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Racial/Ethnic Percentage Distribution 1992-93 Florida Public High B(h h t
School Graduates and 1994-95 Public Postsecondary Degree
Recipients

Wite Hack Hspanic Gher

1992- 93 H gh School G aduat es 65% 20% 12% 3%
1994- 95 QCA A Degrees 76% 7% 12% 5%
1994- 95 SUS Baccal aur eat e Degr ees 73% 10% 11% 6%
1994- 95 SUS Mast er Degr ees 74% 7% 7% 12%

1994- 95 SUS Doct or al 63% 6% 3% 29%

199%4- 95 S5 F of essi onal 77% 11% 6% 6%

Source: State University System and State Board of Community Colleges, Fact Books and
Accountability Reports.

Enrollment, Institutions, and Degrees Granted At Four-Year h t
Institutions Per 100,000 18-44-Year-Old Population, 1994-95

cal aur eat e

Enrol I nent  Institutions gree

Horida 2,962 1,383 4,345 0.17 1.05 122 844

Texas 4,222 977 5,199 0.51 0.73 1.24 895

\Washi ngt on 3,128 1,126 4,254 0.35 1.01 1.36 963
Glifornia 2,759 947 3,706 0.22 1.15 1.37 795
Gorgia 4,102 1,418 5,520 0.61 1.16 1.77 850

M chi gan 4,918 1,784 6,702 0.38 1.43 1.81 1,128
NorthCaralina 4,201 1,744 5,945 0.57 134 1.91 1,079
Wsconsi n 5731 2,018 7,749 0.62 1.40 2.02 1,301
Ghio 4,732 2,053 6,785 0.53 1.50 2.03 1, 096

Illinas 2,938 2,376 5,314 0.25 1.88 2.13 1, 068

| ndi ana 6,496 2,192 8,688 0.59 1. 68 2.27 1, 267

New Yor k 3,689 3,831 7,520 0. 56 2.27 2.83 1, 237
Pennsyl vani a 3,961 3,453 7,414 0.94 2.12 3.06 1,321
st M rginia 7,936 1,456 9,392 1.83 1.41 3.24 1, 217

*States are sorted from lowest to highest number of total institutions.

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract,1995
NCES, Digest of Education Statistics, 1995 and 1997.



Distribution of Enrollment in Public Four-Year Institutions of
Higher Education, Fall 1994
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Source: 1996 Digest of Education Statistics; 1996 State Board of Community Colleges
Fact Book.
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Florida Population Growth, 1985-2010 (Projected)
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Assessnment O Potential Responses To Address Projected
Enrol I ment Gowh I n Florida H gher Educati on

Erol I nent i nH ori dahi gher educat i onhas grownsi gni fi cantlyover t he past
f ewdecades. Between 1970 and 1995, total stat ew de headcount enr ol | nent
(i ncl udi ngt he S at e Lhi ver si ty Syst emy conmuni tycol | eges, andpri vat ei nsti -
tutions) grewby nearly 400, 000, from235, 525t 0 629, 395 st udent s.

Thissignificant growt hi s expectedtocontinue. RrojectionshyH oridaPost -
secondary Educat i on A anni ngGormi ssi onstaf f estinatethat thetotal state-
w de headcount enrol | nent i n 2010w | | be 888, 141, ani ncrease of 258, 746
(+41% over 19951 evel s. |n Septenber 1997, MaT of Arerica, I nc., was
retai nedtorevi ewand updat et he PEPCst af f esti nat es as wel | as t 0 assess
several possibl eresponsestothi sprojectedenrol | nent growthinorder to
neet t he needf or baccal aureate-1evel instruction. Aspresentedt ot he Gom
m ssi oni n Gct ober, our revi ewof the PEPCst af f esti nat esveri fi edt hedat a
and net hodol ogy used by t he st af f and confi rnedt hat a proj ect edenrol | nent
growt hi nthe 250, 000 st udent range was r easonabl e and support abl e.

The pur pose of thi s paper rel atestothesecondpart of our assi gnnent: the
expl i cati onand assessnent of possi bl eresponsesby thestatetothispro-
jectedenrol | nent growthi norder toaddressthei ncreaseddemandf or bac-
cal aureate-1 evel i nstruction. Thepaper hasfour secti ons:

abri ef descripti onof several possi bl eresponses;
adi scussionof thecriteriaenpl oyedi neval uati ngt heseresponses;
aneval uati onof t heresponsesaccordi ngtothestatedcriteria;

a summar y and concl usi on.

Therearesi x possi bl eresponsest oenra | nent grow hi ncl udedi nt hi s assess-
nent :

Increase enrol Iment att each exiisting SUS institution. Thi sresponsewoul d
si npl y accormodat e a si gni fi cant porti onof the proj ectedenrol | nent
grovt hby al l ow nggrowt hat thel0exi stinguni versities. Threevariants
onthi sresponsear e consi der ed:
Increasingenrol Iment at each SUS institutionaccordingto 1ts
current proportionof total systemenrol Iment.
Increasingenrol Iment at each SUS institutionby an equal nurber
of students.
Allowing each SUS institution to grow to a “maximum”
enrol Imentt level with remaining demand distributed to the other
ninersItes.

1.0
Introduction
and
Background

2.0 Description
of Possible
Responses



Establish a state college system. Thi s responsewoul dentail the
est abl i shnent of a“niddl etier” systenof publiccol |l egesi nH oridat hat
woul df ocus sol €l yont he provi si onof baccal aureat e-1 evel i nstructi on.

Authorize coormunity collleges to offer selected baccalaureate degrees.
Thi s responsewoul dadd upper | evel i nstructi onat t he conmuni tycol | eges
i nsel ectedfi el dsl eadi ngt ot hebaccal aureat e

Increase the nurber of joint-use facilitiesat comunitycolleges. This
responsevoul di nval vet heest abl i shnent of addi ti onal “j oi nt usefacilities”
at communi ty col | egest hat woul dal | owst udent st ot ake bot h communi ty
col | egeandst at euni versitycoursesonsite. Twovari antsonthi sresponse
ar e consi der ed:
Bgandingthe current jointuse facilitymodel , whichhas similar
operating costs to the responses that expand SUS enrol Iment.
Implementinga “modified joint use facility’’ model thatwould
have facultywith increased teaching loads and simi lar operating
costs to the state col legemodel .

Increase the state subsidy to In-state students attending Floridaprivate
institutions. Thi sresponsewoul dentai | ani ncreasei nt heH ori daResi dent
Access Gant (FRAQ fromitscurrent | evel ($1, 600per year) t o encour age
noreH oridaresi dentstoattendin-stateprivateinstitutions.

Increase the use of distance learningand instructional technology. Thi s
responsewoul dseekt oi ncrease accesst o hi gher educat i onvi a expanded
useof di stancel earni ngandi nstructi onal technol ogy.

Thet erm‘response” rat her t han*opti on” has beenspeci fi cal | y used her e be-
causethesearecl earl ynot mut ual | y excl usi ve ways of addressi ngt he pro-
jectedenrol I nent grovth. I nfact, nosingl eresponsei slikel ytobe adequat e
toneet theneed. Thestatew || needtousea conbi nati onof t heseresponses
to neet enrol | nent denand.



G vent he nagni tudeof thispolicyissue, itisclearthat nosing ecriterionis 30 pescription

sufficient for eval uatingtheoveral | appropriat enessof theaf orenentioned ¢

responsestoprojectedenrol | nent growth. V¢ haveincl udedsevencriteria
i nour assessnent of t heresponses:

Capacity. Tovhat extent doest heresponsei ncreaset hestate' s
overal | enral | nent capaci ty?

Baccalaureate Production. To what extent does t he response
i nprovet hestate soverall | evel of baccal aureat eproducti on?

