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| Changes in the patterns of college participaiioﬁ rates are(becoming of
increasing importance to college and hniversity administrators since
enrollments are closely linked to the financial health and st&bi]ity.of |
educational institutions. This paper addresses the is;ue of participatioh
rates of college students at the intarnational, national, state, and
jnstitutioné] leyels. At.each 1eve1’qptentia1 data sources will be introdﬁced,
problems associated with using‘the data will be analyzed, some pérticipa@ion

rates will be presented, and their app]icat{ons to educational planning will be

»

‘discussed.

»
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Using‘CoT1e§e‘Participat%on Rates:. !
Opportunities and Pitfalls '

<

-

) Changes in the patterns of college participation rates are’becoming of

increasing importance to college and universit;'adm1nistrators since
enrollments are closely linked to the financial heaTth and stabi]ity of
educational institutions. In the explosive deeades of the 1960s and 1970s
~enrollments in American higher education more than doub]ed.l There is |
confusion, however, over enrollment trends for the 1980s: it is not c]eae

whether enrd]]ments will rise, fall, or remain constant In Three Thousand .

Futures the Carnegie CounC11 addresses the concern that "in a 1arge1y
enrollment-driven system of higher education, decreasing enro]]ments can
potentially have unfortunate impacts on academic excellence, on accumulation of
scientific knowledge, on future capacity to interpret the past cu]ture and the
current‘human prelicament, on the tone and spirit of an essential segment of
* American society, and en the surviya] ef private initiative and 1nstitutiona1

autonomy" (Carnegie Council 1980). q

In an effort to retain excellence in higher education, and fn'return,“the‘
economic and social development and overall quality of life, éo]tege and
univefsity pfgnners'wi11 be called upon to answer quéstions such as: '

o How many students will enroll in future years?

o What will they be Tike? - §

‘o What will their needs be?

. : |

One technique that can be used to answer questions such as these is a college

participation rate or a college-going rate.




§ A co]]ege part1c1pat1on rate is defined as the share of a popu]at1on group

that is enrolled in college. For example, in 1980 of the 160 m1111bn peop]e in

the United States over 18 years of age, approximately 12 million were enrolled

in college. The college pirtic{pation rate is, then, 7.5‘percent (NCES 1982). - .
An overa]] part1c1pat1on rate 1s genera]]y‘of relatively 11m1ted use. A more

useful participation rate 1s one that is ca]cu]ated for d1fferent population

groups defined by sex, age, race, or income. Of codrse any subgroups where

‘data are available can be used.

) In cohput{ng participation rates, the ‘first step is to'determine what
variables will be analyzed and determ1ne if data are available both for
'enro11ment and fo; population. The numerator of the part1C1patlon rate,
'enro11ment can generally be collected from educational récords. For example,
the National Center for Educat1on Statistics Néi! collects enrolliment
statistics from almost the ent1re universe: of co]]eges and un1vers1t1es in.the
United Sigtes by sex and race; at individual 1nst1tut1on§, enroliment data can
often be found in even greater detail. Thé dgnominator (popu]ation) may be
more difficult to obtain. Often the data are not aggregated in a manner that
is desirable or 51dp1y are'not available. For example, if interest lies in
determ1n1ng the co11ege part1c1pat1on rates of 18-24 year olds by race for the
counties from which an institution enrol]s its students the numerator could

»

probably be obtained from institutional records; however, population statistics
b | .
of 18-24 year-olds by race and by county probably are not available.

Consequently, both the numerator and denominator must be carefully selected.
Nonetheless, given certain data constraints, studying participation rates can

provide the educational planner with va]uab]g information on enrollment

structure, educationa]'demands,'and.how these demands are changing.
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Th1s paper w111 address the issue of part1c1pat1on rates at several

1eve1s: 1nternationa1 national, state, and institutional. At each Tevel
potent{al data sources will be introduced, problems associated with‘using the
daea will be analyzed, some participation rates will be p{esented, and their
app11cat1ons to educational p]ann1ng will be discussed. The nationai end state
level analyses will be restr1cted to the United States, aTthough the

information can be genera11zed to other countries.

