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GRADUATE NO-SHOW STUDY

This fx the fourth La a series ol studies which attempts to follow up
sludents who were admitted to the Craduate School at Western [lllnois Univ-
crsity but failed to enroll Fall Quarter This study i{s designed to (1) eval-

uate present services to potenttal-graduatc students and (2) better predict
what proportion of accepted applicants will enroll.

The Office of Institutional Research and Planning would like to acknowl-
edge the acsistance provided by the Graduate Office in the gathering of

information on both enrollees and no-shows.

Table 1 compares graduate admissions for the Fall Quarters of 1971,
1972, and 1974. (A breakdown by geographic origin was not available for
1974,) The percent of 1974 applicants accepted shows a slight increase
over 1972. .In 1971, 80.4 percent of those who applied were accepted, while
in 1972 only 63.1 percent were accepted. In 1974, 66.9 percent of those
who applied were accepted. The proportion of those accepted who enrolled
has increased since 1971. 1In spite of the steady increase in the percent
enrolled during the periods of 1971, 1972, and 1974; however, the 62.6 per-
cent enrollment rate in 1974 was still slightly IOWer than the 64.5 percent
figure found in a similar study in 1970.

Respondents included 55 men and 34 women, Thus, the males were 61,8
parcent of the respondents and the [emales were 38.3 percent, This was
very similar to the ratio ol c¢nrolled graduate students, which was 61.7
pergent males and 38.3 percent females.

i

f Table [I shows the mean scores on the verbal and quantitative sections
of lthe GRE for the 1972 and 1974 no-shows. The table also shows the mean
verbal and quantitative scores for enrolled students at W.I.U. as well as
the mean scores for the national normative sample,

The 1974 mean verbal score Qf 52%.3 for the no-shows was slightly higher
than the mean verbal score of 509.1 for the 1972 group. However, both the
1972 and 1974 mean verbal scores were much higher than the mean score of 466
for enrolled W,I.U. students and the mean score of 497 for the national norma-
tive sample,

In quantitative ability, the 1974 mean score of 531.7 for no-show students
was slightly lower than the mean quantitative score of 539.9 for the 1972 no-
show group. Thus, the mean quantitative scores for the 1972 and 1974 no-show
sroups were higher than the mean of 506 for enrolled W.1.U. students and the
national iean score of 512.
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R
Place of restdenes Lo eategorized Lo Table (0E) with approximately
o =hadl (02,87 percent) from large cltles over 25,000, tn 1971 and 1972,
approximatcly hall ot the men (56,9 and 50,0 percent respectively) come
from larse cleles, compared with 60,4 percent {n 1974, The perceentape ol
’ women who resided [n larege clties in 1972 was 01.0, compared to 41,2 per-

cent In 1974, Women reslding In small cities (population 2,000-25,000)
decreased from 36.7 percant in 1971 to 24.2 percent in 1972, and increased
to 44,1 percent in 1974.

The percentage of rural residents dropped féom 18,9 and 16.1 percent
in 1971 and 1972, respectively, to 8,0 percent in 1974. There was a
corresxponding increase in the percentage of small city residents, with
the total percentags increasing from 29.7 to 39.1 parcent between 1972 and
1974. There was a marked decrease in the percentage of men from rural
arcas, with this group totaling 16.9 percent in 1971 and 1972, and dropping
to 3.8 percent in 1974.

Table IV shows the distribution of respondents by undergraduate rank
in class as reported by them on the quastionnaire. A total of 88.8 percent
rosponded to this item with 89.9 percent indicating a rank in the upper half
of their graduating class. The number of students in the lower half of
thelr graduating class increcased from 3.5 and 3.7-pdrcent in 1971 and 1972,
respectively, to 10.1 percent in 1974, The number of women in the lower
half of thelr class increased from 0,0 percent in 1971 and 1972, to 12.1
porcent in 1974, There was also an increase (of less magnitude) in the
percent of men in the lower half of their class.