Cost. Wat arethestart-up, capital, andannual operatingcosts
i ncurredt hr ough each r esponse?

AccreditationRequirements. Doestheresponseresult inan
i npact onexi stingor futureaccreditationrequi renents?

Time to Implementation. Hownuchtinew || berequiredto
i npl enent t he responsei norder t o begi naddr essi ngenr ol | nent
dermand?

Flexibility. |f deened necessary, t owhat extent doest he
response al | owt he st at et o change di r ect i on once under way?

Geographic Access. Towhat extent does t heresponsei nprove
geogr aphi caccessfor H ori dar esi dent s?

Sone of thesecriterial endthensel vestoaquantitati vebasi sfor eval uation
vhil eothersinvol veanorequal itati veapplication. Further, soneof t hese
criteriarequi rethat certai nassunpti onsbe nadei norder t oconduct t heanal y-
ds

Thefol | ow ngseveral subsecti onspresent our assessnent of thepotential re-
sponsest oenral | nent growt haccordi ngt o eachof thesevencriterialistedin
Section3. 0.

Capacity

Exhi bi t B-1shows t he addi ti onal headcount and FTEenr ol | nent capaci ty gai ned
by eachof thepotenti al responses. Asindicated, thefirst response(i ncreas-
ingenrol I nent at SUSinstitutions) has been brokenout i ntothethree
subr esponses pr evi ousl y descri bed.

Criteria

4.0
Assessment
Potential
Responses

Assessment

of



The assunpt i onsunder | yi ngeachr esponsear eshowni nitalicsi ntheexhibit.
They ar e descri bed bel ow

For t he pur poses of thi sanal ysi s, we assunet hat 75, 000 of t he proj ect ed
growt hi n headcount enrol | nent t hr ough 2010 woul d be acconmodat ed
bytheSUS Thisisbasedonacontinuationof thetotal averageannual

headcount st udent growt h experi enced by t he SUsbet ween Fal I 1990 and
Fal | 1997 (5, 200 st udent s per year) pl us growt hby H ori da Gl f Goast

Lhi versity (FG) to 10, 000 st udent s by t he year 2010.

V¢ assune t hat one-hal f of the proj ectedenrol | nent growt hcoul d be
acconmodat ed by t he est abl i shnent of a statecol | egesystem The basi s
for thisassunptioni sthat therew || beat | east afive-year start-upperiod
for thi s systemwhere no student s coul d be served by t hi s response.
Accordingtotheincrenental annual praoj ecti onsfrom he PERCst af f nodel ,
at least hal f of thetotal projectedi ncreasew | | haveal ready ent eredt he
syst emby 2003 and, t hus, coul d not be accormodat ed by t hi s r esponse.

V¢ assune t hat 25 percent of the current credit headcount at H ori da
communi ty col | eges woul dgoonto continuetheir studiesinsel ected
baccal aur eat e prograns t o be est abl i shedat comuni ty col | eges. This
proportioni s basedont heact ual experienceof twopublicinstitutionsin
ot her statesthat havei npl enent edsuch prograns (A aytonS ate Gl | ege
inGorgia, WahValleySate@l I egei nltah).

¢ assunet hat 14 additional joint usefacilitieswoul dbeestabl i shedat
conmuni tycol | egesi nthestat eandt hat thesefacilitiescoul dattract 500
student seach. Thi snunfer i s consi stent wthcurrent enrol | nent patterns
injan wefadlities.

V¢ assune t he nunber of additional students (30, 000) that | QF has
suggest ed.

V¢ assune t hat 25 percent of t he proj ect ed gr owt h coul d be served by
di stancel earningandi nstructi onal technol ogy andt hat as nany as one-
quarter of that nunber woul d be served sol el y t hr ough t hese nechani sns
(i.e., 6%of thetotal). The25percent rati oi sbasedonthegoal set by
HoridaGul f Gast Lhiversityinternsof thenunier of studentsit seeksto
servet hroughdi stancel earning. Further, weassunet hat onl yafracti onof
t hi s nunier woul d sol el y be t aki ng cour ses vi atechnol ogy. Mny of t he
st udent st aki ng cour ses vi at echnol ogy woul dal sol i kel ybeenrol | edona
canpus sonevwhereinthe state.



Lhder t heseassunptions, it i sclear that thegreatest additi onal enrol | nent
capaci tyi s gai nedt hrought he est abl i shnent of a st at e col | egesyst em aut ho-
ri zi ngcommuni ty col | egest o of f er sel ect ed baccal aur eat e pr ograns, and/ or
expandi ngt he SUBinstituti ons. V& shoul dnotet hat t heesti nat ederi vedf or
t he conmuni ty col | egeoptionthat i s showninthisexhibitisbasedonthe
current credit headcount at communi ty col | egesi nt he st at e and does not
assune any addi ti onal growthat thel ower divisionfor coomunity col | eges
beyondcurrent | evel s. 1f therewereadditional grow hat thel ower divi si on,
t he ul ti nat e nuniber of student s goi ngont o upper di vi si onprograns at t he
communi ty col | egeswoul d1i kel yincreaseas wel | .

Exhi bit B-2showstheenrol | nent ef f ect of t het hr ee subr esponses expandi ng
SBinstitutions. Gow ngtheinstitutionsproportionatel ywoul dresultintwo
of theSBinstituti onsexceedi ng40, 000st udent si ntotal (i nsteadof onenow,
andthreeinstitutionsneari ng40, 000. Asapoi nt of reference, thi sresponse
woul dnake Lhi versityof H oridat hesingl el argest i nstitutioni nthecountry.
The ot her t wo subr esponses havesl i ghtl ydifferent i npacts. For our pur poses,
we assune t hat 45, 000 woul d be t he maxi numenrol | nent | evel desired at
any 95i nsti tuti onwhi chresul tsi ntwoSUBinstituti onsreachi ngt hi sl evel (UF
and UsH), and FSUand Fl Uexceedi ng40, 000studentsintotal .

The remai ni ngresponses woul d | i kel y serve onl y a nar gi nal nunber of t he
addi tional students proj ectedt hrought he year 2010, rangi ngfrom7, 000vi a
jointusefeailiti esto30, MOat priva ei nditui s

Baccal aur eat e Producti on

Exhi bit B-3shows t he proj ect edaddi tional degrees produced by each of t he
responses gi vent herespecti veenrol | nent capaci tygai ned. The assunpti ons
under | yi ngt he degr ee producti onar e showni nitalics. Asindicated, we as-
sunet hat thecurrent SUsgraduati onratew || continue, whi chwoul dresul t i n
42,000addi tional degreesif the SUSwerei ncreasedby 75, 000st udents. Vé
al soassunethat studentsenteringthestatecoll ege systemwoul d have a
siml ar graduati onrat et ot hosestudent senteri ngt he SUS(excl udi ngt hoseat
U-and FU), whi chwoul dresul t i n55,000addi ti onal degreesif hal f of the
proj ectedgrowt hi nenrol | ment wer e absor bed by t hi s syst em

For thetwo opti onsi nvol vi ng communi ty col | eges (#3 and #4a/ #4b) , we as-
sunethat t headditional studentsaccommodat edwoul d graduat e at t he sane
rat east hosest udent swhot ransf er i nt ot he SUBaf t er recei vi ngt hei r associ at e
degrees. Thew dedi sparityinthenunier of degrees produced by t hesetwo
optionsareafunctionof theequal | yw dedi sparityof enrol | nent capacity
provi ded.

