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ABSTRACT )

,s;nce 1978, /annual ‘studies have been conducted of the
flow of ‘transfer students from the California community colleges to
the .University of California (UC) and €alifornia State University
(CSU). The studies have focused on trends in the numbers of transfers -
and the ethnicity, majors, and age of _transfer students. .Findings
from the study of fall 1983: transfers, ontrasted with £indings from
previous years, indicated: (1) niore stugents transferred from the
California community colleges to the UC and CSU in fall 1983 than in
fall 1982, but the number enrolling in each segment was less than the
number who transferred each fall term between 1970 and 1980; (2) for
the UC system, the fall 1983 ‘increase was 3. 3%, while the increase
“for the CSU system was 1.5%; (¥) significant increases in transfers
were found for 30% of the community college districts between fall.
1982 and 1983; (4) for men transferring to the UC, engineering and .
11bera1/genera1 stpd1es were the two fields in which-the largest i
pumbers had majors, while at the csy, bus1ness and management majors
ranked first among tFansfers of both Sexes; (5) numbers and .
percentages of Asians, Black, and Chicano transfers increased between

* 1980 and 1983 at the UC with Asians experiencing the largest '
‘increase; ('6) among fall 1983 UC transfers, the ratio of men to women .
was 52 to 48 for all ethnic groups combined; and (7) CSU' transfer
students were generally older than UC transfers. Extenszve data‘

‘ tables are appended. (Author/LAL)
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The €alifornia Postsecondary Education Commission
was created by the Legislature and the Governor
‘a 1974 as the successor to-the California Coordi-
nsting Council for Higher Education .in order to
cnordinate -and plan fqi‘ education in California
beyond high school. As a state agency, the
Commission is responsible for assuring that the
State's resources.for postsecondary education are
utilized effectively aad efficiently; for promot-"
-ing diversity, innovation, and respdnsiveness to
the needs of students and society; and for advis-
ing the Legislature and the Governor on statewide
educational policy and funding. - o :

The Commission consists of 15 members. Nine
represent the general public, with three each
appointed by the Speaker of the . Assembly, the.
Senate Rules Committee, and the Governmor. The
other $ix represent the major educational systems,
of the State. ‘/

T

-

The Commission holds regular public meetings
throughout “the year at which it takes action on
staff studies and adopts positions oa legislative
proposals affecting po3tsecondary education.
Further information about the Commission, its
meetings, its staff, and its other publications
"may be ‘$btained from the Ccmmission offices at
1020 ,Twalfth Street, Sacramento, California
95814; telephone (916) 445-7933:. "
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' ’ ~ HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FINDINGS

Trends in 'Numbers ) C e . .
(&3 . .
More students transferred from the Califorria Communlty Colleges to the .
University- of California and the California State University in Fall 1983 . -
than in' Fall 1982,. but the number enrolling. in each segment was. less than
the number who transferred each Fall term between 1970 and 1980
"For the Un1vers1ty, the Fall 1983 increase was for the second year but. was
smaller than the previous Fall-term (3.3 and 7.5 percent or. 168 and 359
students, respectlvely) ] _ . s
Whlle the numbex of State University transfers decreased between Fall 1981
and: Fall “ 1982, the. full-year traasfers increased by 0.3 percent between
1980-81 and 1981-82.- The Fall 1982 to Fall 1983 1ncrease was 1 5 percent,.
or 450\students ‘

\

' The net' increase in number of. students transferrm.g to the Un1vers:Lty and
vthe .State University combined was 1. 7 percent, comparéd\with about 0.5

perrent between Fall 1981 a Fall 1982 o 1 s e

I . SRR .
. - ¢ t ‘ - o ' . I’ - - '
Dxffer‘ences Among UmversmL Campuses - . ERRA T B

‘Flve of the Un1vers1ty of Ca11fornla elght genera] campuses experlenced an

J 1n‘crea§e in’ Community College transfers between Fall 1982° and Fall 1983, two_
had no change, ari‘ one (Rlver81de) had a sngnlflf'ant decrease The 1argest
percentage increXse (13. J9) was at Irvine, which was the only Unlver%uty
campus to have & “ecrease between 1981 and 1982.

- "

The systemwzde 'increase in Comunlty College transfers to the State Univer--
'sity between. ‘¥all 1982 and Fgll 1983 can -be atmlbuted pr1mar11y to—the
campuses , i’ San Diego and San Luis Obispo, each of whith had increases of
about .20 pQ_cent after- having had signlficant decreases between 1981 .and
'1982. -Eight other campuses "had increases rang1ng from 2'to 10 percent,
while eight others had decreases ranging from 1 to 11 persent, and one
can\pus had v1rtually b change. ’ : Vi :

. c. . Y
PARN : :
- Dxfferences Among Commumgly Colleges SRR : :
; & -
Community College d1str1cts and ‘colleges within districts varied widely w1th
respect to both the nature.and the magnltude of change in numbers of transfer
.students between Fall 1982 and Fall 1383... 'Some experlenced gmins - -and others
_ldsses with respect to both the Unlver31ty and the State, Unlver31ty, while 4
others had v1rtua11y no_ change Still others had 1ncreases to omne segment
but losses to or:no EhaUge with respect to the other . ) C>
. S1gn1f1cant increases in total transfers were found for 30 percent of the
.districts between Fall 1982 and"1983 while 4 percent)had sxgnlfzcant losses.

,'\I'he latter tBree districts enrcdll larger percentage of, Bl,atks or Chlcanos

»
. ' r
4

-
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as first-time freshmgn, while the, group of 21 includes cqlleges with much
variability with respect to' s1ze, ethnic distribution o students, and
location.- Among the’ colleges with high enrollments of ethnic m1nor1ty
students as first-time freshmen and increases in transfers ofwat least 10
percent were.Gav1ran, Glendale, Pasadena, Santa Ana, San D1ego City, Solano,
and West H111s

- * \ . v
- .

-
- o . /.
. 1

Transfer Student Majors - . . : | \
Tr: . .

Major fields of study wer;/gbcordedsfor the 55 percent of the Unlverslty)and
‘66 percent of the State University students ‘who sferred- from Co ity
€olleges with upper division standing in.Fall 198 Qfor men transferr1ng to
the University, engineering and 11bera1/generg1 stud1es were the' two fields
'in which the !argest numbers had majors dur1ng their first term (15 percent
each). The social 'sciences, dife sc1ences, and -physical sciences attracted
the next largest numbers of male transfers to the University. " Rankings were.
‘3;m11ar for "women €%cept.the small percentages. in engineering and physical
sciences, and a larger percentage whose major was still unknown when they
f\jft enrolled as juniors. I . - ~

At the State’ Un1vers1ty, business and management majors ranked first among
transfers of both sexes who enrolled at the Junlor 1eve1,,attract1ng 20
percent of both groups. The. next most popular major for male transfers was
-engineering, and no other f1e1d ‘attracted as:Lany as 10 percent. Among
women, the next most popular majors were health sciences and liberal/general
" studies, neither of which attracted 'as many as 10 percent of the Jun1or—yeve1

. women transfers. _ . . . - S
. . / : .
r." C ‘ N ] ' o . ’ .
Ethnic Distrtbution o - A ' ' ) .
l"

Numbers and percentages of Un1vers1ty transfer students from Commun1ty
Collages whose ethn1C1ty was reported -as either Asian, Black, or Chicano <
increased between 1980 and 1983. Asians, who were the largest minprity
group in Fall 1980, also experienced the ‘largest “increase among the'three
groups, while Blacks, the smallest of the three groups had the smailest _
increase. Little overall change was found £6¢ -American Indians and Fili-
pinos during the four-year period. - ¢ ’
e d
In the State Univers1ty, large percentages of transfer students 'in Fall 1980
and 1981 whose ethn1c1ty was unknown made tomparisons "between those years
unfeasible. *'However, gains were made by Agiaps, Blacks, Chitanos, and
F111p1nos between Fall 1982 and 1983, with 4n apparent loss among American
Indians. Unlike University transfer stuﬁe s, more Ch1cano students transfer

. to the State University than Asian students/ . '
- s ' . . : . ' . . j \ ~
Other Characteristics N . LT o

%mong Fall 1983 transfer students to the Un1vers1ty, ‘the' .ratio of men to

~ women was .52 to 48 for ,all ethnic groups Combined. The ratio was most *

similar for Blacks and non-minority students and most disparate for Asians
- and Filipinos, where the ratio was approxlmately'60 men~to 40 women.

» . L. -
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Approximately equal numbers of men and women transferred to the Sthte Univef-

sity, there being .only a 0.4 péncentage point difference between them.

Hoﬁever, the percentage of male Asian transfer students was significanaly
larger than that of Asian women. Differences in percentages of men and

women in the other ethnic groups were small. .

Twosthirds of the E;;g;ﬁef/studénts to the University were between the ages:
of 20 and 24, with percent under 20. Fewer than 10 percent were 30 years-

or older. . However, the number of women in ;his’age group was almost twice
the’ggmber of men. - : o ’ . ~ R

- : - . . S
“State University transfer students were generally .older than those who
transferred to the University, with only 6 percent under the age of 20 and
15 percent at least 30 years of age. A# at the University, the percentage
" of women in this older age group.wbg nearly twice as large as.Fhe.percentage .

.~

of men. . .
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BACKGROUND < T . .

Sincé 1978, the *‘Commission has published annual reports of the number and
.characteristics of Community College students who transfer to the University
of California and the California State University (1978, 1979, 1981, 1982a,
1982b, and-1983). In 1982, it publishdd thése transfer student.statistics
separately and in -advance of its college-going rates report for the first
.time. However, information about transfer to i#ndependent California colleges
and upiversities. of necessity continues to be included in the Commission's
reports of college-going rates because it is not avaiMab in time for
publicaticn with University and State University data. )

A3 * - : 4 »
' } .

-

TRENDS IN NUMBERS OF TRANSFERS

Numbers of Community qulege students who transferred to tHe Universfty and
the State University .between 1965 and 1983 are shown in Table 1 on page 6,
together with numbers of f1,) -time freshmen enrolling in these two segments.
those same Years. Numbers of transfer students from each Commun1ty College

4 district are shown in Appendix A for Fall 1977, 1979, 1981, 1982, and 1983.

.-Appendix B contains the number and ethnic distr1but1on of transfer students
from each Community College.for Fall 1983, together with the ethnit distri~ .

- bution of first-time freshmen age 19 and under who enrolled in each Community
College in Fall 1981. ¢

In Fall 1983 tﬁe numbers of Community College studentswho transferred to
the. Un1vers1ty and the State Un1vers1ty were larger than the number ‘who
transferred in Falr/t982 This was.-the first ¥ear since 1975 in which both
segments experrenceﬁ an increase althiough the Uhiversity had had an increase
in Fall 1982 over 11 1981 and’ the fuIl-year enrollment of transfers to the
State Un1vers1ty was larger for 1981- 82 than for 1980 81.

Fall 1983 1ncreas:; were small for both segments--l68 students for a total
of 5,305 to t‘Z.Un1vers1ty, or 3.3 percent; and 450 student$s for a total.of
;30,274 to the’"Staté University;~or 1.5 percent. These numbers for both
segments were ‘larger than those reached by‘Fall 1970 but smaller‘than those
for Fall 1971 and all subsequent years thtough 1980. Thus, while increases
in numbers of transfer students are ﬁha11 the long-time “trend. of decreasing
‘numbers transferr1ng to e1ther segment appears to have been.stopped and”

perhaps reversed. N v
. o -
Transfers to the Univer’sity of California ° ' B 4

-
-

* Numbers of Commun1ty College students transferrrqg to the elght general-
campuses of the University between 1979 and 1983 are shown in Table 2 on
.page 7. Five of the eight reported increases between Fall 1982 and Fall
1983; one -- Riverside ~- a significant decrease; and two campuses had ro
changef/'The largest increase, _1n terms of both number and percentage,

occurred on the IrV1ne campus, where the number of transfers had decreased
. >

. . . ) . ’ :14/‘-5“- ' | ".'\
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TABLE 1 Number of_ Community Collége Students Who Transferred to
.the Unrversztg of California and the ”alzfornza ‘State
- University Togetb r With Numbers of First-Time Freshmen
From California High Schools (1965-1983)

|
|

Commun1ty Co]]efe Transfer Students Eirst-Time freshmen
Fall Term ﬁ " Full Year ) Fall Term Only
Year - _uC cspc - __csuc Uc_ . _Csux
1965 2,948 . 14603 -- -- 14,0;3
- 1966 3761 19,295 - - 12,310 15,574
1967 3,702 22}05§\\\‘ - 13,072 16,082
1968 . 3,78 26,596 I 11,665 - 18,846 °
1969 4,458 - . 28,207 . 43,963 - 12,066 - 17,539
. 1970 5,166 29,059 49,245 | 137233 18,984
1971 6,154 = 32,546, - 52,989 © 13,637 19,306
P 1972 . 7,165 34,619 53,820 14,358 | 22,094
1973 " 8,193 33,089 'v51,335h' g 15,011 22,510.
1974 7,813 . 32,646 ¢ 51,144 - 14,915 22,§s§
;1975 . 8,002 - 35,537 52,917 15,460 ' - = 23,239
. 1976 7,123 32,653 51,230 14,935 ' 23,498
1077 6,392 34,001 { 51,159 t 14,820 23,867
1978 6,193 31,609 . 47,43 15,850 24,668
.1979 ¢ - 5,649 30,428 46,326 16,534 | 25,703
1980 ""5;428 30,490 -4 46,649 © 16,340 *25,470
) 1981 4,778 30,026 45,243 16,580 - 23,500
1982 5,137 29,824 - ° 16,897 24,016
1983 5,305 30,274 ' - .- --f,

" *Fall statlstzcs represent about 90% of first-tige freshmen who enter
during the full year.

