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Agenda

General Academic Institutions Formula Advisory Committee

via Video Conference
(will be broadcast at https://www.highered.texas.gov)

Wednesday, August 25, 2021
10:00 a.m.

1. Welcome, Introduction & Remarks
Commissioner Harrison Keller, Ph.D.

2. Call to Order

Former Committee Chair - Noel Sloan

3. Election of Chair and Vice-Chair

Former Committee Chair - Noel Sloan

4. Overview of Formula Funding
Assistant Commissioner of Funding, Emily Cormier

5. Discussion, Review, and Consideration of the Commissioner's 2024-2025 Biennium

Charges
New Chair

6. Plan for Future Meetings
New Chair

7. Adjournment
New Chair
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Background

The General Academic Institution Formula Advisory Committee (GAIFAC) meets each
biennium to address the Commissioner’s charges relating to formula funding as part of the
review process for the Board's formula funding recommendations to the Governor and
Legislative Budget Board. Historically, the GAIFAC has reviewed the Instruction and Operations
(I&0) and Infrastructure formulas as well as the small institution and teaching experience
supplements. The general academic institution formulas were introduced in Texas in the mid-
1960s, reworked during the 1998-1999 biennium, and first fully funded with an expenditure-
based relative weight matrix in the 2010-11 biennium.

The I&O formula allocates funds on weighted semester credit hours (WSCH) in support
of faculty salaries, departmental operating expenses, library, instructional administration,
research enhancement, student services, and institutional support. The teaching experience
supplement incentivizes the use of tenured and tenure-track faculty in undergraduate courses
by providing a 10 percent bonus of WSCH for these courses. The I&0 formula and teaching
experience supplement allocated 84 percent of the total formula funding provided to general
academic institutions for the 2022-23 biennium, for an annual rate of $55.66 per WSCH. This
was a decrease of $0.19 per WSCH from the 2020-21 biennium.

The Infrastructure formula includes educational and general space support and a small
institution supplement. This Infrastructure formula allocates funds on predicted square feet (an
estimate of the space needed based on activity) in support of plant-related and utility expenses.
The Infrastructure formula allocated 16 percent of the total formula funding for the 2022-23
biennium, for an annual average rate per predicted square foot of $5.47. This maintained the
rate from the 2020-21 biennium. The small institution supplement distributes additional
resources on headcount to account for the reduced economies of scale associated with
operating small institutions. Appropriations for the 2022-23 biennium provided $1,316,567
annually to each institution with fewer than 5,000 headcount. This amount is gradually reduced
as the institution approaches 10,000 headcount.
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Commissioner’s Charges

The GAIFAC is charged with proposing a set of formulas that provide the appropriate
funding levels and financial incentives necessary to best achieve the four major goals of
60x30TX plan. The committee is asked to conduct an open, public process, providing
opportunities for all interested persons, institutions, or organizations that desire to provide input
on formula funding issues to do so. The committee is required to provide its report of
recommendations to the Commissioner by February 1, 2022. The GAIFAC's specific charges are
to:

1. Study and make recommendations for the appropriate funding levels for the
operations support and space support formulas and the percent split between
the “utilities” and “operations and maintenance” (O&M) components of the space
support formula. (TEC, Section 61.059 (b))

2. Study and make recommendations on the inputs to the operations support and
space support formula, including, but not limited to, items such as a review of
the weights in the expenditure study, tuition estimate methodologies, and online
adjustments in the space model.

3. Study and make recommendations for the appropriate funding for the Texas Research
University Fund, Texas Comprehensive Research Fund, and the Core Research Support
Fund.

4. Study and make recommendations on the funding methodology for the
Comprehensive Regional Universities under Senate Bill 1295. The study must
review the methodology’s allocation of funds and the promotion of student
success. (Senate Bill 1295, 87th Texas Legislature, Regular Session, 2021).

Sec. 62.184. STUDY AND REPORT. (a) The coordinating board, in consultation

with a representative group of eligible institutions, shall conduct a study on the
method of funding provided under Section 62.183 to determine that method s
effectiveness in:

(1) allocating state funds fairly and equitably; and
(2) promoting student success at eligible institutions.

5. Study and discuss considerations for adjusting formula funding to reflect the cost of
education related to student characteristics, enroliment changes during the biennium,
and any other relevant factors.
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General Academic Institutions Formula Advisory Committee for the 2024-2025 Biennium
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Charge 1 — Study and make recommendations for the appropriate funding levels for
the operations support and space support formulas and the percent split between

the "utilities” and “operations and maintenance” (O&M) components of the space
support formula. (TEC, Section 61.059 (b))

A workbook containing the Basis of Legislative Appropriations for the General Academic
Institutions is located at https://www.highered.texas.gov/institutional-resources-
programs/funding-facilities/formula-funding/basis-of-legislative-appropriations/ and includes a
comparison of current and prior biennial funding by strategy and the formulas used to allocate
the funding. In addition, the workbook shows how each formula uses the data provided by the
institutions. Of note, the amounts shown in this document are based on appropriated funding
levels for the formulas in the 2020-21 biennium. These do not incorporate the five percent
reduction taken by general academic institutions during the 2020-21 biennium.

Contributing Factors to Biennial Change in Formula Funding

Across all formulas and supplements, the all funds formula funding appropriations for the
general academic institutions increased by $293.1 million, or 5.9 percent from the 2020-21
biennium.

Percent
Funding Strategy 2020-21 2022-23 Difference Change
180 $ 4,050,086,111 | $ 4,309,657,148 | § 259,571,037 6.4%
Teaching Experience Supplement % 95,732,350 | § 97,236,564 | § 1,504,214 1.6%
Infrastructure $ 763,019,014 | $ 793,134,824 | § 29,214,910 3.8%
Smal Institution Supplement 5 27,412,450 | 5 30,245,752 | § 2,833,302 10.3%
Formula Funding Appropriations
phk; Authnmg Tu';!;n]" $ 4,937,150,825 | $ 5,230,274,288 | $ 293,123,463 5.9%
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Formula Funding Rate History

For the 2022-23 biennium, the I&O rate decreased by 0.35 percent while the Infrastructure rate
was maintained at the 2020-21 rate.
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Formula Funding Rate History — Inflated Adjusted

The rates continue to significantly decline on an inflation-adjusted basis. Using the 2000-2001
biennium as a basis and adjusting to the 1998 dollar, this chart shows the purchasing power of
the I&O rate decreased 36 percent and the Infrastructure rate decreased 53 percent.

Formula Funding Rates - Inflation Adjusted
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Total Formula Funding Comparison

Formula Funding
(Appropriations less

Board Authorized
Tuition)

2020-21

2022-23

Difference

Percent
Change

UT-Arlington $ 291,127,960 | $ 304,507,273 | $ 13,379,313 4.6%
UT-Austin $ 545,780,344 | $ 566,277,363 | $ 20,497,019 3.8%
UT-Dallas $ 255,633,783 | $ 272,492,153 | $ 16,858,370 6.6%
UT-El Paso $ 162,553,823 | $ 165,667,202 | $ 3,113,379 1.9%
UT-Rio Grande Valey $ 177,405,923 | $ 212,720,621 | $ 35,314,698 19.9%
UT-Permian Basin $ 31,905,994 | $ 33,443,820 [ $ 1,537,826 4.8%
UT-San Antonio $ 218,882,146 | $ 249,465,865 | $ 30,583,719 14.0%
UT-Tyler $ 60,578,051 | $ 64,557,969 | $ 3,979,918 6.6%
TAMU $ 664,904,899 | $ 701,458,871 | $ 36,553,972 5.5%
TAMU-Galveston $ 27,477,546 | $ 27,589,990 | $ 112,444 0.4%
Prairie View $ 62,216,040 | $ 61,450,811 [ $ (765,229) -1.2%
Tarleton $ 79,780,806 | $ 86,923,795 | $ 7,142,989 9.0%
TAMU-Central $ 16,782,528 | $ 17,264,683 | $ 482,155 2.9%
TAMU-CC $ 80,175,802 | $ 80,665,196 | $ 489,394 0.6%
TAMU-Kingsville $ 59,787,049 | $ 53,440,323 [ $ (6,346,726)] -10.6%
TAMU-San Antonio $ 36,953,085 | $ 36,133,864 [ $ (819,221) -2.2%
TAMI $ 48,602,593 | $ 53,917,846 [ $ 5,315,253 10.9%
WTAMU $ 60,846,127 | $ 61,379,448 | $ 533,321 0.9%
TAMU-Commerce $ 84,813,349 | $ 88,794,979 | $ 3,981,630 4.7%
TAMU-Texarkana $ 15,227,358 | $ 15,512,038 | $ 284,680 1.9%
UH $ 368,584,426 | $ 392,352,190 | $ 23,767,764 6.4%
UH-Clear Lake $ 59,188,800 | $ 63,307,403 [ $ 4,118,603 7.0%
UH-Downtown $ 69,720,677 | $ 78,698,149 | $ 8,977,472 12.9%
UH-Victoria $ 27,443,430 | $ 32,046,127 | $ 4,602,697 16.8%
Midwestern $ 35,336,396 | $ 33,259,665 [ $ (2,076,731) -5.9%
UNT $ 267,331,221 |$ 302,507,423 | $ 35,176,202 13.2%
UNT -Dallas $ 26,377,268 | $ 30,510,277 [ $ 4,133,009 15.7%
SFA $ 75,882,864 | $ 74,132,609 [ $ (1,750,255) -2.3%
TSU $ 72,740,243 | $ 61,396,358 [ $ (11,343,885)[ -15.6%
TTU $ 323,753,738 | $ 349,975,319 | $ 26,221,581 8.1%
Angelo $ 50,368,604 | $ 50,055,901 | $ (312,703) -0.6%
TWU $ 101,863,239 |$ 119,877,160 | $ 18,013,921 17.7%
Lamar $ 94,157,229 | $ 106,575,508 | $ 12,418,279 13.2%
Sam Houston $ 130,754,890 | $ 131,301,469 | $ 546,579 0.4%
TXST $ 230,894,101 | $ 230,502,712 | $ (391,389) -0.2%
Sul Ross $ 14,501,287 | $ 12,889,841 | $ (1,611,446)] -11.1%
Sul Ross - RG $ 6,817,206 | $ 7,222,068 | $ 404,862 5.9%