Assuningt hecurrent graduati onrat ef or H ori dapri vat ei nstituti onsconti nues,
anaddi ti onal 30, 000studentsenra lingat theseinstituti onswoul dyi el dover
5,100addi tional degrees. Thisrel ativel ysnal | nuniber of additional degrees



i sbhasedonthecurrent assunptionthat whileprivateinstitutionswoul dbe
taki ng 30,000 addi ti onal H oridaresi dents, only 10, 000 of t hesewoul d be
“new st udents over and above current enrol | nent | evel s. The renai ni ng
20,000woul dbeinlieuof nonresident studentscurrentlyenrolledinl QF
i nstitutions, whi chwoul dt hus not produceani ncreasei nt he absol ut e num
ber of degreesgrantedbytheseinstitutions.

Therei snoanal ytical basi sfor assessi ngt headditional baccal aureat est hat
woul d be produced due t oi ncreased use of di stancel earni ngandi nst ruc-
tional technol ogy. However, for t he purposesof t hi sanal ysi swe assunet hat
25 per cent of those sol el y t aki ng cour ses vi at echnol ogy woul d ul ti nat el y
recei veadegreeresul tingi n3,900addi ti onal degrees.

Cost

Thereareat | east threecost-rel at edconponent st o be consi deredi n assess-
i ngt heseresponses: start-upcosts; capital costs; andannual operatingcosts.
Each ar e di scussed bel ow

Sart-UpQost. Sart upcostsarepresentedi nExhibit B-4. Qur assunption
i sthat onlytheestablishnent of astatecoll egesystenwoul dentail

significant start upcosts(i.e., operati ngcostspriortoenrdlingthefirst

student, excl usi veof capital costs). For t hepurposesof thi sana ysis, we
have assunedt hat thestart up costsfor eachinstitutioninthissystem
woul d be equi val ent tothoserecent|yincurredinthe establ i shnent of

FAJ Additionally, weassunethat therew || becentral officestart up
costsproportionatet othosecurrent!|yreal i zedby t he S5i noperati ngt he
Boardoffice. @ ventheseassunptions, thecost of startingupa 10
instituti onstateca | egesystemnoul dbe $336. 8nil | i on.

Gupital Gst. Gypital costsfor eachresponsear epresent edi nExhi bit B-5.
The basi sfor thesecostsareactual capital constructioncosts per FTE
experi encedby the SUS. Thesefiguresarefromthe BORSystemGfi ce.
V¢ have al soconput ed a cost per FTEfi gure over 25 years, assumingt hat
the cost of newfacilitiesshoul dbeanortizedover an ext ended peri od of
tira.

For t he pur poses of thi s anal ysi s we assunet hat any SUS expansi onwoul d
i ncl udeal | conponent s of capital constructioncost i ncl udi ngunder graduat e
i nstructionandof fi cel researchspace. Thus, assunmingt hecurrent rat eper FTE
aswel | astheestinat edaddi ti onal FTEst udents, expandi ngt he SUSby 75, 000
headcount woul dresult i ntotal capital costsof $921. 3mllion.

V¢ assune t hat bot ht he est abl i shnent of a stat e col | ege systemandt he
est abl i shnent of sel ected baccal aur eat e prograns at communi ty col | eges
woul dnot i nvol vecost sfor researchl aborat ori essi ncet he enphasi sw l | be
onundergraduatei nstruction. Assumingthecurrent rateper FTEaswel | as



theaddi ti onal FTEstudents, thetotal capital cost of establ i shingt hestatecol -
| ege syst emwoul dbe $1. 1billionandthetotal capital cost of addi ngsel ected
baccal aur eat e prograns at cormuni ty col | eges woul d be $632. 8 nil | i on.

V¢ assunet hat t hei ncreaseduti|l i zati onandest abl i shnent of j oi nt usefacili-
tiesviaeither of thetwosubresponses (#4aand#4b) wi | | necessitat eaddi -
tional i nstructional spaceandof fi cespace, but w il |ikel ynot requi readdi ti ona
studyor | i braryspacegi venexi stingfacilities. Assuningthecurrent rateper
FTE asvel | astheaddi ti onal FTESt udents, thetotal capital cost of estad i shing
addi tiond joint usefacilitieswoul dbe$47. Oml I on.

Thei ncreasei n FRAGWwoul dnot resul t i nadditional capital coststothestate.
Hovever, therenay be capital coststotheind vidual privateinstitutionsdue
t 0 expansi on needs.

Ve di dnot cal cul ateacapita cost for t hei ncreasedutili zati onof technol ogyi n
neet i ngenrol | nent denand gi vent hat we do not have a basi sfor cal cul ati ng
suchcosts. Honever, this shouldnot be interpreted to mean that therewould
not be capital costs incurredby this response. Tot hecontrary, therecoul dbe
si gni fi cant cost s dependi ngont he nodeof delivery(e.g., vi deoconferenci ng;
sat el | itebroadcast) andt henecessaryinfrastructure(e. g., Wring).

Annual peratingGost. Annual operatingcostsfor eachresponseare
presentedi nExhi bit B-6. V& assunethat annual operatingcost for the
responses i nvol vi ng SUSexpansi onwoul d be equal tot he actual FY 1998
educat i onal andgeneral appropri ati ons per FTEpI us aver age under gr aduat e
in-statetuitionandfees. V¢ al soassunethat t heseresponses woul d
i nvol vemini nal addi tional central of ficecostsfortheSB Assumingthis
amount per FTEandt he addi ti onal FTEstudents, thetotal operati ngcost
for expandi ngenrol | nent at SUSi nstituti onswoul dbe $469. 6l li on.

Gventhat therearenoexi stingpublicinstitutionsinH oridasi mlartothose
envi sionedt hrought he stat e col | ege nodel , we used t he nedi an appropri a-
ti onsper FTEandi nstatetui tionfor SREBTypeM institutions. Theseinstitu
ti ons ar e predoninant | y under gr aduat ei nstituti onst hat awar df ewer t han 30
graduat edegr ees per year V¢ al soassunet hat t he operati ngcost per FTEf or
thesystemofficew || beequal tothat of the SUs Assuningtheseanounts
per FTEandt headdi ti onal FTEstudents, thetotal operati ngcost for establ i sh
ingastatecol | egesystemnoul dbe $422. 6 mil | i on.

V¢ assunet hat est abl i shi ng sel ect ed baccal aur eat e prograns at conmuni ty
col | eges woul d have oper ati ngcost s equi val ent t ot hose at a st at ecol | ege,

al t hought her ewoul dbe nini nal syst enof fi cecostsi nvol ved. Assuningt hi s
anount per FTEandt he addi ti onal FTEstudents, thetotal operati ngcost for
thi s responsewoul dbe $241. 3l |'i on.



V¢ assunet hat expandi ngthecurrent joi nt-usefacilitynodel woul di nvol ve
operatingcost s equi val ent t othoseat SUSnai ncanpuses, resultingintotal
operatingcostsof $35. 1nil lion. Devel opi nganadi fi edj oi nt usefaci | itynodel
whi chhada mssi onandcostssiml ar toinstituti onsenvi sionedi nthestate
col | egemodel woul dresul t i nsomewhat | ower total operatingcosts. Assum
i ngt he sane anount per FTEasthestatecol | egenodel , thetotal operating
cost for thenodi fiedjoint usefacilitynodel woul dbe$21. 1l li on.

V¢ assune t hat t he FRAGanount pr oposed by t he Busi ness- H gher Educa-
ti onPart nershi p($3, 000) woul d be adopt edf or t he pur poses of t hi sanal ysi s
andthat al | 30,000addi ti onal studentswoul deligibletorecei vethisaward.
V¢ al soassunet hat t he 18, 000 cur rent FRAGr eci pi ent s woul d al sorecei ve
t hi sanount, i ncreasi ngt he nar gi nal cost for current parti ci pant s by $1, 400
per reci pient. Assumingtheseanounts, t he annual operatingcost of this
response woul d be $115. 2nilli on, or an average of $3,840f or each of t he
30, 000 addi ti onal st udents.