- Sgurce: California Pos;secondary‘Edﬁcation,Commiééion; Merch 1981n

-

_ -é-_' 11.. - - | ﬂ /




TﬁBLE 2 Number of é;mmuazty College Transfers to Each - -

Unzvezsztg of Cangornza Campus, 11 1979-1983
“ . fFall Fall Fall; Fall | Pall
Campus . 1979 1980 - ,1981 . 1982 . 1983
" Berkeley 1,115 1,060 793 854 910
Davis 792 . , 797 037 . 691 714
Irvine \ -522 © . 591 S4¢ -503 - 573 -.
Los Angeles 1,198 * 1,068 996 ° 1,041 1,038
_ Riverside 255 ° 228 213 250 - 205
San Diego 404 341 - 388 432 462
Santa Barbara 1,021 911 833 968 ) 972°
Santa Cruz 342 - 7 432 377 398 . .43]
" Total ' 5,649 5,428 4,778 - 5,137 . 5,305 |

Source: California Postsecondary EHucation Cbhmissioﬁ; Match 1984.

. /

. ( _
s1gn1f1cantly in both Fall 1981 and 1982 over Fall 1980. The Santa Cruz
campus also recovered from decreases following the hlgh number réported for
Fall 1980. The R1vers1de campus has trad1t1onally enrolled the smallest
nvmber of transfer students among all eight campuses. In Fall 1983 it
enrolled fewer suchk students than in the preced1ng four years displayed in 5\
Table.2, and 18 percent fewer than in Fall 1982. The Los Angeles and Santa .
Barbara campuses together enrolled 38 percent of all Community College
transfer students to the University in Fall 1983, but they.showed little
change ' fyom Fall 1982. Finally, the Berkeley and San Diego campuses eidch
experienced increases larger than 5 percent between 1982 and 1983, and the
Davis campus an increase of 3 percent "~ o
Wh1le some Community Colleges made significant ga1ns in the number of their
students transfefr1ng to the University in Fall 1983, some may continue to
‘have a problem in being able to offer the sophomore- ]evel courses needed by'

- students transferring t&' the University. As was true in Fall 1982, in Fall
1983 25 Community Colleges had fewer than 10 students transfer to all eight
campuses of ,the University, and only 37 colleges had as many as 50. Eighteen -«
Community Colleges with at least 100 transfers accounted for slightly more
than half the total number of transfers to.the University. They included -
Santa Barbara City College with a new high of 281, Orange Coast: College with '

» 251, Santa Monica College with 214, and Diablo Valley College with 213 The
deh1an number of transfers was 30, as it was in Fall 1982. .

e L

[w)

Given the d1ffer1ng graduation requirements of the various Un1ver31ty campuses

and the.large number of majors in which transfer students may enroll, small

Community Colleges in single-college districts’ way find it part1cu]ar1y hard

to allocate the resources needed for University transfer programs for students
. with diverse interests. , . . .

» "




Transfers 'to 'the Cahforma State Unlversxty' . ' R

Table 3»below dlsplays the number of Community College students wh
transferred had each of the 19 State University campuses between Fall 1979 .
and Fall 1983. Whilé the total number increased between Fall 1982 and Fall
1983, vari®us Campuses experienced gains. and losses in a rather irregular
-fashion. For éxample, San Luis Obispo aad an increase in transfer students.
.of .19 percent, while its sister campus at. Pomona had 'a 5 percent de- -
crease -- almost the reverse of Fall 1981 to Fall 1982, when Pomona had a
significant increase and Sad Luis. Obidpo. a '17 percent decrease The San
Diego campus had an increase of 23 percent, after experienging a 12 percent
decrease between Fall 1981 and 1982 because of procedural problems in trans- S
.fer student admissions. .Long Beach, the largest rec1p1ent of Community”
College transfer students with more than 10 percent ‘of the péw State Umiver- .
sity transfers, had an 11 percent decrease, whlle Dominguez Hills, Los
Angeles and Fullerton all had increases.

. Small numbers of transfer students to. the State University are less a problem
for Community Colleges than those to the University, both because of the
,sheer difference in total numbers -- 5.7 times as many transfers to the -
State University .as to the University  in Fall J983 -- and the likelihood
that State University transfers will enroll at a campus near the Community
College where they began their-baccalaureate degree work. Only 25 Community &

- TABLE 3 Number of Community College Transfers to Each
) Ca11forn1a Statc;vnzversztg Campus, Fall 1979-1983
\

o Fall Fall ~ Fall Fal) Fall
Camg_us ~ T 1979 1980 -1 1982 . 1983 |

~

Bakersfield 439 - . 399 331 "323 1329
Chico ' 1,777 1,726 1,787 1,799 1,852
Dominguez Hills . 874 901 840 909 .7 943

" Fresno 1,522 ¢ 1,601 1,593 1,637 1,647~
Fullerton : 2,044 2,099 . 2,219 2,098 2,182
Hayward _ - 1,013 997 ' - 1,085 1,117 148
Humboldt ) 804 748" 783 654 588
Long Beach 3,062 3,021 3,269 3,474 , 105
Los Angeles - 1,434 1,506 1,582 1,278 ” 1,407
Northridge =~ 2,371 i2,323 . 2,180 2,237 2,187 -
Pomona | - - 1,390 . 1,472 1,208 « 1,605 - 1,526 »
Sacramento . 2,789 2,812 2,732 27609 - —-2,575 ..
San Bernardino 514 611. 596 659 718
San Diego ) 3,304 - 3,379 . %2,908-7 2,566 3,147
San Francisco .2,090 2,099 ™ 2,08 2,095 2,124
San Jose . 2,541 . 2,400 2,359 2,497 - 2,391
San Luis Obispo 1,287 C1,214 1,266 1,048 1,251
Sonoma- 718 670 663 739 692\\\\
Stanislaus , 455 ’ 512 541 480 . 468

‘ Total .~ 30,428 30,490 30,026, 29,824 30,274

' _ Source: California PostsecoSHSry Education Commissionh, March 1984.

\
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Colleges had fewer than 100 transfer studentsfto the State University in

Fallj 1983, including- Palo Verde with the least -- 4. Twenty-three colleges T
had more than 500 State University transfers, including Orange Coast College ‘
with 926, City College of San Francisco with ‘855, and El Camino with 799.

The eight colleges with the largest riumber of Community College transfers to

the State Unive"y in Fall 1983 accounted for 21 percént of the total.

[} -

Transfers From Community Colleges Voo

While the overall number.of students who transferredffrom Comgunity Colleges
to the University and the State University inc;eé?ed in Fall 1983 over s
recent years, the increase did not occur for all Community Colleges or P
districts, nor can any particular pattern of increases be discerned. Some. "
colleges experienced a further decline in transfers to one or both segments, .
_ whife others experienced increases to one ‘or both segments betweenjgaTi 1982
d lges e, N 7
Santa. Barbara Cify College was the source of more transfer sﬂidents,for'the
University in Fall 1983 than any other Community College, andunlike all
others, had a. larger number of students. transfer to the University than €o
the State UnivérSityr‘_The College experienced a 29 percent increase in
University- transfers between 1982 and 1983, all at the Santa Barbara campus
of the University which enrolls 84 percent of the City College students who
transfer to the University. The University campus at Santa Barbara enrolled o
about the’same number of new Community College trdnsfer students in both
1982 and 1983, including a small increase from nearby Allan Han:>ock College.
The increase from City College, in any case, appearg to be tie result of
new, joint staffing and articulation activities invof&ing the Caiversity at
Santa Barbara and City Colleggr which were initiated .locally. While Univer-
sity- transfers increased, the number transferring from City College to a
State University campus decreased during the past two years, although the
net number of transfers increased. The absence of a State University campus
in the Santa Barbara area, together with good articulation between City
College and the University, gappear to contrihgte to this unique pattern of
transfer. K . ' e N
o , N .
Golden West and Orange Coast €olleges in the Coast Community College District 1
are also 3 major source of transfer students to both the University and the
State University, and both experienced -an ‘increase between 1982 and 1983 --
16 percent to the University and 2 percent to the State University. Nearly
ﬁalf_thes; students who transfer to the University enroll at the nearby
~ Irvine campus, and most of the increase between 1982 and 1983 occurred
there, aéiiﬁ‘EE'E“EEEEIt‘bf“intreased“ar;iculationweffortsuinitiatedwlocallyww,;;wf
after a detrease in transfers from Community Colleges between 1981 and 1982. '
Orange Coast College sends more transfer students to the State University . *© -
than any other Community College. Of the 926 students who transferred from
that Collggé to the State University in Fall 1983, 61 percent transferred to
. the_StanfUniversity campuses in Fullerton, Long Beach, and San Diego.

Diablo Valley College 13 the Contra Costa District has long been another
« major source of transfer students to the University, particularly to .the
Berkeley campus because.of its proximity and the absence of a State Univer-
siti‘%?ﬁfhs in Contra Costa County. Diablo Valley experienced a' decline in
B ’
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both University and State Uniyersity transfers betwéen Fall 1982 and 1983 of .

10 percent and 5 percent, respedtively. Only a small,portion of the decline - - -~
~ i University transfers occyrred at the Berkeley campus. Ihstead, smaller

-numbers'trae§ferred in—FalI’1983 to the campuses in Santa Barbara,- Lo:

Angeles, IrVine, and San Diego. Contra Cos;a/College, with a hiéh/égzpé;cent .

qugk"énrolimenﬁ'aang its firsg=time freshmen, had only 24 Udivérsity and
///;1ﬂ7 State University transfers i «Fall'1982l but increased tiie former to 3l.

in Fall %983 while maintaining thé same number of State/ﬁﬁf;;rsitj transfers. = -

,,,,, [

The increase to /the University was at’ campuses other than Berkeley,#ith the

' result that Kil campuses except San Diego had at least Qne Contra Costa -
College transfer student in Fall 1983. . .

i;éhsfers from the Los Rids Community CJllege District in Sacramento present
still a different pattern of change.  The declide in number of.transfers to '
-the State University from the three colleges in the District has been signifi-

" cant over a period of several years, with a 20 percent decrease between 4980
and 1983. Moge than P percent of thdge Qﬁ: transfer to the State University
enroll at Sacramento, -which .has had a decrease in numbers from Sacramento
City and Cosumnes River Colleges.in particular. Changes between 1982. and
1983 fh transfer to the UnivVersity varied among the three colleges, with
Sacramento City experiencing a 20 percent loss (after a significant gain
between 1981 and L?SZ), Consumnes River more than doubling its number to ‘21, -
and American River experiedcing a non-significant inicrease to become .once
more the Los Rios college with the ldrgestynumber .of transfers to the Uni-
versity; . : o -

The transfer experience of these four districts is illustrative of the
diversity of changes vccurring in the flow of transfer students to the.
University and State University at a time .when the total number is increas-
ing., Gains in transfers to one segment have in some instances been balanced
by losses to the other. Different Community Colleges in ‘Wmulti-campus dis-
tricts often showed gifferent patterns of change between 1982 and 1983..,°
Somg increases ‘appear attributable to increased articulation efforts locally
while other changes cannot be explained’at this time. = \ '

o

RTHNICITY OF TRANSFER STUDENTS

-

3 Ethqié distributions for students who transferred from Community Colleges to °
, the University and the State.Universitz;Sp,Fall'1980 through Fall-1983 are’
"7 'displayed in Table 4. . '

