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PERSISTENCE AND-GRADUATION OF UC DAVIS UNDERGRADUATES
ADMITTED BY SPECIAL ACTION:
1975-1985

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

~_ The number of special action students enrolling at UC Davis from Fall
1975 to 1985 increased by 73%. In Fall 1985 one in ten new students was
admitted by special action. These students are concentrated in the lower

division where one in eight new students wis acmitted by special action.

- There has been a shift in the ethric background of special action stu-
dents. Ten years ago & large majority of special action students were also
members of underrepresented (i.e.; Student Affirmative Action) minority
groups.- Now SAA and White students are equally represented among new spec-
ial action admits.

~ Although most SAA students are not admitted by special action, they are
disproportionately represented among this population. In Fall 1985 SAA
students made up 15% of all entering students but 43% of entering special

action students.

. The proportion of special action studeics varies by ethnicity within
the SAA population. From Fall 1975 to 1985, about half of ali Black stu-

dents entering UC Davis were admitted by special action; the proportion for

Chicanos was about 25%.

~ _Special action students do not persist at rates close to hose of their

regularly admitted cohorts, although data for recent years indicate some im-
provement. _From Fall 1975 to 1984, fourth quarter persistence rates in-
creased slightly for all students (87% to 91%) and more dramaticaliy for

special action students (70% to 80%).

first four quarters and another 20% during the fifth to seventh quarters.
About 60% of all special action students persist through a second year at UC

Davis.

~ About 45% of all special action students entering in Fall 1979 or 1980

graduated: This rate represents a 10% increase over previnis years, but it

is too early to tell if this improvement reflects a trend.

Graduation rates of special action students vary considerably by ethni-

citj.”,,ln,réeéhtﬁyéaﬁs;Agppuqqgng;if two White and Asian special action

students graduated, compared with only one in three Black and Chicano spe-

cial action students.



Introduction

In February 1986 Student Affairs Research and Information released a

comprehensive report on student persistence and graduation rates entitled

Persistence and Graduation of UC Davis Undergraduates: 1971-1943.. The re-
port examines the performance of several student groups, including special

action.:- Special-action students show academic potential but do not meet the
University's admissions. requirements of completed course work and-academic
achievement: This report complements that earlier report and biilds on its
research... Persistence and Graduation only describes outcomes of special
action students admitted with Tess than 12.5 college credits, a subset that
represents about 60% of all special action students entering in any fall
quarter from 1975 to 1985. Thig report looks at the persistence and gradua-

tion rates of 21l special action students admitted in any fall quarter trom
1975 to 1985,

Although this report refers throughout to special action students and.

to particular ethnic subpopulations of special action students, it should be
remembered that neither the population as a whole nor the subpopulations are
homogeneous.  Moreover, although- admission outside the standards of 'niver-
sity eligibility is taken generally to imply undzroreparedness; nct all

students admitted by special action are actually underprepared.

- The purpose of this report is to clarify and reestablish a common un-
derstanding of the numbers; persistence and graduation rates. for that group
of students whom previous research has shown toc be at highest risk. (See
Appendix A for a Bibliography of UC Davis special action admissions re-.
searca.) This report also discusses the relationship between special action
admissions and Student Affirmative Action efforts:

Data Source

Except where otnerwise noted, data for this report are taken from the

Composite Undergraduate File (CUF); March 3, 1987, which was updated through
the first 1986 Summer Session: CUF; derived directly from the Student Re-
cords System, is maintained by Student Affairs Research and Information. -
Statistics in this report may differ slightly from those in other University
Jources. because they include all students who paid their feer after the
third and fifth week of classes; in addition, they do not include students

working toward their second baccalaureate degrees or students who registered
but attempted no academic units.

Size of the Population

The number of Special action students enrolling at UC.Davis has in-

creased both absolutely and relatively to the number of students entering as

freshmen and sophomores. As shown in Table 1 below, special action-s*udents
increased 73% from Fall 1975 (207) to Fall 1985 (358). In Fall 1985, 3,700

new domestic students enrolled at UC Davis; about 10% were admitted by spe-
cial action.