TOTAL| $ 4,937,150,825 | $ 5,230,274,288 | $ 293,123,463 5.9%
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Formula General Revenue Comparison

General Revenue

General Revenue

Percent

Institution 2020-21 2022-23 Difference Change
UT-Arlington 201,519,596 $ 216,822,219 15,302,623 7.6%
UT-Austin 391,036,720 $ 418,419,488 27,382,769 7.0%
UT-Dallas 158,591,073 $ 189,278,425 30,687,352 19.3%
UT-El Paso 121,486,458 $ 129,828,368 8,341,911 6.9%
UT-Rio Grande Valley 132,483,579 $ 156,187,184 23,703,605 17.9%
UT-Permian Basin 19,298,944 $ 22,876,453 3,577,509 18.5%
UT-San Antonio 164,858,238 $ 190,650,202 25,791,964 15.6%
UT-Tyler 44,243,556 $ 47,215,572 2,972,017 6.7%
TAMU 524,806,338 $ 550,306,373 25,500,035 4.9%
TAMU-Galveston 23,104,725 $ 23,417,660 312,935 1.4%
Prairie View 36,539,927 $ 36,245,048 (294,879) -0.8%
Tarleton 61,930,520 $ 65,011,358 3,080,837 5.0%
TAMU-Central 13,318,448 $ 13,767,712 449,264 3.4%
TAMU-CC 54,926,916 $ 59,209,955 4,283,039 7.8%
TAMU-Kingsville 37,985,266 $ 37,678,185 (307,081) -0.8%
TAMU-San Antonio 27,457,545 $ 26,535,578 (921,967) -3.4%
TAMI 34,406,125 $ 39,862,093 5,455,968 15.9%
WTAMU 45,077,124 $ 45,627,626 550,502 1.2%
TAMU-Commerce 68,071,275 $ 71,553,877 3,482,602 5.1%
TAMU-Texarkana 11,962,009 $ 12,094,088 132,079 1.1%
UH 265,807,921 $ 285,464,180 19,656,259 7.4%
UH-Clear Lake 41,326,907 $ 47,114,688 5,787,781 14.0%
UH-Downtown 46,582,512 $ 48,731,242 2,148,730 4.6%
UH-Victoria 20,936,129 $ 23,087,259 2,151,130 10.3%
Midwestern 27,118,038 $ 26,555,236 (562,803) -2.1%
UNT 183,615,273 $ 209,811,653 26,196,379 14.3%
UNT-Dallas 20,516,349 $ 24,139,575 3,623,227 17.7%
SFA 56,914,334 $ 57,592,024 677,690 1.2%
TSU 35,474,750 $ 43,266,503 7,791,753 22.0%
TTU 249,343,251 $ 274,783,119 25,439,868 10.2%
Angelo 37,731,514 $ 38,430,885 699,370 1.9%
TWU 84,920,708 $ 97,829,439 12,908,731 15.2%
Lamar 70,945,485 $ 81,265,565 10,320,080 14.5%
Sam Houston 98,250,585 $ 98,421,240 170,655 0.2%
TXST 171,773,184 $ 172,231,186 458,003 0.3%
Sul Ross 11,741,975 $ 10,933,432 (808,543) -6.9%
Sul Ross-Rio Grande 5,645,968 $ 5,844,746 198,778 3.5%

TOTAL 3,601,749,261 $ 3,898,089,435 296,340,174 8.2%
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Formula General Revenue-Dedicated Comparison

Institution

General Revenue
Dedicated

2020-21

General Revenue

Dedicated
2022-23

Difference

Percent
Change

UT-Arlington $ 89608364 | $§ 87,685,054 $ (1,923,310) -2.1%
UT-Austin $ 154,743,624 | $ 147,857,875 $ (6,885,750) -4.4%
UT-Dallas $ 97,042,710 | $ 83,213,728 $ (13,828,982) -14.3%
UT-EIl Paso $ 41,067,365 | $ 35,838,834 $ (5,228,532) -12.7%
UT-Rio Grande Valley $ 44,922,344 | $ 56,533,437 $ 11,611,093 25.8%
UT-Permian Basin $ 12,607,050 | $ 10,567,367 $ (2,039,683) -16.2%
UT-San Antonio $ 54,023,908 | $ 58,815,663 $ 4,791,755 8.9%
UT-Tyler $ 16,334,495 | $ 17,342,397 $ 1,007,901 6.2%
TAMU $ 140,098,561 | $ 151,152,497 $ 11,053,936 7.9%
TAMU-Galveston $ 4,372,821 | $ 4,172,330 $ (200,491) -4.6%
Prairie View $ 25,676,113 | $ 25,205,763 $ (470,350) -1.8%
Tarleton $ 17,850,286 | $ 21,912,437 $ 4,062,152 22.8%
TAMU-Central $ 3,464,080 | $ 3,496,971 $ 32,891 0.9%
TAMU-CC $ 25,248,886 | $ 21,455,241 $ (3,793,645 -15.0%
TAMU-Kingsville $ 21,801,783 | $ 15,762,138 $ (6,039,645) -27.7%
TAMU-San Antonio $ 9,495,540 | $ 9,598,286 $ 102,746 1.1%
TAMI $ 14,196,468 | $ 14,055,753 $ (140,715) -1.0%
WTAMU $ 15,769,003 | $ 15,751,822 $ (17,181) -0.1%
TAMU-Commerce $ 16,742,074 | $ 17,241,102 $ 499,028 3.0%
TAMU-Texarkana $ 3,265,349 | $ 3,417,950 $ 152,601 4.7%
UH $ 102,776,505 | $ 106,888,010 $ 4,111,505 4.0%
UH-Clear Lake $ 17,861,893 | $ 16,192,715 $ (1,669,178) -9.3%
UH-Downtown $ 23,138,165 | $ 29,966,907 $ 6,828,742 29.5%
UH-Victoria $ 6,507,301 | $ 8,958,868 $ 2,451,567 37.7%
Midwestern $ 8,218,358 | $ 6,704,429 $ (1,513,928) -18.4%
UNT $ 83,715948 | $ 92,695,770 $ 8,979,823 10.7%
UNT-Dallas $ 5860919 | $ 6,370,702 $ 509,782 8.7%
SFA $ 18,968,530 | $ 16,540,585 $ (2,427,945 -12.8%
TSU $ 37,265493 | $ 18,129,855 $ (19,135,638) -51.3%
TTU $ 74410487 | $ 75,192,200 $ 781,713 1.1%
Angelo $ 12,637,090 | $ 11,625,016 $ (1,012,073) -8.0%
TWU $ 16,942,531 | $ 22,047,721 $ 5,105,190 30.1%
Lamar $ 23,211,744 | $ 25,309,943 $ 2,098,199 9.0%
Sam Houston $ 32,504,305 | $ 32,880,229 $ 375,924 1.2%
TXST $ 59,120,917 | $ 58,271,526 $ (849,392) -1.4%
Sul Ross $ 2,759,312 | $ 1,956,409 $ (802,903) -29.1%
Sul Ross-Rio Grande $ 1,171,238 | $ 1,377,322 $ 206,084 17.6%

TOTAL $ 1,335,401,564 $ 1,332,184,853 $ (3,216,710) -0.2%

1
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Weighted Semester Credit Hours & I&O All Funds Comparison
This schedule shows the I&O formula appropriations and weighted semester credit hours used
in the 2020-21 and 2022-23 biennium to compare the formula driver to the changes in an
institutions’ formula funding.

