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3BSTRACT . : .

This study examined selected characteristics of 1,682
-students who withdrew from Los Angeles City College during the spring
semesters of 1973, 1974, 1975, and 1976, and compared thesm to the
characteristics of the spring 1976 ‘total day student population.
AbJdut 68% of the withdrawees were of non-Caucasian background,
compared witb a ncn-Caucasian student body of about 79%, and SSS of

* the withdrawees were female, while the student body was 50% female.
0f spring 157€ withdrawees, 47% had not been employed during the

. semester cospared vwith a student body only one-third of which wvas
unemployed, but 28% of the withdrawees vere employed full time. About
36% of the spring 1976 withdrawees indicated they planned to transfer
to a four-year college, 30% did not intend to transfer and 34% vere
not sure; corresponding figures for the total student body were 69%,
11% and 19%, respectively. Almost half of the withdrawees indicated
plans to return -to college. Full-time employment, personal reasons,
and tratsfer,.in that order, were the most ‘frequently cited reasons
for withdraval in each year. Nine tables of data display the

. demographic characteristics of withdrawees. (Author/JDS)
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V'SOME CHARACTERISTICS OF STUDENTS WHO WITHDREW FROM
L.A.C.C. SPRING 1976, SPRING 1975, SPRING 1974, AND SPRING 1973""

t

PURBOSE OF THE STPUDY A /\ v : - /
To {dentify reasons for studen‘qs' withdrawing fro'm ¢ol}ege before S

the end of a semesterr and to\ compare’certain characteristics of with-

drawing scudenta (e.g., sex, ethnic backgtound age, employment) with P

those of che entire student body. )

PROCEDURE OF THE STUDY b

‘s

/
Students (day) withdrawing from the college are required to obtain

‘the signature of a couﬁselor before officfal withdrawal La granted. This
exit interview permits the counselor to make sure the smdent understands

the effects of his withdrawal and procedures for :et\m/\ijhs to the college

’

. at a later date. A prepared form (qopy appended) iq’éomplef.ed by the stu-

, . ) . * dent as part-of this exit interview, -Analyais of/ é_hese completed instru- °
. . ‘ // : 2 ) L I
‘ments constitutes the procedure for this study.

/

PINDINGS

208 students é;mpleteﬂv withdraval forms during xi:he Spring 1976 semes-

ter, compared with 354 fbi"Spring 1975, 499 for Sp':zing 1974, and 621" for‘
Spring 1973, , - o ‘

Table 1 shows the distribution of these students Aeccording to sex"and'
ethnic background, \Table-s la'gnd 1b permdt cam;;a"xtioon ‘of these aiqtriiiu‘
tions for the respective )?earé' and with the totai ;college student body,’

Tables 2 through 8a’ s;mnrize responses to qt’xetlutionsf,asked on tf\e exit

interview form, subanalyzed by sex and ethni¢ background, and compa;‘ed < !

(where information 1s available) with th,é entire student -body., In Tables

'8, 8a,.and 9a inforpation was included about withdrawees during the Spring
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FINDINGS (continued) -,  * :
—_— A

1973 semester l(from Research Study #76-2) .

R}

. , 'Pab‘le"9 presents in rank ordetl, ‘for the total and each subgroup, the

stated teasons for withdrawal for Spring 1976, Table -9a presents a com-,

parigon of the rank orders for Spring 1976, Spring 1975, Spring 1974, and

Spring 1973, )
Figures 1nd1;:&ting u;dst recent nvgilablé statistics for all day stu-

" dents are taken from Research Studies #76-2 and #77-4,

‘ -




TABLE 1 - Number of Withdrawals from LACC by Sex and ‘ "h
Bthnic Background, Spring, 1976, Spring 1975, ‘ v -
Spring 1976, and Spring 1973