TABLE 1
Spacial Action Students as a Percent of New Domestic
Fall 1975-1985

Students

Special Action
n % of Total
247
297
317
392
358

Special Action - Total

Total
n % of Total Fall n

Fall n n

3657 %
3516
3444
4139
3700
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207 -1%
198
205
211
346
339

4079
3486
3330
3594
3930
4221
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_This_phenomenon is not unique to UE Davis. Increasingly larger numbers
special action students have been enrolling Universitywide. - The figures

of 011 3
in Table 2 below come from the annual report of the Office of the President
to members of the Committee on Educational Policy. Although these data
differ s1ightly from those produced from the research data base (CUF), they

support the same conclusion.

TABLE 2
Universitywide and UC Davis
Fall 1980-1984

Special Action as_
a % of Registrants

Special Action
~ Registered

University

University  UcD

3967
3551
3382

3322
4016

26351
25646
26314
27638
28158

1951
2089
2206
242¢
2443

Source: _Office of the President, Report on University of California Admis-
sions & Admissions by Special Action, lables on_Summary of Admission, Regis-

tration & CumuTative Performance of New Freshmen & Advar-ed Standing Students.

,,,,,,,,, Because special action students are admitted primarily as freshmen or

sophomores, the figures above undere<*imate the burden that increasingly.

larger numbers of special action stuaents place on lower divis:ion courses

and_on support_services devoted to students at this level. Of the. 3,053 new
freshmen and scphomores entering in Fall 1985, 12%--about one in eight stu-
dents--did_not meet the University's eligibility requirament: upon entrance.

A significant proportion of these must also be presumed to be underprepared

for University-level work (see Table 3 below).

N
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TABLE 3
Special Action Students as a Percent of New Lower Division Students
Fall 1975-1985

_Lower  Special Action Lower  Special Action
- Division - Percent R Division Percent

Fall n n of D Fall n f of LD

1975 2790 207 .0%

-79( 7.4% 1981 3078 247
1976 2431 198 8.1 1982 2893 297 :
1977 2496 205 8.2 1983 2804 317
1978 2747 271 9.9 1984 3416 392
1979 3182 346 10.9 1985 3053 358
1980 3572 339 9.5

b= e (D) OO |
NOWWS

b b p b

Relationship between Special Action and Student Affirmative Action

. Students admitted by special action and students from the five underre-

presented minority groups--Native Americans, Blacks, Chicanos, Latinos, and
Filipinos--are; by definition; distinct populations. Although the intersec-
tion between these twn groups was once large, it has declined steadily over

time as both groups increased in size,

_ The data in Table 4 reflect this shift in ethnic background of special

action students. In Fall 1975 well over half o1 the new special action

students came from one of the five underrepresentec minority groups and.
about one-quarter were White. By Fall 1985, the two groups--SAA and White--

were equally represented. Of all new special action domestic students en-
rolied in Fall 1985, 43% were SAA, 43% were White, and 12% were Asian:

TABLE 4

1975 207 119  57.5% 57  27.5% 31
1976 198 100 50.5 61 30.8 37
1977 205 93 454 8l 395 31
1978 271 138 49.4 112 41.3 25

IR

bt i et

1979 346 104  30.1 188 54,3 54
1980 239 103 30.4 167 49.3 69
1981 247 122 49.4 84 34,0 41
1982 297 128 43.1 126 42.4 43
1983 317 128  40.4 139 43.8 50
1984 392 176  44.9 157  40.1 59

1985 358 155  43.3 152 82,5 51
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! Includes students who declined to state their ethnicity.

s 6



. Although there has been-a decline in the SAA proportion of special .
action students over time, SAA students continue to be overrepresented among

this population. Table 5 compares the proportions of all students with all
special action students (from Table 4) who are also SAA. In Fall 1985 ap-
proximately 15% of all newly registered students were affirmative action
students: At the same time affirmative action students constituted over

two-fifths of the special action population.
TABLE 5
SAA Students as a Proportion of All and Special Action Students
Fall 1975=85

