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, ABSTRACT
- The extent of the University of South Caroljua
(USC) appeal to academically talented students was examin and
potential areas of difficulty in recruiting such students’ were -
‘ defined in a questionnaire study. The sample of academically talented
. students included all of the 1974 semi-finalists from South Carolina
N in the National Merit Scholarship Caqmpetition, as well a? the 58
students vho competed as semi-finalists flor one of<USC's’' Carolina
Scholars Awvards. It was found that USC's/appeal to academically
talented students is not strong. Such sf¥udents who considered USC but®
elected to go e€lsewhere cited as the primary reason the acadeamic
reputation of the school. Those who chese to attend USC were more
likely to cite low cost as the major veason, although the \ :
aﬂgilability of the Carolina Scholars’/ Program was a major influence
for some. Based on student recommenddtions, USC could enhance its
appeal to these students by taking gteps to strengthen its
undergraduate academic reputation, by promoting its newly created
medical school, by expanding existAing *honors and study abroad
programs, and by .offering -additiosal scholarships awarded on merit.
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In the fall;of 1974, the'Researeh Office of the Diviasion of Student
- _Affairs administered a questionnaire to a select sample of academically
talented South Carolina students during their freshman yesr'at the Univer-
ﬂly of South Carolina (USC) and other colleges throughout the United ”
States. The purpoge of this study was to determine the extent of USC s]
appeal to academieally talented students and to define pptential areas' .
of difficulty in recruiting. such students. .
The sample of academically talented students which was used in thia. -
study included all of the 1974 Semi-Finalists from South Carolina in the
mmtional Merit Scholarship Competition, as well as the 58 students who
oompeted as semi-finalists for one.of USC's Carolina Scholars Awards.1
. Two different questionnsires were employed in the study. One was
used for students attending USC, while the other was designed for students
who chose to sttend other collsges and universities. These questionnaires
along with appropriate cover. letterd explaining the purpose of the study
can_hpwﬁound\in the Aeademic Planning_Offibe.’ o,
thFdsta collected in this study can be divided into three parts:
(1) reasons for attending colleges other than, USC, (2) reasons for not
attending USC, and (3) reasons for attending/gsﬂl '
. e
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1The Carolina Schelars izogramvis USC's most- prestigious scholsrship--

‘program. Nominations are ‘recéived from state high schobl principals and
applicants are _evaluated. through a series of regional interviews. The
list of 58 Carolina Scholars semi~ finalists was obtained
of Student Financial- Aid. The list of South Carolina Semi-Finalists in
the National Merit Scholarship Competition was obtained from National Merit
Publications. ‘Eleven students who co-existed ‘in each group were, arbitrar#¥
1y placed in the Carolina’ Scholar’s group for purposes’of this study.
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The results are presented in tabulatﬁform followed by comments to highlight
the major findings. ' - '

v'\. “ . ) .
. RESULTS: - .

‘The survey received an overall renponae.rate of 412 as reported 1://,//
"Table 1. The academically talented students attending USC had a highe
N A 4
response rate when compared to those students not attending USC (56%: 36%).

- // ! ‘ ’ . N ‘ ° - ! ) :’
.- N\ TABLE 1 Y .
: /,* *  Number and Percentage of Responses t ‘ o
7 _ Academically Talentcd-§tudeZt Surve . \ . L
- h o : ‘ v .
/ : ~
/ . . s ' o / .
Ouestionnaire Response

- * No. Mailed  No. Received ~ X Received

Students Attending USC 51 29 ‘ 562 -
y Students Not Acti:iiji:usc 191 | 70 | 36%

Total, . 242 99 T alR

Table 2 shows thatmof/the 242 academically talented students selected

for this study, 51 studengs or 217% chose to attend SC. The greater per-
centage of Carolina Schqfars‘attending USC (4572)/can be partially accounted

for by the‘lucratine echolarships awarded to eight students in this group.

1 ¢ -
W, -

A -

TABLE 2

| Pezcentage of Academically Talented Students " : .
ttending USC and Other Schools by Type .

\\ ] : ) . ~Carolina Scholars Nat'l Merit

’ Semi-Finalists Semi-Finaﬂists  Totals _ /
: Ne58 Ne184 o we262 |
: Students Attending USC 45 T o 21 |
 Students Not Attending USC 55 : 86 ' 79

Totals : 100 . 100 100




Ant reasons qgfg given by academically talented students

| #7’ who chose not t qn@énﬂ usc (gee Table 3). Academic reputation played an

-
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LE.3 . .