-

/Sgring 1976 : Spring 1975 . ] Spring 1974 Spring 1973
’ﬁa}zé lee _Total . . Male . Female Total .. Mgle Female Total ‘% Male Female Total
/ }«’7 97 48 - 57 105 71 68 139 <, 68 97 . 165’
100 63 64 127 : 87 98 185 126 121 247
: 16 25 ’ 12 13 25 22 17 39 - 21 20 41 -
24 25 49 16 33 49 35 37 72 o 5, .39 93
17 . 20 ' 37 ) 24 34 . 48 30 3% 64 40 35 ¢ .15
caveaes o-pc'vooo.-;oo.nolo.-loooo.o-.oooo-ooo-ooooh.o-:oooco-c---uocon.o.oo-—-goco.-ooov'-.co.:.o..-oococoocoo-noooonac-oovovcoﬁi
138 170 308 . 163 191 354 245 254 499 309 312 ' 621
s ‘ Table la - Ethnic Distribution P
L ({n percents) ) ¢ g . o
“Spring 1976 Spring 1975 Spring 1974 Spring 1973 AL1 TACCF
Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Total . . 1976 \ -
Blac, 34,1 29.4 31,8 - 29,5.- 29,9 29,7 29.0 26.8 27.9 22,0 31.1 26‘6” 36.9 .
. Caugasian - - 29,7 34,7 32.2 .- 38.7 35.8 35.8 .- 35,5 38.6. 37,1 40.8 38.8 39,8 g 21.4\,’
Mexq{Ametican 6.5 © 9,4 8.0 7.4 6.8 7.0 9.0 6.7 7.8 6,8 6.4 + 6.6 18,7
¢ Origntal 7.4 14,7 16,0 9.8 17,3 12.6 14.3 4.6 1.4 17.5 12.5 15.0 18.3
Other 12.3 11.8 12,0 14,7 12.6 13.6 12.2 13.4 12,8 12,9 11,2 12.1 4,3 ,
vee I-ooocooooocl00000'00100l00¥oa-otlaaoacona.lnoa!ox--o--nbooaooasot-o.co.v.ooo.vot'oo‘toto'h-oooouaoooo-'o.-‘oﬂntia‘oo".tooooococl
TOJAL NUMBER 138 170 308 =~ 163 191 354 245 254 499 .. 309 3.12 621
' o TABIE 1b - Sex Distribution \ *s i
(in pexcents) ‘ ’
Male 1976 1975 - 1974 1973 +  ALL LACC*
‘ ] . ~
Male 44,8 46.0 49.1 49.8 49,7 ®
Female 55.2 54.0 50.9 50,2 ' 50,3 w

* See Rescarch Study #77-4




-~ L2 : . ¢
' ) TABLE 2 - Semester at L.A,C.C. (in percents)
.~ % * o N ’ »
v 1st 2nd 3rd " 4th Sth: Semestef Total
Semester Semester Senfestat Semester or ' more g Respondents %
Males " ’ 34,4 29,8 12,2 6.9 16.8 ) . 131
Females o . . V.. 33,5 25,7 = 1340 }2.0 13.8 167
W Black . : ‘40,2 21.7 12,0 14.1 12,0 . 92
; " Caucasian : I 26,6 & . 31.9 13.8 8,5 19,1~ 9% ; .
Mex~American L 43,5, < 1 34.8 4.3 4,3 13,0 . - 23 :
Oriental : 22,9 29,2° 20.8 14.6 12.5 - o448 ' ‘
Other v 25.0 31,3 18.8 3.1 21.8 : 32
D I I I I I I I R I R N I I I I R R I R I T I I R I P S T S I I ST WP A SIS R R S SISy S
All1l,1976 ' , - 33,9 27.5 13.8 Q.7 18.1 ) 298
All 1975 . . 31.2° "31.9 16.4 8.5 = 12,0 317
All 1974 33.3 .’ . 30,7 13.6 9.9 : 12.3 “ © 463
' All 1973 N 274 3.1 " 19,4 11.7. == 15.3 ' . 554
- . ‘ -
" TABLE 3 ~ -Employment During Semester (in percents)
Not . n /4 ' 172 3/4 Full- Total
‘ : Ewp loved ’ time \ time © time “time . __Respondents
Males ' 41,2 10.5 15.8 9.2 64.5 131
‘ 'Females & . D15 9.8 « 8.6 7.4 20.8 163
Blacks . . 52,2 . 5.6 7.8 4.4 40,0 90 -
Caucasian ) 47.4 ’ 10.3 7.2 7.2 26.8 97 ~
Mexican-American . 50,0 8.3 - 8.3 8.3 25.0 24
Orfentgl , 39,1 . 8.7 . 13.0 6.5 32.6 ’ 46
.......Otbet...............}.......40 84 saians sas s aneDs b igegian yas wnie o 1QaBiw swswsns iBels od senivns s a0 o s vonnns T awa sos ssis s
Al1 1976 46,9 ' 8:2 3% 8.8 6.9 28.2 294 '
Al1.1975 . . . 31,2 31.9 ; 16.4 8.5 12.0 317
All 1974 a : 33.3 30,7 ¢ 13.6 9.9 . 13.3 . 463
All 1973 ; 27.4 31.1 +19.4 11,7 15.3 554