-

International

.

The re]at1ve 1mportanﬁe of higher education in a country can be measured
by estimating the number of students that enrolls(Harris 1972). Among the
difficulties in mak1ng such est1mates among count}1es are the lack of data
collected and when data are collected, the data are often incompatible from
country to country. Different census dates for each country and differential

age data aggregations compound this problem.

Estimates of the number of students enroTled in postsecondary or third

level educational institutions for a number of selected countries are in Table

1. The data are extracted from the UNESCO Statistical Yearbook which includes
in its definition of third level educational institutions both uni?ersities and
degree granting institutions, and all other education at the third level in
non-university institutions (teacher training colleges, technical co]]eges,'

etc.) (UNESCO 1982). If interest lies only in colleges and universities, these

data may be slightly inflated.
Nonetheless, Table 1 does give some indication of the magnitude of
postsecondary education in the countries selected and how this has been

changing between 1970 and 1980. With thelexception of Canada, the United




States ratio of 5,225 is between two and four times higher than any oflthe
countriés listed. Each of fhe,se]ecteg countries has increased its
part1c1pat1on between 1970 and>19gp although. some countr1es, including the
United States Japan, and France had higher participation prior to 1980. Korea
experienced the largest gain during this 10-year period,'more than doubling its
p§rticipation of students in college. For this se]ectqg group of countries,

college participation in the U.S.§;R. remained the most stable.

*

*Since a great number of students who attend pdstsecondary institutions are
between the ages of 18-24, participation rates for this ggg_;phort may be of
special interest. Ideally, the ratio should agp]y enrolled students 18-24
&ears‘to the same. age population. For an international comparison, howeVgr,
 these data are not available. Total enrollment in postsecondary education as a
percentage of the 20-24 population is the closest ratio‘thgt is available
(Table 2). The discreﬁancies in the data available for the numerator and
dénominator shouyld be kepf in mind when interpreting the data in Table 2.
College participation as a percentage of 20-24 yeag o]ds/ranges from a Tow of

10.0 .percent in Hong Kong to 54.9 percent for the United States in 1979.

College participation rates ;t the international leve] are for the most
part very gross figures and should be treated.as such. In addition, the data
are somewhat dated. They can, however,.provide an indication of the importance
of postsecondary education to a country (high ratio=great importance). It can
also be used to determiné how a country ranks among other countries in terms of
poétsecondary education. For instance, the United States is concerned that it
may be falling behind other industrialized countries in termé of high

. o~

technology. If the assumption is made that college participation is related to




- knowledge and innovations in high technology, then the United States is still

in the forefront (Hodgkinson 1983).

National

At the national level barticipation rates of college students in the
United Stateslare available .annually for different populatton groups. The most
common breakdowns are fgr sex, age, race, and income, or same combination
thereof. The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES) HEGIS "Fall
_Enroliment of Institutions of Higher Educat ion" survey and ‘the Qggggii

Population Reports of the Bureau of the Census are two major sources for

obtaining data for calculation of part1c1pat1on rates at the national 1eve1.

Nationally the HEGIS survey is the best source avai]ab]elfor data on
enrollments. The data collected in this survey include fall enrollments by
sex, attendance'status, student level, and ftrst-time-in-college students from
almost every college and university in the United States. In even-numbered
years enro]]ment;’by racia]/éthnic category and program major are also
collected. NCES publishes these data annually. One major drawback to the
HEGIS data is that due to the magnitude of the surveys, results are not
published from between one to two years after the survey is conducted. For
someone who needs current informatibh, this can be a problem. A second
drawback to the HEGIS enrollment survey is the 1imited. amount ‘of 1n%ormation
that is collected: items such as enrollments by age and income level of
students are frequently requested but unavailable. It is recognized, however,
that collection of additiona] data would be a formidable task both for NCES and