\ do not have any harddat aont he operati ng cost of providi nginstruction
vi adi stancel earni ngand ot her i nstructi onal technol ogi es. Hwever, for the
pur poses of t hi sanal ysi s, we assunet hat i nstituti onswoul dprovi desuchi n-
structi onwthinthecurrent | evel of avai |l abl erevenueper student. Thus, as-
sum ngthe sane | evel of cost per student as t he SUSexpansi onresponses
andt headdi ti onal FTE t heannual operatingcost of i ncreasi ngt heuseof t ech-
nol ogyt o provi dei nstructi onwoul dbe $78. 3nil Ii on.

Exhi bit B-7summari zest hetotal annual cost per FTEst udent of eachresponse
includingstart-up, capital, andoperati ngcosts. By way of conpari son, t he
annual cost per addi tional 10, 000 FTEstudent s of t het hreeresponses t hat
seem o havethepotential for addi ngt hegreat est enrol | nent capacityfor the
state(i.e., expandi ngenrol | nent at SUSi nstitutions, establi shingastatecol -
| ege syst em and of f eri ngsel ect ed baccal aur eat e progr ans at conmuni ty col -
| eges) ar e shown bel ow

ExpandBnrol | nent at SUSI nstitutions $108=2-nirkki-on=

EstablishSate@l | egeSystem =$66=5-nnt-t-i-on=

Aut hori ze Gnmuni ty @l | egesto G fer =$76=9nil-t-i-on=
Sel ect edBaccal aurest es

Accredi tation-Rel at ed | npact

Exhi bit B-8showst hepotential inpact rel atedt obot hinstitutional andspe-
ciaizedaccreditati onof eachresponse. Asindicated, itisunlikelythatthe
SBresponseswoul di npact theinstitutional accreditati onstatusof anyof the



uni versities. Hwever, bydefinition, establishingnewinstitutions(i.e., state
col | eges) or substanti al | yal teri ngt hemssi onof exi sti ngcommuni tycol | eges
t o provi de baccal aur eat e degrees woul d requi re approval byt he appropri ate
regi onal accredi tingbody (SACS. Increasi ngt heuseof joi nt usefacilitiesor
t he use of t echnol ogy nay possi bl y haveani npact oninstituti onal accredita-
tion. Increasi ngt he FRAGanount shoul d have no accreditati on-rel atedi m

pect.

Itisunlikelythat anyof the SUSresponseswoul dhaveani npact onany of t he
progranscurrentlyaccreditedat SUSinstituti ons. However, assumingt hat
stat e col | egeswoul dw sht o have sone accr edi t ed progr ans, t herewoul d be
aninpact duetotheestabl i shnent of astatecol | egesystem It ispossible
t hat addi ng sel ect ed baccal aur eat e prograns at conmuni ty col | eges, i hcr eas-
i ngjoint usefacilities, andi ncreasi ngt heuse of technol ogyt o neet proj ected
enrol | nent denandwoul drequi reconsul tati onw t hrel at ed speci al i zed ac-
credi tingbodi es. | ncreasi ngt he FRAGanount shoul d have no accredi tati on-
rel at edi npact .

Tinme to | npl enentation

Exhi bit B-9showsthetinetoinpl enentati onof eachof t he possi bl er esponses
toenrol I nent growt h. Asindi cat ed, t he SUSresponses, i ncreasi ngj oi nt use
facilities, andi ncreasi ngt he use of technol ogy coul dal | begi ni nmedi at el vy,
althoughtheful | i npl enentati onwoul dbeincrenental. (nthe ot her hand,
est abl i shi nga newst at e col | ege syst emf romt he ground up coul dt akefi ve
yearsor noregi vent heti nerequi redt opl an, sel ect sites, begi nconstruction,
andother start upactivities. Establishi ngsel ect edbaccal aureat epr ograns at
exi stingconmunity col | egeswoul dtakel esstine, al t hought herewoul d be
start upactivitiesinval vedi nthi sresponseaswel | . | ncreasi ngt he FRAGanmunt
coul dbegi ni nmedi at el y assumingt hat t he Legi sl aturewerew | i ngt o appr o-
pri at et he necessar yf unds.

Hexibility

Exhi bi t B-10showsthedegreeof flexibilityininpl enenti ngeach of t he pos-
si bl eresponsestoenrol | nent growth. Asindicated, all of theSUSoptions
voul dprovi deal owt onoder at el evel of flexibilitytothestate. Thisisdueto
thefact that whil ethe nunier of additional studentsenrollinginthe SUS
coul dbecontrol I ed, it woul dbedifficult fromapractical standpointtoturn
back once a cormit nent was nadet o i ncreaset he physi cal capacity of any of
theseimstit tiams.

By defini ti on, any of t heresponsest hat arecapi tal constructi oni nt ensi veand/
or requi retheestabl i shnent of newprogransseverel ylinit theflexihbilityof
the stat et o change course or di vert resour ces el sewhereoncet hat commit -
nent has beennade. Establishinganewstate collegesystemestablishing



5.0 Summary
and Conclusion

sel ect edbaccal aur eat eprogransat conmuni ty col | eges, andest abl i shi ngj oi nt
usef i li ti es prov cealowl ewel of fl eibil i ty for t hestat e

| ncr easi ngt he FRAGanount provi desa noderatel evel of flexibilityfor the
stategiventhat it canbecontrol | edvi aannual appropriati ons. Hwever, there
isapractica limt totheanount t hat appropriati onscanbe reducedw t hout
al socausi ngFRAGreci pientsto“disenra | " frompri vatei nstituti onsandl ook
el sewhere. | ncreasi ngt heuseof di stancel earni ngandi nstructi onal t echnoal -
ogy toneet enrol | nent denand potenti al |y provi des a noderat et o hi ghl evel
of flexibility, assuningthat such prograns canbe del i ver edi ndependent of
tineor pl aceconstraints.

Ceogr aphi ¢ Access

Exhi bi t B- 11 shows t he geogr aphi ¢ access i npact of each of t he possi bl ere-
sponses. Q@ venthat i ncreasi ngenrol | nent at SUSi nsti tuti ons does not ad-
dressregi onal denands per se, t hese responses woul d onl y nai ntai ncurrent
| evel sof geographi caccess.

nt heot her hand, t he establ i shnent of a stat ecol | egesystem establ i shing
sel ect ed baccal aur eat e progr ans at conmuni ty col | eges andi ncr easi ngj oi nt

usefacilitieshavethepossibilityof enhanci nggeographi c accesst o hi gher
educati onby respondi ngt o denonstrat edregi onal demands. Li kew se, i n-

creasi ngt he use of di stancel earni ngandi nstructi onal technol ogy al soen-

hances geogr aphi c access gi vent hat t hi s node of del i very cant ake pl ace
anywher e.

I ncr easi ngt he FRAGanount woul donl y nai nt ai ncurrent | evel s of geographi ¢
access t o hi gher educati ongi venthat it woul d be wor ki ngw t ht he sane set
d irgituias.

Exhi bit B-12 provi des a summary of our assessnent of each of t he possi bl e
responsestogronth. Asindicated, thelargest enrol | nent capacityi s gai ned
by establi shinga newst at ecol | egesyst em i ncreasi ngt he nuner of st udent s
served by t he SUS and/ or est abl i shi ngsel ect ed baccal aur eat e degr ee pro-
grans at communi ty col | eges —bet ween 30 and 50 per cent of thetotal pro-
jectedgrowt heach. However, theseareal soclearlythenost costlyre-
sponses as wel | . Therenai ni ngresponses assessedwoul d al soi ncreaset he
state’ senrol | nent capacity, al t hought hey woul donl y provi de nar gi nal ex-
pansi onst ocurrent capacity.