University of California S . v

University of_Californié'data suggest that Asian, Chicano, and Bléck students
made small gains both numerically and proportionhlly during the the four-year
period, while Americap Indian and Filipino students appear to have decreased

in terms of both numbers “gxd proportions. =~ - -
N ‘ . . « B ) ' ‘
. A comparison of the ethnic distributions for men and women who‘transférred”
¢ to the University in Fall 1983 ghows._that the pe;thtages of men are about _
- . - ‘ . . | . .
Lo -lo- v g £ o .
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TABLE ¢ Ethnic Distribution of Community College Transfe¥r] . - 7 :
Students to the University of california and the
california State University, Fall 1980, 1981, 1982, . . »
“and} 1983 (In Percents) : o , ;

-

o~
. . . ~.Ethnicity L
Trans- d _— - P o » '
fer e "American - Fili- Chi- Percent.
to Year - N* Indian Asijan pino, Black cano - White Unknown _
: o ... i ) \ S o . e \
uc 1980 5,356  1:1% 9.6% 1.1% 3.7% 7.4% 77.1% 10.0% -
‘ 1981 4,778 1.0 10.2 1.2 4.0 8.1 75.5 9.9
; 1982 5,137 0.7 1.1 1.3 3.8 8.3 74.8 ‘3.6
'~ 1983 5,305 - 0.9 12.0 1.0, 4.2 8.9 73.0 3.3
v k4 N
csu 1980 30,527 1.5 6.1 1.2 64 0.0 75.1 37.2
1981 30,026 5.6 7.1 1.3 6.4 8.4 71.2  16.3
1982 29,824 1.4 8.5 1.4 5.9:. 9.1 73.7 5.6 -
~ 1983, 30,274> 0.9- 9.3 1.5 6.6 9.7 ; 72.0 6.2 .
‘ » g

Source: California Posts;qondary Education Commission, March 1984. - :

#N includes nonresident alieps, "other' ethnicity, and nonrespondents, all
of whom were exciuded from the N on which the computation of percentfges
for the various ethnic groups—were based~— Therefore, Ns for specific
ethnic groups which might 'be computed from the data in this table would
likely be larger than those actually reported. : C '

~ , | AR .
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equal to those obtained for women who were reported to be American Indian,
Black, Filipino, or Chicano, but differ for Asian and non-minority students.
Asian men comprised 14 percent of .all male transfers, compared to 10 percent
-for -Asian. women. At the same time, white women comprised 75 percént of
_women transfers, compared to 71 percent for white men. B '

The eight.UniGersity camppées vary considerably with respect to their enroll-
. ment of ethnic minority transfer students, in terms of both overall percent-
ages and particular ethnic groups. Riverside, with the smallest number of
Community College transfer students, enrolled thé highest proportions of -
Chicanos, Blacks, and American Indians in ‘Fall 1983 -- 24 percent” $or all
. the three groups combined. At Berkeley, in contrast, Asians comprised 19
© percent of the. new transfer students, while the three "underrepresented"
Minorities comprised 13 percent. At Los Angeles, "underrepresented" minori- -

;. : | A‘ b_gA | —;IJB ) N . S j_..' | ///
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ties compr1sed 18 percent new transfers ‘and Aszans cpmprlsed another 15
~percent. Amorfg the eight campuses, Los Angeles enrolled the largest propor-% .
tion of ethnic minority transfer students -~ 33 percent -- while Santa Cruz
had the sm%%lest proprption -- 16 percent.

- 8

1
..
. 3
s . s .

The California State University b
. . « Y *

Reliable ethnic information for State’ Un1versxty transfer students is avail-<
able for only Fall 1982 and Fall 1983, because of high rates of non-response
in previous years, often for campuses with known ' large ‘enrollmerys of éthnit
midorities. A comparison of these two years suggests that' Asians, Blacks, -
and Chicanos made only small gains, both numerically and proportionally,
while American Indians may have experxenced a.decrease in both regards.

A cpmparison of the ethnmic. d1str1but1ons of men and women transfer students
to the: State Un1ver31ty shows only small differences between the sexes,
primarily for Asians where the pioportion of men is higher than that of
women. This hlgher proportion of Asian men is to some extent balanced by .
the slxghtly higher proportion of women than men among Black Chicano, and
non-m1nor1ty studentss.

- \"

The 19 State Unxverslty campuses also vary a good deal vith respect to the
level ang mix of ethnxc minority. transfer students. The poor response rates -
regarding ethnicity for three ¢ampuses -- San Francisco (78 percemt}, Chico
(83 percent), and Los Angeles (85 percent) -- have probably produced an
.underestimate of the total numberyof ethnic m1nor1ty students who transferred
from Community Colleges to the State University in Fall 1983. In order to
contyrol for such differences in response rates, the'following compsrisons
are based on percentage distributions of students whose ethnicity was reported
on the State University's ‘enrollment tape. On two of the 19 State University
campuses, ethnic minority students comprised a majority of tramnsfer students
in Fall 1983. At Bominguez Hills, "underrepresented” minority groups comprised

percent of the trangfers, who were for the most part Black. At Los
Angeles the "minority" majority group was 28 Ppergent Chicano, 19 percent
Asian, and 17 percent Black, with very small,numbers of American Indians and
" Filipinos. At the other extreme, transfet groups at Chico,- Humboldt, Sar
Luis Obispo, and Sonoma were less than 15 percent ethnic minorxty

-.\-

n

Looked at another way, and considering percentages rather than raw numbers,
_ Dominguez.Hills -had the largest concentration of Blacks in Fall 1983; Los
Angeles and San Francisco,' Asians; and Los Angeles, Pomona, San Bernardxno,
and Fresno, Chicanos. American Indians and Filipinos, both very small,

ethnic groups, did not appear to cluster on. particular State Un1vers1ty
campuses.

. ”
-

Community Colleges With High Minority Enréllments <
'Appendix B displays the ethnic distribution of first-time freshmen age 19 -
and under who were enrolled in each Community College in Fall 1981, ~together
with distributions of Fall 1983 transfers to the University and the Stasel
University. The Fall 1981 data\jor freshmen are believed to provide the

N
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‘best available poss1b1e comparison with 1983 transfers since transfer students

tend to be younger than the average Community College student and to be

'enrolled full-time in lower division programs

The detailed 1nformat10n Kn Appendlx B is 1ntended for - use by campuses in

all three segments of pub

ic higher education in outreach and evaluation

activities, and will not be analyzgd in tHis report.. Instead, gttention is
drawn to the transfer experience of some Community Colleges where ethnic
minority students comprise a majority of the first-time freshmen who are

recent high school graduates.

j
Compton College,.a small predominantly Black college in the metropoll-

tan Los Angeles area, has experlenced declining enrollments in the last
several \years and an even gféater decrease in the number of students

_transferring to the Unlverslti and the State’Unlver51ty The college

had 590 first-time freshmen age 19 and under. in Fall 1981 -- 89 percent
of whom were Black. In Fall 1983, the University reported 6 transfer
students from Compton College and the State University 92 -- far fewer
than the 33 and 255 they reported in Fall 1977. The decline began
shortly thereafter and has’ contlnued through Fall 1983.

Rio Hondo is also a re1at1ve1y small ccllegc in‘ the Los- Angeles arge,
where first-time freshmen in Fall 1981 were 48 percent Chlcano and 48

-percent non-minority. It has also been . experiencing an enrollment

decline and amr even greater percentage decrease in transfer studénts.
In Fall 1977,,41 students transferred to the University and 398 to the
State Un1vers1ty, compared to 14 and’200, respectﬁvely, in Fall 1983.

_ A different kind of experience characterlzes San Diego C1ty College,

also a relatively small institution with 723 first-time freshmen age 19
and under in Eall 1981, 35 percent of whom were reported to,be Black,

27 percent Chicano, and 31 percent non-m1nor1ty Its number of.transfers_

to the University has: incredsed over the past two years. from 25 to 84
and to the State University from 237 to 271. However,,lts ethnic
distribution ‘of transfers to the University does not correspond closely

to that of its first-time freshmen, since 60 percent were ‘reported to .

be non-minority, 10 percent Black, 11 percent Chicano, and I6 percent
Asian, with Asians comprlslng only 3 percent of the first-time fredhmen.

The ethnic distribution of the San Diego City College transfer students

to.the State University corresponded more closely to that of its freshmen
than did. its University transfer students, but Blacks -and Chicanos

. .still comprised a much smaller .proportion of 1ts State University

transfer group than freshmen.

Transfers_to_the_Unlverslty from colleges in the Los Angeles Community
Collége District declined from "684 in Fall 1977 to 395" in Fall 1981,
but then increased to 447 for Fall 1983. However, the number transfer-

_ring to the State University has continued.to. decline, from 3,829 in

Fall 1977 to 2,835 in Fall  1983. The nine colleges in the District
vary widely .in size,  location, and ethnic composition of first-time
freshmen in 1981, with East Los Angeles. 81 percent Chicano, West, Los
Angeles 71 percent Black, Los Angeles Southwest 98 percent Black, Los
' ‘Angeles’ C1ty a mix of .the various ethnic minority" groups, and Los

Angeles Pierce predominantly white. Wh11e Asians constituted a rela-
N
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t1vely small "ethnic  group ;h the Los Angeles D1str1ct Colleges in
..-1981 -- 5 percent -7 they comprised 1 16 percent of the University and 11

percent of the State Un1ver41ty transfers. By way of contrast, Blacks

'comprised about 27 percent of ‘their first-time freshmen in Fall 1981,

_ but only 9 percent of the University and 18 percent of.the State Univer-
sity transfers .in Fall 1983. Chicanos, comprising 30 percent of their
first-time freshmen, accounted for 16 percent of their University and
15 percent of their State University transfers. All in all, 447 students
transferred to the University and‘2.835 to the State Universlby from
the District's colleges in Fall 1983, or about one Unlverslty transfer
.to evety six State Unlverslty transfers.s’ . _ o

KY . -

e ¥ The City College of San Franclsco offers -one f1nal example of a college
that has experienced a significant decline in its number of transfers
to ‘both segments between Fall 1977 and Fall 1981, but reversed this
trend - during the past two years. Its number of transfers to the Uni-
versity decreased from 189 in 197Y to 95 in 1981, but -has now iacreased
to 118 in 1983. Comparable figures for the State University are 974 in
1977, ‘805 in 1980 and 855 in 1983. Asian students, who comprised 34
percent of the first-time freshmen in Fall 1981, were almost half of ,
its transfer groups to both the University and the State University in
Fall 1983. Its freshmen also 1nc1uded 16 percent Black, 12 percent

Chicano,” 12 percent F111pino, and 26 percent non-minority students, but
its non-minority students.-comprised 36 percent of its Unlversity and 30
percent of its State University transfer groups, while each of the
three other lfhorltr groups accounted for 10 percent or’ less

<

r | | .
MAJORS OF TRANSFER STUDENTS , .
R ,0 A . - . L . . ) \§
Percentage d1stribut1ons of the majors of Communlty College students who
transferred to the University and_ the State University with upper division

'standlng are displayed in. Fable 5 by segment and sex. Upper d1V1slon trans- .

fers comprised 55 percent ‘of the Fall 1983 transfers .to the Un1vers1ty and
66 percent of those to the State Un1vers1ty :

-

7
//
,

Cng;ce of gajors, d1ffered s1gn1f1cantly both between men and wol én and
between the Un1v~rslty and State University groups. .Engineering and’liberal/-

~ general studies ranked highest for men transferr1ng to the University, with -

each accounting for 15 percent of the male transfers in Fall 1983. Compari-

:usons with Fall 1982 are made difficult by changes in the classification

system - for majors. between -the ‘two years, but engineering is clearly the o

'_top-ranklng field forrmen—transferrtng—to»the—Unevers1ty—and_the_secnnd_rank_________

ing major for men transferring to the State University, exceeded there only
by business and management. Although engineering is an impacted program in
both ‘segments, the number and percentage of males transferring into this

field increased slightly between 1982 and 1983. Liberal/general studies
appear to have replaced the category of - 1nterdisc1p11nary ‘majors, which had

* attracted the second largest group of male transfers to the’ Unlver31ty in

Fall 1982. ~* - . T Y

-
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TABLE'S MaJors of New Upper Division Transfer Students From Calzfornza .
Community”CUlteges, Fali-1983 (In Percents)
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~Agricultyre
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"Communications
- Computer Sciences
Education = ‘o
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. Mathematics
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3

w
a 22

3 e

SO N
o

25

A

[

b
\
\
A = OO=WONNOONS/WULL OO -,

mmrwmoonprOobmwOo O~

HFOPONNONSWONSNW
»

¥

E

(] '.
O = O WL
OO Ud U Wm0~ WUHOO 0N NS
LY

~OWWOO®mNO
i

wwouwnmpooouwm

[y

[T
- O\
w
o n
.

ow.o\an;\o.-am;\uu\o,\lmwNNQH.O\O\‘b;‘é

-

1

WHARARONNWO O = W =

5N O =
~N oSN
0 &H OO
’

[}

W U

17.

