1,104,902  1,315609| 122,100 22,194 99,006 | 287,108 41,350 245758
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yoo - Table 16

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients
‘Paid on a Simplified Needs Test PGI
By Family Income and Grant Level

Award Period 1990-91

16A - Total
16B - Dependent
16C - Independent

i,

Tables 16A, 16B, and 16C show the
distribution of Pelt Grant recipients who qualify
for and are paid on thé basis of the Simplified
Needs Test {(SNT) by family income and grant

- level. SNT, which is intended to reduce the -

burden associated with completing an
application for Federal student aid, was first
implemented in 1988-89. It permits applicants
with low incomes (AG! or earned income of
$15,000 or less, combined student and parent
for depéndents}, who either filed their Federal
income tax return on a short form (Form

1040A or 1040E2) or did not file to omit all

application sections regarding assets,
expenses, Veterans educational benefits, and
expected income and benefits.

SNT  Qualification Rate Down Slightly:
independents Dominate. As shown in Table
16A, almost 1.65 million recipients qualified for

their grants through SNT. This represents 48.5 )

percent of all recipients in 1930-91, slightly
less than the 49.4 percent in 1989-90. Of

these SNT-qualified recipients more than 1.34
million (81.1 percent) are independent
compared to almost 311,000 (18.8 percent}
who were dependent (see Tables 16B and
16C). Another way of showing the extent to
which independents dominate over dependents
in qualifying for SNT is to examine the
percentage of all recipients in each dependency
category who are paid on SNT. Almost two
thirds (65.1 percent) of all independent
recipients were paid on SNT compared to only
23.1 percent of dependent student recipients.
Table 16A shows the distribution of ail SNT
recipients by family income and grant level. To
be consistent with other tables in this report,
family income as shown here includes both '
taxable income {or earned income for non-tax
filers) and nontaxable income such as Social
Security benefits, AFDC, and child support.
Thus, it is not the same definition of income
used for qualifying for SNT. All SNT recipients,
however, have taxable or earned income of
$15,000 or less.
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More SNT Racipients Receive Maximum Grant.
Overall, Table 16A indicates that the largest
single group of SNT recipients {more than
470,000 or 28.5 percent of the total) receive
the maximum grant. As expected of low
income recipients, this is greater than the 19.2
percent of all Pell recipients (see Table 3} who
received the maximum grant.

— Depeandents-SNT
-- indapandents-SNT

- Total-SNT
- Total

Parcantage of Reciplents

conoxa3NBRS

0-300  900-1,499 1,500-2,299 2,300
Average Grant Lavel (3}

Figure 19: Average Grant for SNT and Total
' Recipients_

Figure 19 shows the average grants that SNT-

- qualified recipients receive by dependency

status. For comparison purposes, the average
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grant of all recipients (SNT and non-SNT) is
also shown. 'Oniy 2.6 percent of-tHese SNT
recipients have total family income, including
income from nontaxable sources, of more than
$15,000. Approximately 57.0 percent of this
group have totai family incomes of $6,000 or
less and 73.4 percent have total family
incomes of $9,000 or less.

Once qualification for SNT has been
determined, there are relatively few differences
between those who are dependent (Table 16B}
and those whao are ihdependent {Table 16C).
Slightly more dependent recipients (30.9
percent) than independents (27.9 percent)
receive the maximum grant. Consistent with
the finding that family income for dependent’
students is generally higher than that of
independent students, 64.0 percent of
dependent SNT recipients report family income
less than $9,000 compared to 83.0 percent of
independent recipients. Still, few of each
group (6.3 percent of dependents and 1.7
percent of independents) report total family
incomes greater than $15,000.
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TABLE 16-A

BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL

ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

$1-
299

4,686
2.7%
14.9%

1,876
0.8%
0.0%

3,765
0.7%
0.0%

5,982
1.6%
0.0%

13,616
4.6%
0.0%

708
2.1%
0.0%

670
7.6%
0.0%

47
13.9%
0.0%

5.6%
0.0%

31,352
1.9%
0.0%

$300-
599

15,311
9.0%
13.2%

12,069
4.9%
10.4%

25,471
4.9%
22.0%

28,198
7.6%
24.4%

30,038
10.1%
26.0%

2,948
8.9%
2.5%

1,557
17.6%
1.3%

86
25.5%
0.1%

6
16.7%
0.0%

115,684
7.0%
100.0%

$600-
899

15,835
9.3%
10.4%

20,108
8.1%
13.2%

42,175
8.1%
27.6%

39,689
10.7%
26.0%

28,988
9.7%
19.0%

4,081
12.3%
2.7%

1,620
18.4%
1.1%

84
24.9%
0.1%

4
11.1%
0.0%

152,584
9.2%
100.0%

$900-
1,199

33,139
19.4%
11.1%

47,533
19.2%
15.9%

96,334
18.4%
32.2%

66,793
18.0%
22.3%

48,538
16.3%
16.2%

5,243
15.7%
1.8%

1,699
19.2%
0.6%

38
11.3%
0.0%

4
11.1%
0.0%

299,321
18.1%
100.0%

$1,200-
1,499

9,122
5.3%
8.8%

12,397
5.0%
12.0%

25,454
4.9%
24.7%

29,675
8.0%
28.8%

21,126
7.1%
20.5%

4,326
13.0%
4.2%

1,044
11.8%
1.0%

34
10.1%
0.0%

4
11.1%
0.0%

103,182
6.2%
100.0%

1,500-
1,799

18,085
10.6%
9.6%

26,985
10.9%
14.3%

59,271
11.3%
31.4%

46,168
12.4%
24.4%

30,932
10.4%
16.4%

6,322
19.0%
3.3%

1,121
12.7%
0.6%

28
8.3%
0.0%

3
8.3%
0.0%

188,915
11.4%
100.0%

$1,800-
2,099

15,533
9.1%
8.6%

22,939
9.3%
12.7%

49,783
9.5%
27.6%

42,860
11.5%
23.7%

42,960
14.4%
23.8%

5,718
17.2%
3.2%

783
8.9%
0.4%

12
3.6%
0.0%

6
16.7%
0.0%

180,594
10.9%
100.0%

$2,100-
2,299

8,217
4.8%
7.5%

13,120
5.3%
11.9%

29,600
5.7%
26.9%

23,031
6.2%
20.9%

33,779
11.4%
30.7%

2,210
6.6%
2.0%

166
1.9%
0.2%

3
0.9%
0.0%

2
5.6%
0.0%

110,128
6.7%
100.0%

$2,300

50,711
29.7%
10.8%

90,886
36.7%
19.3%

190,388
36.5%
40.5%

88,694
23.9%
18.9%

47,412
15.9%
10.1%

1,747
5.2%
0.4%

168
1.9%
0.0%

5
1.5%
0.0%

5
13.9%
0.0%

470,016
28.5%
100.0%

TOTAL

170,639
100.0%
10.3%

247,913
100.0%
15.0%

522,241
100.0%
31.6%

371,090
100.0%
22.5%

297,389
100.0%
18.0%

33,303
100.0%
2.0%

8,828
100.0%
0.5%

337
100.0%
0.0%

36
100.0%
0.0%

1,651,776
100.0%
100.0%

N
R%
C%

N
R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%
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TABLE 16-B

BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL

GRANT LEVEL

DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

$1-
299

59
0.5%
2.2%

188
0.6%
7.0%

500
0.6%
18.7%

617
0.8%
23.1%

823
0.9%
30.8%

234
1.6%
8.8%

229
4.9%
8.6%

19
8.3%
0.7%

0
0.0%
0.0%

2,669
0.9%
100.0%

$300-
599

549
4.5%
4.2%

1,224
3.8%
9.4%

3,088
3.8%
23.8%

2,916
4.0%
22.5%

3,651
3.9%
28.1%

833
5.7%
6.4%

647
13.8%
5.0%

63
27.6%
0.5%

5
27.8%
0.0%

12,976
4.2%
100.0%

$600-
899

872
7.2%
3.9%

2,296
7.2%
10.2%

6,037
7.4%
26.8%

5,019
6.9%
22.2%

6,252
6.8%
27.7%

1,259
8.6%
5.6%

774
16.5%
3.4%

52
22.8%
0.2%

3
16.7%
0.0%

22,564
7.3%
100.0%

$900-
1,199

1,791
14.7%
3.6%

5,350
16.8%
10.9%

13,601
16.6%
27.7%

11,584
15.9%
23.6%

13,757
14.9%
28.0%

2,128
14.6%
4.3%

939
20.0%
1.9%

30
13.2%
0.1%

3
16.7%
0.0%

49,183
15.8%
100.0%

$1,200-
1,499

817
6.7%
3.9%

2,153
6.8%
10.2%

4,837
5.9%
22.9%

4,464
6.1%
21.1%

6,487
7.0%
30.7%

1,771
12.1%
8.4%

576
12.3%
2.7%

29
12.7%
0.1%

2
11.1%
0.0%

21,136
6.8%
100.0%

1,500-
1,799

1,327
10.9%
3.9%

3,207
10.1%
9.4%

8,178
10.0%
24.0%

7,636
10.5%
22.4%

9,889
10.7%
29.0%

3,090
21.2%
9.1%

736
15.7%
2.2%

23
10.1%
0.1%

2
11.1%
0.0%

34,088
11.0%
100.0%

$1,800-
2,099

1,454
12.0%
3.3%

3,399
10.7%
7.7%

9,299
11.3%
21.0%

9,026
12.4%
20.4%

17,465
18.9%
39.5%

3,028
20.7%
6.8%

567
12.1%
1.3%

9
3.9%
0.0%

2
11.1%
0.0%

44,249
14.2%
100.0%

$2,100-
2,299

817
6.7%
2.9%

2,070
6.5%
7.4%

5,173
6.3%
18.4%

5,026
6.9%
17.9%

13,558
14.6%
48.3%

1,302
8.9%
4.6%

125
2.7%
0.4%

1
0.4%
0.0%

0
0.0%
0.0%

28,072
9.0%
100.0%

$2,300

4,473
36.8%
4.7%

11,950
37.5%
12.4%

31,365
38.2%
32.7%

26,544
36.4%
27.6%

20,667
22.3%
21.5%

951
6.5%
1.0%

98
2.1%
0.1%

0.9%
0.0%

1
5.6%
0.0%

96,051
30.9%
100.0%

TOTAL

12,159
100.0%
3.9%

31,837
100.0%
10.2%

82,078
100.0%
26.4%

72,832
100.0%
23.4%

92,549
100.0%
29.8%

14,596
100.0%
4.7%

4,691
100.0%
1.5%

228
100.0%
0.1%

18
100.0%
0.0%

310,988
100.0%
100.0%

N
R%
C%

N
R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%
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TABLE 16-C

BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

$1-
299

4,627
2.9%
16.1%

1,688
0.8%
5.9%

3,265
0.7%
11.4%

5,365
1.8%
18.7%

12,793
6.2%
44.6%

474
2.5%
1.7%

441
10.7%
1.5%

28
25.7%
0.1%

2
11.1%
0.0%

28,683
2.1%
100.0%

$300-
599

14,762
9.3%
14.4%

10,845
5.0%
10.6%

22,383
5.1%
21.8%

25,282
8.5%
24.6%

26,387
12.9%
25.7%

2,115
11.3%
2.1%

910
22.0%
0.9%

23
21.1%
0.0%

1
5.6%
0.0%

102,708
7.7%
100.0%

$600-
899

14,963
9.4%
11.5%

17,812
8.2%
13.7%

36,138
8.2%
27.8%

34,670
11.6%
26.7%

22,736
11.1%
17.5%

2,822
15.1%
2.2%

846
20.4%
0.7%

32
29.4%
0.0%

1
5.6%
0.0%

130,020
9.7%
100.0%

$900-
1,199

31,348
19.8%
12.5%

42,183
19.5%
16.9%

82,733
18.8%
33.1%

55,209
18.5%
22.1%

34,781
17.0%
13.9%

3,115
16.7%
1.2%

760
18.4%
0.3%

8
7.3%
0.0%

1
5.6%
0.0%

250,138
18.7%
100.0%

$1,200-
1,499

8,305
5.2%
10.1%

10,244
4.7%
12.5%

20,617
4.7%
25.1%

25,211
8.5%
30.7%

14,639
7.1%
17.8%

2,555
13.7%
3.1%

468
11.3%
0.6%

5
4.6%
0.0%

2
11.1%
0.0%

82,046
6.1%
100.0%

1,500-
1,799

16,758
10.6%
10.8%

23,778
11.0%
15.4%

51,093
11.6%
33.0%

38,532
12.9%
24.9%

21,043
10.3%
13.6%

3,232
17.3%
2.1%

385
9.3%
0.2%

4.6%
0.0%

1
5.6%
0.0%

154,827
11.5%
100.0%

$1,800-
2,099

14,079
8.9%
10.3%

19,540
9.0%
14.3%

40,484
9.2%
29.7%

33,834
11.3%
24.8%

25,495
12.4%
18.7%

2,690
14.4%
2.0%

216
5.2%
0.2%

3
2.8%
0.0%

4
22.2%
0.0%

136,345
10.2%
100.0%

$2,100-
2,299

7,400
4.7%
9.0%

11,050
5.1%
13.5%

24,427
5.5%
29.8%

18,005
6.0%
21.9%

20,221
9.9%
24.6%

908
4.9%
1.1%

41
1.0%
0.0%

1.8%
0.0%

2
11.1%
0.0%

82,056
6.1%
100.0%

$2,300

46,238
29.2%
12.4%

78,936
36.5%
21.1%

159,023
36.1%
42.5%

62,150
20.8%
16.6%

26,745
13.1%
7.2%

796
4.3%
0.2%

70
1.7%
0.0%

3
2.8%
0.0%

4
22.2%
0.0%

373,965
27.9%
100.0%

TOTAL

158,480
100.0%
11.8%

216,076
100.0%
16.1%

440,163
100.0%
32.8%

298,258
100.0%
22.2%

204,840
100.0%
15.3%

18,707
100.0%
1.4%

4,137
100.0%
0.3%

109
100.0%
0.0%

18
100.0%
0.0%

1,340,788
100.0%
100.0%

N
R%
C%

N
R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%
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-Table 17

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients .
) Qualified Under Dislocated Worker Provision
By Expected Family Income and Grant Level

Award Period 1990-91

17A - Total
i7B - Dependent
17C - Indepe'ndent

Tables 17A, 178, and 17C show the
distribution of Pell Grant recipients who qualify
as dislocated workers. This provision, which
was introduced in 1988-89, applies to a parent
of a dependent student or an ihdependent
student/spouse who was terminated or laid-off,
of, if seif-employed, was unemployed because
of poor economic conditions or natural disaster.
For those  applicants qualifying under this
provision, eligibility is based on expected 1990

. income rather than 1989 income, and home

assets  are exbiuded in the eligibility

determination. .

Dislocated Workers increase Since Last Cycle.

Table 17A shows that over 83,000 or 2.4
percent of total recipiénts qualify as dislocated
workers. This represents an increase from last
cycle when less than 73,000 or 2.1 percent ¢f

total recipients qualified as dislocated workers.