2020-21

I&0

2022-23

I&0

Percent
Change

2020-21
WSCH

2022-23
WSCH

Percent
Change

UT-Arlington $ 254,525,304 | $ 264,051,119 3.7%| 2,278,572 | 2,372,046 4.1%
UT-Austin $ 428,584,019 | § 447,462,892 4.4%| 3,836,788 | 4,019,686 4.8%
UT-Dallas $ 221,855,540 | § 235,648,158 6.2%| 1,086,105 | 2,116,804 6.6%
UT-El Paso $ 136,407,666 | $ 139,092,829 2.0%| 1,221,154 | 1,249,510 2.3%
UT-Rio Grande Valley] $ 151,676,431 | § 183,459,771 | 21.0%| 1,357,844 | 1,648,071 | 21.4%
UT-Permian Basin | $ 25,606,901 | § 26,231,653 2.4%| 229,239 235,646 2.8%
UT-San Antonio $ 184,119,496 | $ 210,780,250 | 14.5%| 1,648,282 | 1,893,499 | 14.9%
UT-Tyler $ 52,377,394 | $ 54,991,408 5.0%| 468,895 494,003 5.4%
TAMU $ 575,178,502 | § 606,177,739 5.4%)| 5,149,137 | 5,445,467 5.8%
TAMU-Galveston $ 19,073,488 | § 17,951,090 | -5.9%| 170,750 161,268 | -5.6%
Prairie View $ 48,870,419 | § 47,637,374 | -2.5%| 437,500 427,940 |  -2.2%
Tarleton $ 68,740,439 | § 74,562,230 8.5%| 615,381 669,814 8.8%
TAMU-Central $ 12,459,788 | $ 12,820,521 29%| 111,543 115,170 3.3%
TAMU-CC $ 66,440,075 | $§ 67,517,130 1.6%| 594,788 606,526 2.0%
TAMU-Kingsville $ 49,476,635 | § 43,135454 | -12.8%| 442,027 387,498 | -12.5%
TAMU-San Antonio | $ 29,730,853 | $ 28,627,568 | -3.7%| 266,158 257,170 | -3.4%
TAMI $ 39,823,480 | § 44,935,074 | 12.8%] 356,510 403,665 | 13.2%
WTAMU $ 52,031,748 | $§ 53,305,087 2.4%| 465,801 478,855 2.8%
TAMU-Commerce | $§ 75,365,176 | $ 79,029,021 4.9%| 674,687 709,940 5.2%
TAMU-Texarkana | $§ 10,170,233 | $ 10,598,170 4.2% 91,046 95,206 4.6%
UH $ 311,492,511 | $ 339,951,800 9.1%| 2,788,556 | 3,053,884 9.5%
UH-Clear Lake $ 50,936,571 | § 55,420,249 8.8%| 455,996 497,856 9.2%
UH-Downtown $ 59,748,742 | $ 67,871,053 | 13.6%| 534,885 600,705 | 14.0%
UH-Victoria $ 21,026516 | $§ 25,344,152 | 20.5%| 188,234 227,674 | 21.0%
Midwestern $ 27,282,873 | § 25139,101 | -7.9%| 244,243 225,832 | -7.5%
UNT $ 227,998,747 | $ 259,148,922 | 13.7%| 2,041,100 | 2,328,009 | 14.1%
UNT-Dallas $ 20,766,392 | $§ 24,279,503 | 16.9%| 185,906 218,110 | 17.3%
SFA $ 63,224,602 | § 61,859,681 | -2.2%| 566,002 555,703 | -1.8%
TSU $ 60,643,864 | § 49,189,340 | -18.0%| 542,809 441,882 | -18.6%
TTU $ 270,057,214 | § 294,169,491 8.6%| 2,425,675 | 2,642,608 8.9%
Angelo $ 42,353,041 | § 41,000,079 | -0.9%] 379,155 377,200 | -0.5%
TWU $ 89,242,348 | $ 106,726,717 | 19.6%| 798,919 958,756 | 20.0%
Lamar $ 82,878,262 | $§ 95,008,399 | 14.7%| 741,946 854,296 | 15.1%
sam Houston $ 110,069,871 | $ 110,398,669 0.3%| 985,372 991,743 0.6%
TXST $ 191,474,280 | $ 190,800,216 | -0.4%| 1,714,124 | 1,714,013 0.0%
Sul Ross $ 9411,781 | $ 7,710,704 | -18.1% 84,257 69,268 | -17.8%
Sul Ross - RG $ 3,797,236 | $ 3,780,180 | -0.4% 33,094 33,950 | -0.1%

TOTAL| $4,145,818,456 | $ 4,406,893,712 6.3%| 37,114,370 | 39,588,380 6.7%
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Predicted Square Feet & Infrastructure Formula Comparison

This schedule shows the Infrastructure formula funding and the adjusted predicted square feet
(an estimate of the space an institution needs based on activity) in the 2020-21 and 2022-23
biennium to compare the primary formula driver to the changes in an institution’s funding level.
The predicted square feet values are adjusted to consider the effect of the utility rate
adjustment used in the space support model.

2020-21 2022-23

2020-21 2022-23 Percent Adj.Pred. Adj.Pred. Percent
Infrastructure Infrastructure Change SF SF Change
UT-Arlington ¢ 36,602,660 | $ 40,456,154 10.5%)| 3,434,054 3,755,523 9.4%
UT-Austin $ 117,196,323 | § 118,814,471 1.4%| 10,994,827 | 11,029,161 0.3%
UT-Dallas $ 33,778,243 | $§ 36,843,995 9.1%| 3,169,092 3,420,292 7.9%
UT-El Paso $ 26,146,156 | $ 26,574,373 1.6%| 2,453,126 2,466,953 0.6%
UT-Rio Grande Valley | $ 25,729,491 | $ 29,260,850 13.7%| 2,413,764 2,716,315 12.5%
UT-Permian Basin $ 4,163,635 |$% 4,858,147 16.7% 390,625 451,001 15.5%
UT-San Antonio $ 34,762,651 | $ 38,685,615 11.3%)| 3,261,278 3,591,225 10.1%
UT-Tyler $ 8056986 | $ 9,254,799 14.9% 755,864 859,197 13.7%
TAMU* $ 895,726,397 | $§ 95,281,132 6.2%| 8,334,876 8,765,961 5.2%
TAMU-Galveston $ 5,770,925 | $ 7,004,866 21.4% 337,301 299,711 | -11.1%
Prairie View $ 13,139,232 | $ 13,417,413 2.1%| 1,232,774 1,245,608 1.0%
Tarleton $ 11,040,365 | $§ 12,361,565 12.0%| 1,035,758 1,147,478 10.8%
TAMU-Central $ 1689608|% 1,811,028 7.2% 158,516 168,118 6.1%
TAMU-CC $ 13,735,726 | $ 13,148,066 -43%]| 1,288,673 1,220,458 -5.3%
TAMU-Kingsville $ 5541385 |$% 8,680,225 -9.0% 895,216 805,744 | -10.0%
TAMU-San Antonic $ 5450780 | $ 5,790,020 6.2% 511,430 537,495 5.1%
TAMI ¢ 7,681,306 |% 8,071,708 5.1% 720,641 749,343 4.0%
WTAMU $ 8814380 | $ 8,074,361 -8.4% 826,994 749,542 -9.4%
TAMU-Commerce $ 9448,173 | $ 9,765,958 3.4% 886,461 906,615 2.3%
TAMU-Texarkana $ 2423992 |% 2,280,734 -5.9% 227,417 211,724 -6.9%
UH $ 57,091,915 | § 52,400,390 -8.2%)| 5,356,052 4,864,502 -9.2%
UH-Clear Lake $ 7706423 | $ 7,388,438 -4.1% 723,051 685,885 -5.1%
UH-Downtown $ 9971,935|$ 10,827,096 8.6% 935,591 1,005,045 7.4%
UH-Victoria ¢ 3,783,781 | % 4,068,841 7.5% 354,982 377,709 6.4%
Midwestern $ 5883732 |$% 5691236 -3.3% 552,022 528,345 -4.3%
UNT $ 39,332,474 | $ 43,358,501 10.2%)]| 3,690,080 4,025,078 9.1%
UNT-Dallas $ 2977744 | $ 3,597,640 20.8% 279,366 333,985 19.6%
SFA $ 12,658,262 | § 12,272,928 -3.0%| 1,187,593 1,139,307 -4.1%
TSU $ 11955242 | $§ 10,635,029 -11.0%| 1,121,588 987,274 | -12.0%
TTU $ 52,796,524 | $ 55,805,828 5.7%| 4,953,889 5,180,646 4.6%
Angelo $ 8015563 | $§ 8,065,822 0.6% 752,033 748,813 -0.4%
TWU $ 12,620,850 | $§ 13,150,443 4.2%| 1,184,126 1,220,775 3.1%
Lamar $ 11,278,967 | $ 11,477,109 1.8%| 1,058,196 1,065,412 0.7%
Sam Houston $ 20685019 | $§ 20,902,800 1.1%| 1,940,571 1,940,456 0.0%
TXST $ 35419812 | § 39,702,496 0.7%| 3,697,972 3,685,868 -0.3%
Sul Ross $ 2,456,375 | $ 2,546,003 3.6% 230,461 236,368 2.6%
Sul Ross - RG $ 386,838 | $ 808,745 | 109.1% 68,405 75,077 9.8%
TOTAL| $ 763,919,910 | § 793,134,824 3.8%| 71414661 | 73,198,010 2.5%

*includes space for TAMU College of Vet Med
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Enrollment and Predicted Square Feet Projections

Board staff used the actual fall 2020 full-time student equivalent (FTSE) and a linear regression
forecast to fall 2022, using the last five years actual values, to project a future FTSE level. This
analysis results in a biennial FTSE growth of 1.7 percent. This is projected to increase the I&0O
formula by $75 million, from $4,406.9 million to $4,482.0 million, assuming no change in the
funding rate.

Additionally, Board staff used the actual fall 2020 values and a linear regression forecast to fall
2022, using the last five years actual values, to project a future predicted square feet level. This
analysis results in a biennial predicted square feet growth of 2.7 percent. This is projected to
increase the infrastructure formula by $21.7 million, from $793.1 million to $814.8 million,
assuming no change in the funding rate. These amounts do not include the Texas State
Technical and Lamar State Colleges’ infrastructure formula funding amounts, the Texas A&M
Galveston shipboard operations set-aside, or the small institution supplement. For simplification,
Texas A&M University College of Veterinary Medicine is included in the predicted square feet
projections and is shown as funded at the Operations & Maintenance rate; however, when
actual data is available for the upcoming biennium, the health-related institution rate will be
used.