NN OW
»
[

‘Source: - California Pbstsecnndary Education Commission, March 1984.
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L1beral/generai studies enrolled the largest number of women who transferred
to the University in Fail 1983, followed by the social ‘sciences and life
sciences. However, the majors of 18 percént of the ‘wqmew who transferred
were still unknown in the Fall term of their junior year, as vere those of
A2 percent of the men. “Physical sciefices also enrolled almost 10' percent of
the Fall 1983 male transfers to .the University at the junior level -- a"
slight 1ngrease over Fall 198%\:: ‘hut they attracted only{? percent of the

women. . A .

of -both-flen and women who transferred as junmiors. ‘Engineering was the only

At the State Unlverslty, bus1ness and management maJors enrolled 20 percent
other f1e1d to have -enrolled more than 10 percent of the male- transfers,

o ‘. | '. - - ) ~' ' .—_15.'—20.,




_ other hand, omnly 15 percent of the Asian male transfers to the State gigver-

although the major -of 17 percent was unknown "In-addition to, business and
management, the three fields. in."Which the largest number of womerr transfers
to the State University enrolled were €he health sdciernces, lxberal/general

+studies, and psychology, with 13 percent unknown., Reasons for the decrease _

between 1982 and 1983 in tKe number of womén maJorlng in public affairs are

unknown, although the nevw c13331f1cat1on system for majors may be 1n part

respon31ble : N . '
- : e . v

Ethnlc d1fferences among maJors are’ significant for male transfers‘to bqﬂh

. the University and the State’ University. ‘Engineering enrolléd 15 percent\of

all male transfers to.the Univyergity in Fall 1983 but 38 .percent of the”
A31an ffen, compared to 11 percent of the ‘Chicaho and. non-minority men, and 9

ipercent of the Black men. Nearly one-fourth - of the 45 Black male transfers
‘majored in the social sciences, compared w1th less than 5 percent of the

Asian, 16 percent of the Chicano, -and 14 percent ‘of the n n-mlnorltj\$:; \

The Second-ranked major for the 226 Asian male transfers was 'liberal/ ral’ -

studies, which ac'ounted for 21 percent. Except for the phy31cal gciences,. L
. which enrolled a larger percentage of non-mlnorrty than Ch;cano men, the .
‘ChOICéS of maJor by Chicano and non-m1nor1ty men were quite similar. . .

At the St{ts‘g}lver31ty, 39 percent ofq231an male transfers were enrolled -in

,:englneerlng,.compared with 17 percent of all male’ transfers, 7 percent of

Black, 13 percent of Chicano, and 14 percent of. non-plnorlty males: On the"'

sity were enrolled in business majors, compared with 26 percent of Bl ’ 20
percent of Chicano, and 21 percegt of non-minority male transférs. Compiter
and information sciences enrolled 12 percent of the Asian male transfers,

‘compared with 6 percent of all male transfers, while the social sciences,

communications, and visual and performing arts attracted smaller proportions
of Asian males than other men. ‘

Differences among women in their choice of major after transferring to the
State'Uﬁgier31ty as juniors are smaller than those found for men, in part
because of the limited number of strong preferences on the part of women.
However, A31an women tranafers selected majors in business (excludlng offlce
occupations) more, freqiegtly than did women in the other ethdic groups -- 28
percent, compared with 20 percent for all women transfers. At the same
time, Asian women sele¢ted majors 1n l;beral/general Studies, psychology

and the health sciences less frequently than did women in other ethnic k"“'

groups. ' The second-rank major -- after business -- among, Black women who
transferred as juniors was the. health sciences, while Chicanas more often
selected liberal/general studies majors if they did not choose business .
majors. .

AGE OF TRANSFER STUDENTS . ) B oo

‘ ' e o
More than three-fourths of the transfer stugents to the University in Fall
1983 were under the age of 25, .including 11 percent’ who.were 19 or under.
Only 10 percent were 30 years or older. However, 13 percent of the wonen
transfer stidents were at®least 30 years old, compared with 6 percent of the
men. Less than 1 percent of either sex was: 5Q years old or older at the

. . o X t
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> - ) _time, of transfer. A comparlson of the, ethn1c minority transfer students
" shows that 10 Blacks (5 percent), 8 Ch1canos (2 percent), and 3, Asians (less
than 1 percent)’ were.ho years of age or older when they transferred
State Unlverslty students as a group were older than Unlver51ty 'students
. . 'when they transferred. About 69 percent were undér the’age of 25, including
' %- percent .who were'r9 or under. At the other extred@, 15 percent were at
' least 30 years of afe, including 20 percent of the-women and 10 percent of*
" the men. Less than onf/percent of the combined group was age 50 or over ‘at
¢ tﬁe time of transfer, however. Transfer students at least 40 years of lage:
comprised 8 percent of the Blacks’ (149 students), 4 percent of the Chlcanosgl
(98 students), and 2 percent of the Asians. (49‘studcnts) .

CONCLUDING COMMENTS T
. , ' .
. - - N .
Two consecutive years of data do pot establlsh a- trend. However, after
nearly a decade of dec11n1ng enrollments of transfer students from Commumity
Colleges, the finding of sma11 increases in numbers transferrifg to both the .
* UniverSity and the State University ip 1981-82 and Fall 1983 is encouraging.
while increases did not occur®on all University campuses this year, the one
incidence of a significant decrease appears to be attributable to low student
_demand in that region, rather than impaction. The State University experi-
enced compensiting increases and decreases across its 19 camﬁases, for
example,’ between the two campuses ‘of the California State Polytechnlc Un1Ver--
sity and_ among the. Long Beach, Los Angeles, Dominguez Hills, and Fullerton
‘campuses . :

3

-

" Very small increases have been noted in the number of Black .and Chicano

‘ students transferring to the University and the 'State Unlver31ty in Fall
"1983. A. larger percefitage .increase was. feund for As1an transfer students '
whose proportions in the transfer groups: were already more than twice as
lagge as their proportion in the distribution of first-time ‘freshmen in the
Gommunlty\Colleges The increased number of transfers from’Commupity Colleges
‘with hlxh ethnic minority‘enrollments’ resulted in many instances from increases

1n Asiafj transfers, rather than Blacks and Hispanics.

&
]

Transfer to 1ndependent Callfornla colleges and universities will be treated
in a later report eon: college-301ng rates, since:Fall 1983 data are not yet
available. However, “the ‘analysis for Fall 1982 showed that these institu-«
¢ ‘tions are offering an alternative path to the baccalaureate degree for many
Community Gbllege transfer students. - , N
’ - . -

\('1 , - . . . ' ) h///




b v APPENDIX A C e o
Flow of Transfer Students from the Calif&rnia Community Colleges.
' o to the University of LCalifornia and the Cahforma State University
e M (Fau 1977 1979 1981, 1982 and‘1983) .
.v ) . . * . ‘ . » \\. »
" | z " P » - - AN .
o S L Transfer Ind1ces W (J981)
' - ' R : . Baccalaureate/
‘Transfe~ Courses*

o Community. o Number of - - \ . Percent Total .
College o Transfers to Workload ‘of Total Enroliment
Bistrict " Year uc sy (in hours) WOrkload* for Credit-

‘ "‘ . -« ! oL 7/

Allan’ 1977, 39 207 : ' _ ‘

' Hancock 1979 40 . 209 ' 1,769,000 . 48% T . 8,735

© T 1981 21 170 | ' ! K .
© - - 1982 . 28 166 . . | L, >

» 1983 | 34 | 159 wo R

Antelope * ° 1977 ~ 30 . 158 E o Lo

Valley - 1979 21 141 ° 976,000 = 55 6,908

o, 1981 & 18 o123 - Sl . _

- : " 1982. 16 - 105 ) ‘ N ‘
11983 - 21 . 137 ’ ' A )
. 3 ' . ‘ » .. . ‘
. Barstow - 1977 7 45 ' ' .
- . 1979 - 3 ' 41 385,000 - 56 . . 1,638
. - 1981 10 33 - : -
X 1982 1 21 : o o

3y 1983 - 3 19 : R

Butte 1977 15° ¢+ 364 ' S / :
1979 10 . 344 786,000 46 7,444
1981 9 . 348 . , ’
1982 16 .° 406 4
1983 8 401 )
Cabrillo 1977 176 262 o N\ o .
: : 1979 - 118 259 2,876,000 73 - 11,152
1981 151 » 256 e - Cor
‘1982 164 1265 ) ,. -
y 1983 169 . 264 :
_ . : )

Cerritos . 1977 24 589 s
L 1979 48 . 520 R 4, 409, ooo\ 47 21,619 -
4 \_/ \ 1981 48 535 T -

+ - 1982 38 555 \ b
~1983 28 522 o .
. L F
-19- 23 _
. -~ & AN




’, Y : APPENDIX A (Continued) . >
T : \
. Transfer Indices (1981)
, - Baccalaureate/ = -
y D o Transfer Courses* ,
Community " Nunber .of ' Percent - Total ™
College Transfers to Workload =~ of Total Enrolliment
District VYear uc Csu . (in hours) Workload for Credit . -
Chaffey 1977 43 347 o : *
e 1979 23 257} 1,667,000 . 53, < 12,259
1981 38 1236 s
1982 27 - 281
- 1983 . 35 280
Citrus #1977 . 19 - .286 ,
1979 25 237 . 1,898,000 54 ’ 9,395
1981 22 225 . . N
-1982 26 241 - ¥
‘ ‘1983  ,21 - 263 . - ) o g
Coachella 1977 38 106 : . -
Valley 1979 - 31 92 967,000 > . 50% . 6,433
- © 1981 . 16 81 o S
: ... 1982 15 98 - .
s 1983 19 111 ' . P
*  Coast 1977, 219 1,243, o S :
- ‘1979 - 324 1,301 12,977,600 56 72,047 T,
1981 288 1,475 ' o .
. 1982 ' 288 1,486
. 1983 330 1,500
« Compton 1977 33 225 - St o
1979 3 203 2,056,000 53 .. 6,465
1981 7 191 SR ’ .
1982 ° 5 154 ;
- 1983 6 92
| : . : : .
Contra 1977 260 1,022 C S . R
Costa - 1979 291 998 6,348,000 - _ 62 . 34,724
. 1981 - 240 1,120 i . .
; . 1982 265 1,024
‘ -1983 250~ 982 , , .. ’
» . 4 M . v :
El Camino 1977 160 825 - . : ) \
. _> 1979 158 800 4,487,000 - 53 - 30,530 .
T 1981 118 802
s 1982 131 830 :
1983 125 799 )
. / )
' 24 )
s - - -20-




. APPENDIX A (Continued)
: ’ ]

Transfer Indices €1981)

N : . Baccalaureate/ R
A Transfer Courses* ,/ .
Community - “Number of Percent” /4 Total

Coldege .- Transfers to - Workload - of Total/  Enrollment
District Year UC . CSU ‘" (in hours) Workload for Credit
Foothill- 1977 318 1,101 ' ~/

DeAnza 1979 285 + 951 » 6,799,000 54 | 39,801 ~

: 1981 . 224 950 . : -

1982 261 978
1983 249 1,043
Fremont- 1977 . 16 159 )
Newark 1979 12 182 1,369,000 - 47 . 8,251
. 1981 _, 22 237 S .
1982 . 24 237 o
1983 33 252 o
) Gavilan 1977 . 17 . 91 . . L
v T 1979 P12 v 76 405,000 48 3,132
'1981 . 10 75 . ..
1982 10 76 :
1983 17 78 A
-2 ~ . N N ¢
Glendale 1977 69 - 307 .o o :
. 1979 90 256 2,523,000 ¥ « 58 9,848
1981 ,33 312 ’ , »
1982 9 ' 303 - ‘
1983 69 344 S
Grossmont 1977 79 552 ' - "o
. 1979 73 528 3,786,000 64% . 17,250
. 1981 65, 543 - .
1982 -74 480 :
1983 6g/ﬂ <4 , N
Hartuell 1977, " 36 172 : . s
r | 1979 30 16« 1,990,000 38 " 7,680
' 1981 29 . 185 : .
1982 39 181
- 1983 - 27 . 197
Imperial 1977 22 128 : y
Valley 1979 17 146 88,000 37 ‘ 4,122
1982 10 50
, 1982 16 127 ¢
1983 14 128 \Y
- -~
25




APPENDIX A (Continued)