When the dislocated worker provision was
introduced in 1988-83, 100,000 or 3 percent

of recipients qualified. The fluctuation in

dislocated worker qualification may indiéate a
leveling eligibility as the financial aid
community better understands the provision.
Forty-two percent of those recipients qualifying
under the dislocated worker provision are
dependent, while 58 percent are independent in
1990-91. This breakdown is very similar to the
averall breakdowri of recipients by dependency
status.

‘Dislocated Worker Expected Year income

Higher Than Base Year Income For All
Recipients. Table 17A shows that for these
dislocated worker recipients, the expected
income is slightly Iarger- than -the base vyear
income. for Pell Grant recipients as a whole. .
This may be attributed to an influx of middte
income dislocated worker recipients who would
not have otherwise qualified. In 1980-91, 38.3
percent of -dislocated waorkers report an
expected income of fess than $9,000
compared to 51.1 percent of total recipients.
Simitarly, 25.6 percent of dislocated worker



recipients report expected year income of
greater than $20,000 compared to 20.1
percent of all recipients.

As a result, dislocated workers are more fikely
to receive slightly smaller, more maoderate
grants than all recipients. Only 16.5 percent of
those recipients who qualify as dislocated
workers receive the maximum grant as
compared to 19.2 percent of all recipients.
However, 23.8 percent of dislocated workers
received grants of less than $900 as compared
to 25.0 percent of total recipients. Recipients
who qualified under the dislocated worker
provision predominate in the moderate grant
levels, where 59.7 percent of these recipients
receive grants between $900 and $2,299
{campared to 55.7 percent of total recipients).

As anticipated from the larger recipient pool,
there are some differences between
debendents and independents whao qualified as
disiocated workers. Dependents are almost
twice as likely to have an expected vyear
income greater than $20,000 {35.2 percent}
than indepéndents (18.6 percent).
Independents are much more likely to have an
expected- income of $9,000 or less {47.0
percent} than are dependents (26.2 percent).
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As a function of these differences in income
between dependent and independént students,
there are some differences in the grant received
by dependency status. About 18.9 percent of
independents receive the maximum grant of
$2,300 compared to about 13.1 percent of
dependents. However, when grants of $1,800
or above are examined, there is less difference
{40.0 percent of dependents compared to 37.4
percent of independents).

Percentage of Dislocated Workers

cn3aBRLEEEE

$,001-20,000
Expactad Income ($}

Figura 20: Expected Income for Dislocated
Workers by Dependency Status



TABLE 17-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS QUALIFIED UNDER DISLOCATED WORKER PROVISION
BY EXPECTED FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

EXPECTED FAMILY

INCOME $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 35 221 261 522 235 466 489 315 1,167 3,711 N
0.9% 6.0% 7.0% 14.1% 6.3% 12.6% 13.2% 8.5% 31.4% 100.0% R%
1.2% 2.8% 2.9% 4.1% 3.3% 4.1% 4.4% 4.5% 8.5% 45% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 51 267 362 770 300 698 642 475 1,750 5315 N
1.0% 5.0% 6.8% 14.5% 5.6% 13.1% 12.1% 8.9% 32.9% 100.0% R%
0.0% 3.4% 4.0% 6.1% 4.2% 6.1% 5.7% 6.7% 12.8% 6.4% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 93 544 852 1,672 704 1,518 1,423 984 4,047 11,837 N
0.8% 4.6% 7.2% 14.1% 5.9% 12.8% 12.0% 8.3% 34.2% 100.0% R%
0.0% 6.9% 9.3% 13.3% 9.8% 13.2% 12.7% 13.9% 29.5% 14.3% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 192 726 969 1,618 796 1,432 1,339 1,017 2,843 10,932 N
1.8% 6.6% 8.9% 14.8% 7.3% 13.1% 12.2% 9.3% 26.0% 100.0% R%
0.0% 9.3% 10.6% 12.8% 11.1% 12.5% 12.0% 14.4% 20.7% 13.2% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 384 1,154 1,471 2,501 1,271 2,218 2,899 2,609 3,213 17,720 N
2.2% 6.5% 8.3% 14.1% 7.2% 12.5% 16.4% 14.7% 18.1% 100.0% R%
0.0% 14.7% 16.1% 19.9% 17.7% 19.3% 25.9% 36.9% 23.4% 21.3% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 197 973 1,348 1,756 1,411 2,274 2,557 1,275 511 12,302 N
1.6% 7.9% 11.0% 14.3% 11.5% 18.5% 20.8% 10.4% 4.2% 100.0% R%
0.0% 12.4% 14.8% 13.9% 19.6% 19.8% 22.8% 18.1% 3.7% 14.8% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 1,091 2,590 2,747 2,866 1,961 2,399 1,685 357 130 15,826 N
6.9% 16.4% 17.4% 18.1% 12.4% 15.2% 10.6% 2.3% 0.8% 100.0% R%
0.0% 33.0% 30.1% 22.8% 27.2% 20.9% 15.1% 5.1% 0.9% 19.1% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 637 1,081 886 753 468 441 152 21 36 4,475 N
14.2% 24.2% 19.8% 16.8% 10.5% 9.9% 3.4% 0.5% 0.8% 100.0% R%
0.0% 13.8% 9.7% 6.0% 6.5% 3.8% 1.4% 0.3% 0.3% 54% C%
$40,001 +.oooviieiiee 148 288 227 137 54 36 7 10 9 916 N
16.2% 31.4% 24.8% 15.0% 5.9% 3.9% 0.8% 1.1% 1.0% 100.0% R%
0.0% 3.7% 2.5% 1.1% 0.8% 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 1.1% C%
TOTAL. oo 2,828 7,844 9,123 12,595 7,200 11,482 11,193 7,063 13,706 83,034 N
3.4% 9.4% 11.0% 15.2% 8.7% 13.8% 13.5% 8.5% 16.5% 100.0% R%

0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 17-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS QUALIFIED UNDER DISLOCATED WORKER PROVISION
BY EXPECTED FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

EXPECTED FAMILY

INCOME $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 6 53 69 144 60 99 148 132 372 1,083 N
0.6% 4.9% 6.4% 13.3% 5.5% 9.1% 13.7% 12.2% 34.3% 100.0% R%
0.6% 1.8% 1.9% 2.8% 1.9% 2.0% 2.8% 3.3% 8.1% 3.1% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 12 44 88 192 94 155 208 227 440 1,460 N
0.8% 3.0% 6.0% 13.2% 6.4% 10.6% 14.2% 15.5% 30.1% 100.0% R%
1.2% 1.5% 2.4% 3.8% 2.9% 3.2% 3.9% 5.7% 9.6% 42% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 25 111 216 416 221 340 445 486 991 3,251 N
0.8% 3.4% 6.6% 12.8% 6.8% 10.5% 13.7% 14.9% 30.5% 100.0% R%
2.5% 3.7% 5.8% 8.1% 6.8% 7.0% 8.3% 12.2% 21.6% 9.3% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 26 144 193 447 221 355 471 568 936 3361 N
0.8% 4.3% 5.7% 13.3% 6.6% 10.6% 14.0% 16.9% 27.8% 100.0% R%
2.5% 4.8% 5.2% 8.7% 6.8% 7.3% 8.8% 14.3% 20.4% 9.6% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 74 288 513 918 487 888 1,426 1,500 1,424 7518 N
1.0% 3.8% 6.8% 12.2% 6.5% 11.8% 19.0% 20.0% 18.9% 100.0% R%
7.3% 9.6% 13.8% 17.9% 15.1% 18.3% 26.5% 37.7% 31.1% 21.6% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 95 353 526 742 645 1,112 1,375 782 293 5923 N
1.6% 6.0% 8.9% 12.5% 10.9% 18.8% 23.2% 13.2% 4.9% 100.0% R%
9.3% 11.8% 14.2% 14.5% 19.9% 22.9% 25.6% 19.6% 6.4% 17.0% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 406 1,140 1,296 1,544 1,086 1,500 1,173 260 93 8,498 N
4.8% 13.4% 15.3% 18.2% 12.8% 17.7% 13.8% 3.1% 1.1% 100.0% R%
39.8% 38.0% 34.9% 30.2% 33.6% 30.9% 21.8% 6.5% 2.0% 24.4% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 275 640 620 602 375 366 123 19 29 3,049 N
9.0% 21.0% 20.3% 19.7% 12.3% 12.0% 4.0% 0.6% 1.0% 100.0% R%
27.0% 21.3% 16.7% 11.8% 11.6% 7.5% 2.3% 0.5% 0.6% 8.7% C%
$40,001 +.ooovieiiiene 101 227 189 113 46 34 7 10 8 735 N
13.7% 30.9% 25.7% 15.4% 6.3% 4.6% 1.0% 1.4% 1.1% 100.0% R%
9.9% 7.6% 5.1% 2.2% 1.4% 0.7% 0.1% 0.3% 0.2% 21% C%
TOTAL. oo 1,020 3,000 3,710 5,118 3,235 4,849 5,376 3,984 4,586 34,878 N
2.9% 8.6% 10.6% 14.7% 9.3% 13.9% 15.4% 11.4% 13.1% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 17-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS QUALIFIED UNDER DISLOCATED WORKER PROVISION
BY EXPECTED FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

EXPECTED FAMILY

INCOME $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 29 168 192 378 175 367 341 183 795 2,628 N
1.1% 6.4% 7.3% 14.4% 6.7% 14.0% 13.0% 7.0% 30.3% 100.0% R%
1.6% 3.5% 3.5% 5.1% 4.4% 5.5% 5.9% 5.9% 8.7% 55% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 39 223 274 578 206 543 434 248 1,310 3,855 N
1.0% 5.8% 7.1% 15.0% 5.3% 14.1% 11.3% 6.4% 34.0% 100.0% R%
2.2% 4.6% 5.1% 7.7% 5.2% 8.2% 7.5% 8.1% 14.4% 8.0% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 68 433 636 1,256 483 1,178 978 498 3,056 8,586 N
0.8% 5.0% 7.4% 14.6% 5.6% 13.7% 11.4% 5.8% 35.6% 100.0% R%
3.8% 8.9% 11.7% 16.8% 12.2% 17.8% 16.8% 16.2% 33.5% 17.8% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 166 582 776 1,171 575 1,077 868 449 1,907 7571 N
2.2% 7.7% 10.2% 15.5% 7.6% 14.2% 11.5% 5.9% 25.2% 100.0% R%
9.2% 12.0% 14.3% 15.7% 14.5% 16.2% 14.9% 14.6% 20.9% 15.7% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 310 866 958 1,583 784 1,330 1,473 1,109 1,789 10,202 N
3.0% 8.5% 9.4% 15.5% 7.7% 13.0% 14.4% 10.9% 17.5% 100.0% R%
17.1% 17.9% 17.7% 21.2% 19.8% 20.1% 25.3% 36.0% 19.6% 21.2% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 102 620 822 1,014 766 1,162 1,182 493 218 6,379 N
1.6% 9.7% 12.9% 15.9% 12.0% 18.2% 18.5% 7.7% 3.4% 100.0% R%
5.6% 12.8% 15.2% 13.6% 19.3% 17.5% 20.3% 16.0% 2.4% 13.2% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 685 1,450 1,451 1,322 875 899 512 97 37 7,328 N
9.3% 19.8% 19.8% 18.0% 11.9% 12.3% 7.0% 1.3% 0.5% 100.0% R%
37.9% 29.9% 26.8% 17.7% 22.1% 13.6% 8.8% 3.2% 0.4% 15.2% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 362 441 266 151 93 75 29 2 7 1426 N
25.4% 30.9% 18.7% 10.6% 6.5% 5.3% 2.0% 0.1% 0.5% 100.0% R%
20.0% 9.1% 4.9% 2.0% 2.3% 1.1% 0.5% 0.1% 0.1% 3.0% C%
$40,001 +..ooviiieien 47 61 38 24 8 2 0 0 1 181 N
26.0% 33.7% 21.0% 13.3% 4.4% 1.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6% 100.0% R%
2.6% 1.3% 0.7% 0.3% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% C%
TOTAL. .o 1,808 4,844 5,413 1,477 3,965 6,633 5,817 3,079 9,120 48,156 N
3.8% 10.1% 11.2% 15.5% 8.2% 13.8% 12.1% 6.4% 18.9% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%
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Table 18
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Distribution of Pell Grant Recipient.é o
Qualified Under Displaced Homemaker Provision
By Family Income and Grant Level

o

Award Period 1990-91

18A - Total
18B - Dependent
18C - Independent

Tables 18A, 188, and 18C show. the

distribution of recipients who qualify for a Pel!
Grant based upon the displaced homemaker
provision. These tables depict family income
by the grant received for all recipients (Table
1BA), dependent recipients {Table 18B), and
independent recipients {Table 18C}).

The displaced homemaker provision, like the
distocated worker provision, was applied for
the first time in the 1988-89 award year. An
applicant {either parent for a dependent student
or the student or spouse for an independent
student} 'quaiiﬁes as a displaced homemaker by
meeting each of three provisions: 1) not in the
labor force for 5 or more years and serving as

" a homemaker during that period; 2) dependent

on public assistance or previously dependent
for support on public assistance or the income
of another family member, but no longer

receiving that support; and 3} unemployed or

underemployed and having difficulty obtaining
or upgrading employment. An applicant who

" qualifies as a displaced homemaker has net

home assets ignored in determining eligibility.

Increased Dislocated Worker Rates. Table 18A
indicates that few recipients (about 99,600“
2.9 percent of all recipients) qualify under the
displaced provision, This
percentage represents an increase from 1.9
percent {62,000) last year. Those who gualify
are divided almost evenly by depgndency

homemaker

© status {50.2 percent dependent and 49.8

percent independent}.’

Dislocatad Workers Raflect All Recipients In
Income and Grants. As shown in Figure 21,
the distribution of displaced homemakers is
similar to that of all recipients, with slightly
fewer recipients in the lower income ranges. In
1990-91, 21.3 percent of dislocated workers
report income above $20,000 (compared to
20.1 for all recipients), while 43.3 percent
report income up to $9,000 (compared to0 51.1
pefcent of all recipients).. Dependents with a



55§ 77 Dependents

#5 Independsnts

Disblaoed Homemaker Recipients {%)

0-9,000 9,001-20,000 20,000+
ihcome ($)

Figure 21: Family Income for Disptaced
Homemakers by Dependency Status

displaced homemaker for a parent are much
more likely to have incomes above $20,000
(25.9 percent) than independent displaced
homemakers (16.7 percent), and independents
are much more likely to have an income up to
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$9,000 (49.8 percent) than dependents {36.9
percent). s

The distribution of grants received among
displaced homemaker gqualifiers also closely '
reflects that of the total recipient population.
Approximately 24.4 percent of displaced
homemaker qualifiers receive grants less than
$300, compared to 25.0 of the total recipient
pool. Sixteen percent of those qualifying as
displaced homemakers received the maximum
grant compared to 13%.2 percent of all
recipients. Differences by dependency status
in the grants received by displaced homemaker
qualifiers are modest with 16.4 percent of
dependents and 15.6 per¢ent of independents
receiving the maximum grant and 21.3 percent
of dependents and 27.5 percent of dependents
receiving grants less than $300.