—

A1l Registered Students Special Action Students
Total _ SAA _ Total SAR

Fall n n % n n %

207 119 57.5%
198 100 50.5
205 93 45:4
271 134 40.4
346 104 30:1
339 103 30.4
247 122 49.4
297 128 43.1
317 128 40:4
392 176 44.9
358 155 43;3

B'Q‘

1975 4079 324
1976 3486 286
1977 3330 304
1978 3594 350
1979 3930 355
1980 4221 363
1981 3657 449
1982 3516 440
1983 3444 387
1984 4139 494
1985 3700 550
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_ Though disproportionately represented among special action students,

most SAA students are not admitted by special action. The percent of all
SAA students who are admitted by special action has fluctuated, but has
rarely been more:than about one-third of this group.. However, as the data

below (Tahle 6) indicate, this proportion varies considerably among the five

underrepresented groups. Appendix B contains complets data on admission

status by ethnicity.



TABLE 6
Proportions of New Students Admitted by Special Action By Ethnicity
Fall 1975-8¢

Fal Totall SAA White Asian Chicano Black

<

31% 50%
24 60
23 51
25 62
25 52
21 52
19 47
20 49
24 56
30 52
28 45
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Note: Native American, Latino and Filipino data are too small to analyze
i: 5 gépérété]yf . - e -l R oD T LTl oo 22

“Includes students in 'Other' and 'Decline to State' categories.

Source: Appendix B

~ Although special action admissions account for a small percentage of

newly enrolled students among the White and Asian populations; these popula-
tions are sufficiently large so that their numbers, climbing slowly over
time, account for most of the overall increass in special action students.
Within the SAA student population the trend has been in the opposite direc-
tion. - In Fall 1975, 37% of all SAA students were admitted by special ac-
tion; ten years later, this proportion had declined to 28%. However; spe-
cial action admissions still account for a large proportion of these stu-
dents, particularly for Blacks; during the years under study, about half of

all Black students enrolting :ere admitted by special action. The same is
true for about one in four Chicano students:

ﬁefs' CJILIITIT ﬁ :,;:::;;;% ,, Ré_fég-

. Admittiny special action minority Students, including many who are

underprepared, has helped UC Davis partially meet its SAA admissions goals.
This. strategy; however, can achieve long-run affirmative action results only
to the extent that these students persist and graduate at . ites close to

those of their regularly admitted peers. But previous research (Appendix A)

and the outcomec presented below indicate that such expectations may be

unrealistic. Special action students do not persist or graduate at rates

close to their regularly admitted cohorts; although data for recent years
indicate some improvement.

. _Table 7 below contains fourth and seventh quarter persistence rates for
all lower division (freshman and sophomore) regularly admitted students. and

all-special action students entering Fall 1975 through Fall 1984; Lower
division students are used as a comparison group here and in the discussion
on._graduation rates that follows because the special action students in this

report entered only at this level. The comparison is still imprecise be-.

s -
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varies from year to year, Because Sophomores usually persist and graduate

at rates clightly higher than freshmen,; caution should be used in interpret-
ing small changes in the data beiow:

TABLE 7
S _Fourth and Seventh Quarter Persistence Rates:
A1l Lower Division Regular and Special Action Students by Ethiicity
Fall 1975-1984

Fourth Quarter Persistence Rates

- . - Al All SAA _White Asian Chicano  Black

Fall  Reg/Spec  Reg/Spec  Reg/Spec  Reg/Spec Reg/Spec  Feg/Spec

1975 87% 70%  87% 72% 87% 63%  90% 69% 90% 66% 89% 76%
1976 88 171 85 74 89 75 95 92 73 57 90 84
1977 86 71 8L 72 86 67 89 90 77 73 95 72
1978 87 77 87 78 87 77 89 75 94 90 91 83
1979 87 77 84 78 88 73 92 8 90 8 78 77
1980 89 80 86 81 88 78 93 92 8 79 93 83
1981 89 79 84 84 90 73 99 /8 8 78 80 89
1982 90 78 90 78 90 75 93 88 89 73 83 77
1983 92 80 96 77 92 81 95 91 83 8 89 74
1984 91 87 91 81 91 78 93 82 89 78 89 82