the reporting institutions.
¢

-
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Data on age and income as well as sex, race, and attendance are available

from the Bureay of the Census in the Current Population Reports on "Population

Characteristics" (Series P-20) which are based on a sampling of the population.
Aécﬁracy of'fhe data are dependent on thé problems inhéfgnt with sampling and
in the knowledge of the person provihing information on activities of each
member of thé household (Tierney 1982).. In addition, much of the .data on
college students is reported only for students 14 to 34 years o1d; with
increasing numbers of "older" stydents'entering college, éxc]usion of students

over 34 years of age may not present‘an accurate profile.

College participation ratés'gy age and sex are disptayed in Table 3. As
‘expected, the rate of college atteﬁdance varies inve}sély with age with the
rate highest for i8-21f¥gar olds and lowést for 30-34 year olds for both males
and females. In 1970.men participated in higher education at higher rates than
women (19.2 peréen; versus 11.6 percent), But by 1980 tﬁe differences had
narrowed such that participation rates were almost equal for both sexes. This
js a result of a decrease in college participation for men, and an increase for

»

women. This was true for all age levels.

The trends in college participation by race and ethnicity from 1970 to
1980 are presented in Table 4. Thé percentage point qifference in college
participation for Whites, Blacks, and Hispanics had been reduced between 1970
and 1980, although in 1980 participation for all three subgroups of the

population had decreased from earlier years.

In addition to looking at national particibhtion rites, participation by
region of the country is another useful breakdown. Tierney (1982) compared
college participation rates for the United States and four regions (Northeast,

North Central, South, West) from 1973 to 1979 by sex, race, age, and income

' 7' .
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using data from the Current Population Repofté. Results qf his study of

college participation by income quartile are displayed in Fiaure 1. . Tierney
found that the probability of attending college is directly related to family
income:- students from higher income levels participate in higher éducation

more than students from other levels.

Participation rates at the national leve] are available in greater detail
than at the internatibna] level; however, for some types of analyses, these
data are still not without limitations. National and regionaT'SErticipation
rates may best be used by jndividual institutions or state systems for
comparison purposes. For example, a state system-office cou]d compare college
participation rates of.minorities in the state with the national figures to
determine whethgr the state enrolls relatively more or fewer minorities than

the nation as a whole. It is important to remember that much of the national

and regional daté are based on samples and typically report data only for 18-34

~ year olds. Institutions with large numbers of students 35 or over may not find

it appropriate to use these numbers for comparisons.
e o
, _ | | ) |

Although many state-level agencies have data that can be used to calculate
statewide participation rates,‘overa11, these data are no easier to obtain than
at the international or national level, and fhey also have some pﬁob]emsf Oné‘
of the most frequently requested participétion rates at the state level is that
of recent high school graduates into college. To calculate this rate, the
number of first-time freshmen who graduated the previous spring -is hivided by
the pool of high school graduates. For this particular participation r;te, the"
data as;ociated with both the numerator and denominator present problems.

There is no national data collection that d{stinguishes first-time freshmen who

8
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graduated in the spring from other'freshmen. Regarding data for hiéh school
graduates, most studies report public high school graduates only--estimates are

sametimes made for non-public graduates.

Since the college-going rate of high school graduates is important, an
attempt was made to calculate this as shown in Table 5. The numerator is drawn
from the HEGIS survey, "Residence and Migration of College Students, Fall 1979"
which reports first-time-in-college freshmen. Unf&rtunate]y, these data
include both recent and non-recent graduates inflating the participation rates
for all states. This is espec1a11y notable for Arizona, California, and Oregon
where the rate exceeds 100 percent. The number of high school graduates are
data reported by NCEs; which estimatés the numbers for non-public gr3@uates.
The rates from this particuiar table are useful in determining thé
participation of high school students relative to other states, but caution
should be used in using this table solely as the participation rate of 1979

high school graduates into college.

