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gapport: of: the i‘;n»sf;‘ru(:ﬁional',‘functibn at. schools of pharmacy and veterinary =
seience. . - LT — Lo P

The Ameriv'oa;ﬁ Associa;’r‘,ion)o'f CollegesofPha»ImaCy 18111 phé ;pf‘oc@és
of studying program costs in schools of phafr‘macy..’l‘hlsf is.one part
of a project designed to further delineate'the»needs.of our:-schools, "

and is considered as an essential first step. in strengthening our pro-.
orams in pharmacy. To date, figures from 29, schools: are- available, -
54 State schools and five non-State schools. The: study covers the
academic year 1965-66. S g S R
The average total expenditure for all schools was $443,733, and the
range was from $124,963 to $1,554,390. Net cost—or gain—infor-
mation is avajlable on 27 of the 29 schools. Twenty-four of the 27
schools showed deficits; the average deficit was $397,705, with a range
of .$63,178 to $1,192.211, and 2 median of $281,544. il e
The average cost of the undel@gra,dua,te~-pr0gramfgper:under,qmduezi
atte student for all schools was $1,300 with-a range of §631 to $2,294,
and a median of $1,516. The average cost per gradﬁat,643ttl&ei1t52 )
colleges reporting—was $2,272, with 2 rangé from $1,158 to $14,883, i
and a median of $2,799. 0 e I
Lastly, the cost per undergraduate student on the basis of total
, expendituxie‘solf the 29 schools was $1,988. P R

" On the basis of the formula given In H.R. 15757, it is not: possible
to determine the institutional grafntxftmdsmeeds for schools of phar--
macy. However, using the formula for the current, basic improvement
grants provision and the estimated enrollments oiven in table D, the
need would be $9.9 million in fiseal year 1970. Based on the average
estimated enrollment for fiscal year 19707 3,the need would:be about
$10.7 million per year for the 4‘-yea’r"priod,:or‘;about‘ $146,000 per
school per year. _ ; B ; e
~ As you are well- aware, under FLR. 15757, schools O‘fpharrna‘(;yfvvould

not be eligible for participation until fiscal year 1970. Thus, oolut'-l“e‘quest ~

for inclusion in the institutional grant provision may be viewed as a
request for “legiglation for the future;” it would not affect the 1969
budget. We ask your serious consideration of our needs: But please be
assured that we in pharmacy are mindful of the many lemands of the
current period and that priorities must be given consideration. How-"
ever, we are hopeful that the urgencies now with us will hayve Jessened:
by fiscal year 1970. o : D

" Certainly, we would be remiss if we failed to acknowledge with ap-
preciation the inclusion of our schools in the special project: grants
provisions of the bill. These will be helpful, in view of the several
purposes for which they can be used but, as stated oarlier, our schools
have no source of,brotad”Fedeml fnancial assistance such as the in-
otitutional grants with which to meet the exigencies which arise and
which could not be met immediately by a project grant. ‘ £
Research facilities ' ' L - , e

Title TV would extend the research facilities construction program

for 4 years through fiscal 1973, authorizing “such sums as may be
necessary.” The AACP supports this extension and. hopes that the
funds available in the years ahead for this essential progmmwill: more -
nearly meet the demands than do funds currently available and those
expected during 1969. ’ : S .