Seventh Quarter Persistence Rates

Fall Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec  Reg/Spec  Reg/Spec

1975 74% 52%  77% 52% 73% 46%  80% 62% 80% 44% 79% 59%
1976 75 44 71 43 75 54 88 50 64 26 81 54
1977 78 50 711 52 74 49 77 65 73 73 84 51
1378 75 52 69 51 76 55 80 56 83 75 64 51
1979 77 61 74 60 77 60 84 79 79 69 76 56
1980 79 62 72 59 79 60 83 76 72 50 66 59
1981 79 60 14 62 80 57 8t 59 78 70 71 61
1982 81 66 73 63 81 64 84 81 78 54 67 64
1983 82 59 78 51 82 63 .8 72 72 50 63 47
1984 R N not available = - = = = - - - <2<

... From_Fall 1975 to Fall 1984, fourth quarter persistence rates increased
slightly for all students, from 87% to 91%; and-more dramatically for spe-
cial action. students, from 70% to 80%. About 80% of special action students
from each ethnic group entering in Fall 1984 returned to UC Davis to com=
plete a fourth quarter. Figures for regularly admitted students *n most
categories are about 10% higher. Overail, for the most recent years, there
are only small differences in fourth quarter persistence rates by ethnicity.:
Black and Chicano regular and special action students persist at rates close

to those of White students; Asian studentS persist at somewhat higher rates.



___ By the seventh quarter, larger differences in persistence rates appear

between regular and special action students. The figures fluctuate from

year to year, but in general fourth quarter differences of 9% to 12% evolve
into seventh quarter differences of 15% to 23%: This gap appears as persis-
tence rates of special action students overall drop about 20% during the

fifth to seventh quarters:

___Gifferences among ethnic groups by admission status are not as large:

Regularly admitted Chicano and Black students persist at rates close to
White students. Within the last five years differences among these ethnic
groups are 10% or less. Asian students continue to persist at the highest
rates. SAA special action students persist through seventh quarter at rates
similar to all special action students. -The population sizes of SAA special

action students by ethnicity are so small at this point that their numbers
fluctuate widely.

- Overall, persistence rates for special action students from Fall 1975

to Fall 1984 have increased, at both the fourth and Seventh quarter. _This
pattern was suggested in the findings of Persistence and raduation; but
emerges more clearly in this study. Not: surprisingly, persistence rates of

all special action students are more stable and fluctuate less widely than

those of the smaller subset of students, studied in the previous report, who

entered with 1itt1c or no previous college experience.

Graduation Rates

. ... Special action students. graduate overall at-one-half to two-thirds the
rate of regularly admitted students. Table 8 below contains graduation
rates for students entering Fall 1975 to 1980. -Each cohort has had a mini-
mum of 18 quarters to graduate. - Fall 1979 and Fall 1980 special action

students graduated at rates 10% higher than previous years:

TABLE 8
Graduation Rates of Regular and Special Action Students by Ethmicity
Fall 1975-1980

A ATl SA White  Asian  Chicano  Black
Fall Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec

1975  &7% 39%  58% 6%  68% 44%  76% 62%  68% 41%  43% 40%
<J7€ 68 33 54 26 69 51 81 42 60 26 38 29
1977 66 34 62 24 67 47 63 35 66 41 73 23
1978 67 32 ES 28 68 40 70 31 57 30 57 31
1979 67 47 57 35 68 53 71 64 57 38 44 32
1980 67 45 50 32 68 51 74 53 55 38 38 29

Source: Appendix C.

It is too early to know if this increase in graduation rates is tempo=

rary; however, it appears to be driven primarily by increases in graduation
rates of White and Asian special action students. Despite the small differ-
ences in fourth and seventh quarter persistence rates of SAA and non-SAA

students, SAA students graduate at consistently lower rates: The figures in

710



Table 8 indicate that in recent years about oné out of two Asian and White

special action students and one out of three Black and €hicano special ac-
tion students graduated.

 Similar differences by ethnicity appear in graduation rates of regular-
ly admitted students: .Overall, 67% of reqularly admitted lower division

studenis graduated. This figure has remained stable over the years under
study. The figures for White and Asian students are slightly higher than
average.  For _the last three years, regularly admitted Chicano studerts
graduated at-a rate ten percentage points or 15% lower than the average

overall, while the rate for Black students is more than twenty percentage
points cr 30% lower.

Special Action Committse Admits

____There_are two main categories of special action admissions to UC Davis,
formula and committee. In 1978 UC Davis created a formula based on past

experience with special action students: Special action foinula students
are admitted on the basis of a progressively higher GPA for each A=F pattern
subject omission. The formula, used since Fall 1979, is in essence a down-

scaling of the conventions used -in regular undergraduate admissions. Com-

mittee admits are students who do not meet this downscaled admissions cri-

teria: Their applications are reviewed by a_subcommittee of the Academic

Senate Committee on Admissions and Enrollment. Although these students show

promise in some areas, by traditional standards they are the least prepared

uf all high-risk entrants.

Profile gf_témmifiéé Admits

Jata on special action committee admits are. available in the.Student

Records System beginning in Fall 1981. From Fall 1981 through Fall 1985,

CUF_reports 158 students admitted through the committee process (see Table 9

below). - This_number is slightly below that reported by the Undergraduate
M missions. Office (168).,,Thé;thﬁfigHEéS,Féfléﬁﬁ7§§ﬁé imprecision in data
entry to-the-Student Records System during earlier years. - Committee admits
represent -onty 10% of 211 _special action admits enrolling betwesn Fall 1981

and Fall 1985 Their proportion of special action students has declined
from 23% in Fall 1981 to 6% in Fall 1985.
TABLE 9
Committee Admits as a Proportion of -All Special Action Admits

Fall 1981-1985

- A1l Special Action Admits  Committee Adiits
Fail n n Percent

1981 247 57 23%
1982 297 26
19e3 317 27
1984 392 27

OY ~J D00/,

1985 358 21




___The committee review process has served primarily as a conduit for
additional admissions of urderrepresented students; about 78% of al! stu-

dents admitted by committee review are SAA students. Among committee ad-
mits, 68 are Black {43%), 31 are Chicano. (20%), 18 are Asjan (11%), 13 are
Wiite (8%), i3 are Filipino (8%), 7 are Native American (4%), 5 are Latino
(3%), and 3 come_from other ethnic backgrounds (2%).. In Fall 1985 SAA-sti-
dents made up 76% of committee admits as compared wit: 43% of all special

action students and 15% of all new students.

__ Oyerall, 53% of committee admits are male, 47% female. Close to 90% of

them were admitted as freshmen (i.e., with less than 40.5 college credits).
(Over 60% of these students enrolled in the College of Letters and Science,
30% in Agricultural an. Environmental Sciences, and 7% in Engineering;

Persistence and Graduation Rates of Committee Adnits

 Data on outcomes of committee admits (Table 10 below) were obtained
directly from the Student Records System, using the program SNAPSHOT and are

current as of the start of Winter Quarter 1987. Committee admits persist
through their first year at rates similar to those of all special action
students, but begin to drop out in larger numbers between the fourth and

seventh quarters;
TABLE 10

Persistence and Graduation Status of Special Action Committee Admits
Fall 1981-1985

el

~——

Percent Persisting Enrolled or Not Enrolled
L 4 Qtrs 7 Qtrs Graduated or Graduated
Fall n % n %
1981 (n=57) 79% 54% 19 33% 38  67%
1982 (n=26) 7 35 9 35 17 65
1983 (n=27) 74 48 13 48 14 352
1984 (n=27) 81 na 20 74 /26
1985 (n=21) 6

na na 15 71 6 29

na = not available

It is too soon to determine with any certainty whether this difference

in seventh quarter persistence rates will be directly reflected in lower

graduation rates for committee admits: - One-third of Fall-1981 committee.