One-half (50.6 percent) were enrolled in another graduate school.
fhare was very little change in the percentage of men who planned to attend
another institution. However, the percentage of women respondents who
selected another graduate school increasad from 31.0 percent in 1972 to
47.1 percent in 1974,

Table VI outlines thez reasons given for not enrolling at another insti-
tution. Financial problems were most frequently cited as the reason for
ron-attendance, whether the respondents were male or female. Reasons were
ranked as follows: (1) inadequate personal finances and chose to work
rather than attend schonal; (2) school I desired to attend was unable to
offer enough financial assistance; (3) personal matters dictated [ get
work;, (4) marriage; and (5) health problems.

thile th~ rank order of the 1974 responses was slightly differcnt from
those in 1971 and 1972, they were still quite smaller. Ln genecral, the rc-
sponses uader the "other" category tended to deal in the inability to select
covrses or desired prosrams, or the Fact that the student didn't want to
attend school at this time,
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Reasons {or not attending Western for those cnrollied celsewhere ave
showint (o Table VI, along with the 1971 aad 1972 response vates,  The
Cive chofers most often checked were, in order of frequency: (1) Inade-
quate [Lnancial alds; (2) attendance at a school near home beeame dest-
able; (3) did not teel avea ol study sclected was a strong departwment at
W.l. e (&) written responses were not prompt; and (5) the arca ol study
selected was unavallable at W, L.U, and correspondence with University
offlcials proved unsatisfactory.

The percentage of students who indicated their selected area of study
was unavailable dropped from 26.7 percent in 1970 to 19.6 in 1972, and to
8.9 percent in 1974. At the same time, the percentage of students who
felr that the department they selectsd was not a strong department at
W.T1.U. dropped from 28.9 percent in 1971 rs 19.6 in 1972 and 1%.6 in 1974.
This wmay Llndicate that the reputation of W,I.U., graduate programs has im-
provad. .

The 'other' responses tended to claborate on previously checked 1items.
Ten of the students indicated that the awarding of assistantships was a prob-
lem. These students applied for assistantships at W.I,U, and indicated
they had heard nothing further, or else were awarded assistantships so late
in the year that they had already accepted assistantships at other schools.
Three students felt graduate housing was lnadequate and that few single
rooms were avallable. Two students specifically indicated that they were
not notified as to thelY acceptance status,

Over 39 parcent of the no-shows raunked Western as their fivst ghoice
at the time they applied. Table VIII[ svenms to indicate that Western was
being seriously considered by 58.6 percent of our no-shows (first, second
or third choice), while 33.3 percent coul'l be classified as only wmarginally
interested at that time they appliad.

The 45 enrolled respondents were located on 34 different campuses 1in
19 states. Table [X shows these institutions and their location. Approx-
imately 35 percent were enrolled in [llinois schools, as compared with
40.0 percent 1in 1972, Senlor public Instituticns in Illinois seem to have
attracted the no-show students more than any other institutions. This is
the same trend that was seen Iin the 1972 study.

[nformation on the majors selccted by the respondents Lndicated most
ware enrolled in majors offered at Western or closely related to our pre-
sent curriculum. Table X shows the majors reported by the 45 enrolled
students. In 1974, the English area cnrolled cight students, followed
by Psychology and School Psychology with throe students each, [n 1972 the
1ist was beaded by Piycholosy with nine s clents, followed by English with
soven wal Business Admionistration and Guidane: and Counseling with four
students epach.  [u 1972, Enzlish was the only major with three or mare
students enrolled elsowhere,