NOTE: These do not total ro 100 because some students responded yes to employment but neglected to state the
amount.of time,

*4 98%q



https://amount.of

TABLE 4 - Transfer Plans (in perc;nté)

Total

Yes No Not syre Regpondents
Males 36.1 30.3° 33.6 122
Females 42.9 313 25,9 147
. Black 36.9 34,5 28.6 84 e
Caucasian 38.0 31.0 31.0 ' 87 .
Mex-American 20,8 50.0 1 29,2 ) 2%
Oriental 52,5 15.0 32,5 v: [» 40
Other - 2 50.0 26 5 - 23, 5 34
.'Ail.i9;6 . .................59 : R 30 . oo . 29.4 _— « .. 269'. S )
All 1975 " 40.8 26,7 32,6 304 2
All 1974 39.8 26.1 34,1 -~ 437
All 1973 42.8 25,4 31.9 535
TABLE § - Approximate GPA at LACC (in percents) '
= = L . =
: . Total ;
A B C D F Respondents
Males 11.9 42,6 41.6 . .0 . 0,0° 101
Females * 11,5 '~ 59,0 28.7 .8 0.0 122°
Black 6.9 36.2 53.4 R 0,0 -58 v B
Caucasian 18.1 56,6 24,1 2 0,0 83 e
Mexican-American 5.5 66,7 27.8 A 0.0 18
Oriertal 10.5 57.9 28.9 .6 0.0 38
Other ¢ 7:7 50.0 38 S .8 0.0 & 26 -
.'....Aii‘ié;é..’......'."..'ii:-}':"...s‘i.é“.".5‘;‘5....:... ‘éaon_- o-u:-oc,a..ooq-oaiiisouo.-.--po.
All 1975 12.8 42,5 41,4 o2 1:5 273
All 1974 9,6 41,1 46,8 S N/A 355
All 1973 9.0 39,7 . 47,2 « .7 1.4 443 i
¥ Iy ¥ 3
~ F U‘% o
: , : g
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. TABLE é - Plans to Return to LACC
= : (in -percents)