TABLE 18-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS QUALIFIED UNDER DISPLACED HOMEMAKER PROVISION
BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME: $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 47 351 410 797 356 588 630 456 1,237 4,872 N
1.0% 7.2% 8.4% 16.4% 7.3% 12.1% 12.9% 9.4% 25.4% 100.0% R%
1.5% 3.5% 3.7% 5.1% 4.0% 4.7% 4.7% 5.3% 7.8% 49% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 65 495 567 1,216 508 846 876 659 1,964 7,196 N
0.9% 6.9% 7.9% 16.9% 7.1% 11.8% 12.2% 9.2% 27.3% 100.0% R%
2.0% 4.9% 5.1% 7.7% 5.6% 6.7% 6.5% 7.7% 12.3% 7.2% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 139 1,102 1,300 2,501 1,082 1,828 1,951 1,525 4,754 16,182 N
0.9% 6.8% 8.0% 15.5% 6.7% 11.3% 12.1% 9.4% 29.4% 100.0% R%
4.3% 10.9% 11.8% 15.9% 12.0% 14.5% 14.6% 17.7% 29.9% 16.2% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 171 1,068 1,277 2,350 1,101 1,617 2,013 1,444 3,863 14904 N
1.1% 7.2% 8.6% 15.8% 7.4% 10.8% 13.5% 9.7% 25.9% 100.0% R%
5.3% 10.6% 11.6% 14.9% 12.2% 12.8% 15.0% 16.8% 24.3% 15.0% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 343 1,419 1,768 3,057 1,689 2,463 3,504 2,916 3,406 20,565 N
1.7% 6.9% 8.6% 14.9% 8.2% 12.0% 17.0% 14.2% 16.6% 100.0% R%
10.7% 14.1% 16.0% 19.4% 18.8% 19.5% 26.2% 33.9% 21.4% 20.6% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 303 1,352 1,755 2,159 1,845 2,620 2,768 1,274 547 14,623 N
2.1% 9.2% 12.0% 14.8% 12.6% 17.9% 18.9% 8.7% 3.7% 100.0% R%
9.4% 13.4% 15.9% 13.7% 20.5% 20.7% 20.7% 14.8% 3.4% 14.7% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 1,339 3,081 3,014 2,937 2,001 2,308 1,507 310 105 16,602 N
8.1% 18.6% 18.2% 17.7% 12.1% 13.9% 9.1% 1.9% 0.6% 100.0% R%
41.7% 30.6% 27.3% 18.6% 22.2% 18.3% 11.3% 3.6% 0.7% 16.7% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 656 967 754 655 381 337 120 13 24 3,907 N
16.8% 24.8% 19.3% 16.8% 9.8% 8.6% 3.1% 0.3% 0.6% 100.0% R%
20.4% 9.6% 6.8% 4.2% 4.2% 2.7% 0.9% 0.2% 0.2% 3.9% C%
$40,001 +.oooviieiiee 151 240 176 99 36 25 11 4 4 746 N
20.2% 32.2% 23.6% 13.3% 4.8% 3.4% 1.5% 0.5% 0.5% 100.0% R%
4.7% 2.4% 1.6% 0.6% 0.4% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% C%
TOTAL. oo 3,214 10,075 11,021 15,771 8,999 12,632 13,380 8,601 15,904 99,597 N
3.2% 10.1% 11.1% 15.8% 9.0% 12.7% 13.4% 8.6% 16.0% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 18-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS QUALIFIED UNDER DISPLACED HOMEMAKER PROVISION
BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME: $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 11 80 105 245 118 182 258 261 525 1,785 N
0.6% 4.5% 5.9% 13.7% 6.6% 10.2% 14.5% 14.6% 29.4% 100.0% R%
0.8% 1.9% 2.1% 3.3% 2.6% 2.8% 3.5% 4.8% 6.4% 3.6% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 21 106 209 453 205 201 388 404 881 2,958 N
0.7% 3.6% 7.1% 15.3% 6.9% 9.8% 13.1% 13.7% 29.8% 100.0% R%
1.5% 2.6% 4.1% 6.1% 4.6% 4.5% 5.3% 7.4% 10.8% 59% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 41 288 478 994 443 688 872 861 2,337 7,002 N
0.6% 4.1% 6.8% 14.2% 6.3% 9.8% 12.5% 12.3% 33.4% 100.0% R%
2.9% 7.0% 9.4% 13.4% 9.9% 10.7% 11.8% 15.8% 28.6% 14.0% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 50 308 427 941 425 668 953 944 1,990 6,706 N
0.7% 4.6% 6.4% 14.0% 6.3% 10.0% 14.2% 14.1% 29.7% 100.0% R%
3.5% 7.5% 8.4% 12.7% 9.5% 10.3% 12.9% 17.4% 24.3% 13.4% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 135 509 809 1,404 814 1,293 2,015 1,857 1,966 10,802 N
1.2% 4.7% 7.5% 13.0% 7.5% 12.0% 18.7% 17.2% 18.2% 100.0% R%
9.5% 12.4% 15.8% 19.0% 18.1% 20.0% 27.4% 34.1% 24.0% 21.6% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 156 517 772 1,019 957 1,491 1,624 849 374 7,759 N
2.0% 6.7% 9.9% 13.1% 12.3% 19.2% 20.9% 10.9% 4.8% 100.0% R%
11.0% 12.6% 15.1% 13.8% 21.3% 23.1% 22.1% 15.6% 4.6% 155% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 562 1,462 1,583 1,715 1,185 1,535 1,132 247 78 9,499 N
5.9% 15.4% 16.7% 18.1% 12.5% 16.2% 11.9% 2.6% 0.8% 100.0% R%
39.5% 35.5% 31.0% 23.2% 26.4% 23.8% 15.4% 4.5% 1.0% 19.0% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 327 636 567 531 312 287 108 11 23 2,802 N
11.7% 22.7% 20.2% 19.0% 11.1% 10.2% 3.9% 0.4% 0.8% 100.0% R%
23.0% 15.5% 11.1% 7.2% 7.0% 4.4% 1.5% 0.2% 0.3% 5.6% C%
$40,001 +.ooovieiiiene 118 210 158 91 29 23 10 4 3 646 N
18.3% 32.5% 24.5% 14.1% 4.5% 3.6% 1.5% 0.6% 0.5% 100.0% R%
8.3% 5.1% 3.1% 1.2% 0.6% 0.4% 0.1% 0.1% 0.0% 1.3% C%
TOTAL. oo 1,421 4,116 5,108 7,393 4,488 6,458 7,360 5,438 8,177 49,959 N
2.8% 8.2% 10.2% 14.8% 9.0% 12.9% 14.7% 10.9% 16.4% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



TABLE 18-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS QUALIFIED UNDER DISPLACED HOMEMAKER PROVISION
BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL

FAMILY INCOME: $1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- 1,500- $1,800- $2,100- TOTAL
299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
LESS THAN $1,001....... 36 271 305 552 238 406 372 195 712 3,087 N
1.2% 8.8% 9.9% 17.9% 7.7% 13.2% 12.1% 6.3% 23.1% 100.0% R%
2.0% 4.5% 5.2% 6.6% 5.3% 6.6% 6.2% 6.2% 9.2% 6.2% C%
$1,001 - 3,000.............. 44 389 358 763 303 555 488 255 1,083 4,238 N
1.0% 9.2% 8.4% 18.0% 7.1% 13.1% 11.5% 6.0% 25.6% 100.0% R%
2.5% 6.5% 6.1% 9.1% 6.7% 9.0% 8.1% 8.1% 14.0% 85% C%
$3,001 - 6,000.............. 98 814 822 1,507 639 1,140 1,079 664 2,417 9,180 N
1.1% 8.9% 9.0% 16.4% 7.0% 12.4% 11.8% 7.2% 26.3% 100.0% R%
5.5% 13.7% 13.9% 18.0% 14.2% 18.5% 17.9% 21.0% 31.3% 18.5% C%
$6,001 - 9,000............... 121 760 850 1,409 676 949 1,060 500 1,873 8,198 N
1.5% 9.3% 10.4% 17.2% 8.2% 11.6% 12.9% 6.1% 22.8% 100.0% R%
6.7% 12.8% 14.4% 16.8% 15.0% 15.4% 17.6% 15.8% 24.2% 16.5% C%
$9,001 - 15,000.............. 208 910 959 1,653 875 1,170 1,489 1,059 1,440 9,763 N
2.1% 9.3% 9.8% 16.9% 9.0% 12.0% 15.3% 10.8% 14.7% 100.0% R%
11.6% 15.3% 16.2% 19.7% 19.4% 19.0% 24.7% 33.5% 18.6% 19.7% C%
$15,001 - 20,000............. 147 835 983 1,140 888 1,129 1,144 425 173 6,864 N
2.1% 12.2% 14.3% 16.6% 12.9% 16.4% 16.7% 6.2% 2.5% 100.0% R%
8.2% 14.0% 16.6% 13.6% 19.7% 18.3% 19.0% 13.4% 2.2% 13.8% C%
$20,001 - 30,000............. 77 1,619 1,431 1,222 816 773 375 63 27 7,103 N
10.9% 22.8% 20.1% 17.2% 11.5% 10.9% 5.3% 0.9% 0.4% 100.0% R%
43.3% 27.2% 24.2% 14.6% 18.1% 12.5% 6.2% 2.0% 0.3% 14.3% C%
$30,001 - 40,000............. 329 331 187 124 69 50 12 2 1 1,105 N
29.8% 30.0% 16.9% 11.2% 6.2% 4.5% 1.1% 0.2% 0.1% 100.0% R%
18.3% 5.6% 3.2% 1.5% 1.5% 0.8% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0% 22% C%
$40,001 +..ooviiieien 33 30 18 8 7 2 1 0 1 100 N
33.0% 30.0% 18.0% 8.0% 7.0% 2.0% 1.0% 0.0% 1.0% 100.0% R%
1.8% 0.5% 0.3% 0.1% 0.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% C%
TOTAL. oo 1,793 5,959 5,913 8,378 4,511 6,174 6,020 3,163 7,727 49,638 N
3.6% 12.0% 11.9% 16.9% 9.1% 12.4% 12.1% 6.4% 15.6% 100.0% R%

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% C%



For dependents,
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Table 19

Summary Statistics for Pell Grant
Special Condition Filers

Award Period 1990-91

Table 19 provides summary statistics for the
1.5 percent of applicants who are valid special
condition filers. Special conditions refer to the
Secretary of Education’s authority to prescribe
certain. circumstances under which the Pell
Grant Index can be calculated using the
family’s expected year rather than base year
income. For exémpie,. in the 1980-91 award
year, 1990 income replaces 1989 income.

reasons for
application under a special condition pertain to
a change in the parent’s income, for reasons
ranging from death of a parent to loss of
employment. For independents, the reasons
pertain to the student’s or spouse’s change in
income and the special condition status may be
used to help an-applicant who is leaving a fuil-
time job or reducing work hours in order to

~attend school, as well as for circumstances

similar to those affecting dependent students.

Most Special Condition Filers are Independent,
Figure 22 shows that of those submittirig valid

'special condition applications, -significantly

more are independents than dependents {77.5
percent versus 22.5 percent}.
consistently higher number of special condition

filers who receive Pell Grants are indépendent |

{78.3 percent) than dependent (21.7 percent}.
independents receive 80.6 percent of the total

fiing an

And @

expenditures for special condition filers. This is
consistent wigh the fact that a considerably '
higher number of independent students apply
as speéial condition filers.

Independents Receive Higher Grants. The
average grant for special condition recipients of
Pell Grants is higher for independents {$1,610)
than for dependents {$1,394).

Special condition recipients are 2.6 percent of
recipients, 3.3 percent of independents, and
1.4 percent of dependents (not in this table).
Expenditures of $135.8 million for special
condition filers are 2.7 percent of ail Peli Grant
expenditures. The average grant ($1,563} for
all special condition filers is $114 higher than
the average Pell Grant award of $1,449.

indepandents

Parcontage of Applicants Percantage of Recipiants

Figure 22: Special Condition Applicants and
Recipients by Dependency Status



TABLE 19

SUMMARY STATISTICS FOR PELL GRANT
APPLICANT SPECIAL CONDITION FILERS

ALL APPLICANTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

DEPENDENT
NUMBER OF TITLE IV
APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING OFFICIAL
APPLICATIONS. . ....... 24,872
NUMBER OF TITLE IV
APPLICANTS SUMMITTING
VALID APPLICATIONS. . .. .. 24,658
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
ELIGIBLE PELL GRANT 20,677
APPLICANTS. ........ 83.1%
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
INELIGIBLE PELL GRANT 3,981
APPLICANTS. ........ 16.0%
NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
APPLICATIONS RETURNED FOR
INSUFFICIENT DATA AND
NEVER RE-SUBMITTED 214
FOR PROCESSING. . . ... 0.9%
NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL
APPLICATIONS. . ....... 642
NUMBER OF PELL GRANT
RECIPIENTS. . .......... 18,860
TOTAL EXPENDITURES. . .. $26,283,535

AVERAGE GRANT. ........ $1,394

INDEPENDENT

85,897

84,439

78,123
90.9%

6,316

7.4%

1,458
1.7%

1,492

67,984
$109,477,923

$1,610

TOTAL

110,769

109,097

98,800
89.2%

10,297

9.3%

1,672
1.5%

2,134

86,844
$135,761,458

$1,563



94

Table 20

Distribution of Verified Pell Grant Recipients
By Income and Grant Level

Award Period 1990-91

Table 20 presents the relationship between
family income and grant level far recipients
selected for verification, who comprise 29.5
percent of the recipient population.

A comparison of Table 20 with other tables
indicates that recipients reporting lower
incomes are less likely to be selected for
verification than those with higher income. Of
recipients reporting income of less than
$9,000, only 20.9 percent were selected for
verification. By comparison, 41.6 percent of
recipients reporting family income greater than
$20,000 were selected..

Those Selected For Verification Have Higher
Income and Lower Grants. Figure 21 shows
that of the verified population, 36.3 percent
repdrt family income less than $9,000 and
28.4 percent report income greater than
$20,000. By comparison, 57.3 percent of non-
verified recipients report income less than .
$9,000 and only 16.7 percent of those not
verified report income above $20,000.

A comparison of the data in-Table 3 with that
of Table 20 shows that recipients with lower
grants {and generally higher incomes) are more
likely to be selected for verification. Among
those receiving grants up to %900, 35.1°

Percentags of Populaﬁon
cn3ARRLREH8HS

percent were selected for verification. In
contrast, only 25.4 percent of those receiving
grants greater than $1,800 were selected.

The distribution of grants among those selected
for verification indicates that selected recipients
are awarded slightly smaller grants. This can be
explained by the earlier discussion that
recipients selected for verification report
relatively higher incomes, and thus gqualify for
smaller grants. For example, 29.8 percent of
selected applicants received grants less than
$800, compared to 23 percent of non-selected
recipients. About 32.5 percent of recipients
selected for verification receive grants greater
than $1,800, compared to 39.8 percent of
recipients not selected for verification.

Veritied
B8 Non-Veriflad

8,000-20,
Income ($)

Figure 23: Incame for-Verified and Non-
Verified Recipients



FAMILY INCOME:

Less Than $1,001..........
$1,001- 3,000.............
$3,001- 6,000.............
$6,001 - 9,000.............