As nenti onedat t he out set of thi s paper, theseresponses shoul dnot be vi ened
as nut ual | y excl usi ve appr oachest o addr essi ngt hei ssueof fut ureenrol | nent
denmandi nHorida. G ventheassunpti onsunderlyi ngour assessnent of each
response, it isclearthat nosingl eresponsewoul dbe adequat et o neet t he
proj ect edi ncrease of 250, 000st udents. For exanpl e, evenif thestatewere
toestablishastatecol | egesystem t woul dbe several yearshbeforet heinstitu



ti onswoul dbe operational , thusrequiringaninterimsol uti ontoenrol | nent
denand. Further, thew devarietyof studentsthat wll needt obe servedal so
suggest st he needf or a nul ti - f acet edr esponse.

It isclear fromthedata, hownever, that t he statecoul dneet this demand
t hr ough a contoi nat i onof t hese responses. At thesanetine, wefeel that
t hese responses shoul d not si npl y be vi ewed as i ndependent “add ons” t 0
Horida scurrent systenof hi gher education. Therew || |i kel ybesubstanti al
i nteracti onanongt he vari ous responses andt he current hi gher educati on
deliverysystem f thestateweret oadopt several or al | of thesestrategi esin
respondi ngt ot he proj ectedenrol | nent growt h. For exanpl e, establ i shinga
statecol | egesystemwnoul dli kel yi npact exi stingenrol | nent | evel sat bot h
SBinstitutionsandcommuni tycol | eges. Li kew se, i ncreasi ngt he FRAGsub-
si dy may haveani npact oncurrent publicinstitutionenrol | nentsinthestate,
and/ or nay enti ceresi dent swhohavepreviousl yl eft thestatetoattendcol -
legetoreturntoH orida. I nshort, webelievethat any pol i cychoi cesnadei n
addr essi ngt he proj ect edst at ew dei ncreasei nenrol | nent shoul dul ti nat el y
be f or nul at edf r omt he st andpoi nt of thei npact onthetotal hi gher educati on
del i verysysteni nHorida, andnot i nisol ationtothesystem



Response/ Assumption

| ncreaseEach S BI nstituti onRroportionat el y
(75,000total ). All SUS (except FGCU) grow
32%; FGCU grows to 10,000; FTE conversion
of1.6:1.

I ncreaseBEach 9Bl nsti t uti onEqual 1y (75, 000
total ). All SUS (except FCU) growby 7,500;
FGCU grows to 10,000; FTE conversion of
161

Maxi rumQ@owt h of SUSInstitutionsto
45,000 (75,000t otal ). Total SUS growth of
75,000; maximum institutional growth to
45,000; FGCUgrows to 10,000; FTE conver-
sionof16:1.

Establi shS at e @l | ege Syst em Halfof pro-
Jected statewide growth wi Il go to newsys-
tem; FTEconversionof1.8:1.

Aut hori ze Communi ty ol | egesto G fer Se-
| ect ed BA BS 25)%0f currentcreditheadoount
woulld go on to upper divisionat CCs.

I ncrease@rrent Joi nt WseFaci lities. Average
of 00upa-Heel stucertsper siteat 4 sites;
FTE conversionof2:1.

Mbdi fi edJoi nt Use Faci liti es. Averageof 500
upper-level studentsper siteat 14 sites; FTE
conversionof2:1.

I ncrease S at e Qubsi dyt o S udent s A tendi ng
Rivaelmstitutions Totaladditicwl headoutt
suggested by ICUF; no FTE conversiongiven
that FRAG iis basedon full-time recipients.

I ncreaselseof D stancelearni ngand | nst ruc-
tional Technol ogi es. 25% of projected state-
wide growthwi ll be served by DL/IT; 25% oF
that numberwi 11 be solely served through DL/
IT; FTEconversionof2:1.

Additional Enrollment Capacity Gained By Each Response
Through 2010

Addi ti onal Addi ti onal
Headcount FIE

75,000 46, 800

75,000 46, 800

75,000 46, 800

125,000 69, 400

80,300 40, 100

7,000 3,500

7, 000 3, 500

30,000 30,000

15, 600 7, 800



NoRi

Effect Of Three Options Increasing Total SUS Enrollment By

Students

75,000 Headcount

(Al Qptions Assunethat FGOUwi | | growt o 10, 000 Headcount by 2010)
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Estimated Start-up Costs Of Possible Responses To
Enrollment Growth



Estimated Capital Costs Of Possible Responses To Enrollment

Exibit
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Estimated Annual Operating Costs Of Possible Responses To

Enrollment Growth
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Estimated Total Average Annual Cost Per Additional Fte
Student Of Possible Responses To Enrollment Growth
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$787

Average Anmual Cost per Additional FTE Student

46,800

Increase Fach SUS Institution Proportionately



Exibt

Potential Accreditation-related Impact Of Possible Responses
To Growth



Time to Implementation of Possible Response to Enrollment
Growth



Degree Of Flexibility Of Possible Responses To Enrollment
Growth

I ncreaseEach S BI nstit uti onAroportionatel y

I ncreaseEach SBI nsti tuti onEqual |y

Maxi numG owt hof SUSI nsti tuti onst o45, 000

Establi shS ate@l | egeSystem

Aut hor i ze Gormuni ty Gl | egest o G f er Sel ect ed BA BS

I ncreaseQrrent Joi nt WseFecilities

i fi edJoi nt WseFeci | i ties

I ncreaseS at eSubsi dyt oS udent sA tendi ngRrivatel nstituti ons

I ncreaseWseof O st ancelear ni ngand| nstructi onal Technol ogy

Low- Mbderate

Low- Mbderate

Low- Mderate

Low

Low

Low

Low

Mbder at e

Mbderate- H gh

Geographic Access Impact Of Possible Responses To

Enrollment Growth

I ncreaseEachSUBI nsti t uti onAroportionat el y

I ncreaseEach SBI nsti tuti onEqual |y

Maxi numG@ owt hof SUSInstituti onsto45, 000

EstablishSate®l | egeSystem

Aut hori ze Gonmuni ty Gl | egest o G f er Sel ect ed BA BS

I ncreaseGrrent Joi nt WseFecilities

i fi edJoi nt WseFeci | i ties

I ncreaseS at eSubsi dyt oS udent sA tendi ngRrivatel nstituti ons

I ncreaseWseof O st ancelLear ni ngand | nstructi onal Technol ogy

Mi ntai nsQurrent
Level s

Mi ntai nsQirrent
Level s

Mi nt ai nsQurrent
Level s

Enhances

Enhances

Enhances

Enhances

Mi ntai nsQurrent
Level s

Enhances

Exnbit



Summary Of Assessment Of Possible Responses To Enrollment
Growth By Criterion

I ncreaseEachSBI nsti tuti onAroportionatel y 30% 42, 000

I ncreaseEachS.BI nsti t uti onEqual |y 30% 42, 000

Mixi rumG owt hof SUSInstitutionst o 45, 000 30% 42, 000

Establi shSate@l | egeSystem 50% 55, 000

Aut hori ze Gormuni ty Gl | egest o G fer Sel ect ed BA BS 32% 54, 500

I ncreaseGrrent Joi nt WseFeci lities 3% 4, 700

Modi fi edJoi nt UseFeci lities 3% 4,700

I ncreaseS at eSubsi dyt oS udent sA tendi ngRrivatel nstituti ons 12% 5, 100

I ncreaseWseof DO st ancelLear ni ngand | nstructi onal Technol ogy 6% 3, 900

Addi ti onal Qost

Mninad  $921 M $470 M Wiikdy Increnental Mbg‘r";te
Mninl  $921 M  $470 M Ulikdy Incrementa l\blag\r,\;te
M ni nal $921 M $470 M UWlikdy Increnental mbgﬁte
$337 M $1.10B $423 M Yes 5+ Years Low
M ni nal $633 M $241 M Yes 3-5Years Low
M ni nal $47 M $21 M Rossiby I ncrenental Low
M ni nal $47 M $35 M Rossiby I ncrenental Low
M ni nal None $115 M No Inmedi ate  Moderat e
M ni nal None $78 M Resibly Increnental Moderate