admits _had not dropped out of UC Davis by Winter Quarter 1987. But of these
19 students, 8 (or_14% of the cohort) had graduated and 11 were still en-
rolled. This result suggests that time-to-degree for committee admits may

be longer tnan for all special action students and that their graduation

rates ultimately may be considerably lower.



Discussion

~_This report examines in detail persistence and graduation rates of all
YC Davis special action. students entering in a- fall. cohort.- Previous-re-
ports-described a subset of this population--studentS entering UC Davis
directly from high schocl; although-that methodology creates a more homogen-

eous subset_ for research purposes, it has the disadvantage of eliminating
approximately 40% of the population from study. It is axiomatic in student
outcomes research that the more college credits a student earns, the more

likely that student is to earn additional college credits and ultimately
graduate. Thus, the inclusivn-of Special action entrants with-previous

college experience wil? not cily stabilize outcomes by increasing population

size but-also improve them because of the background of the additional stu-
dents. The special action student outcomes in.this report are both more -
stable than those reported earlier and more positive. Each study approach.
has its advantages and disadvantages and interested readers should read this

report in conjunction with earlier research.

~ Part of this report describes the numbers of special action students

and.the distribution of these students by level. There are two reasons for
this lengthy analysis.. First, it is necessary to put into perspective the

notion that special action students make up only 6% of the undergraduate
student body. The 6% figure is an admissions goal, set by the University to
increase the proportion of disadvantaged students.  However, because these

students enroll at a much higher rate than other groups, they make up a
greater percentage of the admitted students who actually enroll.

-Secondly, the special action students discussed in this report were .

adnitted exclusively as freshmen and sophomores; thc-efore, they represent a
hiyh proportion of lower division enrolled students: In Fall 1985 special
action.students made up 12% of newly enrolled lower division students, a
proportion twice as high as that reflected by the 6% admissions goal. The

report of the UC Task Force on Lower Division Education, Lower Division
Education in the University of California (June 1986), described the lower
division as “something of a neglected child in terms of information gath-
ered; attention paid and critical review given to it:" Campus attemnts to

rectify this problem and address questions, such as who should teach lower

division courses, what is the quality of training for teaching assistants,
and what- are sufficient and appropriate academic support services at this

level; should take into consideration that one. in_eight of these students. .
was admitted without meeting the University's eligibility criteria and thus

quite likely to be underprepared for its curriculum.
Special action admissions are one means by which the campus has met its

SAA admissions targets. But unless persistence and graduation rates of SAA

Special action students improve substantially, continuing to count special
action admits_towards meeting admissions targets may be only a short=term,

and_perhaps short-sighted, solution to improving the problem of underrepre-

sentation. -Special action students do not graduate-at the same rate as .
regularly admitted students nor-do Special action SAA students graduate at

the same rate as non-SAA special action students: Most of the improvement
in special action outcomes in recent years reflects outcomes of White and
Asian students. It is important to keep in mind that use of special admis-

sions to meet SAA targets can actually subvert long-run efforts to increase
the percentage of SAA baccalaureate holders by admitting into the base large

numbers of students with only a one in three chance of graduatings




APPENDIX A

___ Bibliography of UC Davis

Special Action Admissions Research

Persistence and Graduation of UC Davis Undergraduates: 1971-1983
(February 1986)

Retention and Graduation Rates of UC Davis Students Admitted from High
School: 1974-81
(April 1984)

Non-Traditional Predictors of Academic Success for Special Action Admissions
{November 1982)

Inter-rater Reliability and Validity of Non=Traditional Factors For
Predicting Special Action Students' University Success
(October 1982)

EOP and SAA Undergraduates Who Left UC Davis Without a Degree
(October 1981)