$9,001 - 15,000............

$15,001 - 20,000...........

$20,001 - 30,000...........

$30,001 - 40,000...........

$40,001 + ..o

TABLE 20

DISTRIBUTION OF VERIFIED PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

BY FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL

ALL VERIFIED RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

GRANT LEVEL
$1- $300- $600- $900- $1,200- $1,500- $1,800- $2,100-

299 599 899 1,199 1,499 1,799 2,099 2,299 $2,300
348 1,503 1,837 3,932 1,391 2,542 2,804 2,544 7,933
1.4% 6.1% 7.4% 15.8% 5.6% 10.2% 11.3% 10.2% 31.9%
0.7% 1.3% 1.4% 2.5% 1.5% 2.0% 2.2% 3.5% 6.5%
268 1,892 3,052 6,950 2,127 4,356 4,248 3,217 15,053
0.7% 4.6% 7.4% 16.9% 5.2% 10.6% 10.3% 7.8% 36.6%
0.5% 1.6% 2.4% 4.4% 2.3% 3.4% 3.3% 4.4% 12.3%
558 4,077 6,411 13,918 4,501 9,420 8,980 6,717 31,669
0.6% 4.7% 7.4% 16.1% 5.2% 10.9% 10.4% 7.8% 36.7%
1.1% 3.4% 5.0% 8.8% 4.9% 7.3% 6.9% 9.1% 25.9%
5,225 20,750 27,825 37,178 21,090 27,940 25,963 15,634 30,361
2.5% 9.8% 13.1% 17.5% 9.9% 13.2% 12.2% 7.4% 14.3%
10.0% 17.3% 21.8% 23.6% 23.0% 21.7% 20.0% 21.2% 24.8%
13,611 23,061 19,709 27,216 13,862 21,816 34,171 27,693 28,190
6.5% 11.0% 9.4% 13.0% 6.6% 10.4% 16.3% 13.2% 13.5%
26.2% 19.3% 15.5% 17.3% 15.1% 16.9% 26.3% 37.6% 23.0%
3,190 11,409 16,172 20,210 16,589 26,734 30,229 13,445 7,307
2.2% 7.9% 11.1% 13.9% 11.4% 18.4% 20.8% 9.3% 5.0%
6.1% 9.5% 12.7% 12.8% 18.1% 20.7% 23.2% 18.2% 6.0%
13,075 33,045 35,029 35,220 24,312 29,874 21,659 4,135 1,718
6.6% 16.7% 17.7% 17.8% 12.3% 15.1% 10.9% 2.1% 0.9%
25.1% 27.6% 27.5% 22.4% 26.5% 23.1% 16.7% 5.6% 1.4%
11,866 18,167 13,864 10,745 6,526 5,504 1,788 241 157
17.2% 26.4% 20.1% 15.6% 9.5% 8.0% 2.6% 0.3% 0.2%
22.8% 15.2% 10.9% 6.8% 7.1% 4.3% 1.4% 0.3% 0.1%
3,853 5,860 3,648 2,211 1,195 864 196 78 55
21.5% 32.6% 20.3% 12.3% 6.7% 4.8% 1.1% 0.4% 0.3%
7.4% 4.9% 2.9% 1.4% 1.3% 0.7% 0.2% 0.1% 0.0%
51,994 119,764 127,547 157,580 91,593 129,050 130,038 73,704 122,443
5.2% 11.9% 12.7% 15.7% 9.1% 12.9% 13.0% 7.3% 12.2%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

TOTAL

24,834
100.0%
2.5%

41,163
100.0%
4.1%

86,251
100.0%
8.6%

211,966
100.0%
21.1%

209,329
100.0%
20.9%

145,285
100.0%
14.5%

198,067
100.0%
19.7%

68,858
100.0%
6.9%

17,960
100.0%
1.8%

1,003,713
100.0%
100.0%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%



CHAPTER 4

APPLICATION SOURCE SUMMARY STATISTICS
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Table 21

Summary Statistics by Application Source

Award Period 1990-91

Table 21 presents summary statistics by
application source for alf Pell Grant applicants.
These statistics include information on official
applicants, valid applicants {official applicants
less applications returned for insufficient data
and never re-submitted), and applicants

-selected for verification, as well as data on Pell

Grant recipients per application source.

In 19290-81, a student can apply for a Pell
Grant in one of several ways. Application
forms may be sent to one of the five Multiple
Data Entry (MDE) processors: American College
Testing {ACT) Program; College Scholarship
Service (CSS); United Student Aid Funds
{USAF); CSX, tnc.; or the Pennsylvania Higher
Education Assistance Agency (PHEAA)I.( An

application may also be submitted“;d he

‘Department of Education’s own Application for )

Federal Student Aid {AFSA} processor or
transmitted directly to the Central Processing
System (CPS) via Stage Zero. Stage Zero was
introduced in December of 1990 by the U.S.
Department of Education. It allows institutions
to transmit electronically originai application
data directly to the CPS.

CSS and AFSA Applicants Dominate. Looking
at the percentage of official applicants using

each form, as shown in Table 21, the CSS
form remains the most used at 40.7 percent,
foliowed by the AFSA form {28.2 percent) and
the ACT (18.7 percent}, PHEAA and CSX (3.9
percent), USAF (3.5 percent) forms and Stage
Zero {1.0 percent).

Qverall, application volume since 1989-30
increased by 5.3 percent and Pell recipients
increased by 2.5 percent. It is difficult to
compare individual MDE volume increases due
to the change in the MDE structure. Each of
the MDEs in 1889-90 that also were operating
in 1990-91 experienced a slight decrease in the
percentage of total applications processed.
This may be attributed to the addition of
another MDE (from four to five} and the
introduction of Stage Zero. '

Federal Applicants Qualify at the Highest Rate.
Table 21 indicates that there is substantial
variation by application source in the
percentage of applicants who are eligible or
qualified to receive a Pell Grant. Eligibility is
based on financial need; an applicant with a
Pell Grant Index of 2,100 or less qualifies for a
Pell Grant. While more than one fourth (27.3
percent) of all applicants do not qualify, only
12.7 percent of AFSA applicants fail to qualify.
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{In addition, 6.1 percent of AFSA appiicants fail
to revise and return incomplete applications,
compai'ed to 9.6 percent of all appiicants; thus
their eligibility cannot be determined.) Stage
Zero applicants have the greatest likelihood of
Pell Grant eligibility with 91.5 percent eligible
to receive a grant. Only 6.3 percent of Stage
Zero applicants are ineligible and 2.2 percent
never re-submit. The high eligibility rates for
Stage Zero may be attributed to the nature of
the application procedures and on-line editing
Two MDEs have the highest
proportions of non-qualified applicants; PHEAA
at 42.9 percent and CSS at 37.1 percent.
{CSS also has the highest percentage of
"rejected” applicants who fail to return the
application with additional information at 12.8
percent.} ACT and USAF populations mirror
the overall applicant pool with 28.9 percent of
ACT and 25.2 percent of USAF applicants not
qualified and 9.3 percent of ACT and 9.4
percent of USAF applicants rejected. CSX has
a high eligibility rate with only 14.3 percent not
qualifying and 6.7 percent never resubmitting.

criteria.

Figure 24 shows the percentage of applicants
qualified, not qualified, and rejected for

insufficient information by application source.

—

Parcentage of Applicants
c3388883888

1 EZ AFSA
i 3 ACT
1

PHEAA
& osx
USAF

&3 stage Zero

- e e i e b

“

Figure 24: Applicant Qualification Status by
Source
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Federal Applicants Least Likely to Become
Recipients. As was the case in previgus years,
Table 21 shows that the proportién of official
applicants and qualified applicants receiving
grants varies considerably according to the
application source. Qualified students using a
Federal application {AFSA or Stage Zero) are
least likely to become recipients (71.3 percent
and 68.0 percent of qualified applicants,
respectively), probably because many of them
choose not to enroll in school. Almost three-
'quarters of qualified applicants using USAF
(72.5 percent), CSX (73.6 percent} or PHEAA
(74.9 percent) receive grants. Qualified
students using the other MDEs are more likely
to receive a Pell Grant {81.2 percent for ACT,
78.1 percent for CSS).

The proportion of recipients by application
source is related to average grant by
application source because both reflect the
applicant family‘s financial circumstances.
Differences between these two factors are due
to the fact that the grant also is affected by.
educational cost and enroliment status. The
largest average grant went to students using
the CSX ($1,507) and the AFSA form
($1,467), probably because these applicants
generally have lower incomes. This group is
followed closely in average grant size by
applicants using ACT ($1,440), CSS ($1,442),
and PHEAA ($1,447) -- groups with higher
incomes who tend to enroli at institutions with

" higher costs. USAF and Stage Zero applicants

receive the lowest average grant ($1,364 and
$1,348 respectively), probably because they

“attend lower cost institutions.

Selection for Verification Rates Are Consistent
with Target. The rate at which qualified or
eligible applicants are selected far verification

' by MDE also is depicted in Table 21. There is

some variation by application source, ranging
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from 23.9 percent for Stage Zero ahpiicants to
36.0 percent for CSS applicants. The variation
that exists is most likely a function of income,

as shown in Table 22. Those application

" sources with the lowest selection for

verification rates -- Federal and CSX - have
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more lower income applicants, while those with
the highest selection for verificafion rates --
CSS and ACT -- have more applicants with
higher income. Owerall, the rate of selection
for verification is 31.5 percent -- slightly higher
than the 30 percent target.



NUMBER OF APPLICANTS

SUBMITTING OFFICIAL
APPLICATIONS

NUMBER OF APPLICANTS

SUBMITTING VALID
APPLICATIONS

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
ELIGIBLE
APPLICANTS

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF
INELIGIBLE
APPLICANTS

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF

APPLICATIONS RETURNED
FOR INSUFFICIENT DATA
NEVER RE-SUBMITTED FOR
PROCESSING

NUMBER OF APPLICANTS

SUBMITTING UNOFFICIAL
APPLICATIONS

NUMBER OF APPLICANTS
SELECTED FOR VALIDATION

NUMBER OF PELL GRANT
RECIPIENTS

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

AVERAGE GRANT

AFSA

2,016,640

1,893,908

1,638,620
81.25

255,288
12.66

122,732

6.09

56,691

433,920

1,168,937

$1,714,855,653

$1,467

TABLE 21

SUMMARY STATISTICS BY APPLICATION SOURCE

ALL APPLICANTS

CSX

276,601

258,042

218,508
79.00

39,534
14.29

18,559

6.71

7,017

58,860

160,846

$242,402,918

$1,507

USAF

252,536

228,713

165,095
65.37

63,618
25.19

23,823

9.43

4,346

53,904

119,698

$163,295,725

$1,364

PHEAA

278,085

257,068

137,848
49.57

119,220
42.87

21,017

7.56

945

43,755

103,270

$149,461,581

$1,447

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

CSS

2,908,206

2,537,061

1,457,975
50.13

1,079,086
37.10

371,145

12.76

88,266

525,579

1,137,998

$1,640,960,770

$1,442

ACT

1,337,717

1,212,696

826,654
61.80

386,042
28.86

125,021

9.35

14,492

290,469

671,047

$966,213,241

$1,440

STAGE
ZERO

69,155

67,611

63,284
9151

4,327
6.26

1,544

2.23

5,961

15,109

43,014

$58,001,117

$1,348

TOTAL

7,138,940

6,455,099

4,507,984
63.15

1,947,115
27.27

683,841

9.58

177,718

1,421,596

3,404,810

$4,935,191,005

$1,449
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Table 22

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients By
Family Income and Application Source

Award Periqd 1990-91

22A - Total
22B - Dependents
22C - Independents

Table 22A, 22B, and 22C display the
distribution of Pell Grant recipientsr by family
income for each application source. These
tables present this information for total
recipients, dependents, and independents.

Most Recipients Use Federal Foﬂﬁ to Apply.
Table 21 showed that the CSS form is most
frequently used by appficants for a Pell Grant.

" However, as Table 22A indicates, the Federal

form is. most often used by Pell Grant
recipients. In 1980-91, 34.3 percent of
recipients apply for a Pell Grant using the

‘Federal form, 33.4 percent use the CSS form,

19.7 percent use ACT’s form, 4.7 percent use
the CSX form, 3.5 pércent use the USAF form,
3.0 percent use PHEAA's form, and 1.3
percent file via Stage Zero. These percéntages
represent a decrease in recipients 'fo_r
processors that also participated in 1983-80
(CSS, ACT, PHEAA, and AFSA} as did the

percentage of applicants using each MDE in .

Table 21. Again, this may be explained by the
addition of another MDE and the introduction of

Stage Zero.

Most Dependent Recipients Use CSS; Most -
independents Uss Federal Form. Figure 25
illustrates the differences between dependents
and independents in the application sources
used, aiso presented in Tables 228 and 22C.
Dependent recipients are most likely to apply
through CSS {42.3 percent), followed by the
AFSA (23.9 percent), ACT (22.0 percent),
PHEAA (4.2 percent), CSX {3.8 percent), USAF

{3.3 percent) and Stage Zero {.5 percent). In

contrast, independent recipients are most likely
to use the AFSA {41.1 percent), followed by
CSS (27.6 percentl, ACT {18.2 percent), CSX
{5.3 percent), USAF (3.7 percent), PHEAA (2.3
percent}, and Stage Zero {1.8 percent),

Looking at these data on dependency status
another way, recipients using the Federal form
{paper and electronic), USAF and CSX forms

' are mostly independent, while those using the

ACT, £S5, and PHEAA forms are closely split

or tend to be dependent. Independents



comprise 72.5 percent. of AFSA and 83.9
percent of Stage Zero filers, 68.1 percent of
CSX form users and 62.9 percent of USAF
form users. in contrast, independents are oniy
45.9 percent of PHEAA recipients. A slight

majority (66.0 percent) of ACT recipients are
independent, while half (50.0 percent} of CSS
recipients are independent.

50
% 45
8
7 3 72 Dapendents
x 304 £ independsnis
o 251
g 20
g 15|
{ 101§
-4
[i] - ] ¢ A
AFSA ACT css Hmcéx USAgtage Zero

Application Sotrce

Figurs 25: Distribution of Recipients’
Application Source by Dependency Status

More Federal Form Recipients Have Lower
Incomes: ACT, CSS, and PHEAA Recipients
Have Higher Incomes. Differences in income
by application source are consistent -with
differences in institution attended by those at
various income levels {see Table 6} and the
popuiation served by each source.

= A substantial majority of Stage Zero (69.1
percent), AFSA (61.5 percent), and CSX
>recipients‘ (59.7 percent) have family
incomes of §9,000 or less. Only 6.9
- percent of Stage Zero and 12.2 percent of
AFSA recipients report family incomes of
$20,000 or more.

101 -

Fewer recipients among the other
application sources are in the lowest income
groups; 43.9 percent of ACT recipients,
43.8 percent of CSS recipients, and 42.4
percent of PHEAA recipients are from
families with incomes of $9,000 or less.
More recipients using these MDEs are in the
highest income groups; 25.2 percent: of
ACT recipients, 26.0 percent of CSS
recipients, and 29.4 percent of PHEAA
recipients are from families with incomes of

$20,000 or more.

