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A University —
In Every Sense of the Word

February 15, 1954
To the Members of the Michigan Legislature:

In Michigan State College, the people of Michigan have created and built an
outstanding educational institution that has in fact been a university in every
sense of the word for several decades.

In view of this fact, and that there was ample precedent for the proposed
action, it was not anticipated that the proposal of the State Board of Agriculture
to change the name of Michigan State College to Michigan State University,
or to Michigan State University of Agriculture and Applied Science, would
encounter such violent objection on the part of the Board of Regents of the
University of Michigan. In Ohio, for example, the Ohio University at Athens and
the Ohio State University at Columbus, both universities and both fully state-
supported, have existed side by side for more than 75 years. In Florida, the
University of Florida at Gainesville and Florida State University at Tallahassee
are both fully state-supported; in California, the University of California exists
on several different campuses including the University of California at Berkeley,
the University of California at Los Angeles, the University of California at Davis,
the University of California at Riverside, and several others; in Pennsylvania,
the Pennsylvania State University at State College, formerly Pennsylvania State
College, is fully state-supported, and the University of Pennsylvania at Phila-
delphia receives a large state subsidy; and in New York, the New York University
and the University of the State of New York exist side by side without confusion.

We believe that the people of Michigan and the Michigan Legislature have
been right in building these two fine universities in our state, and that there is
ample room in Michigan for two or more great publicly-supported universities.
We are certain that there are more educational needs in Michigan than are likely
to be met adequately by all of the colleges and universities, both public and private.

There was no desire or intention to borrow the prestige or reputation of any
institution. Michigan State College has achieved a world-wide recognition in its
own right during the ninety-nine years of its existence. It will celebrate its 100th
birthday next February.

The measures were introduced in the legislature in utmost good faith and in
the sincere belief that a change in name would serve to indicate more adequately
the scope of its educational activities and the position that it holds as one of the
leading educational institutions of the country. It was further thought that
such a change would be for the best interests of the graduates of this institution,
and since most of our students are Michigan residents, it would benefit all of the
people of our state.

It appears, however, that officials of the University of Michigan are appre-
hensive that confusion might result and that in some way the prestige of the
University of Michigan might be affected. While we do not think that there is
any reason for their apprehension, it is our desire and purpose to avoid any
action that might cause further controversy.

In view of the situation that has arisen and the misunderstandings that exist,
we have come to the conclusion that the attempt to procure legislative action
approving the change in name of Michigan State College should not be pursued
further at this time.

Accordingly, we are requesting the sponsors of the bills now before the
legislature to change the name of the College to withdraw them.

The State Board of Agriculture will give the entire matter of the name of
the College additional consideration and will hope to arrive at a satisfactory
solution. This is not a matter requiring hasty action.

Finally, the friendly consideration that has always been given to Michigan
State College by the members of the Michigan legislature is appreciated by the
State Board of Agriculture and by all of the officials of Michigan State College.

Sincerely,

CLARK L. BRODY, Chairman
State Board of Agriculture
JOHN A. HANNAH, President
Michigan State College



Time to Take a Close

Look

at the Facts

AFTER 99 YEARS of education, service and leadership to the
people of Michigan, Michigan State College is still obliged to com-
pete vigorously for adequate funds, year after year. At least part

of the difficulty is one of semantics—M.S.C. is “only a college,

i

it 1s said, and therefore its meed for increased appropriations is

questionable. At best, this kind of thinking is unrealistic. Because
this issue is of such import to the future of M.S.C., the RECORD
is presenting the facts of the matter. It is hoped that the informa-

tion on this page, the opposite page and the following two pages

will help to erase any confusion and misunderstanding.—Editor.

MICHIGAN STATE COLLEGE has
grown in enrollment and purpose to the
benefit of the people of the State of
Michigan; no organization, institution or
agency has suffered in any way through
the advancement of higher education at
Michigan State College.

These views were documented by
President John A. Hannah at the regular
meeting of the State Board of Agricul-
ture on February 19. Using data gath-
ered from the official records of both the
University of Michigan and Michigan
State College, as presented by Philip J.
May, comptroller and treasurer, they
traced the growth of both schools since
1947, And they pointed out some facts

that have gone unnoticed in the past.

As the chart shows, in the fall of 1947
there were 5,700 more students at the
University of Michigan than at Michigan
State College. In the fall of 1953 there
were only 2,860 more students at the
University of Michigan. But here is the
startling fact: during this same period
when the student enrollments were com-
ing closer and closer together, the amount
of support from the State for Michigan
State College was proportionately less.
Stated another way: when there were
5,707 more students at the University,
it was receiving $3,507,722 more in State
appropriations or $615 for each addi-
tional student. In 1953 when there were

only 2,860 more students at the Uni-
versity, it was receiving $6,519,918 more
than Michigan State College or the equiv-
alent of $2,280 for each adidtional
student.

Since World War II, Michigan State
College has experienced its period of
greatest growth, From a peak pre-war
enrollment in the fall of 1940 of 6,967,
our college student body reached a high
of 16,243 in 1949. As the veterans com-
pleted their education, enrollments were
moderately lower for two years but
began to rise in the fall term of 1952
and increased to 14,609 in the fall of
1953.

It is somewhat ironical that during
the period of high business prosperity
and the doubling of student enrollment
at Michigan State College, the State of
Michigan should be faced with a severe
financial crisis, With an unbalanced state
budget the Legislature has been most
reluctant to increase recommendations of
the State Budget Office which have not
been adequate to finance programs at
Michigan State College properly.

Frequently it is alleged by friends of
the University of Michigan that funds
for the Agricultural Experiment Station
and the Cooperative Extension Service
should be added to the College appropri-
ation in making institutional compar-
isons. Of course these arguments are not
sound. Both programs are financed by
separate State appropriations and Fed-
eral grants. The funds are accounted for
separately and cannot be used for teach-
ing programs.

Certainly the facts presented to the
Board clearly refute the erroneous im-
pression that Michigan State College has
grown at the expense of the University
of Michigan.

Officials of the College under direction
of the State Board of Agriculture are
expected to conduet a vigorous and
honest educational ecampaign to acquaint
the people of Michigan with the facts
and needs of Michigan State College.

Comparative Enrollments and Appropriation Data

M.S.C.
Enroll-
ment

1947-48 15,208
1948-49 16,010
1949-50 16,243
1950-51 14,993
1951-52 13,593
1952-53 14,085
1953-54 14,609
1954-55 15,500*

*Official estimates,

1947 — 1955

U. of M. M.S.C. U. of M.
Enroll- Appropri- Approepri-
ment ation ation
20,915 $5,162,278 $ 8,670,000
21,363 6,515,000 9,750,000
21,074 7,513,254 11,436,315
19,487 8,970,410 13,156,822
17,226 9,875,000 14,845,000
16,985 11,194,982 16,936,650
17,649 12,276,082 18,796,000

18,500* 13,020,000%* 20,019,000**

**Budget Office recommendations.

Difference Difference
Enroll- Appl_'opri-
ment ation
5,707 $3,507,722
5,353 3,235,000
4,831 3,923,061
4,494 4,186,412
3,633 4,970,000
2,900 5,741,668
2,860 6,519,918
3,000 6,999,000











