. Transfer lodices (1981)

y ) o . . Baccalaureate/
. Transfer Courses* . :
Community Number of _ Percent - Tptal "4
College Transfers to Workload  of Tdtal Enrollment
District Year: uc C3uU (in hours) Workload for Credit
Keen: 1977 85 474 , _
Bakers- 1379 35 521 -1,838,000 . 49 ¢ 12,452
field 1961. 22 373
g 1982 21 333
1983. , 28 338, .
Porter- 1977 10 93 _ .
~wville 1979 8 74 434,000 55 2,186
' . 1981 3 67 o .
. \ 1982 6 82 L
‘ 1983 10 78 '
Cerro 1977 6’ . 41 _—
Coso 1979 2 54 375,000 40 4,013
' 1981 5 38
1982 3 ¢ 34 . '
1983 8 43 ’ : -
Lake 1977 0 22 ) .
Tahoe 1979 3 23 236,000 = 72 1,627 -
1981 3 15 -
. 1982 2, . 19 -
y 1983 5 ° 18
" Lassen 1977 3 52 .
. 1979 5 72 375,000 22 2,752
1981 6 42 "
1982 6 57
1983 7 59 - . =
Long 1977°. =~ 62 833 . .
Beach 1979 55 727 1,508,000 52 27,258
' 11981 50 681
1982 52 646
1983 51 637
Los 1977 684 3,829 . .
Angeles ~ 1979 519 . 3,288 23,747,000 48% - 132,473

1981 395 3,119
1982 429 3,001
1983 447 2,835

/

. -22- 26 :




APPENDIX A (Continued)

Transfer Indices

_-23-‘

(1981)
Baccalaureate/ |
. _ Transfer Courses*
Community Number of Percent - Total
ColTege - Transfers to Workload of Total Enroliment
District Year uc CsuU (in hours) Workload for Credit
Los Rios 1977 328 1,938
. 1979 2897 1,777 7,258,000 56 44,479
1981 217 1,535 .
1982 259 1,492 -
.- 1983 -253 1,416 -
. T
Marin 1977 152 523 ' .
1979 138 456 2,148,000 65 10,751 .
1981 90 401 A
- 1982 . 95 1%} .
© 1983 90 361
‘Mendocino 1977+ 2 69
1979 5 . 48 379,000 49 3,232
1981 0 46 -
1982 3 e 54
bt .1983° 1? 48
Merced, 1977 18 256 ; ,
- 1979 12 248 1,?39{000 44 © 7,948
1981 12 245 ¥
1982 21 245 :
1983, 16 243
Mira 1977 24 92 -
Costa 1979 30 . 94 1,154,000 56 6,077
1981 19 82'
1982 38 - 67
b 1983 33 78 s
Monterey 1977 100 234 o
. Peninsula 1979 74 191 2,092,000 66 7,856
1981 50 188 °
1982 , 65 175
1983 66 “192 . . N
\: ! -
Mt., San" 1977 55 630 v
Antonio, 1979. 40 520 3,848,000 45 21,077
1981 30 495 — .
1982 36 ‘567 T~
* 1983 36 583 . .
\ s
;37! N



APPENDIX A (Continued) s

.\ Transfer Inflices ~ (1981) =

. accalaureate?
. Transfer Courses*
Communi ty Number of . \ _ Percent . Total
College Transfers to Workload = of Total Enrollment
District Year uc Ccsu (in hours) Workload for Credit
Mt. San 1977 15T HO—— . - . S
Jacinto 1979° 18 & -- f-= -7 3,135
1981 19 36 . '
1982 11 43 . N
T 1983 13 51— : -
Napa 1977 38 172 ' P;
' 1979 30 " 175 856,000 54% 4.5,431
. 1981 25 160 * - ~ :
© 198 36 150
1983 36 177
/ . .
North 1977 107 - 1,225 o ' '
Orange 1979 105 1,165 - 6,939,000 55 - 31,620
‘ 1982 88 1,154 - )
1982 103 1,109
1983 93 1,126
Palo 1977 2 .16, ) . .
Verde 1979 - 1, 12 © 72,000 - 41 590
' 1981 O 5 _ ’ . . )
1982 2 1
. 1983 0 Ao :
‘Palomar 1977 125 341 o
1979 - 102 426 3,763,000 52 - 16,589
1981 ° 87 411 .
1982 97 332, &
1983 116 . 427
' Pasadena 1977 = 196 782 S .
1979 140 647 5,492,000 ~ 59 19,992
1981 135 617 o ‘ o~ : -
1982 129 . 617
1983 - 119 - 704
s Peralta 1977 177 - 664 ) :
. 1979 164 542 7,355,000 " 51 40,053
T T TI081 134 455 - , ' ’
h 1982 121 522 s
1983 140 497
* 1
L; B 218 : . .

¢ =24-




APPENDIX A (Continued) .

-

F 4
O Transfer Indices (1981)
' . Baccalaureate/ .
. *Transfer Courses*?® :
Communi€y . Number of : Percent Total
+  College Transfers to Workload of:Total Enrollment
District Year uc csu (in hdurs) = Workload for Credit
. - 84 PP : .
' Rancho 1977 - 27 418 |, C bt -
Santjago 1979 56 362 2,520,000 " 36 18,790
e 1981 44 308 ‘ . oY - :
" 1982 29 341
c L. 1983 51 356+ ;
Redwoods 1977 15-,. 305 : ooy
- 11979 . 14 244 . 1,633,000 47 10,524 ~
1981 12 224 . CoY ST
1982 10 210 g
.. 1983 13 262 E
o E . 3 .
Rio Hondo 1977 = 41 398 .
1979 23 294 3,450,000 52 11,642?
11981 16 275 o .
) © 1982 20 =258 ' ,
-, . -1983. . 14 - 200 e e
Riverside 1977 = I54 "333 - ~
- - 14979 129 334  2,526,00 55% 15,063
1981 86 310 * E .
- 1982 112 337 ° L
:3 1983 104 342 i ‘ -
saddle-, 1977- 72 326 * . X
back -x\_1979 104 315 ~-2,338,000 £ 38 " za'pas o
: 1981 1l 3737 .
1982 113 .- 445
1983 - 134 509
) San 11977 101 556 e T - N
Bernar- 1979 . 64 . 441, 4,675,000 62 - 18,674 .
dino 1981 .59 . 497 . -~
+ 1982 75 - 471 : .
L 1983 - 55 461 L
San Diego.'1977 184 .1,088 . _ v N . o
v - 71979 162 862 6,560,000 - _ 51 44,977
1981 . 151 855 : _ : -
1982 171 820 o E : ;
1983 178 -. 5952 , : I

S




APPENDIX A (Continued) N

Transfer Indices (1981)

“Baccalaureate/
) Transfer Courses* h
Community : Number of . : Percent -~ Total .
College Transfers to Workload of Total: Enroliment
District Year uc csu (in hours) Workload for Credit -
San’ 1977 189 - 974 S -
Francisco 1979 157 821 7,782,000 67 25,318
1981 95 . 812 -
1982 105 805
1983 118 - 855
San 1977 82 511 =
Joaquin 1979 73 483 2,737,000 50 - 16467
Delta 1981 68 478 — - o
1982 9% 539 ‘
co _ 1983 83 4711, ,
San Jose 1977 28 474 ; ' 4 .
1979 23 412 3,871,000 47 21,170. )
1981 13 ‘389 .
1982 - 25 379 _ - ' . j‘\\\\
1983 29 395 .
L - ‘ -
- ‘_\A‘ . "
San.Luis 1977 T I6———162 . o
. Obispo 1979 28 = 172 1,433,000 66— 5,848
1981 21 193. ) T e
1982 22 255 |
1983 11 29T 4 -

San Mateo 1977 205 " 1,079 T .
1979 189 888 2,270,000 - 52 " 33,673

1981 152 858
1982 - 153 = 882 )
1983 159 . - 853
Santa - .'1977 302 237 ,(‘»
Barbara 1979 219 207 1,564,000 614 . . 9,736
) 1981 194 231 c ‘ '
1982 217 ‘218
1983 281 . 213 ' S
: . : [ [Y :
Santa = 1977 11 112 . ) -
Clarita 1979 15 81 495,000 60 - 3,600 .
- 1981 14 75 - r '
1982 17 110 ’
1983 9 107

Ay

celn =26~ ‘ _ SRR
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APPENDIX A (Cont{:inued)

° - Transfer Indices (19&)
Baccalaureate/ ‘' ,
Transfer Courses*

Community Number of . Percent Total
College "~ Transfers to Workload . of Total Enroliment
District Year = UC Ccsu (in hours) Workload . for Credit
Santa 1977- 323 489, J : )
Monica 1979 237 406 5,108,000 64" - . 18,452
1981 225 445 '
e 1982 , 222 ° 419 - .
*1983 . 214 395 | C
Sequoias 1977 . 29 329 .
1979 . 37 271 1,225,000 54 7,586
. . 1981 ~ 48 © ‘' 308 .. L
- . 1982 34 310 B ‘
o, 1983 27 303
Shasta- 1977 31 239 - . ~
Tehama- 1979 17 200 1,011,000 43/ ' 10,568
Trinity , 1981 23 - 259 S A
S 1982 29 252 - , _
. 1983 30 265 AU e
. . _ . . @ s © ' 14
Sierra 1977 51 ° 323 .
- - 1979 kY 263 1,485,000 © 49 : 9,671
. © 1981 29¢ "253 o
oo e 1982, 0 32 310
- 1983 42 356 ‘ .
Siskiyous 1977 - - .8 . 59 . : :
¥ 1979 4 65 457,000~ 60 .4,..,_m“242}2
\ 1981 4 83 . . N
- : 1982 6 . 69
1983 I 65 ...
Solano 1977 61 * 223 | ' . .
& 1979 45,7 190 },oos,doo .33 T 9,829
1981 43 195 _ _
1982. 34 153 -
1983 47 . 167
. : B » . . ¢ N .
_Somoma 1927  ,63° 593 : T _
_ 1979 81 573 < 2,997,000 45 19,333
: 1981 89 600 — . S
1982 84 556
1983 = 77 589
. ) , .
. 31




: . APPENDIX A (Continued)

T R : Transfer Indites - .(1981)
Baccalaureate/
- - Transfer Courses*
Community ° * Number of ' - Percent Total

College ‘Transfers to. ~ Workload pf Total Enrolimunt
District Year uc . CSU_, (in.hours) Workload - for Credit

LY

- South ., 1977 - 66 544 ' e o .
-~ County 1979 75 ' 555 2,858,000  56% 18,986
’ 198k 67 - 483 ‘ o _
1982 . 64 472,
1983 73 535 )
State 1977 . 42 865 - - ‘
Center 1979 42 785 2,824,000 48 - ' 17,760
1981 28 783 = _ .
1982 23 764 : ‘
1983, 18 748 ‘
,, Sweet- -, 1977 -6l —~ 366 : j
 water 1979 ... 24. 298 2,167,000 42 12,941
o 1981 - 33 256 - . . . :
: . " 1982 26 245 o
v, ' 1983 30 , 250 / '
Ventura 1977 219 .. 687~ - :
1979 ¢« 215 612 4,620,000 . . 61 27,976
‘4981 . 167 . 575 . ..
1982 ~209 610 ' e )
- ., . 1983 221 - 644 ‘ .
Victor 1977. 10, . - 82 S _
Valley - 979 1.0 = 74 220,000 .  ‘47.- - 3,782
. " 1981 6 _ 71 I
. : ‘1982 7 ‘““ 74, | S,
1983 7 V- 81 .
‘West 1977 6 - 69 PN ST
Hills- 1979 1 .55 - 327,000 . 34 2,421
: /1981 1 53
© 1982 0 65
1

,,) . 1983 1. . 4 - T

26

West Kérn 1977 2 . : e
- g ° 2 25 . 204,000 .63, -~ . I,183
- 1981 ¢ 2 s s "y
S 1982 . 2 23 - - -
' 1983 1 2 s
BRS .. - L&, T, | . . )
L e N L IR X

AN
.



APPENDIX A (Contmued) :

kv/ Transfer Indlces (19815

Baccalaureate/
. Transfer Courses* .
Community Number of N Percent - Total
VU College - Transfers to. ~Workload » of Total Enrolliment
‘District Yeéar~ _UC csu (in _hours) Workload : - for Credit
= wégc 1977 142 742, U '
Valley = 1979 104 7696 3,983,000 56 23,681
1981 114 " 756 ' o
.1982 100 760
1983 114. 7$}f~’
Yosemite 1977 62 561 . - = —
- 1979 . 53 62 2,187,000 50 15,676 -
1981 . 38 - . A8l | : : S
1982 50 483 -
1983 . 46/ 500
. 4 :
Yuba * . 1977 30 /- 266 - o S
' 1979 .24 226 1,269,000 39% - 8,632
1981 25 v254 o g :
' 1982 - 16 260 - S -
| 1983 27 . 225 S , .
TOTAL - 1977 6,392 33,931 a .\\‘.