Together, these projections would increase total formula funding by $96.8 million, from
$5,200.0 million to $5,296.8 million.

I&0 Growth Rate

Infrastructure Growth Rate

Fall Full-Time

Annual Student Fall Predicted
Percent Equivalents Square Feet (PSF)  Annual Percent
Fall Headcount® Change  (FSTE)>? Fall (Millions)* Change
2009 532,226 4,54% 415,376 | 3.71% 2009 58.17 6.18%
2010 557,550 4,76% 434,218 | 4.54% 2010 61.00 4.86%
2011 568,938 2.04% 443,881 2.23% 2011 62.05 1.71%
2012 576,693 1.36% 453,988 | 2.28% 2012 61.75 -0.48%
2013 584,785 1.40% 461,614 1.68% 2013 63.43 2.73%
2014 603,598 3.22% 475,889 | 3.09% 2014 64.65 1.93%
2015 619,175 2.58% 487,085 | 2.35% 2015 66.89 3.47%
2016 636,750 2.84% 501,024 | 2.806% 2016 68.61 2.56%
2017 651,137 2.26% 514,064 | 2.60% 2017 70.28 2.43%
2018 658,219 1.09% 520,036 1.16% 2018 70.80 0.74%
2019 657,985 -0.04% 519,352 | -0.13% 2019 71.90 1.55%
2020 667,046 1.38% 525,064 1.10% 2020 73.71 2.52%
2021 674,459 1.11% 530,899 1.11% 2021 74.61 1.21%
2022 678,411 0.59% 534,009 | 0.59% 2022 75.73 1.50%
2023 684,281 0.87% 538,630 | 0.87% 2023 7712 1.84%
] - PSF Projected Biennial
FTSE Projected Biennial Percent Change: Fal Percent Chg: Fall 2020
2024 2020 to 2022 1.7% to 2022 2.7%
Notes:

1. Headcount for future years is projected on a five-year linear regression.
2. Source: Accountability System — Statewide Full Time Student Equivalent by Fall (All Hours).
3. Projected FTSE based on percent change in projected headcount from previous year.

4. Source: Space Projection Model. Future years projected on a five-year linear regression.
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Consumer Price Index Inflation (CPI-U) Projection

A linear regression of fall 2016 through 2022 CPI-U indices projected to 2027 results in an
assumed biennial inflation rate of 2.3 percent. The biennial projection for the Higher Education
Price Index (HEPI) is also 2.3 percent based on June 2021 projections. This would increase the
I&O funding rate by $1.28 ($55.66 to $56.94) and the Infrastructure funding rate by $0.125
($5.47 to $5.59).

These inflation-adjusted rates would increase the formula funding level an additional $118.6
million from the growth projections for a total of $5,415.4 million. For the Small Institution
Supplement, a projected 1.7% growth in headcount would decrease the supplement from $30.2
million to $29.6 million, a decrease of $0.6 million, for the FY 2024-2025 biennium. This would
result in a total formula funding level, with growth and inflation included, of $5,445.0 million,
an increase of $214.7 million over the 2020-21 biennium.

Inflation Rates

Higher
Education
Price Index
Annual Average (HEPI
CPI-U° Regression)
2010 218.056 281.8
2011 224.939 288.4
2012 229.594 293.2
2013 232.957 297.8
2014 236.736 306.7
2015 237.017 312.9
2016 240.007 317.7
2017 245.120 327.4
2018 251.107 336.1
2019 255.657 346.0
2020 258.811 352.7
2021 262.723 Preliminary 2021 361.8
2022 267.958
2023 272.592
Biennial Projected
2024 276.736 Average HEPI 3535
Biennial Projected
2025 280.784 Change in HEPI 2.3%
Biennial Projected
Average CPI-U 278.8

Biennial Projected
Change in Average
CPI-U 2.3%

1. Annual Average Consumer Price Index data from Series Id: CUURO000SAO, Non-Seasonally Adjusted U.S.
City Average, All items, Base Period: 1982-84=100 ftp://ftp.bls.gov/pub/special.requests/cpi/cpiai.txt Last
Updated: June 2021

2. The preliminary 2021 Higher Education Price Index (HEPI) was obtained from the June 2021 publication
from the Commonfund Institute.
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General Academic Institution Formula Funding Level Projections

(does not include Texas State Technical College or Lamar State College Space Support)

I&0 Formula (with Teaching Experience Supplement) (in millions)

Inflation
2020-2021 Appropriated Rate % 55.66
Anticipated Inflation Rate 2.3%
Recommended Funding Rate (with inflation) % 56.94
Growth
2022-2023 Weighted Semester Credit Hours 39,588,380
Anticipated Growth Rate 1.7%
2024-2025 Projected Growth in Weighted Semester Credit Hours 40,262,808
2022-2023 1&0 + Teaching Exp Appropriation % 4.406.9
2024-2025 Recommendation with Inflation and Growth 5 4,584.9
Recommended Increase % 178.0
Percent Increase 4.0%
Infrastructure Formula (in millions)
Inflation
2022-2023 Appropriated Rate % 5.47
Anticipated Inflation Rate 2.3%
Recommended Funding Rate (with inflation) % 5.59
Growth
2022-2023 Predicted Square Feet 72,297,113
Anticipated Growth Rate 2.7%
2024-2025 Projected Predicted Square Feet 74,275,641
2022-2023 Infrastructure Formula Appropriation % 793.1
2024-2025 Recommendation with Inflation and Growth $ 830.5
Recommended Increase % 37.4
Percent Increase 4.7%
Small Institution Supplement (in millions)
2022-2023 Small Institution Supplement 3 30.2
2024-2025 Recommendation with 1.7% Headcount Growth $ 29.6
Recommended Increase/Decrease % (0.6)
Percent Increase -2.0%
Total Formula Funding (in millions)
2022-2023
[&0 Formula {with Teaching Experience Supplement) % 4,406.9
Infrastructure Support % 793.1
Small Institution Supplement % 30.2
Total $ 5,230.3
2024-2025
[&0 Formula (with Teaching Experience Supplement) % 4 584.9
Infrastructure Support % 830.5
Small Institution Supplement % 29.6
Total 5 5,445.0
Recommended Increase % 214.7
Percent Increase 4.1%

16

THECB August 2021




Charge 2 — Study and make recommendations on the inputs to the operations support
and space support formula, including, but not limited to, items such as a review of the

weights in the expenditure study, tuition estimate methodologies, and online
adjustments in the space model.

The Expenditure Study, developed by the GAIFAC in 2002, is a methodology to establish a relative
weight matrix for the I&O formula. The study, collected annually, draws on the “all funds” expenses
reported in each institutions’ annual financial report (AFR) and allocates the funds by the operating
expense elements: instruction, research, academic and institutional support, and student services.
Expenditures reported in the AFR are not broken out by level and discipline, so the study allocates the
reported expenditures using headcount, semester credit hours (SCH), and faculty salary data
(depending on the operating expense element). There are 5 levels of instruction and 20 disciplines
(see below). The study uses the three most recent years of expenditures divided by three years of
SCH to arrive at an expenditure per SCH for each discipline and level. The resulting expenditure per
SCH for each discipline and level are then divided by the Liberal Arts Undergraduate Lower-Level (LA
UGL) expenditure per SCH to form a relative weight. The relative weight of LA UGL is always 1.00.
The relative weights in the study serve to fund different disciplines and levels at different amounts,
allocating more funds for programs that are more expensive to offer. The I&O formula uses the
applicable relative weights to produce weighted semester credit hours (WSCHs). The relative weights
are updated every biennium and are listed in the General Appropriations Act. The I&0 formula
calculates each institutions’ total formula funding by multiplying the I&O rate by WSCHs. More
information can be found here.

Current Weights in the Expenditure Study
Relative Weight Matrix

Discipline

1 Liberal Arts 1.00 1.82 4.72 14.74 -
2 Science 1.38 2.75 7.67 | 22.30 -
3 Fine Arts 1.39 2.70 7.49 9.73 -
4 Teacher Education 1.40 1.91 2.34 8.70 -
5 Agriculture 1.64 2.33 8.51 15.18 -
5] Engineering 1.83 2.85 7.28 19.68 -
7 Home Economics 1.04 1.82 3.65 13.66 -
8 Law - - - - 5.56
9 Social Service 1.63 1.91 2.41 28.72 -
10 |Library Science 2.73 1.99 3.50 16.55 -
11 |Veterinary Science - - - - 22.77
12 |Vocational Training 1.38 3.46 - - -
13 |Physical Training 1.54 1.60 - - -
14  |Health Services 0.93 1.60 2.72 11.99 3.17
15  |Pharmacy 5.95 4,48 | 47.05 48.02 4.69
16 Business Administration 1.13 1.82 3.47 35.95 -
17  |Optometry - - - - 5.76
18 |Teacher Ed-Practice Teachiy 1.98 2.30 - - -
19 |Technology 1.89 2.42 486 | 36.15 -
20 |Nursing 1.35 2.07 2.68 10.71 -

Totals 1.20 2.19 4.50 17.87 6.36

VetMed calculated with estimated SCH (Headcount X 24).
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Expenditure Study Relative Weight History

