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STUDENT PAYS
NO TUITION

STUDENT PAYS
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State pays Costs split between
state and student, or
district and student
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state & district pay

District pays






States with this model include:

Georgia | Idaho' | Kansas® | Kentucky | Louisiana® | Maine
Minnesota’ | New Hampshire | New Mexico | North Carolina
Oklahoma® | South Carolina’ | Tennessee® | Vermont
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States with this model include:

Georgia | Idaho’ | Kansas® | Kentucky3| Louisiana® | Maine
Minnesota® | New Hampshire | New Mexico | North Carolina
Oklahoma® | South Carolina’ | Tennessee® | Vermont
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States with this model include:

lowa® | Minnesota'® | Rhode Island | Washington'' | Wisconsin'?
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States with this model include:
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Arizona'® | Colorado | Florida'* | lilinois
lowa'® | Ohio | Wisconsin'’ | Wyoming
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STUDENT PAYS
REDUCED TUITION

Costs split between
state and student, or
district and student
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States with the State/Student split model include:
Indiana'® | Michigan'® | South Dakota® | Utah

States with the District/Student split model include:

Maryland | Michigan®'

State with costs split between state and district
and/or student:
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® Parameters on eligible courses
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Kansas:

® Students pay no tuition or credentialing exam fees

/3' Eligible programs of study annually approved by KS Department of Labor





mailto:jennifer.zinth@gmail.com