Another source of participation rates for college students by‘staté can be

found in NCHEMS Higher Education'Financingfin'the Fifty States (McCoy and

Halstead 1982). One feature of the participation rates in this study is that
the data are indexed to the United States ‘average (U.S.=100) which provides a,f
reference to a state's high or Tow pos1t1on. Another feature is that most of
the rates are reported 1n terms of per 1000 popu]at1on for the state which
facilitates interstate c;mparisons. The enrolliment data used in this-
publication are retrieved from the HEGIS survey, "Fall Enrollment in

'Institutions of Higher Educatidﬁ, 1978" and "Residence and Migration of College

. Students, Fall 1979". The populatien data are from the U:S. Bureau of thc

t&




Census. The data presented in Tables 6, 7, and 8 are extracted from the NCHEMS

study.

Participation rates for state residents for total enrollments -
(undergraduate and graduaté) are in Table 6. The states average 33 resident
students per 1000 population, with California leading the nation with 43

students per 1000 population (index=130) and West Virginia and District of

w =

v

Columbia trailing with 23 students (index=70).°

&~
<

Two college participation rates for public institutions are preéen@ed in
Table 7. The first,qTable 7a, is a measure of first-time recident enrollment
in,pub]fc institutions as a percentage of high school graduates. The secondz
Table 7b, measuras firstftime resident enrollment per 1qoo population. In beth

tables Arizona and Oregon rank first and second, and Vermont ranks last.

A pafticipatjon rate that represents tge attractiveness ahq aceessibility
of public institutions to new e%udents (resident and nonQresident) per 1000 J
population is disp]ayed in Table 8. Again, Arizona leads the nation with 20.1
students per 1000 population (compared to U.S. average of 8.8) and the.District

of Columbia is ranked last with 4.3 §tudents. E
- <
Although the NdHEMS study is an annual study and provides some good
measures of part1c1pat1on rates, one problem comes to mind: the t1me11ness of
the data. The data are several years old before they are pub11shed For

instance, enrollment statistics based on fall 1980 will be pub11shed late this

~)

fall; the data will-then be three years old. If part1c1pat1on rates are to be -

used for projecting enrollments at the state level, then the most recent data

are definitely preferable.

b
~ -
o
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Participatign rates at the state level tend to be mere useful than at the

international and national levels. One use of the stafe-]eve] participation
.- rates is in enrb]]ment projections, where the projections are the product of -
. % the participation rate times the appropéiate “pBol"'of stu@ents. Another use-
for thevpartiéipation rate aé thetstate level is és a re]aéfve measure of
access to and 1mportance of higher education in the state coﬁﬁared to other;!&

states.

Institutional

At‘the jnétitutional 1eQ;1 particibation rates typically arefthé easiest
to obtain and have the widest variation because they- can be based on any number
‘»0? variab]es:ghat an institution collects. In addition, partﬁcipatidh rates
can be &étermined at almost any level such as schools'ﬁr-programs. The only

. ki
limitation for participation rates at the institutional level would be -if .-

comparable data for the denominator were not available. The calculation br
this level is, of course, the same as thé otheﬁ‘levels. Participation rates‘at
the institutional level are commonly used in projecting enrallments, in trend
analysis (i.e., how are trends in partiéfpation changing over time), and in

comparisons of particibation rates with other institutions or programs.

Y

Although barticipation rates at the institutional level are more
accé%éib]e than at the other levels discussed, comparisons of institutional:
participation rates may be the most misleading™ue to different missions of
institutions and program mixes within the institution. Thus, if»institutions
are willing to share data or the data arg‘publisred statewide, particular care

must be taken to select peer institutions for which comparisons would be valid.