1979 5,654 30,458 207,752,000 : 52% 1,191,953 .
- 1981 4,767 29,991 s -

- 1982 5,130 - 29,806 - g

. 1983 5,305 30,274 A '
V2 v . ’ o ’ - -

*One measure of a district's performance of the transfer function

is ‘the number’ of student contact hourg it generites in bacgalaure-

ate level/transfer courses, together with the percentage of the

total credit workload of each district which is id‘such courses.

The 1mp1emeptation of “the Course Classification System ‘this year
has yielded a prel;m1nary set of data which have been used in this
. Appendix to .indicate both volume and proportion of aistrggx work-,

7 load in baccalaureate/transfer courses in 1980<81. Data have been
taken from the March 1982 report of the Chancellor's Office,
Course Llass1fication System Report of Data Collection,and Descr1ption
of Offerings, with the exception of Long Beach City- College for,
which the en%ries in the report were incorrect. : v .

’ TLov ,g-—-,g\ ’ '




, APPENDIX B D | B

Ethnic Dlstnbutmn of Commumty College Fyeshmen -
Age .19 and Under (Fall 1981) and Transfer Students

to the University of California and the P Sy
California State Universigy’(f‘all 1983) _ -
- _ (In Percents) ‘ v : .
R , | Eehnidity .
' ' ' ) ' Percent
Community Total American . Fili- : . Unknown
College Group . N Indian Asian pino . Black Chicano Nh1te Ethnicu
* Allan Freshmen 1,008  2.4% 2.8%/1.6% 5.7% 16.9% 70.7%  2.1%
‘Hancock UC Trans 34 3.3 3.3 0.0 3.3 10.0 80.0 5.9
' CSU Trans <159 0.0, 6.0 0.0 3.4 12.1 78.5 2.5
Antelope  Freshmen 81 1.4 3.3 1.2 49 7.6 8.6 2.3
. Valley ,  UC Trans - 0.0 10.6 5.0 10.0 5.6 .70.0 . 4.8
. CSU Trans \\\;37 0.0 2.3 0.8 9.8 .83 78.8 0.7
Barstow .  Freshmen 163 - ' © NO INFORMATION ’
' UC Trans 3" 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0, 0.0 100" 0.0
. CSU Trans 19. 0.0 11.8 “0.0 0.0  35.3 52.9° 10.5
Butte Freshmen 1,012 & NO_INFORMATION ' .
' UC Trans 8 0.0 0.0 0.0 12.5 0.0 87.5 0.0
CSU Trams 401 - 1.2 2 0.0 1.4 6.4 89.0 10.0
Cabrillo ' Freshmen . 999 1.0 2.3, 1.4 . 1.4 10.5 83.4 0.2
L . UC Trans 169 0.7 -~ 2.1 0.7 . 2.1 8.3 ~86.1 ~-11.8
. CSU Trans 264 0.4 4.3 -0.9 0.0 3.4 9l.a. 8.3
College of Frest;men ‘538 1.9% . 0.6 0.4 3.5 4.4 89.4 0.0"
" the Canyons UC Trans ~9 0.0 "12.5 0.0 0.0 -I2.5 75.0 11l.1
ot csu Trans - 107 0.0 4.9 0.0 1.9 8.7, 84.5 - o’g
Cerritos Freshmen 2,507 - 2.5 +3.5 3.0 ~ 7.0 _27.6 56.4 ° 19.5 °
' UC Trans 28 4.0 40.0 8.0 0.0 N2.0 36.0 - 3.6
CSU, Trans 522 1.9 .13.3 5.2 4.8 16.0 - 58.8 3.1
) ) C . - e T S e .
Chabot Freshmen 2 462 . . . NO INFORMATION |
. UC Trans 73 . 0.0 15.4 1.5 3.1 .6.2 73.8 . 5.5 g
CSU Trans 535 1.0 9.5 3.2 6.2 7.3 72.8 5.0 .
. 3 ‘L’
’ LY _ . N : ‘:;‘
- » ' T ' :
% . |
e , _ . £ Ty




APPENDIX B"(Continued)

]

-

Ethnicity ,
L . R Percent
Communi ty ~ Total American Fili- ¢ - Unknown
College Group N Indian - Asian pino  Black Chicano White Ethnicity
Chaffey - Freshmen "-1,241 1.2% . 1.6% 0.8% 5.5% 15.2% 75.6%  2.8%:
: UC Trans 35  0.00 6.2 ‘0.0, 3.1 15.6 75.0 . 7.9
. CSU Trans 280 1.6 3.9 0.0 4.3 11.4 78.8 6.4
Citrus Freshmen 1,241 1.2 1.6 0.8 5.5 15.2 75.7 2.8
UC Trans. 21 0.0 10.5. 0.0 5.3 -15.8 "68.4 0.0
CSU Trans 263 0.4 3.9 0.4 3.4 11.7 80.2 5.7“\7
Coast: . L , B : - .
Coastline Freshmen 492 1,8 6.7 0.9 0.9 3.8 858 - 6.5
o UC Trans 3 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0 100.0 / 0.0 -
CSU Jzanis 46 2.2 11.1 0.0 2.2 4.4 80.0 < 2.2
. ¥ N .= . . ‘ .
Golden' Freshmen 2,099 2,6 5.9 1.2 :1°3 .. 5.7 83.2 4.4
West UC Trans - - 76 2.9 14.7 0.0 0.0 4.4 77.9 2.6“
: CSU Trans 528 1.8 12.5 0.4 0.8 :6.1  78.3 4.2
Orange Freshmen 3,287 3.4 §.0 0.9 1.2 7.5 .82.0 4.7
- ‘Coast UC Trans 251 0.0 10\4 0.8 0.4 ., 8.3 85.1 2.4
o ' CSU Trans . 926 0.6 10/0 0.3 0.9' 5.4 82.7 . 4.1
: . : .t C ‘ .
Compton Freshmen $90 2.0 1.5 0.0 89.4 7.1- 0. 2.2
: UC Trans ' 6 0.0 0.0. 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 °
CSU Trans ‘92 0.0 7.2 0.0 80.7 8.4 3.6 1.1
Contra Costa: : - T . .- _
Contra Freshmen 735 « 0.9 6.4 0.0 39.4 ' 8\8. 44.5 4.1
Costa.  UC Tranms ‘31 3.3 40.0 0.0 20.9 3.3 /33.3 0.0
' £SU Trans  -147- 0.8 14.3 .0.8 33.3 6.3  44.4 ~ 10.9
_Diablo - Freshmen- 2,599 0.3 - 3.4 ' 0.3 3.2 3.7 89.1 3.6
Valley UC Trans  -213.- 0.0 3.5% 2.0 2.0 4.0 885 1.4
* CSUTfens 766 ' 1.6, 3.6 0.7 2.0 3.7 88.4 8.0
'Los Freshmen . 588 2.0 1.6 0.0 6.2 15.7 74.5 4.4
Medanos:- UC Trans . 6 0.0 0.0 20.0 20.0 0.0 600 16.7
.. . . CSU Trans 69 .0.0 3.0 0.0 1.5 13.4 82.1 2.9
v"""" - ) ]
o I
v, 4
47, 3b : -



APPENDIX B (Continued)

. Ethhicity ; ;!
Percent
Community Total. American Fili- Unknown -
College Group -N Indian As1an pino  Black Chicano White Ethnicity
Cuesta .~ Freshmen 782  0.9% ‘I.1% 1.6%. 1:4%  5.9% 89.1%, .46.5%
UC Trans® %+ 11 100 ;0.0 0.0 -0.0 10.¢ 80.0 ~ 9.1°
< CSU Trans 297 1.1. /- 2.5°° 1.1, 1.1 6.9 87 3 4.7
- . i . / .. ’ ‘o X
College of Freshmen' *© 679 0.8 ; 0.2 1.8 4.5 25. 8 66.9, 0.0
the Desert UC Tranms 19 0.0 0.0°0.00 5.3 10.5 84.2 0.0 ,
' CSU Trans - 111 oio_i 0.0 . 0.9 2.9 20.0 76.2 , &.5
El Capifio  Freshmen 3,102 L NO INFORMATION - R
. UC Trans 125 0.0 12.3 0.0 .10.6 6.6 70.5 0.0
. CSU Trans 799 0.8 11.6 1.3 11.1 7.9 - 67.2 3.3
Foothill- p
Qg Anza: S : . . : : - C
De Anza Freshmen 909 1.6 * 7.5 1.2 1.5 .5.7 825 19.1
‘ UC Trans - 122 0.9 '18.7 0.9 3.6 ' 1.8 74.1. 4.1,
CSU Trans, 655° 0.7 . 12.6 1.2 3.3 4.6 .71.6 8.9
: . ~ : ' _ o
Foothill  Freshmen 740 0.7 4.3 1.6 4.3 7.4 81.6 17.4
UC Trans, 127 0.00 6.9 0,0 2.6 3.4 87.1 2.4
csu Trans 390 .0.6 9.0 1.4 4.2 4.2 80.5 5.9
Gavilan Freshmed 491 © 4.0 3.5 2.0 ‘0.9 24.6 65.0 3.7
: . UC Trans 1?7 ~ 0.0 23.5 11.8 0.0 5:9 58.8 0.0
"CSU Trans 78 2.7 4.0 4.0 0.0 17.6. 71.6 2.6
Glendale -  Freshmem 1,112 1.8 4,2" 3.2 0.9 20.8 69.1 'i\\o;o
UC Trans 69 - 0.0 20,6 0:.00 0.0 159 63.5 0.0
CSU Trans 344 -0.4 16.6 0.0 1.1' 13.4° 69.I" " 6.7.
. . - . . f N . . /’
Grossmont: . ’ . I
- Cuyamaca Freshmen , 288 . .2.5 4.2 1.1 0.0 10.9 8.3 0.0\
" UC Trans .3 0,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100:0 0.0
.CSU Trans - 44 ... 0.0 9.3 2.3 0.0: 2.3 .86.0 ' 2.3°
. . ' Lo . : : o
Grossmont  Freshmen 1‘;}&5 - 2.3 2.4 0.8 2.6 6.8 85.1 !' 0.0 '
S e e . UC Tranms 57 . 3.8 5.7 0.0 0.0 9.4 '8l.1 3.5
. .?su Trans 552 1.0 - 6.7 1.0 1.0 4.9 855  .5.6
P ) L o ’ N
K ) .-,‘ . S . A
. /