Progress in Enrolling and Graduating Minority Undergraduates at UC Davis
(dune 1980)

Report of the-UC Davis Task Force on Retention and Transfer
(June 1980)

! publications are available from the Office of Student Affairs Research and
Information.
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APPENDIX B

Admiss1on Status At Entry
A1l Domestic Undergraduates by Ethn1c1ty
Fall 1975-85

ALL Entrants

Total Regular Special
o B _ Admits - _ Admits
Fall n n % n %
1975 4079 3872 95% 207 5%
19786 3486 3288 94% 198 6%
1977 3330 3125 94% 205 6%
1978 3594 3323 92% 271 8%
1979 3930 3584 917 346 9%
1980 4221 3882 92% 339 8%
1981 3657 2410 93% 247 7%
1982 3516 3219 92% 297 8%
1983 3444 3127 91% 317 9%
1984 4139 3747 91% 392 S9%
1985 3700 3332 90% 358 . - -10%
WHITE Entrants

Total Regular Special

Admits Admits

Fall n n ] n %
1975 3217 3160 98% 57 2%
1976 2740 2679 98% 61 2%
1977 2583 2562 97% -81 3%
1978 2771 2659 96% 112 4%
1979 3013 2825 94% 188 6%
1980 3076 2909 95% 167 5%
1981 2620 2536 97% -84 3%
1982 2466 2340 95% 126 5%
1983 2418 2309 93% 139 6%
1984 2188 2631 94% 157 6%

1985 2462 2310 — 94% 182 6%

CHICANO Entrants

Total Reguiar Spec;al
oo Admits Admits
Fall n n % n %
1975 104 72 69% 32 31%
1976 96 13 16% 23 24%
1977 9 72 772 22 23%
19178 -81 61 15% 20 25%
1979 105 79 75% 26 25%
1980 it3 89 79% 24 21%
1981 122 99 8l% 23 192
1982 129 103 80% 26 20%
1983 -84 64 76% 20 2a%
1984 137 -96 10% 41 30%

SAA Entrants

Total Regular Special
o - Admits Admits
Fall n n % r %
1975 324 205 63% 119 7
1976 286 186 65% 100 35%
1977 304 211 69% 93 312
1978 350 216 62% 134 38%
1979 355 251 71% 104 291
1980 363 260 72% 103 28%
1981 449 327 73% 122 27%
1982 440 312 112 128 29%
1983 387 259 67% 128 33%
1984 494 318 64% 176 36%
1985 550 3985 72% - - 155 28%
ASIAN Entrants

Total Regular Special

Admits Admits

Fali n n ] n 13
1975 319 306 96% 13 4%
1976 272 260 96% 12 ax
1977 312 292 941 20 6%
1978 330 314 95% 16 5%
1979 380 352 93% 28 7%
1980 443 405 91% 38 9%
1981 367 330 93% 27 %
1982 453 421 93% 32 1%
1983 456 423 91% 33 %
1984 619 574 93% 45 7%

1985 643 502 9% 4] 8%

BLACK Entrants

Total Regular Special
. Admits Admits
Fall n n 4 n %
1975 115 57 50% 58 50%
1976 105 42 40% 63 60%
1977 112 55 492 57 51%
1978 134 51 38% 83 62%
1979 126 60 48% 66 52%
1980 114 55 48% 59 52%
1981 148 8 53% 70 47%
1982 135 69 51% 66 49%
1983 132 58 443 74 56%
1984 150 117 482 83 52%

1985 158 87 55% 71 S




APPENDIX C

_ Numbers of Entrants Persistlng and Graduating ST
A1l Lower Division Regular and Special Action Students by Ethn1c1ty
Fall 1975-1985

ALLrLower Division Entrants

SAA tower DiVISlon Entrants

Total - %th Quarter 7tk Quarter  Graduates -Total . 4th 0uarter 7th Ouarter Graduates

Reg/Spec Rengpec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec - Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Rag/Spgc Reg/ Spec