11




A second use for institutional participatipn rates is in making enroliment

vproaect1on> which are madg the same way as state projections. An analysis of

the trends is-useful at this point. For example, if over the past ten years an’
jnstitution finds that the participation of women has increased appreximately 1
percent each year andvthis trend is expetted to continue over fhe period of theﬂ
projections, then this infdrmation sﬁoﬁfa be taken into account when making )

projections.

At the institutibna] level, other offices besides thé planning office and
administration can benefit from the information provided by participation
rates. For instance, participation rates can be used as an aid in recruitment.
1f, for example, the enroliment of women is significantly lower than would be

expected, then recruitment efforts could be directed accordingly.
Conclusion

Throughout this paper many of the problems associated with ;sing
participation rates have been discussed. Although there are problems with the
data, there are also some advantages for p]énners in using participation rates.
For instance, usirg participation rates for enrollment projecticns is a |
practical technique and easily applied. In addition, participation rates can
provide considerable %nformation about the structure of enrollments at tha
national, state, and jnstitutional levels; ‘this information can be useful at

all levels in making policies. For example, if at a national level it is

apparent that students frem lower income levels do not participate at the same

rate as those from higher income levels, the federal government may reconsider
the d1str1but1on of financial aid or recommend a program to encourage persons

from lower income levels to enro]]. Overall, participation rates can provide

j2-
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educational planneré with valuable information that will enhance planning and

-

policy-making decigions at all levels.
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Table 1

-

Postsecondary Participation Rates for Selected Countries:
Number of Students Enrolled per 100,000 Population

ot 4
1970 1975 1977
United States 4,148 5,328 - 5,183
Canada 3,000 3,600 3,536
Sweden . 1,756 1,985 2,312
Australia . 1,432 2,016 2,148
Japan 1,744 2,017 2,149
France - 1,581 1,970* 2,051
U.S.S.R. © 1,895 1,916 1,957
Italy 1,283 1,749 1,870
Germany 830 1,684 1,748
United Kingdom 1,084 1,308 1,356
Korea 631 842 999

Hong Kong - 648 1,012 1,052

Soyrce: UNESCO, Statistical Yearbook, 1982.

14

1978 1980
- 5,225
3,503 3,539
2,418 --

2,191 2,219
20127 2,100
1,921 1,990
1,967 1,976
1,931 1,937
1,815 , 1,886
1,408 ~ 1,429
1,126 1,347
1,104 1,147




Postsecondary P3rticipation Rates for Selected Countries:

Table 2

Enroliment as a Percent of g0-24 Year Olds

Source: UNESCO, Statistical Yearbook, 1982.

1970 1975 1977 1978 1979
United States 49.4 58.2 55.5 55.6 54,9
Sweden 21.4 28.8 34.9 36.6 --
Canada 34.6 39.3 37.6 36.4 35.9
Japan 17.0 24.6 28.5 29.3 29.8
Italy 16.7 25.1 26.2 27.4 27.1
Germany 13.4 24.5 24.8 25.7 26.4
Australia 16.6 24.0 25.4 25.7 25.8
France 19.5 24.4 5.8  24.2 25.1
U.S.S.R. 25.4 22.2 21.6 21.4 21.3
United Kingdom : 14,1 18.9 19.5 19.9 19.7
Korea 7.9 9.6 10.1 ~10.7 12.2 .
Hong .Kong 7.4 10.1 - 10.0

10.0
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Table 3

' Co11ege Participation Rates by Age and Sex:
1980, 1978, and 1970

Percent Enrolled

Sex and Age 1980 1978 1970
'y Men, 18-34 years . 15.9 - 17.0 }9.2
18-19 years ¢ 34.3° 35.0 40.2
20-21 years . 31.7 30.7 40.9
22-24 yeare* 17.3 \18.7 20.6
25-29 years 9.5 *10.8 -10.6
30-34 yeéars 5.7 6.2 4.8
Women, 18-34 years 15.3 14.5 . 11.6
© 18-19 years 37.6 36.1 34.6
20-21 years 28.2 26.2 22.3
22-24 years . 14.4 13.0 .« «« 8.9
25-29 years 8.3 7.7 * - - 3.7
30-34 years 7 5.9 \3,6