APPENDIX B (Continued) . , / .
Py A\ . ) ) ) /v’ - -
e . N Ethnicity  * .
. * . o _ ' Percent ¢
Community . . . Total American -  Fili- ' Unknown *
College Group N Indian_ Asian pinc_ Black Chicano White Ethnicity
“ Hartnell Freshmen ¢ 787  2.4%. 3.3% 5.1% 1.5% 27.2% 60.5% 3.2% °
. i '~ UC Trans *® 27 0.0 3.8. 0.0 0.0 7.7 88.5. 0.0
™ CSU.Trans 97 7 11.7 4.7 8.2 3.5 :20.5° 6l.4 6.6
Imperial = ‘Freshmen 598 1.1 0.6 0.7 6.1 84.8 26.7 - 0.0
Valley* UC Trans 14 0.0 7.7 0.0 0.9 53.8 38.5 0.0 ‘
CSU Trans 128 - 0.0 . -1.6 0.0 3.3. 6l.2 33.9 2.3
. - _ R ¢ o
Kexrn: -~ . = - . 4 ' . v ' -
Bakersfield Freshmgm 1,426 2.6  0.4° 0.6 8.7 -20.1 67.5 0.0
©°  UC Trans 28 3.7 7.4 ,0.0 0.0 11.1 77.8 3.6 .
N CSU Trans 338 0.6 .1.6- 1.6 5.6 11.5 79:0 - 5.6
Cerro Coso Freshmen . 187 0.6 0.0 1.1 2.2 3.3 92.8 0.0.° -
. . - UC Trans 8 . 0.0 12.5- 0.0~ 1235, 0.0 75.0 0.0-
, : CSU Trans = 43 = 2.4 2.4 0.0 2.4 0.0 92.7 " 2.3
Porterville Freshmen 332 2.5 - 0.3 2.2 °5.3 21.2 68.5 0.0
UC Trans . 10 10.0 ~ 0.0 ‘0.0 0.0 10.0 80.0 qio
CSU Trans -' 78 ~ 0.0 .0.0 0.0 2.8 15.5 8l.7 3.8
‘Lake Freshmen , 80 0.0 2.5 0.0 1.3 ‘1.8 94.9 ~ .1.2
. Tahoe " UC Trans $ .0.0 0.0, 0.0 . 0.0 0.0 100.0  20.0 a
CSU Trans - 18 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 11.1 ~
 Lassed ° -Freshmen 193 NO INFORMATION
' - UCTrams - 7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 - 0.0 100.0 14.3
.  CSUTrams - 59/ 1.9 0.0 0.0 13.2 5.7 79.2 8.5 °
Long ' Freshmen ~ 1,541 1% 5.8 2.3°15.9 6.4 68.2 . 28. °
Beach - ' UC Trams 31.-°3.6 '10.7 0.0 10.7 14,3 60.7 ° 3}2 "
7. CSU Trans- 637 0.3 -15.6 1.7 9.8 .7.0 65.6 3.6 /
" Los Angeles: - - . : . - .
East Freshmen - 1,742 0.6 7.4 0.8 2.1 80.7 8.4 6.8
‘Los Angeles UC. Trans 50 2.0 '34.0 0.0 2.0 60.0 2.0 0.0
. . CSu Traﬁs 351 1.0 21.9 1.0 3.5° 59.4 13.2 8.5 \ .
. . ! - .
* . ' '
: ' \
* . ) "‘ : 37 ) ;
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. - " - APPENDIX B (Contipued)
DR . . D ) : ) \
) - Ethpicity
. . . ‘ ~ ‘ Percent
Community o Total American Fili- ) ‘ Unknown
College Group . N _.Indian Asian pino- Black Chicano White Ethnicity’
Los Angeles Freshmen. 1,366  1.0% 9.8% 6.3% 41.7% 28.0% 13.1% . 7.5%
City - UC Trans 88 0.0 '32.1 3.6 16.7 - 17.8- 29.8 0.0
CSU Trans 407 0.6 21.7 4.9 26.6 17.3 28.9  12.0
- ng‘Angeles'rreshmen 1,518 1.0 8.7 6.0 19.2 18.3 46.8 7.4°
Harbor ., UC Tranms 47 2.3 13.6 2.3 2.3 - 6.8 72.7 2.1
\y ' CSUTrans 351 %.9 .12.6 5.2 16.3 11.1 53.8  4.8-
- Los Angeles Freshmen 229 0.5 1.0 1.5 18.0 39.0 .40.0 12.2 -
Mission ' . UC Trams 3 0.0 33.3 °© 0.0 -33.3 0.0 33.3 0.0
CSU Trams 41 0.0 2.8 0.0 5.6 52.8 389 9.8
Los Angeles Freshmen 3,186 3.3 3.3 0.9 - 5.5’ 15.3 '71.7 11.2
Pierce ~ UC Tranms --117 Z.7 3.7 0.0 1.9 7.5 83.2 13.4
., 7" CSU Trans 741 9 55 1.0 1.6 4.9 86.0 5.9
Los Angeles Freshmen t 810 0.1 0.1 0.0 97.7 2.1 0.0 9.0
Southwest UC Tranms 5 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
' CSU JTrans 129 0.0 0.9 0.0 93.7 3.6 - 1.8 7.8
Los Angeles Freshmen. 1,206 2.6 3.2 1.0 56.1 28.0 9.1 - - 6.4
Trade-Tech  UC irans 7 0.0 28,6 0.0 42.9 28.6 0.0 0.0 .°
° CSU Trans 13° 0.0 8.2..0.0 .70.5 16.4 4.9. 10.7
Los Angeles Freshmen 1,513 3.5 5.6~ 1.0 11.8 42.2- 35.9° 12.2
Valley - . UC Trans = = 93 2.5 .°12:7 . 0.0 2.5 8.9 73.4 *10.8
. . '’ CSU Trams . 513 0.6 . 7.4 0.9 5.7 /9.2° 76.1 . 6.8
' West Los - Freshmem 801 ~ 1.8 3.3 0.6 70.9 6.1 17.3 8.7
Angeles - UC Trans 37 00 5.9 0.0 26.5 _11.8 55.9. 2.7
 CSU Trans . 166 1.3 8.9 0.6 49.4 3.2 36.7 3.0
. K . . L . ‘ .‘q;
Los Rios: . o ‘ , : o -
American ' Freshmen 2,694 . 1.8. 2.7 0.9 6.4 5.3 '82.9 3.8
River _  UC Trans .13, 0.8 6.7 0.0 3.3 10.0 79.2 3.8
... 7. . CSU Trans 726 0.9 4.4 0.9 3.9 5.6 84.3 4.3
Cosumhes  Freshmen 706 - 1.5 3.5 2.4 16.4/ 9.5 ,66.7 | 3.5 =
River UC Trans 21 .5.0 5.0 0.0 10.00 5.0 75.0 0.0
. . CSU Traps 151 3.6 7.2 1.4 8.0 - 7.2- 72.5 5.3
. ) : ) ' A 2




APPENDIX B (Continued)

{
Ethnicity ‘
‘ ‘ ' ' , _ , “Percent
Community Total American Fili= ~ Unknown
College Group N Indian_Asian pino_ Black Chicano White Ethnicity
Sacramento Freshmen 1,383 1.3% 10.6% 1.6% 20.1% 18.1% 48.3% 4.5%
City =~ UC Trans . 101 0.0 36.4 2.3 6.8 4.5 _50.0 1.0
\ , CSUTrams 539 1.5 22.5 1.9 13.2 10.0 50.9 4.8
Marin:’ , Sty '
Indian Freshmen 355 1.5 2. 0.6 0.6 2.0 93.0 1.1
Valley UC Trans 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.7 83.3 0.0
CSU Trans 92 0.0 2.5 0.0° 2.5 3.7 91.3 9.8
Marin  Freshmen 882 0.8 2.5 0.4 2.2 2.6 91.5 1.6
UC Trans "8 0.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 4.9 92.5 1.2
CSU Trans 269 ° 0.0 2.7 0.0 2.2 2.7 92.4 14.1
Mendocino  Freshmen 268 6.5 0.8 ‘0.0 1.1 6.9 84.7 - 1.5
; UC Trans 4 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 .0.0 75.0 0.0
: CSU Trans 48 2.1 0.0 2.1 0.0 6.4 89.4 2.1
./ Merced Freshmem 1,073 1.2 - 2.2 0.6 6.3 2l.1 68.6 0.0
\\ - UC Trans 16 0.0 6.2 0.0 0.0 6.2 87.5 0.0
CSU Trams - 243 0.9 3.1 0.9 5.3 11.2 78.6 2.9
Mira Costa Freshmen 551 1.1 4.0. 0.7 8.3 16.0. -69.9 0.0 |
. UC Trans 33 0.0 3.4 3.4 ‘0.0 3.4 89.7 .9.1°
CSU Trans 78 1.3 2.6 2.6 ,1.3 -6.6 85.5 1.3
Monterey Freshmen 481 0.9 7.2 5.2 16.0 3.6 67.1 4.2
Peninsula  UC Trans 66 1.7 8.8 1.7 5.3 5.3 77.2 6.1 7
o ' CSU Trams 192 0.0 11.4 0.6 15:7 4.8 -67.5 6.3
Mount San _ Freshman 2,738 1.5 3.6 0.0 7.0 '25.4 63.1 3.4
Antonio UC Trans 3 0.0 12° 3.1 6.2 21.9 56.2 5.6
'CSU Trans - 583 0.4 6.4 1.3~ 4.9 17.h 69.6 7.0
Mount San Freshmen - 477 L.° 0.4 0,0 3.6 15.4 79.7 0.0
Jacinto* UC Trans 13 7.7 0.0 0.0 7.7 15.4 69.2 0.0-
: . CSU Trans 51 ° 2.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 4.0 88.0 0.0 -
—Napa Freshmen 1,091 0.8 ' 1.2 1.4 2.7 5.6  88.3 " 4.0
N . UC Trans 3 0.0 6.1 6.1 0,0 0.0 87.9 2.8
CSU Trans .177 0.6 2.6 0.0 0.0 3.2 93.6 8.5
. ’S + . 39 »
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APPENDIX B (Continued)

/ i§§§$ ‘ éthnicity.

_ , . - Rercent
Community Total American - Fili- : - Unknown
_College _ Group N - Indian_ Asian pino_ Biack Chicano White Ethnicity
North Orange: . )
. Cypress. _Freshmen 1,857 '1.84% 4.8% 1.4% 1.3% 9.7% 81.0% 0.0%
: UC Trans 30 7.1 14.3 0.0 .0.0 10.7 67.9 - 6.7
0.8 10.0 2.0 11 7.0 79.0 4.5

CSU Trans 382

Fullerton Freshmen 2,601 1.2 3.8 0.3 1.7 11.8 8.2, 0.0
- UC Trans 63 1.7 17.2 1.7 0.0 6.9 72.4 4.8
CSU Trans 746 0.9 8.7 .1 2.0 9.3 78.9 4.8
\ ' . ' . . - \
Ohlone* Freshmen 1,137 0.7 8.8 0.0 4.1 8.5 77.9 0.0
E UC Trans 33 0.0 13.3 3.3 3.3 13.3 -66.7 3.0
o CSU Trans 252 3.6 7:1 2.2 4.9 10.2 72.0 7.1
Palo Verde Freshmen 80 0.0 1.2 1.2 7.5 40.0 50.0 0.0
UC Trans 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
CSU Traas’ 4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0 0.0
Palomar Freshmen 1,615 1.6 2.1 0.0 0.8 8.6 86.9 2.8
UC Trans 116 . 0.9 5.5 0.9 1.8 7.3 <83.5 2.6
.CSU.TransI. 427 0.4 7.7 0.3 0.7 5.7 8.1 [ 2.6
Pasadena Freshmen 2,146 0.6 3.4 :0.0 13.5 15.5 66.9 3.1 -
UC Trans = 119 1.0 ,19.2 0.0 5.8 11.5 62.5 1.7
CSU Trans 706 - 0.7 13.3 0.7 6.1 12.5 66.7 7.2
Peralta: . : ,6/ , l . :
Alameda . Freshmen €08, 1.8 8.4 0.0 60.0 *. 8.0 21.8 7.7
~UC Trans 51 0.0 14.9 4.3 21.3 10.6 = 48.9 .2.0
~ CSU Trans 141 0.0 16.5 6.3 29.9 7.1  40.2 5.7
Feather ~ Freshmen. 132 1.8 1.8 0.0 6.2 0.0 90.2 1lb.4
River - UC Trans 2- 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0. 0.0 100.0 0.0
' CSU Trans 24 746“\ 4.3 4.3 0.0 0.0 91.3 4.2
Laney .  Freshmen 489 1.3 8.7, 0.0 66.2 4.9 18.9 7.2
UC Trsus . 32 3.3 13.3 0.0 23.3 6.7 53.3 0.0
4 CSU Trans 148 0.0 - 21.8 1.6 33.9 5.6 37.1 -1l1.5
; 7 - %
ai hd ,' .
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APPENDIX B (Continued) B

' Ethnicity
. g ' §$h Percent
~ Community : Total American Fiti- - \ Unknown.-
College Group N) _Indian_Asian pino_Black Chicano White Ethnicity
. ‘ ~ . ' , ‘
" Merritt Freshmen 685 © 8.0% 0.0% €1.1% 3.2% .26.3%  4.4%
UC Trans. 51 '30.4 0.0 .2 4.3 50.0 2.0
CSU Trans 174 18.5 1.3 %;8 “ 4.6 40.4 8.0 ~
Vista  Freshmen 72 1.7 6.7 0.0 48.3 16,7 26.7, '16.7 °
UC Trans 4° 0.0 25.0. 0.0 0.0 Q.0 75.0% 0.0
_CSU Trans 10 0.0- 28.6 0.0 1.4.3 0.0 7.1 30.0
‘Redwoods ~ Freshmen 857 4.8 0.7 0.2 1.1 - 2.8 ®90.4 039
. : UC Trans . 13- 0.0 0.0, 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
, CSU Trans -'262 4.3 - 2.1 0.4 0.0 1.3 91.9 8.8
Rio Hondo  Freshmen 1,208 2.8 1.5 0.0° 1.6 - 48.2 45.9 0.
\ “ " UC Trams 14 0.0 35.7 0.0 0.0 42.9 21.4 10
Toe——-——CSY-Trams © 200 2.5 7.6. 0.6° 0.6 '4l.1 47. 6.0
Riverside Freshmen 1,679 2.8 . _1.2 0.5 12.1 13.3 70.1 2.5
UC: Trans 1064 1.1 1.1 1.1 10.6 9.6 76.6 1.9
CSU Trans 342 1.6 5.7 0.0 10.1 9.5 73.1 . - 4.1
Seddleback Freshmen 1,633 1.8 1.3 0.5 1.6 3.5 91.3 3.4
© UC Trans 134 _ 0.0 6.5 0.0 0.0 8.1 85.4 6.0
CSU Trans ,509. .0.4 4.4 0.8 0.6 3.3 0.4 4.1
San Betﬁardino:. ~, .
_Crafton - Freshmen 877- - 3.5 1.7 0.4 2.3 10.1 82.0 5.0
. Hills UC Trans 15 0.0 - 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 80.0 0.0
: ~ CSU Trans 113 0.0, 2.0 0.0 2.9 ° 5.9 89.2 6.2
San .. . Freshmen 1,725 3.2 1.1 0.1-14.9 23.6 57.0 2.6
" Bernmardino UC Trans _ 40 - 5.4 2.7 2.7 5.4 29.7 - 54.1 2.5
Valley - CSU Trans 348 1.8 3.1 0.9 9.2 '15.4 69.5 4.6
San Diego:. PR ‘
San Diego Freshmen .= 723 1.6 3.2 3.1 34.5 26.9 30.7 2.4
City UC Trans = 84 1.4 15.7 1.4 10.0 11.4 60.0 6.0
. CSU Trams 271 0.8 15.1 2.9 16.7 15.5 49.0 7.4
, R . ‘ ‘