These income. patterns hold only for dependent
" students. '

Among dependent Pell Grant recipients,
lower income families {earning $9,000 or
less) outnumber higher income families
{earning $20,000 or more) 36.2 percent to
26.9 percent.  Among ACT and CSS
dependent recipients the opposite
relationship holds, with higher income
groups cutnumbering lower income groups
by about two to one (41.4 percent to 21.6
percent for CSS; 41.6 percent to 21.6
percent for ACT).

Among independent recipients there are only
small income differences by application
source. Lower income recipients are 72.7
perceht of Stage Zero users, 69.6 pércent

" of AFSA users, 69.3 percent of CSX users,

69.0 percent of PHEAA users, 65.9 percent
of CSS users, 61.8 percent of USAF users,
and 61.4 percent of ACT users. Higher
income differences among the application
sources - for independent recipients range
from 5.4 percent for Stage Zero users to
12.4 percent for ACT users.



FAMILY INCOME

TABLE 22-A

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

ALL RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

APPLICATION SOURCE

BY FAMILY INCOME AND MULTIPLE DATA ENTRY APPLICATION

LESS THAN $1,001........

$1,001

$3,001

$6,001

$9,001

- 3,000......cccne

- 6,000...............

- 9,000...............

-15,000..............

$15,001 - 20,000.............

$20,001 - 30,000.............

AFSA

98,504
45.5%
8.4%

140,931
45.9%
12.1%

278,721
41.4%
23.8%

200,736
36.9%
17.2%

205,173
33.8%
17.6%

102,829
27.6%
8.8%

112,604
23.0%
9.6%

24,408
16.1%
2.1%

5,031
11.5%
0.4%

1,168,937
34.3%
100.0%

CSX

9,398
4.3%
5.8%

16,364
5.3%
10.2%

42,780
6.4%
26.6%

27,443
5.0%
17.1%

28,645
4.7%
17.8%

15,745
4.2%
9.8%

16,350
3.3%
10.2%

3,357
2.2%
2.1%

764
1.7%
0.5%

160,846
4.7%
100.0%

USAF

6,746
3.1%
5.6%

10,476
3.4%
8.8%

23,478
3.5%
19.6%

18,286
3.4%
15.3%

22,783
3.8%
19.0%

14,077
3.8%
11.8%

18,093
3.7%
15.1%

4,604
3.0%
3.8%

1,155
2.6%
1.0%

119,698
3.5%
100.0%

PHEAA

4,673
2.2%
4.5%

6,920
2.3%
6.7%

18,902
2.8%
18.3%

13,315
2.4%
12.9%

16,292
2.7%
15.8%

12,819
3.4%
12.4%

20,107
4.1%
19.5%

7,811
5.2%
7.6%

2,431
5.5%
2.4%

103,270
3.0%
100.0%

CSS

58,873
27.2%
5.2%

76,929
25.1%
6.8%

185,385
27.5%
16.3%

177,150
32.6%
15.6%

203,791
33.6%
17.9%

139,625
37.5%
12.3%

200,932
41.0%
17.7%

71,719
47.3%
6.3%

23,594
53.7%
2.1%

1,137,998
33.4%
100.0%

ACT

35,381
16.4%
5.3%

49,422
16.1%
7.4%

110,217
16.4%
16.4%

99,590
18.3%
14.8%

122,924
20.3%
18.3%

84,199
22.6%
12.5%

119,167
24.3%
17.8%

39,272
25.9%
5.9%

10,875
24.8%
1.6%

671,047
19.7%
100.0%

STAGE
ZERO

2,746
1.3%
6.4%

5,824
1.9%
13.5%

13,710
2.0%
31.9%

7,453
1.4%
17.3%

7,320
1.2%
17.0%

2,980
0.8%
6.9%

2,576
0.5%
6.0%

358
0.2%
0.8%

47
0.1%
0.1%

43,014
1.3%
100.0%

TOTAL

216,321
100.0%
6.4%

306,866
100.0%
9.0%

673,193
100.0%
19.8%

543,973
100.0%
16.0%

606,928
100.0%
17.8%

372,274
100.0%
10.9%

489,829
100.0%
14.4%

151,529
100.0%
4.5%

43,897
100.0%
1.3%

3,404,810
100.0%
100.0%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%



TABLE 22-B

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

BY FAMILY INCOME AND MULTIPLE DATA ENTRY APPLICATION

DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

APPLICATION SOURCE

FAMILY INCOME
AFSA

LESS THAN $1,001...... 6,787
20.4%
2.1%

$1,001 - 3,000............ 21,830
42.5%
6.8%

$3,001 - 6,000............ 51,158
38.4%
15.9%

$6,001 - 9,000............ 48,880
33.9%
15.2%

$9,001 - 15,000........... 73,511
26.8%
22.9%

$15,001 - 20,000......... 45,219
20.5%
14.1%

$20,001 - 30,000......... 54,118
16.7%
16.8%

$30,001 - 40,000......... 15,735
12.9%
4.9%

$40,001 +...ooevieeen 4,142
10.3%
1.3%

TOTAL..ooviiiiiiiiiins 321,380
23.9%
100.0%

CSX

707
2.1%
1.4%

2,513
4.9%
4.9%

9,020
6.8%
17.6%

7,865
5.4%
15.3%

11,367
4.1%
22.1%

7,805
3.5%
15.2%

9,235
2.9%
18.0%

2,237
1.8%
4.4%

610
1.5%
1.2%

51,359
3.8%
100.0%

USAF PHEAA CSS ACT
1,145 1,009 14,536 9,038
3.4% 3.0% 43.6% 27.1%
2.6% 1.8% 2.6% 3.1%
1,854 1,408 14,673 8,515
3.6% 2.7% 28.6% 16.6%
4.2% 2.5% 2.6% 2.9%
4,632 4,405 41,577 20,926
3.5% 3.3% 31.2% 15.7%
10.4% 7.9% 7.3% 7.1%
4,829 4,251 52,335 25,013
3.3% 2.9% 36.3% 17.3%
10.9% 7.6% 9.2% 8.5%
9,343 9,772 112,005 57,169
3.4% 3.6% 40.8% 20.8%
21.0% 17.5% 19.7% 19.4%
7,314 9,600 97,870 51,642
3.3% 4.4% 44.4% 23.4%
16.5% 17.2% 17.2% 17.5%
10,769 16,209 152,057 80,614
3.3% 5.0% 47.0% 24.9%
24.2% 29.0% 26.7% 27.3%
3,485 6,962 61,676 32,057
2.8% 5.7% 50.4% 26.2%
7.8% 12.5% 10.8% 10.9%
1,038 2,298 22,173 10,034
2.6% 5.7% 55.0% 24.9%
2.3% 4.1% 3.9% 3.4%
44,409 55,914 568,902 295,008
3.3% 4.2% 42.3% 22.0%
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

STAGE
ZERO

80
0.2%
1.2%

555
1.1%
8.0%

1,670
1.3%
24.1%

1,193
0.8%
17.2%

1,599
0.6%
23.1%

823
0.4%
11.9%

828
0.3%
11.9%

151
0.1%
2.2%

33
0.1%
0.5%

6,932
0.5%
100.0%

TOTAL

33,302
100.0%
2.5%

51,348
100.0%
3.8%

133,388
100.0%
9.9%

144,366
100.0%
10.7%

274,766
100.0%
20.4%

220,273
100.0%
16.4%

323,830
100.0%
24.1%

122,303
100.0%
9.1%

40,328
100.0%
3.0%

1,343,904
100.0%
100.0%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%



FAMILY INCOME

TABLE 22-C

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

APPLICATION SOURCE

BY FAMILY INCOME AND MULTIPLE DATA ENTRY APPLICATION
INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS - AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

LESS THAN $1,001.....

$1,001

$3,001

$6,001

$9,001

- 3,000..............

- 6,000..............

- 9,000..............

-15,000..............

$15,001 - 20,000............

$20,001 - 30,000............

AFSA

91,717
50.1%
10.8%

119,101
46.6%
14.1%

227,563
42.2%
26.8%

151,856
38.0%
17.9%

131,662
39.6%
15.5%

57,610
37.9%
6.8%

58,486
35.2%
6.9%

8,673
29.7%
1.0%

889
24.9%
0.1%

847,557
41.1%
100.0%

CSX

8,691
4.7%
16.9%

13,851
5.4%
27.0%

33,760
6.3%
65.7%

19,578
4.9%
38.1%

17,278
5.2%
33.6%

7,940
5.2%
15.5%

7,115
4.3%
13.9%

1,120
3.8%
2.2%

154
4.3%
0.3%

109,487
5.3%
213.2%

USAF

5,601
3.1%
12.6%

8,622
3.4%
19.4%

18,846
3.5%
42.4%

13,457
3.4%
30.3%

13,440
4.0%
30.3%

6,763
4.4%
15.2%

7,324
4.4%
16.5%

1,119
3.8%
2.5%

117
3.3%
0.3%

75,289
3.7%
169.5%

PHEAA

3,664
2.0%
7.7%

5,512
2.2%
11.6%

14,497
2.7%
30.6%

9,064
2.3%
19.1%

6,520
2.0%
13.8%

3,219
2.1%
6.8%

3,898
2.3%
8.2%

849
2.9%
1.8%

133
3.7%
0.3%

47,356
2.3%
100.0%

CSS

44,337
24.2%
7.8%

62,256
24.4%
10.9%

143,808
26.6%
25.3%

124,815
31.2%
21.9%

91,786
27.6%
16.1%

41,755
27.5%
7.3%

48,875
29.4%
8.6%

10,043
34.4%
1.8%

1,421
39.8%
0.2%

569,096
27.6%
100.0%

ACT

26,343
14.4%
7.0%

40,907
16.0%
10.9%

89,291
16.5%
23.7%

74,577
18.7%
19.8%

65,755
19.8%
17.5%

32,557
21.4%
8.7%

38,553
23.2%
10.3%

7,215
24.7%
1.9%

841
23.6%
0.2%

376,039
18.2%
100.0%

STAGE
ZERO

2,666
1.5%
7.4%

5,269
2.1%
14.6%

12,040
2.2%
33.4%

6,260
1.6%
17.3%

5,721
1.7%
15.9%

2,157
1.4%
6.0%

1,748
1.1%
4.8%

207
0.7%
0.6%

14
0.4%
0.0%

36,082
1.8%
100.0%

TOTAL

183,019
100.0%
8.9%

255,518
100.0%
12.4%

539,805
100.0%
26.2%

399,607
100.0%
19.4%

332,162
100.0%
16.1%

152,001
100.0%
7.4%

165,999
100.0%
8.1%

29,226
100.0%
1.4%

3,569
100.0%
0.2%

2,060,906
100.0%
100.0%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%

R%
C%



| ~ CHAPTER 5
INSTITUTIONS PARTICIPATING IN THE PELL GRANT PROGRAM

SUMMARY INFORMATION
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Table 23

Summary Statistics By Type of Institution

Award Period 1990-91

Table 23 displays summary statistics by type of
institution for the 1990-91 award year. These
data are depicted graphically in Figure 26.

"~ Most Schools 2 Year or Less; Most Racipients

at b or More Year Schools and 2 Year Schools.
Participation in the Pell Grant Program varies
considerably by the type of insti'tutio_n as
indicated by the length of its educational
Among the 7,016 participating
institutions (105 less than last yéar), the
percentage of institutions in each category

program.

follow, in descending order, along with selected
information about expenditures or recipients.

Zl8chools EF Expend, £ Reciplents — Avg. Grant
ig 1 ——— (1600
o T 1400
§ gg‘ }1200 2
£ 304 +1000 8
§ 251 r800 3
£ 20 soo ©
o 154 {
5. i 200
4 <4 2<3 t1-<2 121
Type of Institution (Years)

Figure 26: Selected Statistics by Type of
Institution

!

w Nearly three out of ten schools (29.6
percent} offer 2 year {but less than 3 year}
programs. Many of these institutions are

community colleges and private junior

colleges. The recipients attending these
schools (34.7 percent of the total} and the

expenditures directed toward students (30.3

percent) are consistent with the number of

institutions. The average number of
recipients' per institution is 568. '

w Schools offering 1 year (but less than 2
year] programs number, ‘7
accounting for 23.9 percent of the total.
Many of these-institutions are profit-making
trade schools, aithough public vocational
institutions also may be included. Students
at these schools account for only 9.6
percent of expenditures and 8.2 percent of
recipients, maost

are next in

likely because these
schools are smafler in size. ({From the
information in this table we calculated the
average number of recipients per institution
‘as 181, far less than the overall figure
across all institutions of 485.)

a Schools with programs of 6 months to 1

year are 19.0 percent of the total. These
institutions also are largely profit-making

trade schools. Again, because of smaller
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size (173 recipients on average) they
account for only 7.3 percent of the
expenditures and 6.8 percent of recipients.

Four-year colleges with no graduate
programs are next in number at 13.9
percént. Many of these institutions are
privateiy controlled. Students at these
schools represent 14.5 percent of recipients
and 15.3 percent of Pell Grant Program
expenditures and have an average of 507
recipients.

Five or more year universities account for
just 11.6 percent of the number of
institutions. However, these institutions,
which include most state-funded universities
and major private universities, attract over
one-third of recipients, 34.4 percent of the
totai, because of their high enroliments (an
average of 1,443 Pell recipients). They also
account for the largest proportion of
‘expenditures (36.7 percent).

The Ieast prevalent type of institution is
three year {but less than 4 year) schouls

106

{2.0 percent of the number of institutions) with
oniy .7 percent of the recipients accaunting for
.7 percent of total expenditures.

Differences in the average grants by institution
are largely a function of cost of education and
financial circumstances of those students .
enrolled. These averages are discussed with
Table 24.

Number of Institutions Down Since Last Year,
Some Variation by Type of Institution. The
number of institutions served was down 1.5
percent. - There was considerably fewer
institutions offering programs less than 1 year,
down 5.9 percent. or 84 institutions. This was
furthered by a decline of 1.9 percent'for 2 year

_institutions {40 schools). Other institutions -

saw little change.

On average, the number of Pell recipients per
institution increased from 467 to 485. The

_éverage grant increased $11 or .7 percent and

the total recipients increased 2.5 percent.



TABLE 23
SUMMARY STATISTICS BY TYPE OF INSTITUTION
AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

_ NUMBER OF TOTAL NUMBER OF AVERAGE
TYPE OF INSTITUTION: INSTITUTIONS EXPENDITURES RECIPIENTS GRANT
5 YEARS OR MORE 812 $1.810,664,205 1,171,474 $1.546

4 YEAR NO GRADUATE

(S 972 $757.502,174 492,690 $1.537
3 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 4

VAfTal 140 $34.785,794 24,909 $1.397
2 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 3 2.079 $1.496,820,452 1,181,200 $1.267
YEARS

1 YEAR BUT LESS THAN 2 1,676 $473,151,689 302,578 $1.564
YEARS

6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 1,337 $362,266,691 231,959 $1.562
YEAR

OTHER 0 $0 0 $0

TOTAL 7,016 $4,935,191,005 3,404,810 $1,449
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Table 24

Pell Grant Expeuditures, Recipients, and Average Grant
By Type and Control of Institution

Award Period 1990-91

Table 24 summarizes information on Pell Grant
expenditures, recipients, and average grant by
type and control of institution.