Relative Weights 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | 2019 | 2020
Undergraduate Lower Level
Liberal Arts 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Science 1.75 1.76 1.78 1.79 1.78 1.69 1.64 1.57 1.51 1.44 1.38
Fine Arts 1.42 1.43 1.45 1.45 1.47 1.47 1.46 1.46 1.45 1.43 1.39
Teacher Education 1.41 1.45 1.53 1.60 1.63 1.60 1.53 1.48 1.46 1.42 1.40
Agriculture 2.03 2.09 2.08 2.04 2.07 2.10 2.08 1.98 1.87 1.74 1.64
Engineering 2.42 2.43 2.46 2.45 2.38 2.25 2.15 2.05 1.96 1.88 1.83
Home Economics 1.03 1.02 1.03 1.05 1.10 1.13 1.11 1.11 1.11 1.09 1.04
Law 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Social Service 1.88 1.70 1.77 1.60 1.68 1.52 1.57 1.54 1.58 1.61 1.63
Library Science 1.44 1.50 1.52 1.57 1.49 1.49 1.44 1.87 2.19 2.37 2.73
Vocational Training 1.42 1.37 1.46 1.46 1.45 1.26 1.16 1.15 1.22 1.33 1.38
Physical Training 1.38 1.36 1.37 1.40 1.51 1.51 1.46 1.42 1.38 1.49 1.54
Health Services 1.19 1.14 1.09 1.07 1.07 1.05 1.02 0.99 0.97 0.94 0.93
Pharmacy 1.48 1.60 1.45 1.63 1.86 2.04 2.46 3.12 7.37 6.44 5.95
Business Administration 1.11 1.13 1.17 1.18 1.19 1.18 1.16 1.14 1.13 1.12 1.13
Teacher Education-Practical 1.60 1.83 2.00 2.19 2.28 2.23 1.91 2.00 2.00 2.11 1.98
Technology 2.10 2.27 2.35 2.32 2.26 2.18 2.08 1.97 1.91 1.88 1.89
Nursing 2.03 1.92 1.88 1.81 1.72 1.59 1.49 1.42 1.37 1.29 1.35
Liberal Arts 1.69 1.69 1.71 1.74 1.76 1.76 1.73 1.73 1.75 1.80 1.82
Science 2.93 2.95 3.02 3.04 3.02 2.90 2.81 2.78 2.76 2.78 2.75
Fine Arts 2.33 2.37 2.43 2.48 2.52 2.52 2.51 2.58 2.66 2.73 2.70
Teacher Education 1.74 1.79 1.89 1.99 2.08 2.10 2.07 2.01 1.98 1.92 1.91
Agriculture 2.54 2.65 2.66 2.65 2.75 2.70 2.58 2.44 2.38 2.35 2.33
Engineering 3.70 3.59 3.58 3.58 3.52 3.37 3.22 3.12 2.99 2.91 2.85
Home Economics 1.66 1.64 1.65 1.66 1.75 1.77 1.76 1.76 1.80 1.83 1.82
Social Service 2.09 2.04 2.16 2.01 2.05 1.87 1.89 1.83 1.85 1.89 1.91
Library Science 1.12 1.20 1.36 1.51 1.57 1.54 1.54 1.62 1.75 1.84 1.99
Vocational Training 1.89 1.98 2.06 2.33 2.64 2.85 2.74 2.79 2.93 3.23 3.46
Physical Training 1.18 1.11 1.14 1.18 1.26 1.25 1.26 1.29 1.33 1.47 1.60
Health Services 1.81 1.76 1.73 1.70 1.65 1.59 1.55 1.54 1.56 1.58 1.60
Pharmacy 5.02 5.28 5.71 5.85 5.02 4.93 4.73 4.41 4.13 4.05 4.48
Business Administration 1.71 1.75 1.81 1.86 1.88 1.86 1.83 1.81 1.79 1.81 1.82
Teacher Ed-Practice Teaching 1.74 1.79 1.92 2.02 2.13 2.22 2.18 2.22 2.19 2.28 2.30
Technology 2.45 2.52 2.46 2.45 2.41 2.38 2.32 2.31 2.29 2.36 2.42
Nursing 2.21 2.06 2.01 2.08 2.11 2.10 2.04 2.03 2.04 2.04 2.07
Masters
Liberal Arts 3.91 3.87 3.87 3.94 4.00 4.05 4.01 4.11 4.30 4.60 4.72
Science 7.97 7.70 7.59 7.54 7.53 7.43 7.04 7.10 7.33 7.70 7.67
Fine Arts 5.41 5.48 5.55 5.82 6.03 6.09 6.07 6.27 6.69 7.22 7.49
Teacher Education 2.27 2.30 2.43 2.51 2.56 2.47 2.39 2.38 2.41 2.40 2.34
Agriculture 7.13 7.33 7.71 8.08 7.80 7.21 6.54 6.87 7.43 8.09 8.51
Engineering 7.46 7.58 7.66 7.64 7.10 6.14 5.50 5.49 6.00 6.73 7.28
Home Economics 2.89 3.02 3.09 3.10 3.01 2.85 2.79 2.88 3.06 3.40 3.65
Social Service 2.98 2.89 3.07 2.89 2.93 2.57 2.47 2.30 2.31 2.35 2.41
Library Science 2.69 2.83 3.16 3.38 3.60 3.58 3.35 3.12 3.02 3.17 3.50
Health Services 3.15 3.08 2.96 2.90 2.79 2.67 2.54 2.55 2.62 2.70 2.72
Pharmacy 23.26] 23.10] 22.60f 25.82| 28.29| 28.68| 28.55| 30.82| 34.67| 42.85| 47.05
Business Administration 3.16 3.19 3.25 3.35 3.39 3.36 3.26 3.22 3.27 3.40 3.47
Optometry 5.46| 41.14| 34.48| 37.77| 37.52 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Technology 3.86 3.87 3.86 3.90 3.89 3.72 3.42 3.46 3.82 4.34 4.86
Nursing 4.08 3.75 3.52 3.49 3.34 3.21 3.00 2.86 2.74 2.66 2.68
Liberal Arts 9.22 9.33 9.72| 10.22| 10.77| 10.88| 10.90{ 11.35|] 12.38[ 13.79| 14.74
Science 21.08| 21.78| 21.82| 21.41| 20.61| 21.25| 20.70| 21.72| 21.87| 22.58| 22.30
Fine Arts 7.21 7.44 7.64 7.89 7.95 7.78 7.48 7.87 8.47 9.37 9.73
Teacher Education 7.37 7.70 7.95 7.77 7.42 6.94 6.91 7.35 8.12 8.67 8.70
Agriculture 9.62| 10.12| 10.42] 11.21| 11.77| 12.36| 11.80] 12.43] 13.58 14.72| 15.18
Engineering 16.03| 16.75| 17.34| 17.92| 17.98| 17.70{ 17.15] 17.39| 18.47| 19.43| 19.68
Home Economics 7.24 7.77 8.37 8.55 8.67 8.50 9.09 9.50/ 10.50| 11.93| 13.66
Social Service 14.69| 15.32| 15.76| 17.01| 18.18| 19.44| 19.33] 20.67| 23.84| 26.37| 28.72
Library Science 9.64| 11.95| 12.74| 12.41| 12.06| 13.02| 14.64| 15.47| 15.16| 14.47| 16.55
Health Services 9.75 9.93 9.75 9.77 9.86] 10.11] 10.19( 10.74] 11.28 12.15] 11.99
Pharmacy 34.22| 36.07| 38.52| 37.34| 35.14| 32.24| 32.17| 36.55| 39.21| 43.58| 48.02
Business Administration 23.34| 23.05| 23.21| 23.52| 23.92| 24.41| 24.70| 25.73| 28.23| 32.95| 35.95
Optometry 19.12| 51.63| 50.88| 52.61| 55.92 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Technology 2.84 4.19 3.85 4.53 5.20| 11.50( 14.79| 14.25| 11.55| 12.45| 36.15
Nursing 9.25 8.55 8.60 8.85 8.99 9.30 9.57|] 10.01| 10.29| 10.72| 10.71
Law 4.15 4.48 4.81 5.08 5.13 4.95 4.77 4.79 4.99 5.29 5.56
Veterinary Sciences 20.04| 20.27| 21.15( 21.91| 22.03| 22.84| 23.30| 24.35| 24.58| 23.76| 22.77
Health Services 2.60 2.67 2.72 2.74 2.64 2.61 2.50 2.68 2.80 3.08 3.17
Pharmacy 3.97 4.03 4.20 4.25 4.32 4.26 4.23 4.32 4.47 4.63 4.69
Optometry 7.00 5.98 5.98 6.71 7.58 7.93 7.65 7.54 7.08 6.65 5.76
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Expenditure Study Relative Weight History Year-Over-Year Percent Change