8
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Page 9

TABLE IX

INSTITUTIONS SELECTED BY ENROLLED NO-SHOWS

SCHOOL AND LOCATION NUMBER
Arizona State University, Tempe, Arizona = = = = = = = = = = = = w o = = o o = 1
Bowling Green State University, Bowling Green, Ohio- - - - - N 1
Brown University, Providence, Rhode Island -'- - - « - - - - - - - & . - o o . 1
Connecticut College, New London, Connecticut - = = = = = =« = - = o = © o & = u 1
Lllinpis State University, Normal, [llinois=- = = = = = = = = = = ~ - - - - _ _ 5
Indiana State University, Terre Haute, Indiana - - = = = =~ -~ = - « - - - - _ _ 1
John Carroll University, Cleveland, Ohio = = = = = = = = = = = = o = = o - - - 1
Kent State University, Kent, Ohio~ - - - - - - “ = e e = e o e o e o - oo -1
Moorhead State College, Moorhead, Minnesota- - - - - - D T T 1
Northeast Missouri State University, Kirksville, Missouri- - - - = - - - - -1
Northern [1linois University, DeKalb, Illinols - - = = = - = = = - - - - _ _ . 1
Northwestern University, Evanston, Illinois- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _ . _ 2
Ohio University, Athens, Ohio- - - = = - - - = = - - o« o . - - - o - - - o - 1
: Oklahoma State University, Stillwater, Oklahoma- - - - - - = - - - - - - - _ . 1
Sangamon State University, Springfield, Tllinois - - - = = - = - - .- - - o - 1
Southern Illinois University, Carbondale, Illinois - - - - - = - = = - - - . . 3
: State University College, Oswego, New York = =~ = = = = = = = = = & =« - - - . - 2
University of Arfzona, Tucson, Arizona - - - = = = = - = = - = - - - o o _ . . 1
University of Dayton, Dayton, Ohio = - = = = = = - - = = = 0 & & =« o o & o - = 1
University of Delaware, Newark, Delaware - - = - = - = - - - « - - - - - o . . 1
University of Tllinois, Chicago Circle, [llinois ~ = =~ =~ = = = = = = = o « - - 1
University of Iliinols, Urbana, Illinois - =~ =~ = - - = = = =« -« - & o . - - . - 3
University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas = - = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - _ _ 2
University of Louisville, Louisville, Kentucky - - = = = = = = = - = « - - - - 1
University of Minnesota, Minneapolis, Minnesota- - =~ - = = = = - =« = - - - _ . 1
University of Missouri, Columbia, Missouri = - = = = = = = = = = « = - - - - - 1
University of Nebraska, Omaha, Nebraska~ - - = - - = = = = - - - - - - - . - . 1
University of Notre Dame, Notre Dame, Indiana- - = = = = = = =« - - = & « o« - - 1
University of Tennessee, Knoxville, Tennessee- - - - -~ = R S 1
University of Texas, Houston, Texas- = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = - - = 1
University of Toledo, Toledo, Ohio - = - = = = - ~ « = - « - - T N |
West Virginia University, Morgantown, West Virginia- - - = = = = - - - - - - - 1
Western Michigan University, Kalamazoo, Michigan - -~ = - - = = - - - « - - _ _ 1
Wichita State University, Wichita, Kansas- ~ - = = = = = = - = =« o = & o - _ .. 1

TOTAL . 45
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MAJORS

## of
People

MINORS

# of e
People

Accounting

Applied Math ;
Agquatic Physiology
Business

Business Education
Clinical Psychology
FEarly Childhood
Economics
English

English Education
Health
Mathematics

Music Education
Neurobiology
Organizational Administration
Oriental Studie
Physical Education
Physical Geography
Political Science
Psychology

Public Management
School Psychology
Social Psychology
Sociology

Soviet Studies
Speech Pathology
Zoology

NN H NP WHE WHE PN = O — =N — N

Accounting

Audlology

Botany

Cerman

[nternational Relations
Organlzational Behavior
Wildlife
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Adtit lonal comments were mlwed with sovaral exprossing tavorable oplo-
Loas ahout WU, chuh studeats indicaited they were very saltls{ied with
weitten correspoadence aod personal contact they had with Lndividual depart-
wants. bFive students expressed satisfaction with programs at W.L.U. Nloe
students Lodicaced they were still consldering enrolling at W, 1. U, at some
time in the future. Negatlve comments renerally were related to slow re-
snonses concerning admission status and financial aid. Four students indicated
they didn't enroll because they didn't hear or heard too late about their as-
sistantship status. Three students said that after the initial contact they
either heard nothing or waited several months for another contact.