Source ¥.S. -Department of Commerce, Bureau of tTe Census, "Soc1a1 and

Economic Character1st1cs of Students,“ Current Population Reports Ser1es p-20.
\
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Year

1970

%

1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980

1971 .
(\ 1972

Table 4

College Participation Rates of Persons 18 to 34 Years-0ld,

by Race and Ethnicity:

White

15.8
16.3
16.0
15.2
15.7
16.8
16.6
16.6
15.8
15.7
15.8

* NA=Not Available

o

Black

10.6
11.7
12.0
10.6
12.7
14.3
15.5
15.6
14.0
13.2
13.0

~
A

1970-1980
Hispanic

NA*

NA* *
8.3

10.3

11.5

J12.7 -

14.2
11.8
10.0
11.0
10.2

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, "Social and

‘

Economic Characteristics of Students," Current Population Reports, Series P-20.




0

College Participation Rates of High Sghooi Graduates by State: 1979

State

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona

* Arkansas

Californfa
Colorado
Connecticut
Deéaware
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
I1linois -, .
Indiana

Towa

- Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio ¢

Ok 1ahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode 1sland

South Carolina

South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

* Students are enrolled in state or out of statel

. ~
Sources: NCES "Residence and Migration of College Students, Fall 1979"

1979 ,
PF1rst-t1me,
Freshmen
Enrolliment*

33,823
4,227
42,423 .
17,378
354,568
26,110
39,857 -
7,029
6,920.
74,840
34,103
.-79,904
" 9,348
149,111
42,327

- 34,045 -

28,372
26,885
31,039
" 8,675
> 46,591
78,115
111,379
41,972
28,192
42,874
7,328
21,629
5,328
8,062
86,151
10,065
194,150
64,859
< 8,154
99,371
29,749
40,529
100,635
11,218
33,597
6,835
37,820
146,502

15,206
4,019
39,060
28,822
14,745 .
63,112
4,625

Table 5

»
e

1979

High School .
Graduates

51,237
5,288
31,659
29,502
290,600
39,434
47,069
9,490
7,812
98,033
67,179
" 14,137
13,757
162,930
80, 382
49,288
34,132
45,402
55,761
17,302 .
62,214
90,207
144,686
70,896
31,768
71,963
. 12,618
25,647
8,669
14,353
112,843
19,762
244,735
75,364
11,185

. 167,751

40,225
31,728

" 185,242

13,043
40,979
11,742
52,503

175,218
20,495
7,921
71,527

- 53,908
24,470
78,291

6,107

ano NCES, Digest of Education Statistics, 1981.
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College Participation Rates for State Regidents

. \ I
»

" Table 6

Pe? 1000 Population
|
\
|
|
|
\
|
\
|

. 1978
/ , Por 1008 -
= Rank Slals Pepuistion Index
! Callfornia 4 130 %
i , 2 Massachusetts » 11 4
3 Arizoma » 110
4 Washingtem 3 fie
5 Oregoa . n 112 .
6 Hewall 37 12
7  North Daketa 37 12 ..
0 - New York 37 12
- 9 Wisceasin 35 108
10 Celorsde ) 35 108 °
- '
1 Uteh 35 108 -
12 tilinels 35 108
13 Nebraska . 33 108
14 Oklohome 34 103
15  Kensas 34 103
16 MNorth Carolina 34 103 - R
' 17 Michigan N 34 103 " |
. . , 10 Texss - 33 100 |
S 19 Alassks * 33 100 |
R © 20 New lersey 2 97 |
' 21 Comnecticut 32 = |
22 Minnesocta ¢ 32 L2} - ‘
23 Meryland 31 94 N
o - 24 Nississippl 3t 94 ' ‘
25 Seuth Ceroclina b "