Relative Weights 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Undergraduate Lower Level
Liberal Arts 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
Science 1% 1% 1% 1% -1% -5% -3% -4% -4% -5% -4%
Fine Arts 1% 1% 1% 0% 1% 0% -1% 0% -1% -1% -3%
Teacher Education 0% 3% 6% 5% 2% -2% -4% -3% -1% -3% -1%
Agriculture 8% 3% 0%| -2% 1% 1% -1% -5% -6% -7% -6%
Engineering 0% 0% 1% 0% -3% -5% -4% -5% -4% -4% -3%
Home Economics -1%| -1% 1% 2% 5% 3% -2% 0% 0% -2% -5%
Social Service -1%| -10% 4%| -10% 5% -10% 3% -2% 3% 2% 1%
Library Science 8% 4% 1% 3% -5% 0% -3% 30% 17% 8% 15%
Vocational Training -1%| 4% 7% 0% -1% -13% -8% -1% 6% 9% 4%
Physical Training 2%| -1% 1% 2% 8% 0% -3% -3% -3% 8% 3%
Health Services -3%| -4%| -4%| -2% 0% -2% -3% -3% -2% -3% -1%
Pharmacy 17% 8%| -9%| 12% 14% 10% 21% 27% 136% -13% -8%
Business Administration 2% 2% 4% 1% 1% -1% -2% -2% -1% -1% 1%
Teacher Education-Practical 12%| 14% 9%| 10% 4% -2% -14% 5% 0% 5% -6%
Technology 7% 8% 4%| -1% -3% -4% -5% -5% -3% -2% 1%
Nursing 4%| -5%| -2%| -4% -5% -8% -6% -5% -4% -6% 5%
Liberal Arts -1% 0% 1% 2% 1% 0% -2% 0% 1% 3% 1%
Science -1% 1% 2% 1% -1% -4% -3% -1% -1% 1% -1%
Fine Arts 1% 2% 3% 2% 2% 0% 0% 3% 3% 3% -1%
Teacher Education 1% 3% 6% 5% 5% 1% -1% -3% -1% -3% -1%
Agriculture 3% 4% 0% 0% 4% -2% -4% -5% -2% -1% -1%
Engineering -3%| -3% 0% 0% -2% -4% -4% -3% -4% -3% -2%
Home Economics -1%| -1% 1% 1% 5% 1% -1% 0% 2% 2% -1%
Social Service 3%| -2% 6%| -7% 2% -9% 1% -3% 1% 2% 1%
Library Science 4% 7%| 13%| 11% 4% -2% 0% 5% 8% 5% 8%
Vocational Training 2% 5% 4%| 13% 13% 8% -4% 2% 5% 10% 7%
Physical Training -2%| -6% 3% 4% 7% -1% 1% 2% 3% 11% 9%
Health Services -4%| -3%| -2%| -2% -3% -4% -3% -1% 1% 1% 1%
Pharmacy 11% 5% 8% 2% -14% -2% -4 -7% -6% -2% 11%
Business Administration 1% 2% 3% 3% 1% -1% -2% -1% -1% 1% 1%
Teacher Fducation-Practical 0% 3% 7% 5% 5% 4% -2% 2% -1% 4% 1%
Technology 1% 3%| -2% 0% -2% -1% -3% 0% -1% 3% 3%
Nursing -6%| -7%| -2% 3% 1% 0% -3% 0% 0% 0% 1%
Masters

Liberal Arts -4%| -1% 0% 2% 2% 1% -1% 2% 5% 7% 3%
Science -1%| -3%| -1%| -1% 0% -1% -5% 1% 3% 5% 0%
Fine Arts -1% 1% 1% 5% 4% 1% 0% 3% 7% 8% 4%
Teacher Fducation -3% 1% 6% 3% 2% -4% -3% 0% 1% 0% -3%
Agriculture 2% 3% 5% 5% -3% -8% -9% 5% 8% 9% 5%
Engineering 0% 2% 1% 0% -7% -14% -10% 0% 9% 12% 8%
Home Economics 0% 4% 2% 0% -3% -5% -2% 3% 6% 11% 7%
Social Service 2%| -3% 6%| -6% 1% -12% -4% -7% 0% 2% 3%
Library Science 4% 5%| 12% 7% 7% -1% -6% -7% -3% 5% 10%
Health Services -2%| -2%| -4%| -2% -4, -4, -5% 0% 3% 3% 1%
Pharmacy -1%|  -1%| -2%| 14% 10% 1% 0% 8% 12% 24%, 10%
Business Administration -3% 1% 2% 3% 1% -1% -3% -1% 2% 4%, 2%
Optometry 0%)| 653%| -16%| 10% -1%)| Deleted

Technology -5% 0% 0% 1% 0% -4% -8% 1% 10% 14% 12%
Nursing -8%| -8%| -6%| -1% -4% -4% -7% -5% -4% -3% 1%
Liberal Arts 0% 1% 4% 5% 5% 1% 0% 4% 9% 11% 7%
Science 4% 3% 0%| -2% -4% 3% -3% 5% 1% 3% -1%
Fine Arts 2% 3% 3% 3% 1% -2% -4% 5% 8% 11% 4%
Teacher Fducation -3% 4% 3%| -2% -5% -6% 0% 6% 10% 7% 0%
Agriculture 3% 5% 3% 8% 5% 5% -5% 5% 9% 8% 3%
Engineering 1% 4% 4% 3% 0% -2% -3% 1% 6% 5% 1%
Home Economics 4% 7% 8% 2% 1% -2% 7% 5% 11% 14% 15%
Social Service 2% 4% 3% 8% 7% 7% -1% 7% 15% 11% 9%
Library Science 29%| 24% 7%| -3% -3% 8% 12% 6% -2% -5% 14%
Health Services 7% 2%| -2% 0% 1% 3% 1% 5% 5% 8% -1%
Pharmacy 120, 5% 7%| -3% -6% -8% 0% 1494 7% 119% 10%
Business Administration -4%| -1% 1% 1% 2% 2% 1% 4% 10% 17% 9%
Optometry 0%| 170%| -1% 3% 6% Deleted

Technology -4%| 48%| -8%| 18% 15% 121% 29% -4% -19% 8% 190%
Nursing -7%| -8% 1% 3% 2% 3% 3% 5% 3% 4% 0%
Law 6% 8% 7% 6% 1% -4% -4% 0% 4% 6% 5%
Veterinary Sciences 33% 1% 4% 4% 1% 4%, 2% 5% 1% -3% -4%
Health Services 7% 3% 2% 1% -4% -1% -4% 7% 4% 10% 3%
Pharmacy 5% 2% 4% 1% 2% -1% -1% 2% 3% 4% 1%
Optometry 0%| -15% 0%| 12% 13% 5% -4% -1% -6% -6% -13%
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Fiscal Year 2020 Expenditure Study Counts of Institutions Reporting Hours for Discipline
and Level Combinations

Discipline
Liberal Arts
Science
Fine Arts
Teacher Education
Agriculture
Engineering
Home Economics
Law
Social Service
Library Science
Veterinary Science!
Vocational Training
Physical Training
Health Services
Pharmacy?
Business Administration
Optometry?
Teacher Ed-Practical
Technology
Nursing

1. Veterinary Science
- Currently only Texas A&M University has a College of Veterinary Medicine, although Texas Tech University will begin

offering the program in Fall 2021. The Association of American Veterinary Medical Colleges lists 33 U.S. veterinary
medical colleges. Efforts to include these cost data into our study have been unsuccessful due to our specific
reporting requirements. Other states’ institutions do not collect the data, do not discretely categorized the colleges, or
report with categories too different to convert.

- The semester credit hours used for this discipline’s expense per semester credit hour are the program’s reported
headcount times 24 instead of the Class Report (CBM004) semester credit hours. This adjustment allows the formula
to more closely match the general revenue funded by the Legislature prior to merging the program into the relative
weight matrix. The program’s class report hours are used in the base year data.

2. Pharmacy Undergraduate Lower and Upper Level

- For the 2022-23 biennium, this discipline’s lower and upper levels accounted for 1,013 base year semester credit
hours, producing 4,576 weighted semester credit hours, for a total of $534,841 in I&0 formula funding.

3. Optometry

- University of Houston is currently the only institution with an optometry program.

- Expenditure-based weight implemented in 2014-2015. The Association of Schools and Colleges of Optometry lists 21
U.S. optometry schools. Attempts to include their cost data into our expenditure study have been unsuccessful for the
same reasons as with Veterinary Medicine.

- For the 2022-23 biennium, enroliments generated 15,933 semester credit hours, 91,774 weighted semester credit
hours, and $10,216,094 in formula funding, which was 0.2 percent of the $4.407 billion appropriated to the I&O
formula.
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Tuition Estimate Methodologies

The Legislature uses an “All Funds" methodology for the general academic institution formulas, where
the amount of formula General Revenue provided to institutions is offset by the amount of Other
Educational and General (E&G) Income available to each institution. Other E&G Income includes
specific tuition and fee revenue, such as statutory resident and nonresident tuition. The Legislative
Budget Board uses data provided by institutions in the Legislative Appropriations Request (LARS) to
estimate the amount of Other E&G Income available to institutions for an upcoming biennium. This
amount is provided to institutions as estimated General Revenue-Dedicated appropriations in the
General Appropriations Act — General Revenue-Dedicated Educational and General Income (GR-D
770). In addition, General Revenue-Dedicated Board Authorized Tuition Income (BATI) is also
provided to institutions as an estimated appropriation (GR-D 704); however, these funds are not used
as part of the All Funds formula methodology.

Certain amounts from the estimated Other E&G Income are set aside for purposes other than formula
funding, such as for staff group insurance premiums or for Texas Public Education Grants. After the
set-asides, the remaining amount of estimated Other E&G Income is used for formula funding. Once
the total All Funds amount of formula funding is determined for an institution, the amount is funded
first by the estimated available formula Other E&G Income. The remaining formula funding amount is
funded by General Revenue Funds. The below is an illustration of the All Funds formula funding
methodology.

All Funds Formula Methodology

BATI
mGR
B GR-D

. m All Funds

Step 1: Determine All Step 2: Add Formula Step 3: Fill with Step 4: Add BATI on
Funds GR-D Formula GR Top

Online Adjustments in the Space Model

The consideration of adjustments to space need for online/distance education in the Space Projection
Model has been of interest in the last several biennia. The 84" Legislature required the THECB to
produce a study on the Space Projection Models, including a requirement to consider the impacts of
online courses in the model (the report can be found here). The 86™ Legislature also required a
review of the Space Model as it relates to distance education courses by the FY 2022-23 formula
advisory committee. The committee recommended that all hours be included in the Space Model,
regardless of instruction mode.