_n N nn “non Fall n n._n- n P
By c | W7 o Mz ® WEI 119 97 8% 86 62 &0
1976 2233 198 1976 141 1677 88 1523 65 1976 117 100 100 74 8 4 63 2%
1917 2091 205 1966 145 1699 103 1514 69 1977 133 -93 108 -67 94 48 8 22

1918 2476 271 2156 208 1866 142 1671 -88
1979 2836 346 2481 265 2186 212 1905 164
1980 3233 339 2862 272 2543 211 2173 182
1981 2831 247 2523 196 2012 148 na na
1982 2596 297 2346 233 2091 195 na na
1983 2487 37 2¢81 254 2051 187 na  na
1984 3024 392 2761 314 fla na na na
1985 2695 358 na na na na na na

1978 168 134 46 104 16 68 .93 3
1979 195 104 163 81 145 8 1 %
1980 212 103 182 8 153 61 107 N
1981 263 122 222 102 194 76 na na
1982 255 128 230 100 187 81 na nm
1983 215 128 199 99 167 85 na na
1984 239 176 218 142 na na ni m

s 315w on m mom

UHITE Lower Division Entrants

Graduates

Total  dth Quarter  Jth Quarter
L Reg]Spec Reg]Spec Reg/Spgc Reg/Spec
Fall n n- : n-

ﬁSlAN,LoweerivisienrEntrants

Tth-Giarter  Graduates

Total ath- Ouarter
Rgg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spec Reg/Spet
- n_hh

z n-
L} 2110 57 1865 ® 1559 7 1449 25
1976 1844 6l 1631 46 1317 3 1269 31
1977 1855 8! 1589 54 1371 W 1235 B
1978 1972 112 1716 -8 1489 62 1350 45
1979 2229 188 1955 138 74 112 1520 99
1980 2330 187 2% 130 1916 101 1652 85
1981 2102 -84 1689 61 1685 48 i na
1982 1890 12 100 -95 1526 81 n  na
1983 1832 139 1617 113 1511 88 A Aa
1984 2107 157 1921 123 nAon m om
1985 1859 152 na na N n_— nan

OF 17 13 T3 e
1976 189 12 180 11 167 -6 153
197 21 198 18 122 13 141
1978 247 16 21 12 199 9 114 5
979 297 28 214 2 250 2 a2 18

o o oo

1980 31 38 28 3% 293 29 2% 2
1981 o 2 20 2 282 16 na na
1982 48 32 325 28 293 26 na na
1983 %6 1 21 3 297 na na
1984 501 45 465 37 na na na na

CHICANO Lower Division Entrants

~Total. dth_Quarter  7th Quarter  Graduates

1985 : 416 ll na na na na na na

BLACK Lower Dav1510n Entrants

Graduates

77777777777 Total-- 4tk Giarter  Jth Guarter

. Reg/Spec Reg/Spec. Reg/Spec Reg/Spec L Reg Spec Rrg/Spec Reg/Spac Rey/ Spec
Fal n:.  n. n. n n_ n: Al__A- (1 § I T n- noon - on-
) Q) k) )| KK 8 13 T 28 58 25' 1) Z N 723

& 23 B n 23 b 21 6 1976 21 63 19 5 no# 8 18

i 2 3418 2 6 9 9 19 i 8 3% 4 TR 21 13

41 2 4 18 3918 21 6 1978 44 83 0 A9 B W 25 26

58 26 52 22 46 18 310 1959 50 66 3951 ¥ 3 2 2

69 24 5 19 50 12 B 9 1980 4 59 no 29 3% 5 1

19 23 67 18 55 16 na na 1981 65 10 52 62 46 43 i fd

81 2 2 1 63 14 na na 1982 60 66 59 51 0 4 na na

20 % 1 ¥ 10 na na 1983 % 14 4 55 29 35 na na

62 4 5% 32 na na na na 1984 61 83 54 58 na na na na

95 50 na na— - néd na na na 1985 LI na na na_ na . na nha