26 South Dakofa 3 9"
21  Rhede isiond . 31 %
28 New Maxico * b)) 94
29 lowa 30 L1
. 30 Montens 30 91

3 Virginia 30 9t

32 Deisvwera 30 91

33 Alshame 29 a8 .

34  Wyoming 23 a0

35 Louisians 20 s .,

v 6 Ohlo 20 1] i
37 Missouri 20 [ ] 4

30 Penngsvivania 1) 0z

. ; 3 Yermont 27 82

40 leahe 27 2

4 Floride 27 2
42  Tennessee 27 82
. 43, Mevasa X 7
- 46+ New Hampshire 25 76
45 Kentucky 23 76
*

4 Maine 24 73
41 Georgla 24 13
48 indiona 4 73
49  Arkenses 24 73
50 West VYirginia 2% .10 .
21 0.C. 23 10 ,

U.5. Averasge 33 100

Source: McCoy, Mariiyn and «ent Halstead, Higher Zaucatign Financing
- in the Fifty States. Co
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§ N\ Table 7 -
\ “»
a | b
\ Participation Rates of First-time Participation Rates of First-time
- Resident Enrollment in Public Resident Enroliment in Public
| Institutions as a Percentage of Institutions per
High School Graduates 1978 1000 Population 1978 Y
. , Per 1008
Rk Siale % . Index Rank State Popuistion Index
Arizons - 133985 217 1 Arizese 15.9 198
2  Oregen 112.0 19 2 Oregen 14.3 176
3 Alsska 100.5 176 3 wiscensin 12,9 160 -
4 Callfornla 106.1 160 4 Calltornla 12.6 1%
S  Wiscensin B2 138 S  Alaska 12,0 149
. 6 Movads © oS 132, . 6 Wyeming 10.8 133
7 Nerth Corslina 81,7 132 4 7 Nerth Dakete 10.8 13
8 Mississippl 0.4 - 130 8 MNertir Carelline 10.5 130
9 Ilinels Ma 128 9 Nebresks 0.4 128
10 Nerylond 5.3 122 10 Mevede 10.3 177
11 wyaming 74.9% 121 11 Nerylond 10.1 129
12 Nebraska 700 113 12 11inels 10.0 124
13 Temss .0 113 13 Uteh 9.7 1Ny -
14 Hewslt 1.0 109 14 Nichigen 9.3 19
15 Sewth Coreline  €5.6 108 15 Wississippl 9.3 N9
" 16 Merth Dekete _ 64.88 103 P 16 Kenses .0 2
17 Kenses 5 63.0 103 - i 17 Texas s.9 110
18 Michigen €29 . ¥102 . 10 Hewsll . 6.7 100
19 Oklshome €2.1 - 102 - 19 Oklshcms - 0.6 10§
20  Uteh . 6 100 20 Sowth Cerofine e.6 108
21 Alshame 6168 100 21 Celorséo S.4 103
22  Tesnessse 61.0 ” 2 lowe . 8.1 100
2  Colersds ».7 9 23 Alshame 1.8 96
24  Loulsiana .0 9 24 Lowisiens 7.3 [}
23 Fleries 58.0 L L 25  Mew Jersey 7.1 »
2 0.C. 54,08 [ )] 26 Delawere 7.1 9
Z]  Rhade Island 9.5 LU 21 Ninmeseta 7.1 LU
28 New Jersay 33.4 [ ] 2. Tennessee 1.0 [ ]
29 lowa 93.3 N 23 MWMissewr| 1.0 [ ]
30  Misseur! n.. " 30 Montese 6.7 2
31  Delowars +%0.68 ® . ‘ﬂ Onle 6] =
32  New Yerk 9.2 []] ' Messachusetts 6.4 7”(
33 Connecticwt 50.1 1] . 33  Connectlicut « 64
34 Massachusetts u s M 34  Sewth Dekota €3 78
35  Arkenses 3/ 7 35 Nhede lsland 6.2 16
36  Onlo 88 N 36  Indlena a1
37  Kentuchy 3.9 n 31 Floride 0 1
38  West Virginla  42.5 ) 38 New York 60 74
»  Indlens 4.2 ™ s W  ldshe . 6.0 T4
40 Montene a.l LU 40 Arkenses 6.0 ﬁ'll“ '
41 Winmesets ann @ A New Memice s 12
42 idehe ».6 64 ) . 42 west Virginla s.6 10
43 VYirginla ».1 6 43 Kemtucky 5.3 63
44 New Mexics ¢ 30.9 6 44 New Humpshire 5.1 6
43 Seuth Deketa 3.4 62 43 Virginla 5. 63 .
46 New Hampshira 37.68 61 < 44 Pennsyivenla 5.0 62
47 Pesasylvenia 3%.0 [ ] 41  Washingten I 1% E )
- 48  Georgla 34.0 3 48 Maine 3 9
4 veshington 32.3 52 0 Geergla 4.2 352
0 Melné 30.6 %0 . 50 0.C. .2 %
51 Verment 2.0 a 51 Vermeat 4.0 %0
UsSo Aversge 61.88 100 ‘ UeSe Average 8.1 100