This discussion continues to be relevant today as the COVID-19 pandemic has changed many aspects
of higher education, from where students are learning from, where faculty are working and teaching
from, and what the long-term implications of these changes might mean.
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Charge 3 — Study and make recommendations for the appropriate funding for the Texas

Research University Fund, Texas Comprehensive Research Fund, and the Core Research
Support Fund.

There are three research funds provided directly to general academic institutions to foster increased
research capacity — the Texas Research University Fund (TRUF), the Core Research Support Fund
(CRS), and the Texas Comprehensive Research Fund (CRF). These funds are appropriated directly in
each eligible institution’s bill pattern. Statute defines both the allocation methodology and the
institutions eligible to receive appropriations from each of the funds. As required by statute, the funds
are provided to specific accountability groups as defined by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating
Board. For the 2022-23 biennium, a total of $278.5 million was appropriated for the three research
funds, maintaining the level of funding in the 2020-21 biennium for this purpose.

Of note, the amounts shown in this document are based on appropriated funding levels for the
research funds in the 2020-21 biennium. These do not incorporate the five percent reduction taken
by general academic institutions during the 2020-21 biennium.

Texas Research University Fund (TRUF)

In 2015, the Texas Legislature created the TRUF to provide funds to the two Texas research
universities with total research expenditures greater than $450 million (Texas Education Code, Section
62, Subchapter C). The institutions currently eligible to receive funding from the TRUF are The
University of Texas at Austin and Texas A&M University. The TRUF may be used by institutions to
support faculty to ensure excellence in instruction and research. The distribution of funds is based on
a three-year average of total research expenditures.

Total appropriations to the University of Texas at Austin and Texas A&M University for the TRUF are
$147.1 million for the 2022-23 biennium. This provides a rate of 10.1 percent of the three-year
average of total research expenditures. Since inception, a total of $566.4 million has been
appropriated to these two institutions for the TRUF.

Texas Research University Fund Appropriations

Institution FY 16-17 FY 20-21
TAMU $ 79,163,176 $ 70,210,336 $ 82,650,052 $ 80,644,950
UT-Austin 67,912,618 54,957,878 64,425,742 66,430,842
Total $ 147,075,794 $ 125,168,214 | $ 147,075,794 | $ 147,075,792

Core Research Support Fund (CRS)

The Core Research Support Fund, created in 2015, provides funds to Texas emerging research
universities in Texas (Texas Education Code, Chapter 62, Subchapter F-1). Appropriations for CRS
may be used for the support and maintenance of educational and general activities, including
research and student services, that promote increased research capacity. The allocation of the CRS is
based equally on total and restricted research expenditures and uses a three-year average of total
research expenditures and total restricted research expenditures.

Total appropriations to the eight emerging research universities for CRS is $117.1 million for the
2022-23 biennium. This provides an average rate of 10.4 percent of eligible research expenditures.
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Since inception, a total of $456.7 million has been appropriated to the emerging research universities

for the CRS.

Core Research Support Appropriations

Institution FY 16-17 FY 18-19 FY 20-21 FY 22-23
Texas State $ 7,942,562 $8,214,246 $10,057,922 9,158,162
Texas Tech 22,679,150 21,244,506 23,216,554 20,322,956
UT-Arlington 13,476,936 11,581,814 13,514,488 14,227,326
UT-Dallas 18,353,802 16,020,760 17,160,774 16,941,400
UT-El Paso 15,803,288 14,210,348 14,895,954 13,534,188
UT-San Antonio 10,622,002 8,479,882 10,431,688 12,688,044
UH 21,774,816 20,833,922 22,958,570 23,480,920
UNT 6,458,858 4,814,790 4,875,460 6,758,414
Total $117,111,414 $ 105,400,268 $117,111,410 $117,111,410

Total Research Expenditures and Total Restricted Research Expenditures for
CRS Eligible Institutions

$1,200
$925.6 $1,016.3

h94 h16

FY 2019 FY 2020

$1,000
5500 s714.8 $786.4 $798.1
$600
$400

I $324.8 $345.6 $383.3
$0 L L

$200
FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018

Millions

Hm Total Research  ®m Restricted Research

Texas Comprehensive Research Fund (CRF)

The CRF, created in 2015, provides funds to Texas public institutions that are neither research nor
emerging research universities (Texas Education Code, Chapter 62, Subchapter E). Appropriations for
the CRF may be used for the support and maintenance of educational and general activities, including
research and student services, that promote increased research capacity. The distribution of CRF
appropriations is based on a three-year average of restricted research expenditures. Appropriations
for CRF include $14.2 million to 25 institutions for the 2022-23 biennium. This provides a rate of 16.3
percent of the three-year average of restricted research expenditures. Since inception, a total of
$55.7 million has been appropriated to institutions for the CRF.
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Comprehensive Research Fund Appropriations

Institution FY 16-17 FY 18-19 FY 20-21 FY 22-23
Angelo $ 36,132 $ 37,608 $ 40,530 $ 44,330
Lamar 422,186 272,096 267,210 334,198
Midwestern 81,786 68,956 80,740 107,908
Prairie View 1,649,384 1,315,334 1,315,882 1,331,760
Sam Houston 511,562 404,118 472,712 605,314
SFA 430,990 398,988 342,952 286,508
Sul Ross 239,250 216,818 226,824 234,494
Tarleton 1,068,208 928,186 962,146 869,096
TAMI 426,618 305,172 442,026 418,236
TAMU-Galveston 594,694 709,240 895,672 824,210
TAMU-Commerce 289,146 282,420 273,898 223,368
TAMU-Corpus Christi 2,083,874 2,389,810 2,871,004 2,925,450
TAMU-Kingsville 2,168,570 2,219,170 2,241,630 2,282,858
TAMU-San Antonio 10,180 24,634 27,764 15,024
TAMU-Texarkana 12,976 2,160 1,532 -
Texas Southern 204,842 372,316 647,764 661,496
Texas Woman's 270,084 215,144 304,304 481,650
UT-Tyler 338,470 141,988 200,198 215,110
UT-Permian Basin 99,900 23,052 83,732 164,074
UT-Rio Grande Valley 2,339,296 1,697,558 1,676,152 1,423,264
UH-Clear Lake 209,756 144,569 180,826 169,320
UH-Downtown 333,582 301,752 364,866 291,804
UH-Victoria 2,632 22,694 41,216 12,800
UNT-Dallas 4,878 3,056 5,766 6,146
West Texas A&M 443,390 348,318 305,028 343,956
Total $ 14,272,386 $ 12,845,157 $ 14,272,374 $ 14,272,374

Total Restricted Research Expenditures for CRF Eligible Institutions

$92 .

89.3

z:: $87.5 $87.7

<s6 $85.6
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o $82
2 $80 $78.6
S $78
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M Restricted Research Expenditures

24 THECB August 2021



Charge 4 — Study and make recommendations on the funding methodology for the
Comprehensive Regional Universities under Senate Bill 1295. The study must review the

methodology’s allocation of funds and the promotion of student success. (Senate Bill
1295, 87th Texas Legislature, Regular Session, 2021)

Senate Bill 1295, related to financial support and incentives for comprehensive regional universities,
requires THECB, in consultation with a representative group of eligible institutions, to conduct a study
on the allocation methodology of funding provided under Section 62.183 of the Education Code. The
study should determine that method's effectiveness in allocating state funds fairly and equitably, and
promoting student success at eligible institutions. The full text of the enrolled version for SB 1295 can
be found in Appendix C of these materials.

The bill defines an at-risk student as a student at an eligible institution whose SAT or ACT score was
below the national mean or who has previously received a Pell grant. It also defines an eligible
institution as one designated as a comprehensive, doctoral, or master’s university in the THECB's
accountability system. It specifies that eligible institutions are entitled to receive, in each state fiscal
biennium, the sum of a base amount of $500,000 or greater and a $1,000 or greater amount
multiplied by the average number of degrees awarded to an at-risk student. The number of degrees
awarded is determined by using an average of the 3 years preceding the biennium. An alternative
allocation method may be provided by appropriation.