Yes

Na"‘

Not sure-

Total.
Resgpondents

Males,
Females
Black
‘Caucasian

Mexican-American

Orientyl
Othet

R A A R N R R R L R R R R

All 1976

All 1975

All 1974
All 1973

41.8 -
55.8
55.9
N5 i
47.8
51.1,
48.6
59i3~ "
53,7
51.0
48,0

22,0:
16.0
14.0
22.6
30.4
14.9
17.1

18.7
12,0

16,1

16,0

. 36,2

¢ 3 e

* ® o

s gelewey
O WONOM-N

A

141
- 1-163
93

106

23

47

35

L N R R R I

304
341
467 .
586

TABLE 7 - How well Served by LACC

Excellently

Adequately

Total
Respondents

B R R I R R N N R N

a

Males

Females

Black

Caucasian
Mexican-Anerican

‘Oriental

Other

All 1976
All 1975

. All 1974

All 1973

52,4
50.3
51.8
52,97 .
33,3
33.7
54.8

" 5.2
49,4
42,9

* 50,2

A
49,0
48.2
46.1

'58.3
46,3
38.7

47.0
48.4
47,9
47,2

NP AZO0=DO0OW

» s e =

~ MWD VP WOoOOON

-

o

126
157
85
102
24
41
31
soeei'sesbevenohossanvacn
283"
312",
. 449
566

.9




TABLE 8 - Reasons for Withdrawal), by Ethnic '
! . ' = _ g Background (in percents)
° : - Spring Semester ‘
Black ‘ . Caucasian : Mex-American ' Orfental - | Other ~
9 < o v < ” © n n.l » 0 2 /2 '3 0 2 Q
5.8 B E|E E,8 §|&% &8 % 8|3 3 &  )s|-8 & &5 &
Armed - : ) - . a : -
' Forces 0.7 1,9 3.6 2,4 2,0 0.8 1,1 0.8} NJA 0,0 0,0 2.4 1.4 0.0 4,2 4,3 1,7 0,0 0,0 1.3
- Insuffi- ~ g : .
. funds 8.3 ‘1\8.1 16.5' 20.0} 10,1 12,6 9.2 12,4. ; 7.4 12,0 S.'l . 7.3y 6,9 2.0 6.9 3,20 5,00 16,7 12,5 5.3
" Personal ‘ \ ) : i b
f'11ness|or * ° 1. g, 1B s {f : )
accident 11,1 13,3 8.6 10.,3}10,1 15,8 14,1, 12,2}11.,1 .8,0 20.5 17.1| 8.3 8,2 5.6 5‘.4 5.0 "12,5 ‘10.9 10.7
Family illness 7 . L . © '
or acci- 2.8 6.7 10.8 12,4} 4,7 8.7 4.3 6,1} 7.4 8,0 2.6 17.3|] 6,9 4.1 5.6 5.4f{ 3.3 4‘._%110.9 8,0
d‘nt «‘ ¥ ' : k ¢ ) ..
Transpor- | ) : . ; .
," ution) 2,1 6.7 5.0 6,7] 4,0 4,7 3,2 4.,5] N/A 4,0 12,8 7,3} S.6 .2,0 1.4 5.4} 6,7 8,3 0.0 4.0
i al .
Full-time’ ' .,
work =  18.1 32,4 26.2 32.1{19.5 26.8 31.9 37,3)22,2 2.0 30.8 24.4)22,2 26,5 19.4 35.5‘1 21,7 20,8 35.9 21.3
Another ) Lo . ..
sthool 9.7 8.6 13.7 16.4} 6.7 10.2 11.9 10,1} 7.4 12,0 10,3 12.2 "19.4 29.‘0 18,1 28,0j 16,7 10.4 14,1 17.3
Schedule| 3.5 2.9 4.3 "4.9| 27 3.2 54 65| 7.4 200 166 207[. 4.2 8.2 1.4 18| 8.3 .21 6.3 4.0.
Poor o -.' .
grades 35 3,8 5.8 6,1 2,0 4,7 2,7 3.2 74 0.0 5,1 4.9 2.8 0,0 6.9 751963 6.3 4.7 2.7
. Family : ; ' . ' ) )
moving 2.8 5.7.-°5.8 4,2 2,7 4. 4.3 3,2| 7.4 40 7.7 24| 14 20 0.0 2.2| 1.7 4.2 4,7 5.3
Job hours 8.3 20,0 16.6 17.0|14.1 11,0 14.6 15.0 N/A 4.0 14,64 9.8| 8.3 16,3 11.1 12.9 1,7 %.6 15,6 13,0
" No study] ' , : ' <t 2
 time 12,5 1l.64 10.1 12,7} 8.1 6,3 15.7 18,2 N/A 4,0 5.1 4.,9] 8,3 10,2 20.8 12,9] 10,6 8,3 10.9 10.2° .
Personal ' - : )
pro~ . 5 \ v :
blems 16,7 25.7 32.4 18,2113.,4 22,8 23,2 12,6 22,2 12.0 30.8 24,9 1,2 18,4 27.8 18,3} 10.0 &1.7 17.2 20.0
2 TOTAL # 144 149 27 ; 72 ) 60 i
' 2
: . RE S .3 |
= 13 - .