E
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-

~ Ethnicity ] R 3
- T L Percent
... .Community = Total Agerican . Fili- : Unknown
"+ College _ Group N Indian Asian.pino Black Chicano White Ethnicity:
. - 1\ . v -
Sin.Diego Freshmen .1,928  1.6% 4.3% 3.5% 8.3% ¥6.4% 9679%"' 2.3%
-Mesa UC Trans 90 0.0 6.0 0.0 1,2 13.3 79.5 3.3
o CSU Trans  643. 1.0 8.2 1.2 47 7.2 77.8 4.
San Diego Freshmen 1564 7.0. 3.5 9.0 4.2 7.7 68.5 3.2
- Miramar UC Trans 4 ‘0.0 33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 66.7 25.0 - -
: ' CSU Trans 38 0.0 12.1 9.1 6.1. 9.1 63.6 13.2
San Freshmen 2}050 0.7 33.9 11.6 15.7 12.5 25.6 3.7
Francisco UC Trans 118 .0.0 46.9 1.8 8.0 7.1 36.3 0.8
: CSU Trans 855 ~ 0.6 46.4 5.5 10.3  7.4°* 29.7 14.3
San Joaquin Freshmen 1,862 2.0 3.9 3.9 4.9 18.1 67.2 3.9
Delta UC Trans. 83 5.5 +18.0 0.0 ‘5.6 5.6 65.3 2.4
. CSU Trags 471 1.4 11.3 2.4 5.5 14.1 65.2 6.2
_ L P T . . -
‘San Jose: : ‘ 2
_Evergreen Freshmen 362 1.7 -10.6. 0.0 5.8 15.8 66.1 0.0
Valley*  UC Trams 15 0.0 57.1 0.0 0.0 7.1 ° 35.7 0.0
. CSU Trans - 173 1.9 22.8° 3.2 8.2 13.9 50.0 4.0
st “ . ~ . S ‘ ‘
* San-Jose Freshmen ' 250 0.8 8.8 0.0 3.2 1L.6 75.5 0.0
City* p  UC Trans 14 0.0 143 0.0 '0.0° 28.6 57.1 0.0
.. cSU.Trams 222 0.0 19.1 2.9 13.7 14.2 -50.5" 4.5
: §gg.Hateo!’ . ' S . o ° ", o '
Canada* = Freshmen 714 0.5 2.3 0.8 10.3 = 6.5 79.6 1.0
. UC Trans 29 0.0 4.0 0.0 4.0 4.0 88.0 3.4
CSU'Trans 145 0.0 7.9 0.8 2.4 5.5 835 7.6
" ‘San Mateo* Freshmen 2,185 0.3 .5 2.0 5.5 8.1 78.6 1.2
: UC Trans = 109 0.0 13% 1.0 1.0  -6.2 78.4 2.8
CSU Trans s43 0.4 9.3 1.7 2.5 7.2 18.8 10.1
Skyline*  Freshmen. 846 1.2 7.1 6.2 9.5  13.9 62.0 0.7
: UC Trans 21 0.0 9.5 9.5 9.5  19.0° 52.4 0.0
‘* CSU Trans 165 1.5 9.2 4.6 8.5 10.0 66.2 18.2

s : . : e
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APPENDIX B (Continued) »
/ ' ) ' Ethnicity .
[ ' _ e o v T Percent -
Community Total American . Fili- ' . Unknown
College . Group N . Indian Asian pino- Black Chicano White Ethnicity
~ e .5 - AN
Santa Ana  Freshmen 1,187 0.8% 5.6% 0.4% 2.3% 23.1% 67.7% ~-0.0%
. UC Trans 51 0.0 38.6 ,0.0 2.3 11.4 47.7 3.9
CSU Trans 356 0.3 21.6~4 1.0 3.% - 10.3. 63.3 5.1
Santa ' Freshmen 1,069 1.4 1.3° 0.2 2. 14.1 80.9 0.0
Barbara UC Trans 281 0.4 4.7 0.0. 2.0 ., 7.5 - 85.4 4.6
CSU Trams. 213 1.5 4.1 1.0 3.1 11.2 79.1 5.2
f , Santa Freshwen 1,916° 1.3 6.9 %“_0 20.8 10.8 "59.2 . 0.0
Monica UC Trans 214 - 0.5 8.6 .5 2.5 5.6 82.3 1.4 /
" CSU Trans. 395 0.3 10.1 1.7  13.4 7.6 66.9 ' 5.1 ©
- Santa Rosa Freshmea 1,767 -~ '5.3 1.3 0.4 1.6 # 4.0 87.4_ 4.0
UC Trans “ "77 0.0 _ 4.3 0.0 0.0 4.3 91.4 3.9
CSU Trans -589.° ‘0.8 3.6 0.8 1.7 4.1 8.1 7.3
" Sequoias  Freshmen 1,208 3.0 1,3 0.5 314 234 684G 39— ——
UC Trans 27 . 0.0 4.2 0.0 0.0 4.2 91.7 1.4 :
CSU Trans ‘' 303 1.5 2.2 0.4 - 2.9 ~-16.5 76.5 3.3
-{//;§ba§€a Freshmen -1,705 3.3 0.4 0.1 0.4 2.4 93.3 1.8
| “UC Trans 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.00 . 6.7
".CSU Trans 265 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.8 5.1 92.8 9.4
Sierra Freshmen 1,385 2.3 1.0. 0.0 0.5 5.2 91.0 0.0
* UC Trans 42 0.0 9.5 0.0 0.0 4.8 85.7 0.0
CSU Trans 354 1.0 3.2 0.3 1.0 1.6 93.0 9.6
. ’ ) . 1
Siskiyous  Freshmen 267 6.6 0.0 0.0 3.5 3.9 8.9 34
( : UC Trans . /7. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
CSU Trans = - 65 1.6 0.0 »0.0 3.3 4.9 90.2 . 3.1
Solano Freshwen 940 1.9 4.3, 6.9 17.7 7.1 62.1 _ 0.1
UC Trans 47 0.0 2.4 4.8 9.5 4.8 78.6 6.4
CSU Trans 167 1.3 7.8 °'5.2  8.5. 4.6 72.5 7.2
South- Freshmen 1,127 1.6 2.6 7.8 4.2 37.8 46.0 0.0
western UC Trans 30 ‘3.4 6.9 13.8 0.Q 20.7 . 55.2 0.0
.CSU Trans ~ 250 ' 1.8 .3 8,6 3.6 27.7 55.9 4.8
43 -y
y N . \ N




Community

Co}lege Group

State Center:
Fresno

Kings
River

Taft

Ventura:
. Moorpark

7

Oxnard

\

Ventura

A)

Victor— __.
" Valley

West'Hiils
\

Hbst Valley:
Mission

Freé/%en
UC Trans
CSU Trans
Freshmen

UC Trans
CSU Trans

" Freshmen

UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC 'Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen"
UC Trans
CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans
CSU. Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans

CSU Trans

Freshmen
UC Trans

CSU Trans .

Freshmen

.UC Trans
CSU- Trans

)
/

‘

.{,_

&m . N .
. ARPENDIX B (Continued) \ ' .
\ ) . : ~. i f _..
T~ Ethnicity | A
o Percent
Total American/ ‘ﬂili- - Y Unknown ~
. ndi Asian’ pino ' Black Chicano White Ethnicity -
/ | — < N
_ \ s . :
2,119 1.3% 2.6% 0.9% 8.9% % 24,1% 62.2% 4.7%
12 0.0 9.1 0.0 9.1 27.3 545 0.0
585 1.2, 4.0 1.0 5.37°12.9 75.6 4.8
626 1.1 3.4 0.5 1.8 34.1 59.1 0.3
6. 0.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 16.7 33.3 0.0
163 2.0 5.3+ 1.3 0.0 24.3 67.1 1.2
14 2.7 0.9 0.0 5.4 7.1 83,9 0.0
1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 {00.0 0.0
24 0.0 0.0 0.0 83 Q0 ‘917 0.0
1,356 0.9 1.2 0.3 1.8 83 87.5 0.0
70 0.0 4.4 0.0 0.0 2.9 92.6 2.9
308 0.4 2.1 0.4 2.1 7.1 87.9 6.2
» . . ) ) c '_
340 1.8 4.0 7.0 15.0 41.3 30.9  .0.0
19 0.0 18.8 6.2 12.5 43.8 18.8 15.8.
37 2.9 2.9 2.9 17.6 11.8  61.8 0.0
1,420 2.3. 2.3 2.4 2.9 22.6 67.5 0.0
132 0.8 8.0 0.8 1.6 20.0 “%8.8 2.3
299 1.4 4.6 3.2 2.1 14.8 73.9 4.7
353- 0.9 ' 0.6 0.0 -4.5 . 8.7 8.3 ' 0.0
7 0.0 14.3 0.0 - 0.0 14.3- 71.4 0.0
87 1.2 1.2 0.0 3.6 7.2 86.7 3.4
314 .3.3 1.0 1.6 6.5 26.2 63.4 ~ 0.3
1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 ‘" 0.0
45 0.0 2.5 0.0° 2.5 17.5 "77.5 6.7 °
L . ) Y . -
568 0.9 12.7 5.1 2.5 17.4 6l.4 6.9
6 - 0.0.66.7 0.0 16.7 0.0 16.7 0.0
1102 ;0.0 32.6 4.5 2.2 " 12.4 48.3 4.9
‘. :
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i Ethnicity _ ]
. : ) _ Percent -
Compunity Total American Flli- . ' Unknown
Co.lege\\\ Group € N  Indian Asian pino_ Black Chicano White Ethnicigy
West reshmen 2,152  1.8% 5.8% 0.5% 1.4% 6.7% 83.8% i0.8%
Valley UC Trans = 108 0.0. ' 20.6 0.0 0.0 6.9  72.5 5.6
- Co- _ CSU Trans 609 0.4 _ 7.7 0.5 1.1 °5.2 85.0 6.2 -
Yosemite: ) o - )
Columbia Freshmen 241 - 0.4 0.0 0.0 1.4 4.1 94.1 < 8.7
UC Trans 6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0..100.0 0.0,
Ccsu Trans(‘ 62 3.4 0.0 0.0 _3.4 8.6 . 84.5 6.5°
Modesto Freshmen 1,469 1.1 1.6 0.0 1.3 11.8 84.2 _ 2.5
" UC Trans’ 40 - 0.0 . 2.7 2.7 2.7 .5.4 86.5 ,5.0
CSU Trans 438 1.0 3.0 0.5 1.3 5.0 89.2 5.0
Yuba H;_'EFtes'hme:/"" 855 3.6 1.9 0.8 1.6 ®.9 82.2 4.7 \52/
' UC Tran .27 0.0 19.2 . 0.0 3.8 3.8 73. 3.7
CSU Tranms 225-. 1.0 6.2 0.0 6.2 10.8 75.8 ,9'3 '
TOTAL Freshmen 105,271 2.0 4.1 . 1.6 10.1 16. 5 7.5
UC Trans ' 5,305 0.9 12.0 0.9 2. 8. 1 3.3
" "CSU Trans 30,274 0.9 9.3 }.5 6.6 9 7 0 6.2
*Because of incomplete coding of the high school of otlgln, all fltst-tlme i
freshnen age 19 and undet have been 1nc1uded in the computation. - T .
4}\ o * .
! * R -
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