Most Recipients Attend Public Institutions. The
data in Table 24 show that the majority (61.1

- percent) of Pell Grant recipients attend

postsecondary institutions that are publicly
funded. This is a slight increase over 1989-90
when approximately 60.0 percent attended this
type of institution. About 20.9 percent attend
private, profit-ma'king institutions, slightly less
than the 21.7 percent of recipients in 1989-90.
The remaining 17.9 percent in 1990-91 attend

-private, non-profit institutions. This is also

down from 18.3 percent in 1989-90. “These
data are consistent with the emerging trend
toward increased enrollment at public
institutions and decreased enroliment at both
private non-profit and private, profit-making
institutions. The most plausible explanation for
this change is a shift from higher cost
institutions to lower cost institutions in
response to the high cost of postsecondary
education. '

Table 24 shows that the public institutions
with programs of 2 years (but less than three)
attract the largest number recipients, with over

945,000 or 27.8 percent of the total recipient
pool. This is followed closely by public
institutions with programs of five years or more
in length, where more than 925,500 or 27.2
percent of total recipients attend this type of
institution. By comparison, the largest group of
recipients attending any type of private, non-
profit institution is enrolled in 4 year programs
with no graduate program--approximately

285,500 or 8.4 percent of the total recipient

population. Over 262,000 recipients, or 7.7
percent of total recipients enroll in private,
profit-making schools with 'programs of 1 year
but less than 2 years, comprising the largest
group of recipients attending profit-making
institutions.

Grants Are Higher At Private Institutions.
Recipients attending private institutions, both
non-profit and profit-making, receive somewhat
higher grants than those students attending
public institutions {see Figure 27), The averége
grant for those recipients attending private,
non-profit institutions is the largest at $1,589,
compared to $1,550 for private profit-making
institutions, $1,374 for recipients enrolled-in
public institutions and $1,449 for the total
recipient population (Table 1},



e

gt

! Public '
Private, Non-Profit Private Profit-Making

Figure 27: Average Grant by Institutional
Contro! and Dependency Status
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Despite the smaller average grant, total
expenditures at public institutions represent
over $2.86 billion or 58.0 percent of total
program expenditures as a result of the large
recipient population attending these
institutions. Expénditures at private profit-
making institutions comprised over 22.4
percent of total program expenditures or $1.10
billion. Expenditures at private, non-profit
institutions represent over $969 miflion or 19.6
percent of total Pell Grant expenditures.



ALL INSTITUTIONS

TABLE 24
PELL GRANT EXPENDITURES, RECIPIENTS, & AVERAGE GRANT BY TYPE & CONTROL OF INSTITUTION
- AWARD PERIOD 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

TOTAL RECIPIENTS

AVERAGE GRANT

TOTAL DEPENDENTS  INDEPENDENTS TOTAL  DEPENDENTS  INDEPENDENTS| TOTAL  DEPENDENTS  INDEPENDENTS
TOTAL PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS $2,860,831,684 $1,157,284,736 $1,703,546,948 2,081,792 869,901 1,211,891 $1,374 $1,330 $1,406
5 YEARS OR MORE 1,405,479,522 705,767,556 699,711,966 925,544 495,792 429,752 1,519 1,424 1,628
FOUR-YEAR NO GRADUATE 266,035,162 126,790,581 139,244,581 174,980 87,123 87,857 1,520 1,455 1,585

3 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 4 YEARS 9,633,118 4,540,765 5,092,353 6,464 3,256 3,208 1,490 1,395 1,587

2 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 3 YEARS 1,145,483,841 315,653,910 829,829,931 945,408 279,340 666,068 1,212 1,130 1,246

1 YEAR BUT LESS THAN 2 YEARS 28,111,373 3,956,447 24,154,926 24,436 3,817 20,619 1,150 1,037 1,171

6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YEAR 6,088,668 575,477 5,513,191 4,960 573 4,387 1,228 1,004 1,257
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL PRIVATE, NON-PROFIT $969,826,057 $497,846,687 $471,979,370 610,355 324,132 286,223 $1,589 $1,536 $1,649
5 YEARS OR MORE 401,945,103 222,392,856 179,552,247 243,672 140,168 103,504 1,650 1,587 1,735
FOUR-YEAR NO GRADUATE 443,297,881 232,459,838 210,838,043 285,576 155,686 129,890 1,552 1,493 1,623

3 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 4 YEARS 5,631,875 1,464,925 4,166,950 3,811 1,126 2,685 1,478 1,301 1,552

2 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 3 YEARS 84,676,834 33,350,127 51,326,707 57,127 22,419 34,708 1,482 1,488 1,479

1 YEAR BUT LESS THAN 2 YEARS 26,782,167 7,359,918 19,422,249 15,648 4,225 11,423 1,712 1,742 1,700

6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YEAR 7,492,197 819,023 6,673,174 4,521 508 4,013 1,657 1,612 1,663
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL PRIVATE, PROFIT-MAKING $1,104,533,264 $226,300,131 $878,233,133 712,663 149,871 562,792 $1,550 $1,510 $1,560
5 YEARS OR MORE 3,239,580 529,431 2,710,149 2,258 358 1,900 1,435 1,479 1,426
FOUR-YEAR NO GRADUATE 48,169,131 15,602,490 32,566,641 32,134 10,583 21,551 1,499 1,474 1,511

3 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 4 YEARS 19,520,801 6,673,027 12,847,774 14,634 5,140 9,494 1,334 1,298 1,353

2 YEARS BUT LESS THAN 3 YEARS 266,659,777 59,852,001 206,807,776 178,665 41,820 136,845 1,493 1,431 1,511

1 YEAR BUT LESS THAN 2 YEARS 418,258,149 88,879,040 329,379,109 262,494 55,754 206,740 1,593 1,594 1,593

6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YEAR 348,685,826 54,764,142 293,921,684 222,478 36,216 186,262 1,567 1,512 1,578
OTHER 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL $4,935,191,005 $1,881,431,554 $3,053,759,451 3,404,810 1,343,904 2,060,906 $1,449 $1,400 $1,482




Table 25

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients and Average Grant
By Grant Level and Type of Institution

Award Period 1990-91

25A - Total
25B - Dependent
25C - Independent

Tables 25A, 25B, and 25C present the
distribution of recipients by grant leve! and type
of institution.‘f\Average grant is also shown.

Largest Grants at 1-2 Year and 5 Year Schools
Table 25A confirms that students at schools
with programs 1 year but less than 2 years
receive, on average, the largest grants
($'1 /564, followed by students at less than 1
year schools ($1,5662} and schools with
programs of 5 years or more ($1,546). The

smailest grants go to students at 2 year but

less than 3 vear progréms {$1,267}. In
between are grants for student at 4-year, no
graduate, {$1,537), and 3 year but less than 4
year institutions ($1,397). :

The distribution by maximum grant also vary by
type of institution.' Recipients at 1 to 2 year
schools are most likely to receive the maximum
award (31.9 percent), followed by those at
schools with programs less than .1 year {27.8
percent}, and those at 4-ye_af no graduate
schools {24.5 percent). Almost 22.0 percent
of recipients enrolled in schools offering
programs of 5 years or more and 22.6 percent
in programs of 3 years but less than 4 years
. receive the maximum grént. Recipients in 2 to

3 year programs are least likely to receive the
maximum grant {9.4 percent). Most recipients
in this category receive modest awards. For
example, 32.9 percent received grants up‘to
$900, while only 22.1 percent of the recipients
at relatively high cost four year -schoofs
received awards of less than $900.

Average Grant Higher for Independents. The
average grant for independents is higher than
that for dependents for ali types of schools
($1,482 for independents, $1,400 for
dependents). Figure 28 shaows the distribution
of average grants by school . type and
dependency status.

Average Grant{$}

5+ 4 34 23 12 <1
Typs of Institution (Yasrs)

Figure 28: Average Grant by Type of
Institution and Dependency Status



TABLE 25-A
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS AND AVERAGE GRANT
BY GRANT LEVEL AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION

ALL RECIPIENTS

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

5YEARSOR 4 YEARS NO 3 YEARS BUT < 2 YEARS BUT < 1 YEAR BUT < 6 MONTHS

GRANT LEVEL MORE GRADUATE 4 YEARS 3 YEARS 2YEARS BUT<1YEAR OTHER TOTAL
$1 - 299 39,014 16,663 1,145 54,889 7,185 4,633 0 123,529
R% 31.58 13.49 0.93 44.43 5.82 3.75 0.00 100.00
C% 3.33 3.38 4.60 4.65 237 2.00 0.00 3.63
AVE-GRANT $190 $191 $183 $195 $184 $191 $0 $192
$300 - 599 102,698 44,998 3,066 159,452 17,178 13,054 0 340,446
R% 30.17 13.22 0.90 46.84 5.05 3.83 0.00 100.00
C% 8.77 9.13 12.31 1350 5.68 5.63 0.00 10.00
AVE-GRANT $443 $448 $456 $458 $456 $469 $0 $453
$600 - 899 110,371 47,276 3,736 174,824 31,285 20,635 0 388,127
R% 28.44 12.18 0.96 45.04 8.06 5.32 0.00 100.00
C% 9.42 9.60 15.00 14.80 10.34 8.90 0.00 11.40
AVE-GRANT $752 $753 $749 $756 $759 $764 $0 $755
$900 - 1,199 167,157 78,563 3,499 206,793 71,612 54,744 0 582,368
R% 28.70 13.49 0.60 35.51 12.30 9.40 0.00 100.00
C% 14.27 15.95 14.05 1751 23.67 23.60 0.00 17.10
AVE-GRANT $1,079 $1,089 $1,087 $1,065 $1,113 $1,113 $0 $1,083
$1,200 - 1,499 75,983 30,287 1,573 140,027 12,412 11,522 0 271,804
R% 27.96 11.14 0.58 51.52 457 4.24 0.00 100.00
C% 6.49 6.15 6.31 11.85 4.10 4.97 0.00 7.98
AVE-GRANT $1,347 $1,347 $1,340 $1,363 $1,344 $1,354 $0 $1,355
$1,500 - 1,799 138,097 51,925 2,978 154,260 34,872 33,888 0 416,020
R% 33.19 12.48 0.72 37.08 8.38 8.15 0.00 100.00
C% 11.79 10.54 11.96 13.06 11.52 14.61 0.00 12.22
AVE-GRANT $1,615 $1,620 $1,592 $1,626 $1,596 $1,597 $0 $1,617
$1,800 - 2,099 165,638 59,120 1,961 126,990 18,606 18,885 0 391,200
R% 42.34 15.11 0.50 32.46 476 4.83 0.00 100.00
C% 14.14 12.00 7.87 10.75 6.15 8.14 0.00 11.49
AVE-GRANT $1,947 $1,937 $1,943 $1,930 $1,944 $1,967 $0 $1,941
$2,100 - 2,299 115,473 43,283 1,334 52,829 13,055 10,102 0 236,076
R% 48.91 18.33 0.57 22.38 5.53 4.28 0.00 100.00
C% 9.86 8.79 5.36 4.47 431 4.36 0.00 6.93
AVE-GRANT $2,201 $2,209 $2,197 $2,199 $2,203 $2,191 $0 $2,202
$2,300 257,043 120,575 5,617 111,136 96,373 64,496 0 655,240
R% 39.23 18.40 0.86 16.96 14.71 9.84 0.00 100.00
C% 21.94 24.47 2255 9.41 31.85 27.80 0.00 19.24
AVE-GRANT $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $0 $2,300
TOTAL 1,171,474 492,690 24,909 1,181,200 302,578 231,959 0 3,404,810
R% 34.41 14.47 0.73 34.69 8.89 6.81 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00
AVE-GRANT $1,546 $1,537 $1,397 $1,267 $1,564 $1,562 $0 $1,449



DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

TABLE 25-B
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS AND AVERAGE GRANT
BY GRANT LEVEL AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

5YEARS OR 4 YEARS NO 3 YEARS BUT < 2 YEARS BUT < 1 YEARBUT 6 MONTHS

GRANT LEVEL MORE GRADUATE 4 YEARS 3YEARS <2YEARS BUT<1YEAR OTHER TOTAL
$1-299 25,174 9,592 520 18,086 1,853 1,075 0 56,300
R% 4471 17.04 0.92 32.12 3.29 191 0.00 100.00
C% 3.96 3.79 5.46 5.26 2.90 2.88 0.00 4.19
AVE-GRANT $190 $191 $192 $193 $187 $190 $0 $191
$300 - 599 63,972 24,776 1,294 46,790 3,953 2,596 0 143,381
R% 44.62 17.28 0.90 32.63 2.76 181 0.00 100.00
C% 10.05 9.78 13.59 13.62 6.20 6.96 0.00 10.67
AVE-GRANT $429 $429 $438 $446 $446 $451 $0 $436
$600 - 899 68,359 26,535 1,490 54,500 6,241 3,878 0 161,003
R% 42.46 16.48 0.93 33.85 3.88 241 0.00 100.00
C% 10.74 10.47 15.65 15.86 9.78 10.40 0.00 11.98
AVE-GRANT $745 $745 $741 $748 $752 $758 $0 $747
$900 - 1,199 86,901 37,153 1,232 63,084 13,637 8,162 0 210,169
R% 41.35 17.68 0.59 30.02 6.49 3.88 0.00 100.00
C% 13.66 14.66 12.94 18.36 21.38 21.88 0.00 15.64
AVE-GRANT $1,069 $1,072 $1,073 $1,057 $1,105 $1,099 $0 $1,070
$1,200 - 1,499 49,346 18,344 727 51,988 3,528 2,260 0 126,193
R% 39.10 14.54 0.58 41.20 2.80 1.79 0.00 100.00
C% 7.75 7.24 7.63 15.13 5.53 6.06 0.00 9.39
AVE-GRANT $1,345 $1,342 $1,337 $1,364 $1,337 $1,344 $0 $1,352
$1,500 - 1,799 86,819 30,341 1,146 44,637 6,075 5,046 0 174,064
R% 49.88 17.43 0.66 25.64 3.49 2.90 0.00 100.00
C% 13.64 11.97 12.04 12.99 9.52 13.53 0.00 12.95
AVE-GRANT $1,607 $1,612 $1,595 $1,616 $1,601 $1,603 $0 $1,609
$1,800 - 2,099 97,684 37,613 919 35,112 4,779 3,153 0 179,260
R% 54.49 20.98 0.51 19.59 2.67 1.76 0.00 100.00
C% 15.35 14.84 9.65 10.22 7.49 8.45 0.00 13.34
AVE-GRANT $1,940 $1,928 $1,945 $1,908 $1,944 $1,949 $0 $1,932
$2,100 - 2,299 71,437 25,225 743 10,439 4,358 2,302 0 114,504
R% 62.39 22.03 0.65 9.12 3.81 2.01 0.00 100.00
C% 11.23 9.95 7.80 3.04 6.83 6.17 0.00 8.52
AVE-GRANT $2,205 $2,210 $2,204 $2,200 $2,212 $2,200 $0 $2,206
$2,300 86,626 43,813 1,451 18,943 19,372 8,825 0 179,030
R% 48.39 24.47 0.81 10.58 10.82 4.93 0.00 100.00
C% 13.61 17.29 15.24 551 30.37 23.66 0.00 13.32
AVE-GRANT $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $0 $2,300
TOTAL 636,318 253,392 9,622 343,579 63,796 37,297 0 1,343,904
R% 47.35 18.85 0.71 25,57 4.75 2.78 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00
AVE-GRANT $1,459 $1,479 $1,332 $1,190 $1,571 $1,506 $0 $1,400



INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS

TABLE 25-C
DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS AND AVERAGE GRANT
BY GRANT LEVEL AND TYPE OF INSTITUTION

- AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TYPE OF INSTITUTION

5YEARSOR 4 YEARS NO 3 YEARS BUT < 2 YEARSBUT < 1YEARBUT 6 MONTHS

GRANT LEVEL MORE GRADUATE 4 YEARS 3YEARS <2YEARS BUT<1YEAR OTHER TOTAL
$1 - 299 13,840 7,071 625 36,803 5,332 3,558 0 67,229
R% 20.59 10.52 0.93 54.74 7.93 5.29 0.00 100.00
C% 2.59 2.95 4.06 4.39 2.23 1.83 0.00 3.26
AVE-GRANT $191 $192 $193 $196 $183 $191 $0 $193
$300 - 599 38,726 20,222 1,772 112,662 13,225 10,458 0 197,065
R% 19.65 10.26 0.90 57.17 6.71 5.31 0.00 100.00
C% 7.24 8.45 1152 13.45 5.54 5.37 0.00 9.56
AVE-GRANT $467 $471 $470 $463 $459 $474 $0 $465
$600 - 899 42,012 20,741 2,246 120,324 25,044 16,757 0 227,124
R% 18.50 9.13 0.99 52.98 11.03 7.38 0.00 100.00
C% 7.85 8.67 14.60 14.36 10.49 8.61 0.00 11.02
AVE-GRANT $762 $763 $754 $760 $761 $765 $0 $761
$900 - 1,199 80,256 41,410 2,267 143,709 57,975 46,582 0 372,199
R% 21.56 11.13 0.61 38.61 15.58 1252 0.00 100.00
C% 15.00 17.30 1473 17.16 24.28 23.93 0.00 18.06
AVE-GRANT $1,091 $1,104 $1,094 $1,068 $1,115 $1,115 $0 $1,090
$1,200 - 1,499 26,637 11,943 846 88,039 8,884 9,262 0 145,611
R% 18.29 8.20 0.58 60.46 6.10 6.36 0.00 100.00
C% 4.98 4.99 5.50 10.51 3.72 476 0.00 7.07
AVE-GRANT $1,351 $1,355 $1,343 $1,362 $1,347 $1,357 $0 $1,358
$1,500 - 1,799 51,278 21,584 1,832 109,623 28,797 28,842 0 241,956
R% 21.19 8.92 0.76 45.31 11.90 11.92 0.00 100.00
C% 9.58 9.02 11.91 13.09 12.06 14.82 0.00 11.74
AVE-GRANT $1,630 $1,632 $1,589 $1,633 $1,595 $1,596 $0 $1,623
$1,800 - 2,099 67,954 21,507 1,042 91,878 13,827 15,732 0 211,940
R% 32.06 10.15 0.49 43.35 6.52 7.42 0.00 100.00
C% 12.70 8.99 6.77 10.97 5.79 8.08 0.00 10.28
AVE-GRANT $1,957 $1,953 $1,941 $1,938 $1,944 $1,971 $0 $1,948
$2,100 - 2,299 44,036 18,058 591 42,390 8,697 7,800 0 121,572
R% 36.22 14.85 0.49 34.87 7.15 6.42 0.00 100.00
C% 8.23 7.55 3.84 5.06 3.64 4.01 0.00 5.90
AVE-GRANT $2,194 $2,208 $2,188 $2,198 $2,198 $2,177 $0 $2,197
$2,300 170,417 76,762 4,166 92,193 77,001 55,671 0 476,210
R% 35.79 16.12 0.87 19.36 16.17 11.69 0.00 100.00
C% 31.84 32.08 27.07 11.01 32.25 28.60 0.00 23.11
AVE-GRANT $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $2,300 $0 $2,300
TOTAL 535,156 239,298 15,387 837,621 238,782 194,662 0 2,060,906
R% 25.97 11.61 0.75 40.64 11.59 9.45 0.00 100.00
C% 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00
AVE-GRANT $1,648 $1,599 $1,437 $1,299 $1,562 $1,573 $0 $1,482
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Table 26

Distribution of Pell Recipients
By State and Control of Institution

Awa.rd Period 1990-91

Table 28 presents the distribution of Pell Grant
recipients by state and co_htrol of institution.

The number of Pell Grant recipients enrolied in
postsecondary institutions varies greatly from
state to state. In general, the larger the
population of a state the larger the number of
Pell recipients enrolled in institutions within that
state. For example, New York and California
together have over 592,500 recipients {17.4
percent of the total} attending schools within
their boundaries. In contrast, seven states
have fewer than 10,000 recipients each, and
account for only 1.3 percent of total recipients:
Alaska, Delawaré, District of Columbia, Hawaii,

‘New Hampshire, Vermant, and Wyoming.

Figure 29 graphically depicts the number of Pell
recipients enrolled by state.

Disproportionate Pell Grant Enroliments Within
a State by Control of Institution. An
examination of gen.era! enrollment patterns
from Table 24 shows that 61.1 percent of all
recipients attend public institutions, 17.9
percent attend private, non-profit institutions,
and 20.9 percent attend private, profit-making
institutions. However, there is considerable

variety among the states in the control of
institution attended by Pell Grant recipients.

= |n nine states, more than three quarters of
the Pell Grant recipients are enrolled in
public institutions. These states, and the
percentaQes of Pell Grant recipients in public
institutions, are: New Mexico (88.4
percent), Wyoming (83.7 percent), Montana
{83.2 percent), Wisconsin (82.7 percent),
North Dakota (81.5 ‘percent}, Delaware
(81.2 percent), Mississippi (79.7 percent],
Minnesota (79.2 percent), and Oregon (76.4
percent}.

w In five jurisdictions, a disproporfionateiy
high number of Pell Grant recipients are
enrolled in private, non-profit institutions.
These are: the District of Columbia (62.5
percent), the All Others category -- which
includes Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands,
Guam, American Samoa, and the Pacific
islands - (52.3 pércentl, Vermont (40.0
percent), Massachusetts {38.4 percent), and
Rhode Island (33.8 percent).

= |n five states, unusually high percentages of
students attend private, profit-making
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“institutions.  These are: Nevada (65.4
percent}, Connecticut ({54.6 percent),
Arizona (39.0 percent), Alaska {34.8
percent}, and Florida (31.4 percent}. Ffor
some of these states, the high percentages
may reflect schools in that state with
branches in other states whose enrollment
counts are included in one state only. '

Some Cross-Year Declines by State. In
comparing 1990-91 data to that of the
previous year, an overall increase in Pell

117

Grant recipients of 2.5 percent is evident.
However, thirteen jurisdictions experienced
declines in Pell Grant recipients, six of them by
more than 1 percent. Those six are Delaware
(36.7 percent), Arkansas. (7.2 percent),
Washington {3.9 percent), Wisconsin (3.8
percent}, lowa (2.5 percent), and Alaska (1.3
percent). Delaware’s unusually steep decline is
attributable to 2700 fewer recipients. This
most likely reflects a closing of one or more
institutions  serving students in branch
campuses in other states besides Delaware.



TABLE 26

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS
BY STATE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION

AWARD YEAR 1990-91

PUBLIC PRIVATE NON-PROFIT PRIVATE PROFIT-MAKING TOTAL
RECIPS AWARDS RECIPS AWARDS RECIPS AWARDS RECIPS AWARDS

ALABAMA 53,564 $67,965,086 7,364 $11,495,524 14,237 $23,350,316 75,165 $102,810,926
ALASKA 2,439 3,570,286 188 311,866 1,404 2,408,321 4,031 6,290,473
ARIZONA 35,969 48,815,161 2,291 3,800,077 24,424 39,102,919 62,684 91,718,157
ARKANSAS 28,736 41,870,285 4,088 6,617,416 4,941 7,190,053 37,765 55,677,754
CALIFORNIA 175,179 227,349,803 28,098 44,156,354 82,694 136,986,065 285,971 408,492,222
COLORADO 37,248 54,694,430 2,636 3,710,275 11,555 16,668,429 51,439 75,073,134
CONNECTICUT 7,403 9,613,805 3,600 5,343,591 13,231 16,915,068 24,234 31,872,464
DELAWARE 3,813 4,807,125 561 721,083 319 470,952 4,693 5,999,160
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 881 1,028,710 4,981 7,800,671 2,112 3,262,686 7,974 12,092,067
FLORIDA 82,597 105,929,730 17,640 28,074,101 45,916 69,625,843 146,153 203,629,674
GEORGIA 39,209 49,851,751 11,705 17,675,496 14,668 22,071,124 65,582 89,598,371
HAWAII 3,695 4,832,286 1,176 1,853,793 874 1,207,264 5,745 7,893,343
IDAHO 11,688 17,729,304 3,745 5,700,893 1,018 1,592,552 16,451 25,022,749
ILLINOIS 89,451 117,306,908 29,068 42,479,245 20,743 30,304,919 139,262 190,091,072
INDIANA 45,170 62,242,478 10,178 14,394,101 12,542 18,431,972 67,890 95,068,551
IOWA 32,687 46,141,967 13,395 19,447,939 4,199 6,089,416 50,281 71,679,322
KANSAS 31,685 43,726,375 6,241 8,608,357 4,855 7,527,786 42,781 59,862,518
KENTUCKY 39,225 55,550,655 8,623 13,542,241 10,408 15,439,716 58,256 84,532,612
LOUISIANA 53,981 81,608,352 5,701 9,149,058 21,292 34,637,293 80,974 125,394,703
MAINE 7,747 11,296,633 1,638 2,429,093 1,534 2,182,459 10,919 15,908,185
MARYLAND 27,328 36,052,368 3,124 4,537,508 7,111 10,290,025 37,563 50,879,901
MASSACHUSETTS 27,208 39,408,101 20,608 31,046,925 5,806 8,467,593 53,622 78,922,619
MICHIGAN 92,079 122,548,971 28,298 40,473,739 17,438 27,284,778 137,815 190,307,488
MINNESOTA 61,122 89,491,415 10,885 15,453,664 5,158 6,823,215 77,165 111,768,294
MISSISSIPPI 42,490 62,145,232 4,881 8,062,619 5,966 9,087,445 53,337 79,295,296
MISSOURI 45,945 63,417,211 15,834 22,842,774 14,736 22,566,523 76,515 108,826,508
MONTANA 13,217 20,474,685 2,019 3,052,932 641 912,290 15,877 24,439,907
NEBRASKA 21,495 28,534,324 4,585 6,622,519 2,654 3,963,619 28,734 39,120,462
NEVADA 4,916 5,850,367 74 115,258 9,416 13,561,022 14,406 19,526,647
NEW HAMPSHIRE 3,709 5,376,847 2,028 2,734,194 1,006 1,401,914 6,743 9,512,955
NEW JERSEY 32,260 47,675,070 6,394 10,145,626 15,755 23,279,198 54,409 81,099,894
NEW MEXICO 23,014 33,032,339 587 938,896 2,431 4,162,571 26,032 38,133,806
NEW YORK 147,287 215,243,871 92,899 161,737,184 66,588 96,425,987 306,774 473,407,042
NORTH CAROLINA 43,993 55,173,714 12,518 19,208,609 9,022 13,191,596 65,533 87,573,919
NORTH DAKOTA 12,467 19,389,366 2,089 3,355,613 741 1,079,793 15,297 23,824,772
OHIO 92,870 130,103,798 22,648 34,025,013 44,334 69,195,146 159,852 233,323,957
OKLAHOMA 44,180 62,787,496 5,671 9,006,368 11,290 17,230,550 61,141 89,024,414
OREGON 29,786 43,216,182 4,057 6,170,727 5,165 8,124,463 39,008 57,511,372
PENNSYLVANIA 70,033 98,721,053 31,775 46,336,039 33,493 53,074,340 135,301 198,131,432
RHODE ISLAND 5,889 7,743,944 4,172 6,118,665 2,285 3,238,820 12,346 17,101,429
SOUTH CAROLINA 28,447 35,227,162 7,129 11,282,298 5,775 8,430,767 41,351 54,940,227
SOUTH DAKOTA 11,731 17,732,710 2,370 3,451,643 2,031 2,932,632 16,132 24,116,985
TENNESSEE 41,035 56,328,549 13,908 21,364,605 16,115 25,609,822 71,058 103,302,976
TEXAS 152,071 189,572,218 19,917 30,363,796 59,771 97,869,177 231,759 317,805,191
UTAH 26,297 37,372,005 11,540 19,659,085 3,210 4,792,177 41,047 61,823,267
VERMONT 3,366 4,413,432 2,393 3,518,969 222 384,254 5,981 8,316,655
VIRGINIA 38,471 52,548,784 8,814 12,799,517 13,194 17,943,368 60,479 83,291,669
WASHINGTON 40,414 57,949,081 5,529 8,437,031 7,827 12,032,171 53,770 78,418,283
WEST VIRGINIA 18,113 26,252,719 3,331 4,939,653 5,069 7,768,144 26,513 38,960,516
WISCONSIN 52,567 75,432,800 8,911 12,796,301 2,057 3,001,059 63,535 91,230,160
WYOMING 7,119 9,895,172 0 0 1,387 2,252,411 8,506 12,147,583
ALL OTHERS 38,506 55,789,568 88,450 161,917,113 42,003 72,691,241 168,959 290,397,922

TOTAL 2,081,792 $2,860,831,684 610,355 $969,826,057 712,663 $1,104,533,264 3,404,810 $4,935,191,005
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Table 27

Distribution of Pell Grant Recipients By Recipient’s
State of Legal Residence and Control of Institution

Award Period 1990-91

Table 27 presents the distribution of Pell Grant

recipients by the recipient’s state of I'egél'

residence and control of institution attended in
1990-91.

Nine Jurisdictions Account for More Than Half
of Expenditures. |n general, the farger a state’s R

population, the larger the numiber -_of Pell Grar_'lt

recipients residing in that state. Eight large -
states pius the Ali Others category {Puerto Rico.

and several smaller jurisdictio_ns: American
Samoa, Guam, the Virgin Islands, and the
Pacific islands) account for 51.9 percent of Pell

Grant recipients with more thari 100,000 each. .

In descending order these are; New York,

California, Texas, All Others, Ohio, Hlinois, -
Florida, Michigan, and Pennsylvania. The same"

jurisdictions account for 62.5 percent of total
expenditures. '

In contrast, each of eight states had fewer than
10,000 recipients: in descending order, Rhode
Istand, Wyoming, New Han’ipshi_re, Vermont,

. Hawaii, the District of Columbia, Delaware, and
- Alaska. The students residing in these states
represent 1.5 percent of all recipients and

account for 1.4 percent of the expenditures.