TABIE 8a - Reasons for Withdrawal, by Sex
(in percents) !
§ Spring Semester . . .
. . ) .
: Py - - e . D
: . 1976 1975 9% 1973 -
Reason - Male Female Total | Male Female Total] Male Female Total| Male Female Total °
" Going fnto Armed Forees | 2.9 L2  L9W 0.6+ L1 09 | 3.3 0.8 20| 3.6 0.3 L9
Insufficient funds ~ | 13,0 112 12,0 | 16.0 * 11.0 133 | 13.9 8.3 110 |"14.6 . 13.1 13
. Personal 1Tlness or . |° =~ - ‘ - o 5 ‘ . ,
| accident . ; 13.0 .. .7 1.0 | w.r 12.1° -13.0 {V9.0 13.8 14 | 9.7 1.9 . 10.8
. P i . ~ . 5 LI “ \ ‘. . :
Family {1llness or . & ) Ly S
accident - 3.6 8.8 - 65| 49 84 68| 61. 179 7.0/ 65 - 9.3 18 «
Transportation 2.9 7,6 55 |.68 4.2 S4&4 ] 37 3.9 38| &9 58 53
Going to work full-time 333 25.9 29.2 | 28.8 26,2 274 | 29.4 28,0 28.7 | 375 28.2 . 32.9
Golng to amother school 1764 153 . 16,2 vf' 9.2 3.0 1L3 | 13.5  13.4 134 | 185 160 17,2
Unhappy with schedule C 94 35 62 | 43 5.2 48| 6.9 3.9 54| 62 - 4B - 55
. ' 'Y . v . - R %
Poor grades 5 5.8 - 5.3 5.5 | 43 3.2 3.7 | 49 43 46 | a5 .8 4.7
Pamily moviog avay 29 - 47 3.9 | 55 371 A5 | 29 59 &4 | 3.2 !, 9 3,5
. - . ‘ . g ’ . Ko v, . .
Conflicting hours with job| 15,9 10,6 13,0 | 16.0 13.1 1.4 | 17.6 12,2 14,8 |.17.5 1.9 1.7
Not enough time tq study 0.9 159 13.6 | 8.6 8.4 85 | 13.1 13,8 134 . A9 - 1.5 - 4.2
‘Personal propless A0 217 24 | 2309 "25.7 24,9 | 22,9 295 . 26.3 | 21,6 25.6 © 23.5
. - ‘
: ) 16
15 . . ” %
g & : . . .p
' -
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TABLE 9 - Reasons for Httﬁarml, Rank Order

' -
Spring,] 1976
s 'I
) ) ;1' Mexican !
Reason . 1 Total Male Female ] Blatk Caucasian American Oriental Other
Work full-time ’ 1 L 2 1 ~1 R E N 1
Personal problem 2 | 2 rof .2 3 3.5 3 2.5
Another school ) 3 3 sl os ) 7.5 2 2.5
 Personal {llness Y 61 5.5 5| v 4.5 s Tos 8.5 .
" Ko study time 5 7 s .| 3 6 R 5 4
Conflicting hours with job- , 6 4 7 l{ 6,5 |} 2 . - 5 13
i[mmugc funds 7 5.5 6 ;; 1 e 6.5 7.5 75 8.5
Pamily fliness or accident 8 10 8 l,'! 105 | 8 % 7.5 10
febappy vith scbsdute 9 “ 8 12 ‘i" 8.5 | 10.3 1.5 10 5.5
Poor grades 10 9 ~10;; 8.; 12,5 3.3 1 5.5
Transportation preblem n | U ST 9 Seg 9- 7
Py worlsy sy - o 13 1 10.5 10,5 7.5 12.5 13
Armed Forces ' ):3 K i 13 13 13 12.5 - 12,5 13"‘
l .
\——-—‘"—" ! ’
% ’ . s 3
17 ! ) .

18



TABLE

9a - Reasons for Withdrawal, Coupatison.
of>Rank Orders for Spring 1976, 1975, 4
1974, and 1973 '

/

~ Reason. 176 75 74 '73
Going te work full-time 1 1 o 1
P;rsml problem . 2 2 2 R 2 7
Going to- another school 3 6 . 4,5 3
Personal 1llness 4 s PR 1.
Not enough time to study 5 o 7 6.5‘ S
Conflicting hours with job 6 s/ 3 4
Insuffictent funds 7 P 6. 4"
Family {llness ;r aceident 8 8 8 8 |
Unhappy with schedule’ 9 10 © 9 9
Poor grades 10 12§ v 10. 11
Transportation problem 11 & 9 12 10
Family moving away ‘y2 11 ' 11 v
Ariisd Forces 13 \0' 13 13 B

r
- A
{’ "
' . L . - ’
- .
’ ’. \‘ : ' e
. - " .
19
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS - R : : .