H gh

M ntai ns

Mi ntai ns

M ntai ns

Enhances

Enhances

Enhances

Enhances

M ntai ns

Enhances
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Ten U.S. School Districts with the Largest Enrollment Increase

1984-1994

Shool Dstrict 1984 1994 Enrol I nent Increase  Per cent Change
NewYork d ty 923,100 1,022,534 99, 434 11
Dade Gounty, FL 231,277 321,615 90, 338 39
Los Angel es 546,990 632,973 85, 983 16
Brovard@unty, FL 127,474 199, 255 71, 781 56
Qark Gunty, NV 89,627 156, 348 66, 721 74
Pal mBeach@. , FL 78,374 127,519 49, 145 63
G ange Qunty, FL 78,624 118, 666 40, 042 51
Gainnett Go., GA 41, 096 80, 220 39,124 95
Montgorery o., MD 88,811 117,082 28,271 32
Mesa, AZ 41, 746 69, 160 27,414 66

Source: U.S. Department of Education

Exibt

Florida Public School District Size, Fall 1996

Dstrict Sze #d Dstricts BEnrol | nent %of Enrol | nent
Qver 200, 000 2 559, 696 25.0
100, 000- 199, 999 5 647, 480 28.9
50, 000- 99, 999 5 307, 757 13.7
20, 000- 49, 999 15 463, 002 20.7
10, 000- 19, 999 9 125, 782 56
5, 000- 9, 999 11 77,854 35
1, 000- 4, 999 20 58, 712 26

Total Brod | nent: 2, 240, 283

Source: Florida Department of Education



Pre-K Public School Membership, Fall 1996

Ten Largest Shool Dstricts

Dstricts
Dade

Br owar d

H | | sbor ough
Pal mBeach
Q ange
Duval
Rrdlas
Rd k
Bevard
b s a
Tad

Menber shi p
341, 120
218, 576
147, 788
137, 600
128, 941
126, 100
107, 051
74, 800
66, 679
58, 004

1, 406, 659

Ten Sl | est SShool D stricts

Dstricts
Gl f
Ham | t on
Dx e

Lhi on
Gl houn
Jefersm
Falin
Li berty

3 ades
Laf ayette

SaeTod (Dstricts1-67)

Source: Education Information and Accountability Services, Florida Department of

Education

Menber shi p
2,346
2,336
2,323
2,317
2,288
2,127
1,575
1, 247
1,149
1,109

2, 240, 283
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Florida Public Schools Duplicated Membership in Exceptional
Student Programs Fall 1992 through Fall 1996

% Change
Program Name 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1992 to 1996

Educabl e Ment al | y Handi capped 19, 254 21,033 22,854 24,670 26, 335 36. 8%
Trai nabl eMent al | y Handi capped 7,073 7,338 7,523 7,719 7,800 10. 3%
Physi cal | y Handii capped 4, 686 5,068 5,498 5, 7% 6,344 35. 4%
Physi cal &Qcupational Ther apy 401 520 511 602 639 59. 4%
Speech/ Language & Hearing 76, 000 78,912 81, 731 85, 232 89, 290 17. 5%

M sual | y Handi capped 884 913 945 909 1,115 26.10%

Enot i onal | y Handi capped 21,745 23, 050 23,967 24, 666 25, 358 16. 6%
SpecificlearningDsability 102,324 109, 478 115, 779 122, 493 129, 805 26. 9%
Gfted 67, 807 70, 863 78, 543 83, 331 85, 681 26. 4%

Hospi t al / Homebound 2,003 2,135 2,107 2,107 2,215 10. 6%

P of ound! y Handi capped 9, 030 9, 698 10, 415 10, 415 12, 080 33. 8%

Total 311,203 329, 008 349, 873 368,710 386, 662 24. 4%

Source: Education Information and Accountability Services, Florida Department of Education.



Exceptional Education Membership by Program

December

1996 (Unduplicated)

TenLargest Shoo Districts

Dstricts
Dade
Browar d

H | | shor ough
Pal mBeach
Q ange
Duval
Rrdlas

R k
Bevard

W ws a
TOTAL

Tad
50, 149
30, 844
27, 03
25, A5
24, 088
24, 202
25, A9
12, 924
14, 832
10, 451
246, 137

Ten Sl | est SShod D stricts

Dstricts
Gl f
Ham | t on
Dx e
Lhi on
Gl houn
Jeffersm
FakKin
Li berty
G ades
Laf ayette
STATE TOAL (D stri cts1-67)

Source: Bureau of Instructional Support and Community Services, Florida Department of

Education.

Menber shi p
357
382
602
402
415
471
276
220
167
133

414, 555



Pre-K-12 Limited English Proficient Students 1995-96

TenLargest Shod Dstricts

Dstricds LEHP S udents
Dade 66, 7

Browar d 17, 97
H | | sbor ough 14, 820
Pal mBeach 16, 8659
Q ange 8, 851
Duval 1, 496
Rrdlas 1, 908
R k 1, 798
Bevard 778
Wb s a 1, 342

TOTAL 131, 936
Ten Sl l est Shod D stricts

Dstriccs LEHP S udents

Gl f 0
Ham | t on 40
Dx e 2

Lhi on 1
Gl houn 6
Jefarsm 6
Falin 4
Li berty 0

G ades 73
Laf ayette 22

SaeTad (Dstrictsi-67) 157, 030

*Currently being served in an ESOL program.
Source: Office of Multicultural Student Language Education, Florida Department of Education.



Average Teacher Salaries—All Degree Levels 1996-97

TenLargest Shod Dstricts

Ddria Nuntoer of Teachers AverageSl ary
Dade 18,718 $39, 439
Brovard 11, 247 $37, 496
HI Iskorowh 9, 460 $32, 567
Pal mBeach 8, 201 $38, 679
Q ange 8, 043 $31, 757
Dwval 6, 882 $33, 032
Rrdlas 7,052 $34, 013
Rik 4,399 $29, 288
Bevard 4,084 $31, 979
\dus a 3,669 $31, 776

Ten Sal | est Shod D stricts

Dgria Nuntoer of Teachers AverageSal ary
alf 151 $30, 070
Haml t on 163 $28, 333
Dxe 153 $28, 225
Lhi on 135 $27,016
G houn 154 $31, 364
JMfasm 137 $29, 596
Faldin 113 $29, 949
L berty 76 $31, 228
G ades 69 $28, 230
Lfaete 72 $26, 737
SaeTad (DOstridsl-§) 132, 231 $33, 885

Source: Education Information and Accountability Services, Florida Department of Education.