States Atﬁacﬁng Recipients. A comparison
with the recipient data from Table 26 gives a
rough indication of the ability of certain states
to attract recipients from outside their
boundaries. For example, the number of Pell
Grant recipients enrolled in institutions in 10
states exceeds the number of Pell Grant legal
residents from those states by at léast 10
percent as shown in Figure 30. These states

“are Alabama, Arizona, Connecticut, Delaware,

Massachusetts, Nevada, Rhode
Tennesses, Utah, and West Virginia.

Istand,

States That Send Recipients Out of State. A
similar comparison indicates that some
jurisdictions send more Pell Grant residents out
of state. For example, Pell Grant residents in
these states exceed Pell Grant enrollees in
institution in these states by at least 10
percent {See Figure 30). These are Montana,
New Jersey, and the All Others category.

" In all other states, the number of Pell Grant

recipients attending school with a state is
closer to the number of recipients with legal
residence in that state.
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Some States Have Deacline in Pell Grant
Reacipients. A comparison of 1990-91 data to
that from 1989-90 indicates several states had
declines greater than 1 percent in the number
of legal residents receiving Pell Grants. These
states :
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[{and their declines in Pell Grant recipients) are

Hawaii (-5.2 percent), Washington (4.9
percent), Louisiana (-4.3), North Dakota {-3.4
percent), Wisconsin {-2.4 percent), and
Pennsylvania {-1.3 percent).



BY RECIPIENTS' STATE OF LEGAL RESIDENCE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION
AWARD YEAR 1990-91

TABLE 27

DISTRIBUTION OF PELL GRANT RECIPIENTS

PUBLIC PRIVATE NON-PROFIT PRIVATE PROFIT-MAKING TOTAL
RECIPS AWARDS RECIPS AWARDS RECIPS AWARDS RECIPS AWARDS

ALABAMA 49,459 $62,037,205 5,923 $9,188,404 12,116 $18,395,566 67,498 $89,621,175
ALASKA 2,861 4,184,216 544 847,372 1,175 1,918,331 4,580 6,949,919
ARIZONA 34,095 46,170,215 3,961 6,310,038 17,891 29,180,910 55,947 81,661,163
ARKANSAS 27,827 40,416,533 4,038 6,476,103 5,765 8,657,364 37,630 55,550,000
CALIFORNIA 173,930 226,376,468 29,123 46,329,943 89,845 148,561,253 292,898 421,267,664
COLORADO 36,173 53,100,952 4,494 6,410,083 11,686 17,164,251 52,353 76,675,286
CONNECTICUT 7,652 9,970,737 4,286 6,395,730 5,696 8,392,467 17,634 24,758,934
DELAWARE 3,189 3,922,754 704 929,893 700 1,008,870 4,593 5,861,517
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1,518 2,013,674 1,260 1,945,801 2,374 3,882,259 5,152 7,841,734
FLORIDA 82,291 105,320,879 18,626 29,618,299 45,602 70,350,239 146,519 205,289,417
GEORGIA 39,569 50,554,985 10,180 15,404,488 16,808 25,716,156 66,557 91,675,629
HAWAII 3,547 4,714,534 1,287 2,052,542 856 1,189,475 5,690 7,956,551
IDAHO 11,753 17,687,595 3,207 5,007,337 1,297 1,974,824 16,257 24,669,756
ILLINOIS 92,940 123,838,309 31,064 45,873,555 24,070 35,139,077 148,074 204,850,941
INDIANA 43,930 60,412,497 9,712 13,794,480 12,171 18,022,902 65,813 92,229,879
IOWA 33,038 46,426,275 12,049 17,396,687 4,199 6,058,868 49,286 69,881,830
KANSAS 30,090 41,359,307 5,259 7,502,343 4,783 7,206,429 40,132 56,068,079
KENTUCKY 37,319 52,628,365 8,529 13,239,358 11,192 16,228,879 57,040 82,096,602
LOUISIANA 51,965 78,116,316 5,553 8,923,517 21,329 34,331,305 78,847 121,371,138
MAINE 7,670 11,133,516 2,605 3,749,352 1,812 2,535,985 12,087 17,418,853
MARYLAND 24,246 32,963,059 4,738 6,961,550 11,446 17,372,813 40,430 57,297,422
MASSACHUSETTS 27,193 39,400,795 15,506 23,316,391 5,953 8,470,603 48,652 71,187,789
MICHIGAN 92,641 123,906,757 29,592 42,627,750 21,381 33,611,152 143,614 200,145,659
MINNESOTA 60,042 87,876,574 10,367 14,846,223 5,460 7,322,817 75,869 110,045,614
MISSISSIPPI 40,605 59,185,624 5,007 8,195,387 9,027 13,881,134 54,639 81,262,145
MISSOURI 45,768 63,051,428 12,550 18,322,954 12,564 19,337,173 70,882 100,711,555
MONTANA 13,438 20,735,265 2,970 4,468,333 1,320 2,005,745 17,728 27,209,343
NEBRASKA 21,174 28,149,792 4,273 6,143,924 2,826 4,242,938 28,273 38,536,654
NEVADA 4,864 5,766,652 582 896,078 5,237 8,342,416 10,683 15,005,146
NEW HAMPSHIRE 3,484 5,014,506 2,012 2,797,059 1,091 1,521,352 6,587 9,332,917
NEW JERSEY 33,638 49,621,366 11,082 17,047,243 16,336 24,002,731 61,056 90,671,340
NEW MEXICO 22,267 32,096,775 1,257 1,895,138 5,099 8,230,346 28,623 42,222,259
NEW YORK 149,064 217,706,970 91,722 158,895,874 58,242 83,198,419 299,028 459,801,263
NORTH CAROLINA 41,939 52,457,709 9,767 14,907,250 8,503 11,904,253 60,209 79,269,212
NORTH DAKOTA 12,093 18,886,582 1,983 3,091,312 822 1,187,954 14,898 23,165,848
OHIO 92,121 128,698,401 23,739 35,564,789 34,715 51,270,444 150,575 215,533,634
OKLAHOMA 43,484 61,566,089 5,004 7,787,903 11,143 17,443,726 59,631 86,797,718
OREGON 28,279 40,996,376 4,712 7,065,255 6,410 9,907,474 39,401 57,969,105
PENNSYLVANIA 70,968 99,547,017 31,591 45,777,516 28,763 42,667,284 131,322 187,991,817
RHODE ISLAND 5,721 7,527,737 2,220 3,180,050 1,900 2,730,180 9,841 13,437,967
SOUTH CAROLINA 27,545 34,212,753 7,607 11,923,992 8,176 12,024,953 43,328 58,161,698
SOUTH DAKOTA 11,589 17,415,969 2,476 3,635,722 1,265 1,826,202 15,330 22,877,893
TENNESSEE 40,016 54,609,884 9,698 14,755,186 13,837 21,256,621 63,551 90,621,691
TEXAS 150,112 187,336,446 21,316 32,456,831 66,606 109,430,067 238,034 329,223,344
UTAH 24,979 35,365,765 7,576 12,668,871 3,681 5,502,816 36,236 53,537,452
VERMONT 3,314 4,371,257 2,053 2,954,776 356 542,657 5,723 7,868,690
VIRGINIA 36,037 48,899,507 7,192 10,785,087 13,189 18,659,984 56,418 78,344,578
WASHINGTON 39,749 56,965,467 6,465 9,885,797 7,552 11,640,164 53,766 78,491,428
WEST VIRGINIA 16,062 23,040,648 3,436 5,097,316 4,120 6,469,589 23,618 34,607,553
WISCONSIN 51,932 74,251,164 9,853 14,074,528 3,346 4,782,050 65,131 93,107,742
WYOMING 7,043 9,821,985 502 776,482 725 1,199,391 8,270 11,797,858
ALL OTHERS 69,569 99,000,033 99,103 179,628,165 50,205 86,632,406 218,877 365,260,604

TOTAL 2,081,792 $2,860,831,684 610,355 $969,826,057 712,663 $1,104,533,264 3,404,810 $4,935,191,005
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Glossary

AFSA: Application for Federal Student Aid. The Department of Education form that may-be used to
apply for a Pell Grant as well as other forms of Federal aid.

Average Grant: The sum of all grant awards divided by the number of Peil Grant recipients.

Award Period: The period of time from July 1 of one year to June 30 of the next year. The award
period covered in this. 1990-91 End-of-Year Report is July 1, 1990 to June 30, 1991.

C%: Column Percent. The number of responses in each cell within a column as a percentage of the
total number of responses in the column.

Central Processing Systems: The computer system which edits the application data and
computes the eligibility of the applicant to receive a Pell Grant. '

Control of Institution: Refers to whether an educational institution is public; private, noni-profit; ~
or private, profit-making.

Dislocated Worker: A parent of 2 dependent student, or a student or spouse, who was terminated
or laid-off or, if self-employed, was unemploved because of poor economic conditions or a natural
disaster. This status must be certified by the appropriate State agency. It allows the use of expected
1990 income rather than 1989 income in the eligibility calculation and excludes home assets from the
calculation. )

Displaced Homemaker: - A parent of a dependent student, or a student or spouse, who: 1} was
not in the labor force for 5 or more years and was serving as a homemaker during that period; 2) was
dependent on pub[ic'assistance or previously dependent or support on public assistance or the income
of another family member, but is no longer receiving that support; and 3) is unemployed or
underemployed and having difficulty obtaining or upgrading employment. This status permits the
exclusion of home assets from the eligibility calculation.

Educational Cost: The cost of attending an institution offering postsecondary education courseiwvork
for a fult academic vear. In 1990-91, the basic factors allowed in determining educational costs for
calculating the Pell Grant were tuition and fees, allowances for living expenses and miscellaneous
expenses such as books and supplies and\transportation. The Higher Education Act Amendments of
1986 established a new, maore liberalized, cost of attendance provision that was first effective in the
1988-89 award year. Now the financial aid administrator can consider additional cost factors, such
as allowances for child care or services/equipment for a handicapped student, when calculating the
Peli Grant award.



129

Expenditures: Funds awarded to Pell Grant recipients for an award period.

Family Income: One of the primary factors considered in determining eligibility for a Pell Grant. In
this report, family income is considered to be the sum of a family’s adjusted gross income (or earned
income for non-tax filers), non-taxable income (including non-educational Social Security benefits,
AFDC, and child support}, and one-half of any Gl Bill benefits or Dependents Education Assistance
Program (DEAP) benefits received by the student.

independent Recipient: An individual receiving a Pell Grant who is not dependent on his or her
parent for financial support. To be considered independent in 1920-91, the student ....

»  Must be at least 24 years of age, or

‘= Must be a veteran of active service in the U.S. Armed Forces, or

= Must be an orphan or ward of the court, or

= Have legal dependents, or

- @ Must be a graduate, professional or married student who declares that he or she will not be ctaimed

as a dependent by his or her parents, or

®»  Must be a single undergraduate with no dependents, an annual resources of $4,600 or more and
is not claimed as a dependent by his or her parents, or if

s The FAA makes a documented determination of independence by reason of unusual circumstances.

- MDE: Muitiple Data Entry. Process by which an individual in 1980-91 could apply for a Pell Grant

or other kinds of student aid using any one of the folldwing processors of application forms in addition
to the U.S. Department of Education’s Application for Federal Student Aid:

= The College Schotarship Service

The Ar_nerican College Testing Program

The Pennsylvania Higher Educational Assistance Agency |

United Student Aid Funds

CSX Commercial Services, Inc.



PN

130
MISAA: Middle income Student Assistance Act. Law passed by Congress in 1378 which expanded
eligibility for Pell Grants to middle income families.

N: Number. The number of applicants, recipients, or other values found in each table cell.

Net Asset Level: Estimated monetary value of an applicant’s {or applicant’s family if the applicant
is a dependent) assets, minus the applicant’s liabilities. Factors considered in estimating net asset level
include the value of the applicant’s home, investments, business, farm, cash and savings, and ali debts
against those assets.

Non-Qualified Applicant: Individual who has submitted an official application for a Pell Grant but

-has been determined ineligible to receive a grant because of insufficient financial need. A non-qualified

applicant in 1990-91 had an PGl greater than 2,100.

Pell Grant Program: Pell Grant. One of the six major financial aid programs offered by the Office
of Student Financial Assistance to assist individuals in furthering their posts_econdéry education.

PGl: Pell Grant index. Number given to the applicant, based upon the applicant’s financial strength
as indicated by factors such as family income, net assets, and household size, which is combined with
the applicant’s educational cost and enroliment status (full, three quarter, haif time, or less than half
time) to determine the applicant’s grant level. For a given educational cost and enroflment status, a
lower PGt results in a higher grant level.

Qualified Applicant: Individual who has submitted an official application for a Pell Grant and has
been determined eligible to receive a grant because of sufficient financial need. An eligible applicant

in 1990-81 had an PGl of 2,100 or less.

R%: Row Percent. The number of responées in each cell within a row as a percentage of the total
number of responses in the row.

SAR: Student Aid Report. A report provided to an applicant showing the applicant’s PGi. The
applicant must submit an SAR to the institution he or she pians_ to attend in order to receive an award.

Simplified Needs Test: Eligibility calculation based on a reduced set of family and financial

- indicators, comprised of : family size, the number of family members enrolled in college at least

haif-time, adjusted gross income {or earnings, in the case of non-tax filers), Federal income taxes paid,

- and untaxed income and benefits. To qualify for the Simplified Needs Test (SNT} a student {or student
and parents, for a dependent) must have filed a IRS Form 1040A or 1040EZ {not a 1040) or be a

non-tax filer, and must have a combined Adjusted Gross Income (or earnings) of $15,000 or less.
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Special Condition: Process whenever an applicant whose famuly has undergone a drastic decline -
in it’s income earning capacity {one to be death, divorce, unemployment, or reduced empiovment) can
apply for a Pell Grant on the basis of expected income, instead of prior year income. In 1990-91, for

example, this means that expected 1990 income would be considered in calculatmg the PGI, rather
than 1989 income.

Stage Zero: Introduced in 1990-91, the U.S, Department of Education’s process for submitting
epp!ications for Title IV Federal Aid electronically directly to the Central Processing System.

Type of Institution: Institutions are classified in the following manner:

s 5 Year or More - schools offering some programs {usually graduate) of at least 5 years in duration.
{Usually these are state universities and major private universities.)

" 4 Year, No Graduate - schools offering programs leading to an undergraduate degree only. (Often
these are private colleges.)

= 3 to 4 Year - schools requiring at least 3 but less than 4 years of course work, and awarding a
degree or a certificate of proficiency.

= 2 to 3 Year - schools requiring at least 2 but less than 3 years of course work, and awarding a
degree or a certificate of proficiency. (Often these are community colleges).

= 1 Year But Less Than 2 Years - schools requiring course work of at least 1 but less than 2 years,
and awarding degrees or certificates of proficiency.

® 6 months But Less Than 1 Year - schools requiring course work of at least 6 months but less than
1 year, and awarding degrees or certuf:cates of proficiency. {Often these schools are technical or
trade schools).

Unofficial Application:. Any Pell Grant application form or MD_E record received by the central
processor subsequent 10 processing the first application.

Valid Application: An application with sufficient data to calculate an PGI.
Verification: The process by which Pell applicants are selected and required to present to the

institution’s financial aid administrator those forms {such as a Federal income tax return and W-2
statements) which confirm the accuracy of the information they reported on their applications.
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