Source: McCoy, Marilyn and Kent Halstead, H1gher Education F1nanc1ng
in the Fifty States.
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Table 8

Participation Rates of First-time Enrollments

Per 10G0 Population 1978 :
'y .
n
o, Per 1008
Rank State Populetion index
‘ ! Arlzone ® 0.1 228 : . .
2 Aleskes . 16.8 190 - P
3 Oregen 15.5 178 .
: 4 Wisconsin 13.9 15
) 3 California 13.5 193
K . .
' R 6- Wyoming C1 e
’ 7  Nerth Oekotas . 13.¢ 149
6 MNevada 1"n.e 132
-~ «* 9 . Nerth Carolins 11.4 130
10 Utsh 1. 129
£ )] 11 Marylond 15.4 126
12 _Nebresks 109 124
N 13 Kensss 10.6 120
14 Oelwwara 10.6 120
15 1i1inels 10.2 116
\ ‘ 16 Mississippl 10.2 116
17 Colorsde 10.2 116
18 Michigen 8 N
19  Texas 9.7 110
20 South Caroline .6 109 o~
! 21 Oklshems 9.3 107
. 22  Alsdama 9.2 104
23 Hews!d 9.2 104
. 24 lewa 9.0 102
= 23 Louisiane 7.8 as
26 Ninmeseta 1.7 [ )
21  Sewth Diketa 1.7 [ 1)
20 Misseur! 1.6, @7
29 Tennesses 7.6 )
’ 30 HMentens 7.6 [ ]
. 31 west Yirginla 7.4 [ 1]
32 idehe 1.2 82
33 New Jersey 7.2 °
34 Yermont 7.2 -]
35 New Hampshira 7.2 ]
38 Rhede I1siond 7.1 1}
37 Onle ¢ 7.4 (1}
38 New Mexico L0 79
39 Filerida 6.9 %
0 Indiame 6.9 78
41 Conmecticut 6.0 77
42 Massachusetts 6.7 76
43 Arkensas 6.6 75
4 New York 6.2 70
43 Keatucky 6.1 69
4 Virginla 6.0 68
47  Pennsylvania 3. 61
48 Vashingten 5.2 »
9 Maime S 8
50 Georgla 4.8 54
51 o0.C. 4.3 L]
U.5. Average 3.8 100
. o : PSS

7

Source: McCoy, Marilyﬁ and Kent Halstead, Higher Education Financing
‘ in the Fifty States.
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Figure 1
College Participation Rates in the Unijted States

by Inéome;Quarti1e

Low Med Quartile Med Migh Quurtile High Quartile

Low Quartile
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Tierney, Michael, "Trends in College Participation Rates"
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