Funding was not appropriated for this purpose in the 2022-23 biennium; however, the chart below

displays an illustrative example of what appropriations may have looked like under this methodology
for fiscal year 2022-23 using the most recent three years of data.
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At-Risk State Support for Comprehensive Regional Universities (defined as a Comprehensive, Doctoral, or
Masters University in THECB Accountability System)

Three-year average (2018 through 2020) undergraduate degrees of at-risk students (Pel recipient and/or below national average
SAT/ACT)

Three-
Year
Average
FY 18-20 FY 2020 FY 2019 FY 2018

Total At-Risk
FY 2022 FY 2023 Support per Rate per At- At-Risk  At-Risk  At-Risk  At-Risk

Institution Support Support Biennium  Base Funding Risk Grad Degrees Degrees Degrees Degrees
UT-Rio Grande Valey $ 2,115,833 [ $ 2,115,833 | $ 4231667 | $ 500,000 % 3,731,667 3,732 3,785 3,927 3,483
UT-Permian Basin $ 537,167 |% 537,167 |% 1,074333|% 500,000]|3% 574,333 574 545 603 575
UT-Tyler $§ B23,167 |5 823,167 |5 1646333 |5 500,000|%5 1,146,333 1,146 1,213 1,133 1,093
TAMU-Galveston $ 347667 |$ 347667 |$ 695333|% 500,000)% 195,333 195 175 151 230
Prairie View $ 757667 |% 757667 |% 1,515333|% 500,000|% 1,015,333 1,015 1,081 1,009 956
Tarleton $ 1,146,500 | § 1,146500 | $ 2,293,000 | % 500,000| % 1,793,000 1,793 1,818 1,758 1,803
TAMU-Central $ 460667 |$ 460667 |$ 921,333|% 500,000) % 421,333 421 411 420 433
TAMU-CC $ 907,167 |§ 907,167 | % 1,814333|% 500,000|% 1,314,333 1,314 1,417 1,299 1,227
TAMU-Kingsvile $ ©663833|% 663833|% 1327667 |5 500,000)% 827,667 528 868 823 792
TAMU-San Antonio | $ 748500 (% 748,500 |% 1,497,000 % 500,000] % 997,000 997 1,085 1,005 901
TAMI $ 790,500|% 790,500 )% 1,581,000|% 500,000|% 1,081,000 1,081 1,125 1,047 1,071
WTAMU $ 799,000 (% 799,000 |% 1,598,000|% 500,000]% 1,098,000 1,098 1,108 1,140 1,046
TAMU-Commerce $ B855000|% 855000|% 1,710000|% 500,000|% 1,210,000 1,210 1,195 1,222 1,213
TAMU-Texarkana $ 389333|%5 389333|5%5 7786675 500,000]|% 278,667 279 299 278 259
UH-Clear Lake $ 735667 |S% 735667 |% 1,471,333|% 500,000) % 971,333 971 1,050 984 880
UH-Downtown $ 1,295,000 |% 1,295,000 | % 2,590,000 | ¢ 500,000|% 2,080,000 2,090 2,035 2,214 2,021
UH-Victoria $ 490,833 |% 490833 |% 981667 | % 500,000)% 481,667 482 508 476 451
Midwestern $ 619,167 |$ 619,167 |$ 1,238,333 | % 500,000) % 738,333 738 727 759 729
UNT-Dalas $ 493667 |§ 493667 |5 987,333| % 500,000]% 487,333 487 557 474 431
SFA $ 1019333 |% 1,019,333 | % 2038667 |5 500,000|% 1,538,667 1,539 1,547 1,502 1,567
TsU $ 621,500 |% 621,500|% 1,243,000|% 500,000]|3% 743,000 743 768 761 700
Angelo $ 576333|%5 576,333|5 1,152,667 |5 500,000]| % 652,667 653 715 657 586
TwWU $ 951,500 |% 951.500|% 1,903,000|% 500,000]|% 1,403,000 1,403 1,508 1,320 1,381
Lamar $ B09000|% 809,000|% 1618,000|% 500,000|% 1,118,000 1,118 1,130 1,089 1,135
Sam Houston $ 1,625,167 |5 1,625,167 |5 3,250,333 | 500,000| 5 2,750,333 2,750 2,828 2,770 2,653
Sul Ross $ 326667 |$ 326667 |$ 653,333|% 500,000)% 153,333 153 147 148 165
Sul Ross-Rio Grande | § 324,667 [$ 324667 |$ 649,333| % 500,000 § 149,333 149 125 152 171

Total| $21,230,500 | $21,230,500 | $42,461,000 | $13,500,000 | § 28,961,000 28,961 29,770 | 29,151 27,962
Rate § 1,000
Source: CBM009, CBMOON, CBMOOB, FAD
*matches unduplicated baccalaureate graduates to FAD and CBMOOB for prior 10 years.
Students flagged as receiving pel and/or SAT/ACT score below the national average at any time in the prior 10 years. At-risk total only
counts students once in any of the 3 categories for an unduplicated total.
*assumes that institutions would receive half the At-Risk Support in the first year and half in the second year.
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Charge 5 — Study and discuss considerations for adjusting formula funding to reflect the

cost of education related to student characteristics, enrolilment changes during the
biennium, and any other relevant factors.

The I&O formula model uses an expenditure study to allocate funding based on course discipline and level
(see Charge 3). The model does not currently consider any potential difference in the cost to educate
students based on student population characteristics.

Additionally, the I&O formula uses base year data to determine appropriations for an upcoming biennium.
The base period is the 12-month period used to measure the semester credit hours, or SCH. Final formula
funding appropriations provided by the Legislature uses semester credit hour data generated during the
summer and fall of even-numbered years and the spring of odd-numbered years, the most recent 12-
month period prior to the end of the legislative session. For example, the data used to determine
appropriation levels for the 2022-23 biennium was semester credit hour data from Summer 2020, Fall
2020, and Spring 2021. For the 2024-25 biennium, the base period used for appropriations will be
Summer 2022, Fall 2022, and Spring 2023. This methodology does not account for any potential swings in
enrolliment, or semester credit hour generation, that may occur during a biennium and instead, the
institution’s formula appropriation is set based on the historical base period data.

Base Year Period for 2024-25 Appropriations

ENROLLMENTS IN: DETERMINE APPROPRIATIONS FOR:

‘ FY 2024 — FALL 2023, SPRING 2024, SUMMER 2024
‘ FY 2025 — FALL 2024, SPRING 2025, SUMMER 2025

SUMMER 2022
FALL 2022

SPRING 2023
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Fall Enrolilment Comparison

Percent Change

- Fall 2018 to

Institution Fall 2018 Fall 2019 Fall 2020 Fall 2020
UT-Arlington 42,496 42,863 42,733 0.6%
UT-Austin 51,684 50,894 50,282 -2.7%
UT-Dallas 28,755 29,543 28,669 -0.3%
UT-El Paso 23,0683 25,144 24,867 -0.8%
UT-Rio Grande Valley 28,489 28,909 32,220 13.1%
UT-Permian Basin 5,834 5,283 5,530 -5.2%
UT-San Antonio 32,101 32,389 34,402 7.2%
UT-Tyler 9,716 9,130 9,408 -3.2%
TAMU 63,694 63,859 65,272 2.5%
TAMU-Galveston 1,806 1,644 1,653 -8.5%
Prairie View 9,516 8,940 9,248 -2.8%
Tarleton 13,118 13,177 14,022 6.9%
TAMU-Central 2,464 2,440 2,339 -5.1%
TAMU-CC 11,929 11,452 10,820 -9.3%
TAMU-Kingsville 8,541 7,479 6,915 -19.0%
TAMU-San Antonio 6,616 6,714 6,741 1.9%
TAMI 7,884 8,305 8,270 4,9%
WTAMU 10,030 9,970 10,051 0.2%
TAMU-Commerce 12,072 11,725 11,624 -3.7%
TAMU-Texarkana 2,067 2,053 2,161 4,5%
UJH 46,324 46,148 47,060 1.6%
UH-Clear Lake 8,961 Q,082 0,053 1.0%
UH-Dowentown 14,261 14,640 15,239 6.9%
UH-Victoria 4,381 4,499 4,931 12.6%
Midwestern 5,712 5,500 5,387 -5.7%
UNT 38,087 39,192 40,653 6.7%
UNT-Dallas 3,797 4,040 4,164 10.8%
SFA 13,058 12,862 12,488 -4.4%
T5U 9,732 9,034 7,015 -27.9%
TTU 37,845 38,250 39,574 4.,6%
Angelo 10,242 10,289 10,489 2.4%
TWU 15,364 15,710 16,032 4.3%
Lamar 14,176 14,811 15,799 11.4%
Sam Houston 21,025 21,363 21,650 3.0%
THST 38,644 38,187 37,812 -2.2%
Sul Ross 1,885 1,644 1,557 -17.4%
Sul Ross - RG 840 821 Q16 2.9%
Total 658,219 657,985 667,046 1.3%
Source: CBMOO1
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Appendix A: Texas Administrative Code Related to Formula Funding Committee

Use the links below to reference Texas Administrative Code related to the formula funding committee
process:

§1.164 Authority and Specific Purposes of the General Academic Institutions Formula Advisory
Committee

§1.165 Definitions

§1.166 Committee Membership and Officers

§1.167 Duration

§1.168 Meetings

!—L
—
(o))
\e]

Tasks Assigned the Committee
Report to the Board; Evaluation of Committee Costs and Effectiveness

!—L
—
N
o

Appendix B: 2022-23 Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board Formula Funding
Recommendations (Includes Formula Advisory Committee Recommendations)

https://www.highered.texas.gov/institutional-resources-programs/funding-facilities/formula-
funding/basis-of-legislative-appropriations

Appendix C: Tentative Schedule of Future Meetings

Meeting 2: Wednesday, September 22, 2021, 10:00am

Meeting 3: Wednesday, October 27, 2021, 10:00am

Meeting 4: Wednesday, November 17, 2021, 10:00am

Meeting 5 (if needed): Wednesday, December 8, 2021, 10:00am
Meeting 6 (if needed): Wednesday, January 5, 2022, 10:00am
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https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=1&ch=1&rl=164
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=1&ch=1&rl=165
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=1&ch=1&rl=166
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=1&ch=1&rl=167
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=1&ch=1&rl=168
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=1&ch=1&rl=169
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=1&ch=1&rl=170
https://www.highered.texas.gov/institutional-resources-programs/funding-facilities/formula-funding/basis-of-legislative-appropriations
https://www.highered.texas.gov/institutional-resources-programs/funding-facilities/formula-funding/basis-of-legislative-appropriations
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