Florida Department of Education, Graduates Receiving Standard
Diplomas by Race 1995-96 School Year

TenLargest Shod Dstricts

Dstrict Wii te Back Hspanic Asian/Pac Amer Indian/ Tad
Islanders A ask. Native
Dade 2,223 4,276 7,019 259 6 13,783
Broward 4,313 2,477 1,104 289 18 8,201
Hllsborough 3,614 1,024 873 193 16 5,720
Pal mBeach 3, 310 1,340 626 160 11 5, 447
QG ange 3, 166 1,277 1,030 310 24 5, 807
Duval 2,431 1,437 103 207 5 4,183
Rrdlas 3,451 620 99 136 5 4,311
Ral k 1,962 482 139 50 8 2,641
Brevard 2,285 350 134 77 5 2,851
\dl wsi a 1,930 305 172 51 8 2, 466
Ten Svd | est Shool D stricts
Dsrict Wii te Back Hspanic Asian/Pac Amer Indian/ Tad
Islanders A ask. Native
Gl f 95 35 1 1 132
Ham | t on 70 39 2 111
Dxie 55 8 63
Lhi on 78 19 2 99
Cal houn 72 10 2 1 85
Jeff & on 21 69 90
FaWin 55 15 70
Li kerty 49 8 2 1 60
G ades 17 12 4 33
Laf ayette 55 8 63
(g gtr ied'l'solt_ 2I7) s 54,622 18,792 13,178 2, 468 182 89, 242

Source: Florida Department of Education.
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Evidence Supporting The Relationship Among Educational
Attainment, Productivity, And Earnings

Productivity Educationcontributesto productivityand the state”s econamic con-
ditaon.

Vr ker productivityinthelhitedS at es has grownnear | y conti nuousl ysi ncet he
endof Vorl dVer I1. Postwar growthinU S producti vitywas sl over after 1973
thanit was bef ore 1973. (NCES97- 269)

G ovt hi neducat i onappear st obeasubstantial contributort oproductivitygron h,
accountingfor anestinated11to20percent of growthinUS productivityin
recent decades. (NJES97- 269)

Enor nous gai nsi neducat i onal attai nnent of youngadul tsoccurredi n Aneri ca
bet ween 1940 and about 1976. Between 1976 and 1995, the proportion of 25
1o 29 year olds with four years or more col lege has virtual ly stayed the same.
(Mbrt enson, Febr uary 1997)

Ear ni ngs and Ret urn on Educat i on Increasingly, jobsthatpay substaritial lymore
wi 1 requiire postsecondary education.  Intum, the likelihood of completiing postsec-
ondary degrees increaseswith the level of family income.

Thedi fferencesi n ear ni ngs bet weencol | ege gr aduat es, hi ghschool graduat es,
and hi ghschool dropout s havei ncreasedover tine, suggesti ngt hat t he econonic
returnstoeducati onhaveal soi ncreased. (NEES97- 269)

Acrossthenation, duringt hel ast 25years, peopl ew tht hel east fornal educati on
have seent hei r i ncones and| i vi ng st andar ds decl i ne; thosew t hf our years of
col | egehave nai nt ai nedt hei r i ncones and | i vi ngstandards. Qnl y t hose peopl e
W t heducat i onbeyondt he bachel or’ s degr ee have seeni ncones ri sef ast er t han
l'ivingcosts, thusprovidingreal gai nsinlivingstandards. (Mrtenson, February
1997)

1995dat areveal that, by age 24, a personwhosefam|yinconei s greater than
$75,000i sthreetimesnoreli kel ytoreachcol | ege (85. 7% thani s anot her
per sonwhose fam |y i nconei s | ess t han $10, 000 (28. 0% and near | y tw ce as
l'i kel yas a personvhosefanilyinconei s $20, 000- $25, 000(46. 8%. (Mbrtenson,
Gct ober 1997)

Vr ker s wi t hhi gher |iteracy ear nnor e and experi encel ess unenpl oynent t han
vorkerswithl over literacy. Dfferencesi nunenpl oynent andearni ngsbyliteracy
| evel exi st evenwi thi nbroad cat egori esof educational attai nnent. (NES97-
269)

Ther et urns on educat i onhavei ncreasedover tine, partlyinresponset ot heuse
of newproduct i ontechnol ogi es, whi chi ncreaset he demandf or hi ghl y educat ed
wor ker s and decr ease t he demand f or product i onwor kers. (NCES97- 269)
Thet hreenost comrmonl yci tedreasonsfor attendi ngcol | egeby Aneri cancal | ege
freshneni n 1995i ncl uded (by percent citingveryinportant): toget abetterjob
(77%, tolearnnore about things (74%, andt o nmake nor e noney (72%.
(Mrtenson, May 22, 1997)



Econoni ¢ and Educati onal S atus of H orida’ s Resi dents Compared to the nation,
continued theworking-agepopulationofFlorida is poorerand less educated.

I n1993-94, H ori dahada 12%hi ghschool dropout rat e (conpar edt 0 9%mnat i onal | y)
andranked43rdinthenation. (K dsQunt, 1997)

Theliteracyl evel sof Horida sadul t sareconparabl et onati onal averages.

In 1994, the nedi ani ncone of Horida sfaniliesw thchildrenwas $32, 500,
conparedt 0 $37,000nati onal Iy. (K ds Gount, 1997)

In 1994, 25%of Horida schildrenwerelivinginpoverty, conparedto 21%
national ly. (K dsQunt, 1997)

In1994, 13%of Horida schildrenwerelivinginextrengepoverty, conparedto
9%national ly. (K dsQunt, 1997)

In1994, 16%of H ori da’ schil drenwerelivi ngw t hparent swhower e hi gh school
dropout s, conparedto 15%national ly. (K ds Gount, 1997)

In 1990, 15%of Horida schildrenwerelivingina nei ghbor hoodwher e nor e
t han one-quart er of 16- t 0 19-year - ol ds wer e hi gh school dropouts, conpared
to10%nationa ly. (K dsQunt, 1997)

I n1992-93, Horidaranked5t hinthe nunber of associ at e degr ees awnar ded per
100, 000 wor ki ng age popul ati on ( FL grant ed 745 conparedt o 466 nati onal | y
per 100, 000 18- 44 year ol d popul ation). (NES U S Census Bur eau)
In1993-94, H ori daranked46t hi nt he nunier of baccal aur eat e degr ees avar ded
per 100, 000wor ki ngage popul at i on (AL grant ed 854 conpar edt 0 1, 069 nat i onal | y
per 100, 000 18- 44 year ol d popul ation). (NES U S Census Bur eau)

I N1993-94, H ori daranks 44t hona per capi t abasi sf or t he nuntoer of sci enceand
engi neeri ng doct oral degrees awarded (7.9 per 100, 000 18- 44 year ol d
popul ation). (SU5 U S Gensus Bur eau)

Ear ni ngs and Ret ur non Educat i on Floridians with baccalaureate or higher de-
greeseam higher salaries, see larger increases in theirsalariesover time, andare
much less likely to receive publicassistance than non-postsecondary degree hold-

By the4dthquarter 1994, earni ngsfor H ori dagraduat esfroml990-91reveal t hat

awvor ker w t ha bachel or’ sdegreeearnsnear| ytw cet hat of ahi ghschool graduat e
(%$3,884). Theworker wi tha baccal aureat e earned $7, 707 i nt he 4t hquart er

conpar edwi t h$6, 542 f or t he vorker w than associ at € sdegree. (FETRP)

By thedthquarter 1994, | esst han 1%of H ori dagraduat es of baccal aur eat eand

hi gher prograns and 1. 8%o0f associ at e degr ee gr aduat es r ecei ved publ i ¢

assi st ance (conpar edt 0 10. 4%of post secondary certificat econpl eters, and 9. 4%
of hi ghschool graduates). (FETA P

By t he 4t hquarter 1994, earni ngsof H ori dabaccal aur eat eand associ at e degr ee
graduat es of 1990-91i ncr eased 34%and 24% respect i vel y. (FETP P)

Reasons for Attendi ng @l | ege Nearly half of all new jobs created between 1990
and 2000wi 11 require a postsecondary degree.

Bet ween 1994 and 2005, t he nuniber of newj obs requi ri ngfour years of col | ege
W I | i ncreaseby 418, 866i nH ori da, representi ng25. 5%of al | newj obs and a
growt hrat eof 30.4% (BLM)

Bet ween 1994 and 2005, t he nunber of newj obs requiring two years of
post secondary educationor trainingw || i ncreaseby 383,620i n H ori da,
representing23. 3%of al | newjobsandagrow hrateof 23. 7% (Bureauof Labor
M ket | nf or nat i on)



Projected Number Of Jobs, New Jobs, And Growth Rate By Educational
Preparation Level in Florida, 1994-2005

Education&Training #of Jobs  %of # of Jobs %of  Nunber of %eof Gowh

Requi red in1994 Tad i n 2005 Tad New Jobs Tad Raie

4 Yearsof @l ege 1,379,079 21.1% 1,797,945 22.0% 418,866 25.5%  30.4%

2 Year sof

Post secondar y

Educationor Training 1,621,217 24.8% 2,004,837 24.5% 383,620 23.3% 23.7%

H ghSchool D ploma 2,425,873 37.1% 2,976,285 36.4% 550,412 33.5% 22. 7%

Less ThanH gh School

b pl oma 1,107,514 17.9% 1,399,938 17.1% 292,424 17.8%  26.4%
6,533,683 100.0% 8,179,005 100.0% 1,645,322 100.0% 25.2%

Number of New Jobs by Education Level

Source:

Growth Rate by Education Level

Florida Education and Training Placement Information Program



E(h h t Annual Openings for High-Demand Occupations in Florida
Paying More Than $9 Per Hour by Education and Training
Level, 1996-2005

Source: FETPIP, 1996 Occupational Forecasting Conference.
Note: Annual openingsisthe average amount per year for the next ten years.

Annual Degrees Granted Per 100,000
18-44-Year-Old Population

o i

fssocid€s 498 766
Bcdo’s 1,071 844
Mster’s 367 278
Dctord 41 31
Rdess oH 70 47

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract, 1995.
NCES, Digest of Education Statistics, 1997.



Bt

Baccalaureate Degrees Granted Per 100,000 18-44-Year-Old
Population In Top Ten Economically Strong States, 1994-95

Degr ees Per
18-44-Year-Q d 100, 000
Degr ees Popul ation 18-44-Year-Q d
Sate G ant ed* (1 n Thousands) Popul at i on
Top 10 309, 418 27,797 1,113
Missachuset t s 40, 297 2, 596 1, 552
New Hanpshi re 7,395 493 1,500
Del avar e 4, 466 302 1,479
New Yor k 93, 549 7,564 1,237
\irgna 31, 106 2,903 1,072
Illiras 52, 270 4,892 1, 068
@nnect i cut 13,972 1, 350 1, 035
Véishi ngt on 21,828 2, 266 963
Maryl and 19, 908 2,178 914
NewJer sey 24,627 3,253 757
Hoida 44,924 5, 320 844
H ori da%of Top Ten Aver age 76%
Nuntoersi f H ori dawere 50, 212 5, 320 1113

at Top Ten Aver age

*Degrees grant edi ncl udebot hpubl i candpri vat ei nsti tuti ons.

S at e econoniic heal t hcal cul at edf roma conposi t ei ndex of sevenecononicindi cators:
e Percent of Popul ationbel owpovertyl evel
e Medi an Househol d | ncorre

e Average Annual Pay per capita
e @GossSatePoduct per capita

e (hangein@oss SateProduct per capitafroml980- 1992
e D sposabl el ncone per capi ta

e (Changei n DO sposabl e | ncone per capi t afrom1980- 1995

Source:  U.S. Census Bureau, Satistical Abstract, 1995

NCES, Digest of Education Satigtics, 1997

Note Alaska, Nevada, and Hawaii arein the Top Ten, however, because of the unique nature of
their economies, they were omitted.



E(h bt Engineering And Science Doctoral Degrees Granted By
Select States Per 100,000 18-44-Year-Old Population
Public And Private Institutions, 1994-95

Sae Per Cpit a Rank
MA 385 1
CO 2.1 4
NY 21.8 8
IL 19.7 14
PA 19.4 16
NC 17.6 21
VA 17.5 22
CA 17.2 23
GA 13.0 34
A 7.9 44
US Average 17.2

Source: NCES; U.S. Census Bureau.

E(h bt Education Doctoral Degrees Granted By Select States
Per 100,000 18-44-Year-Old Population Public And
Private Institutions, 1994-95

Sae Per Cpit a Rank

Ma 11. 07 7

A 9.3 12

IL 8.40 14
PA 812 15
VA 7.18 19
CO 6.59 26
GA 580 30
NY 529 35
NC 390 40
CA 38 41

US Average 6. 44

Source: NCES; U.S. Census Bureau.
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State Appropriations - Ten-Year Summary



Community College Student Fees
Florida Compared to National Average
Percent of National Average

Source: Washington State Higher Education Coordinating Board, January 1998.



Aucation Planning Commission

Change in Major State University Tuition and Fees
FY 1981 to FY 1997

Source: Pogtsecondary Education OPPORTUNITY,, Number 57, March 1997
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State University System of Florida, State-Required Fees,

Quarter Hours

Senest er Hour s

| ncreasebef ore Prepai d

Prepai d | npl enent ed

I ncreaseafter Prepai d

| ncr ease 1981- 1996

1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988

1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996

197 4-1996
£ o B g & o
2 w5 F 3 22 & 3
I E= Q — 5 < <
E =BEg g So EQ 3,8
= ZEEF 2z 28 E5 3
> ASE Z< PR 35 82E
$13. 00 11. 54%
$14. 50 8. 62%
$15. 75 0. 00%
$15. 75 0. 00%
$15. 75 0. 00%
$15. 75 0. 00%
$15. 75 0. 00%
$14. 14 $3.76 $1.06 $18.96
$16. 14 $3. 76 $1.06 $20.96 14. 14% 10. 55%
$16. 14 $3. 76 $1.16 $21.06 0.00% O0.48%
$18. 14 $3. 76 $0.91 $22.81 12.39% 8.31%
$19. 05 $3. 76 $0.95 $23.76 5.02% 4.16%
$20. 57 $3. 76 $1.03 $25.36 7.98% 6.73%
$23.11 $3. 76 $1.16 $28.03 12. 35% 10. 53%
$23.11 $4. 76 $1.16 $29.03 0.00% 3.57%

7.270% 3.426% 1.296% 6.275% 7.270% 6. 275%

$23.11 $4.76 $1.16 $29.03 0.00% 0.00%
$25.42  $4.76 $1.27 $31.45 10.00% 8.34%
$27.96  $4.76 $1.40 $34.12 9.99% 8.49%
$32.15 $4.76 $1.60 $38.51 14.99% 12. 87%
$36.97 $4.76 $1.84 $43.57 14.99% 13. 14%

$38.08  $4.76 $1.90 $44.74 3.00% 2.69%
$38.08 $4.76 $1.90 $44.74 0.00% 0.00%
$38.08 $4.76 $1.90 $44.74 0.00% 0.00%
$43.92 $4.76 $2.19 $50.87 8.58% 7.68%

7.395% 0.000% 7.316% 6.431% 7.395% 6. 431%

7.340% 1.485% 4.640% 6.363% 7. 340% 6. 363%

Percentage figures are compound annua percentage increase.

Note: The State University System converted from quartersto semestersin 1981. Since semestersare longer than
quarters, thefeeincreasss associated with the conversion are higher than normal. Consequently, the quarter hour
feesare presented for information purposes only.

Sources Sate University System, Florida Prepaid Tuition Program.