This study exéminea thé res;;onses of the 1,682 atudants who with-

drew during the Spring 1976 , Spring 1975, Spring 1974 and Spring 1973-,.
semeateta and wbo complebed the exit quettionnaire. o

(1) In comparing sex and ethnic background of the vtth-
drawees with the total day student population for
Spring 1976, about 68% of the withdrawees were of
non-Caucasian background, compared yith a non-Cauca-
sian student body of about -79%, 55% of the with-
drawees were female compared with a student body
which is about 507 female, "

In the Spring 1976, of the males who H.thdrew, 34%
were in their lst semester while about 24% were in
their 4th semester or later, Of the females who
withdrew duting the same period, about 34% were ‘in
their lst semester while about 26% vere in their.
!oth semester or later, .

About 671 of the wlthdtmea had noc been employed
during the Spring 1976 semester compared with a stu-

. dent body only one-third of which was unemployed.
Approximately 28% of the withdrawees were employed
full-time;

‘Abont 36% oi thé withdrawees in the Spr:l.ng 1976
* -+ semester indicated that they planned to transfer to
" a.four-year college, with 30% saying they did not in-
'/ tend to transfer and 34% not sure, Corresponding fig-:
gures for the entire student body were 69%, 11%, and,
19% respectively in 1972 which are consistent with a
report "Through the Open Door, A Study of Patterns and
Performance by the California Postsecondary Education
" . Commnission," December 1975. This suggests that these
withdrawees were generally not as certain about ;hetr
fhture odueational plans as ¢her students,

About 98% .of the withdrawees felt that they were ade-
quately or better served by the .college with more than
half of these rating the service excellent, About v
half (49.3%) of the withdrawees indicated that they
expected tg return to college., , - %

For all the last four yeare, the most often stated
reason-for withdrawal was going to work full-time,
followed by a persénal problem, Goimg to another |
school was the third most often stated veason: for with-
drawal in 1976. Poor grades Has never ranked higher
than 10th from the top (out of 13) in the last five
years and in 1976-was 10th '(out of 13),

20
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SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS (contimued)

. .

(7) Analysis by sex showed some differences. In 1972
and 1973 more males stated (in percents) ''going to
work full-time," as a reason for withdrawal than
females, but in 1974 and 1975 the differences in
percents were not apprecieble. In 1976 more males .~
(33%) stated "going to work full-time," as g veason -
for withdrawal than females (26%)., About 16% of the
males and 112 of the females stated "conflicting job. .
hours," as a reason for withdrawal in 1976, ’

. S
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L.A.C. C COUNSEL ING CENTER SPRING, 1973 .

© STUDENT WITHORAVAL FDRH . , " DATE

{Please compiete and glvo to Counselor. Omit any
question you do not care to answer)
- ; ® -

J
{

NAME :
(La?t) (First) - (Middle)

Sx: M__F ___ Semester ot LACC: Ist__ 2nd_. 3rd_:_bth_-=-: 5th
Ethnlc background; : ) _ ‘ o ' ;

Black Caucaslén e Mexican Merlcan ‘ Or'iental ___ Oihor
Have you been employed this semaster? Ye's;_ No__ if yes, how much tlmo.

Wb time_ . 1/2/time____ 3/% time ____ - full-time____ \
C\?llege major_" ' i . N

Do you pla;n to_transfer to a 4 year college? Yes____ Not sure____

Approxlmte grade averpge to date: A_A-_ Be 8__ B C# C [ og__n___r__
Do 'you plan to return to wueer . S0 Yes b No_____ Not sure__"_

Pluse ‘check one ‘or more of the follow!ng reasons for your withdrwal

golng into Armed Forccs
insufficient funds . i
Personal illness or accident
family illness or accidént
transportation problem

going to work full-time ’
(Have you found the job yet? Yes
goling to another school . ,
unhappy with scﬁedule

poor grades

family moving :
conflicting hours with job

‘not enough time to study

&
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personal’problem s follows. L
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personal problem, prefer not to'exphln '
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LOS ANGELES
JuL29 g7,

CLEARINGHOUSE FOR
JUNIOR COLLEGES . -

s

v

An

i
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.Other (pluse doscrlbla)"
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‘ How will did L,A, C.C. serve you?  excelléntly . adequately '

Please write any comment on thé back of this sheet,

-~

~ Counselor's signature

Poorly_____ j
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