Relative Importance of Reasons.Giz;n/;; Academica T en:eﬂVSt ente
For Attending Collegés Other Than USC ( ’

/

zop¥8Ehae

Academic Reasons: .
Academic Reputation (General) 56% A 6% /
Academic Reputation (Major) 46z . . 307 ) 232 /-
Graduate Program . - 10% 192 o 10%
Special Educ. Programs 17% | 147 /s / . 647
Financial Reasons: A - '
Scholarships C 43% 192 : e, 39% .
Financial Aid : 27% - } 1132 - 56%.
Low Cost 232 ' 17% Fy 59%
Other Reasons: o ,
Relatives: 10% o« 36% S47%
Opportunity to Live Away .20% - 30% oo 50%

NOTE: Not all categories add to 100Z due to missing responses.

e

2Carolina Scholars semi—finaliuts not attending USC cited scholarships
as "very important" in their decision to attend their present.-school when
compared ‘to the National Merit Semi-Finalists not attending USC {Carolina
Scholar semi-finalists, 637%; National Merit Semi-Finalists, 377%) - .

— 8




REASONS FOR NOT ATTENDING UsC: : .
In addition to learning wﬂy academically talented students chose’ to
attend colleges and universitiee other than USC, an effort was made to -
find out why such students vere not attracted to USC. The reasons given
by students fobr not attending USC are reported in Thble 4. The majority
of these students reported that USC's academic reputation (i9ck of) was an
important reason. Scholatéhips, financial aid, and thie lack of spe ial

educationnl programs were relatively unimportant. ~ . .
\\\ v ~ . . o ~ | - Co .
) " " TABLE 4 : - )

A Relagive Importance of Reasons. Given by

Academicall alented Students for Not Attending USC (N=70)

‘. T aleBe . RN sapMRbese

Academic Reasons. . . . '

Academic Reputation (General) 302ﬂ' e L 36% s 302 7
Acadanic Reputation ‘(Major)  24% - 20% -, 46%
Lack of Special Education 3z 9% / 792
- Prog‘tamb . . ? ' . . / ’
.. Financial Reagons: T < /
Scholarships 162 . - 20% 54%
_ Finapcial Aid < 7% . 9%
= : NOTE. Not all categories add to 100% due to missing responBesﬁ

. UsC are reported in Tables 5 and 6. Table 5 revealednjt east one more im-
) o
portant reason 1isted by thes% students for attending

\N"‘\-N
"""""" ”identified sense Pf community. /
s ’ $ ,\\\\\\\\‘ / C,
S TABLE 5
_ - . her Reasons Cited- for ttepd g - -
' e ‘"Present College b Aeademicélly Pslented Studerts Not Enrolled at USC
.~ Freduenc -, . ‘ P DR
0 1%: Friendly Atéos)here & Nice Campus holarship . // » 7 ;,/"
‘ 9 1 Sizé ” 1 Live Awgy.from Home | .
¢ 5 Religious A iliatioﬁ ' ‘1 More lvement Off Campus
, . 3 Live at Howe L ‘ 1, Wheelchair Campus . , v
o 3 Geograph Location . - 1/ 1iistorical Atmosphere
p 3 Faculty Discount - . Academic Offerings
.~ .+ - 3 Diversé~Stident .Body Cost .Less e :
- : 2" Academic ;z;utation Able to Play Football L : ’
Q ' 7N SR AN L . vﬁ\ﬂ///




REAs'ons FOR ATTENDING COLLEGES OTHER THAN USC: e
Several important reasons were given by academ:Lcally talented studentf\
who chose not to attend\USC (see Table 3). Aoademic reputation played an

" established graduate progr

._did play an influent
... ships prow}ide may b
RS,

- .importantzegart in the selection of the students’ present college or university.
' These students seemed to be seeking a college or university with'a stromg.

acadenic reputation. On' the 'ther hand Spesial educatidnal programs and ~
were not important in their decisign.  Al-

though low cost and fina .cial aid in general were not importdnt, scholarships

role. _The recognition of achievement which scholar-

ine their choice qf college.
Location influemnce of relatives were generally unimportant -in

students' d ; sions to attend their present inscitution. Overwhelmingly,

these students were attending the - institution of their first choice (832)" -

4 ‘ . ¢ .

ve been a deciding fac

N

and that institution was not USC.

/. ' \ TABLE)3 ' . AR

Relative Zmportance “of - Reasons Given- by Academically Talented -Students
For Attending Colleges Other Than usc (N~70)

. . : l ; . ) h ) . ] ) . .'- - ~ B -
’ - Very ’ omewltlat Not
P . Important portant - Important
_ Academic Reasons: = « o i a o . .
cademic Reputation (General) .56% 372 v 62
academic Reputation (Majo;) 46z ' . 30% 237 .
Graduate Program P t X% . - . |19% , 702 -~ !
Special Educ. Prcgrams lu'/ - | 147 v, ,GAZ .
Financial Reasons: * T .‘/ . ' Cooeh
Scholarships © 437 . _ 197 _ .o .39%°
Financial Aid 277 : 13% - " 56%
*  Low gfs/ . P 3k . 177 © ' . 5.92'\.%
- Other R’easons:/”/" . - ’ : .
Relatives- 10% 36z, . - 54%
Oppoxtunity to Live Away 202 30% . 50% .

NOTE: Not a\ll categories add to 1007 due to missing.responses.

< * / : .
'?‘Carolina Scholars semi-finalists not attsnding USC cited scholarships
as "very important” in tReir decisiomito attend their present.school when
“compared. to the National Merit. Semi-Finalists not attending USC (Carolina
Scholar semi-finalists, 63%; National Merit Semi-Finalists, 377)
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‘ ;o e TaBLEN .
_ ’ Relative Igportance of Reasons Given by

Academically Talented Students 'Attending USC (N-28)
> , _

.

jﬁﬁﬁggi_;f !engsﬁul_

- //‘ :
_Academic ‘Reasons: . e
. ~ Academic Reputation (Genergl) 292 - 322 361
\\ Academic Repytation (§5jof) ‘ 322 ‘ 392 25% . .
: Graduate Program = 18z | 182 57%
Honors Program - 18% - 432 _ 36%
Special Education Programs A b 4 ~ B 4 * 6473
F nancial Reasons: ) i . o '
Carolinn/Scholarl ' 3 © 392 182 39%
Scholarships . S 327 14% . 397
| Financial Aid ‘ . 21% . 14% ‘ 562
‘ ~ Low Cost - - - 46Z 392 142
' _Other Reasons: . ’ , ' ' SR
///4/ Relatives - . 21% . 7 /// -68%
' r;/ - ° NOTE: Not all categories add to 100% due to missing res nses. )
» ] , » N +
4 Table 8.1ists other eoltéges to which academically talentedﬁatuaents ’
i _ attending USC submitted application. One notes at nearly half of these
. applieations were submitted to institutions w_thin South Carolina.
Other Inatitntione Appl ed to for Admission by
‘ Academically Talente _Students Attending USC
" . - Frequency - E - Frequency ,
R ‘Clemson . 1 Georgia Tech. . ‘
3 College of Charleston 1 _ Lander
3 Furman ‘ -1 M.I.T.
2 Davidson 1 Memphis State =~ = :
2  Duke 1 Princeton ST :
2  Bmory ' 1 Stanford ° - ‘ '
2 ~ Presbyterian College 1 u.S. Military Academy
2 Washington University 1 Univ. of Georgia R
2. Wofford |, 1 Univ. of Miami )
1 'Baétist COIIege of Chas. 1 Univ. of New Jersey ,
/fl- Centre College of Ky. A Univ., of North Carolina
AR Citadel 1 Univ. of Tenfhessee
ca 1 Coastal Carolina 1 ~ Vanderbilt
R | East Carolina 1 . -Wake Forest
' 1 Georgetown 1 Winthrbp
1 George Washington 1 Yale .
« » - ~ " :/,' .
. g - re v )
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’ Subjective comments by academica%%y talented students attending
USC are reported ‘in Tables 9'and 10. They point out the need for .
improvements in the scholarship program and academic standards at USC.
Suggeations were made. for enlarging USC's scholarship program.with more
emphasis given to merit. Suggestions for improving the aciademic atmosphere
included raising of standards and implementing an honors college on the

/ - Horseshoe:
' _ . =TABLE 9
V;,fv. : Other Reasons Cited by _
& Frequenc Academically Talented’ Students for Attending usC

8 Close to home ',

4 Carolind Scholars Progrdm ot
3 lLarge size .

2 Excellent music program

2  Last (financially reagonable) practical choice
1. Cultural events (Columbia) L .

1 Near large city ' 4 :

1 Liberal rules .

1 Law School .
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

[

Radio station with degree in Broadcast Journalism
*Advanced standing
Wide range of classes

USE special events and programs T N
‘ Independent study ' ‘
1 Aid from other schools insufficient e . N
Boyfriend at USC , ‘
“"Track program o _ 0t
, g
) - TABLE, 10 '

-

Additional Comments Offered by

s Academically Talented Students Attending'USC

Freguennz
Need to create more academic scholarships

5
4 Lack of academic atmosphere on campus ‘ : - '
2 "Honors College"
1 Would not advise gcademically’ talented students to come to UscC , ‘
1 '"Treatment" given to National Merit Semirginalists very good T ‘ v
. 1 Raise standards to attract stud N
1 Doubtful as to whether would in at USC o
1. Honors Program needs attentién )
1 Send material on "Honors College" to high school seniors
1 Arrange a visit to academic departments
1 Assign a faculty member on a permanent basis (advisor) -
1

More indbpendent study

io -
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In conclusion, U e*a appeal to academically/talented students is.

not strong. Suc 'students who considered c but elected ta go else=~

where cited
or univer ty. In contrast, acadenm ally talented -gtudents who ‘chosé .
to attend USC were more likely t ciEE\low cost as the major reason,
although the availability of the Carolina ScHolars Program was certainly.
a major influence for some Based on student recommendationé, USC, could
enhance its appeal to theése students by taking, steps to strengtheh its
‘undergraduate academi reputation, by promoting its. newly created medical
school, by expanding existing honors and study abroad programs, and by

‘l offering addition l scholarships awarded on merit. « - '“'

the primary reason the ademic reputation/of the college_/
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] Subjective comments by'academically talented students_attending '1,/>;2\ )
) USC are reported.in Tables 9 and 10. They point out the need for : > l
I quements in. the scholarship program. and academic standards at UsC. v ./
e _Suggestions were made for enlarging USC s scholarship program with more - = 7,

emphasis given to merit. Suggestions for improving the acZdemic atmosphere _ Cal
included raisimg‘of:standards and’ implementing ah honorsscollege on the _ ;"“Q
/“- - "Horseshoe: ™ - . T ' Co ‘ ﬁy¥(f;:“ : :ai>fifﬁi~*7N:5-;

- TABLE 9 D

. Other Reasons Cited by o : . : -
N Academically Tédlented Students for Attending’ USC K :
‘ Freguencz v
i ; Close to home _— 4 _ ‘
; Carolina Scholars Program - . v . !
| Large size oy » : R ‘

8

4

3

2 Excellent music program

2 lLast (ﬁinancially rea

1l Cultural events (Col

1~ ‘Near large clity

1 Liberal rules . .
l  Law School '
1

1°

1

1

1

1

1

1

practicgl choiée ‘

Radio ‘statfon with degree in Broadcast Journalism ¢ ———
Advanch standing //4 d L . I
Wide xange of classes . . o L -
USC s ;cial events and progfams N - o \
~Independent study o e :
Aid fr '
Boyfr :
~*Track program ) " o R i .

. ‘, ' - ) | £ s ~ | ) -
25 7\ ‘ ' C TABLE 10 - A
LT ‘ -FZ . ' '

other,schools insufficient

Ty .

Addinional Comments Offered by - -

hd Academically Talented Students Attending’USC
Frequency \ .. .. N

- S  Need to create more academic scholarships . . ~
Lack of academic atmosphere on campus . ' - . ///
"Honors Collége" ’ L)y
Would pot advise gcademically ta1 d students to come to USC ’
"Iregtment" -given to Natidnal,Merit/g
Ralse standardg to attract s:;éeéts

-

Doubtful as to.whether would yémain at USC-/.
Honors Program needs a‘tenti ) . )
Send mdterial on "Honors College" to high school seniors - -
. Arrange a visit to academic departments- ‘
. Assign a faculty member on a permanent basis (advisor) -
que igdependent study ‘ . ; ' .

-
-
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not strong.

~where- cited -

e Catolina .Scholars Program was certainly
Based on student recoﬁmendations,_'ﬂsgc‘.oulg(

reputation, by promoting :,lts newly created medical

.5 K‘t;