Summary

A questionnaire sent to 228 graduatc no-shows for Fall Quarter of 1974
was returned by 89 (39.0 parcent) of th: group. Graduate tacord Fxamination
meun scores were higher in the verbal and lower in the quantitative sections
of tha tests compared to the 1972 no-show group. Both the verbal and quanti-
tative mean scores were higher than the mean of enrolled W.I.U. students and
also higher than the national mean.

lalf of the no-shows enrolled atc another graduate school with the ma-
jority checking some type of financial problem as the recason for non-atten-
dance in graduate school. Inadzquate financial aid and the student choosing
to work were the most frequent reasons given for not attending Western by
those not enrolled elsewheare. o

The 45 enrolled in graduate school were located on 34 different campuses
in 19 states. Approximately 36.0 percent were enrolled in the state of
I1llinois. While no single school bad wore than five students, the public
institutions of Illinois enrolled a smaller proportion in 1974 than in 1972,

The proportlon of those students who applied and were accepted increased
from 63.1 percent in 1972 to 66,9 percent in 1974. A slight increase (5.2
percent) in the enrollment rate over 1972 was achieved.

Recommendations

1. Due to the éimilarity between the responses of 1971, 1972 and 1974,
this study should be repeated only every two years to look at trends in
graduate enrollment.

2. The Craduate Office and the academic departments should continue to
improve corrcspondence with prospective students, especially in terms of
admission status, but also in terme of providing information about the program
itsolf and proper admission procedures.

4q ,
1. As recommended in 1971 and 1972, increased financlal aid appears to
be a prime factor in attracting additionul capable graduate students to Western.
" { '
4. In regard to assistantships, every cffort should continue to he made
to provide information, continued correspondence and preompt notiflcation of
awards for the students.

18-



WESTERN ILLINOIS U NIVERSITY
.. FOLLOW- UP“TFUDY OF AP°LTCANT$ FOR GRADUATE ADMISSION

Please complete the following form and return to the Office of Institutional Research

the enclosed self-addressed, postage~pald envalope:

Last Name  First Middle Init%

Have you enrolled in a Graduate School this fall ¥ Yes

II. If you have, please indicate:

TI1.

V.

and Planning, Sherman 312, Western Illinols University, Macomb, Illinois 61455, using
I

A. Name of School |
B. Location of School B
C. Graduate Major ~ Minor(s)

If you are not now a student, plzase check'the most applicable reason(s) for not
enrolling in Westerh's Graduate School:

A. Entered milltary service

B. Health problem prohibited school attendance

C. Inadequate personal finances’

D. School I desirad to attend was unable to offer me enough financial assistance
E. Personal matters dittated that I get work ’
F. I chose to work rather than attend school

G I was married '
. Other {Please specify)

Lol

|

L

If enrolled elsewhere, please chack the most applicable reason(s) for not attending
Western 1llinols Unlversity:

___A. Financial alds were not adequate for my need

—_B. Printed materlal did not provide an adequate description of what I needed to
xnow

. My campus vislt caused me to chan)ge my plans

D. I selected an area of study not available at WIU

E. 1 did not feel the area of study I selected was a strong department at WIU

F. The academic regulations at WIU seemed too strict for me

. The academlc regulations at WIU seemed too liberal for me

H. The'raquirements for a Master's degree at WIU were too difficult’

. . Attendance at a gchool nearer my home became desirable

. - J. Correspondence wlth University Officlals proved unsatisfactory

. 1 did not find Unlversity housing satisfactory

. Written responses were rot prompt enough
Plaase explalin any of the respons2s you made to thn above:

M. Other reasons ?
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V. When you applied for admission at Western Illinols Unlversity, how did it renk
among the schools you considered®

A. My first choice . C. My third cholce .
N . 8. My second choice D. One of sevsrai choices

VI. To assist us in tabulating these data please check the characteristics below which '
best describe you:

Male Female
Rural Resident Small City Resident Large City Resident
{less than 2000) (2000 - 25,000) (over 25,000)

I was graduated from college in the: (mark only one) Upper 1/4 of my class
Second 1/4 of my class Lower 1/2 of my class

If completed by parent, plgase check here --,

VII. Additional comments, if any:




