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the 10,000 graduat students at -the’ Universxty of .california
,Berkeley dropped._out oOf - graduate school.’ This graduate school - o
attritzon caused,deep .concern for several ' reasons. .Primiry, reasons{i;;
~..for:. concern are:the’ loss-of. educated manpower ‘to. society and- the ‘
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find- out”the ‘reasons behind the high: attrxtlontrate. The three AN
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R In the spring quarter oi‘ 1968 there we,re ,just over 10 000 graduate
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"‘",graduate. degree or cértificate‘at the end of - the spring or sumer quarter’”’”
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Graduate 8 ttrition ls ot‘ten discussed in__ academic circxes.. One":ran" |

ST One’ also \an. rgue: that the situation is a serious one because financial
| B problems have led large numher of graduate students to interrupt their studies
unwillingly, that graduate programs are badly designe«i4 or. that too many stu-\

‘.dents are admitted to ‘graduate study who lack the motivation necessary to " . ‘(’

- finish.,». There are many graduate students, sppa.rently. vho- leave Berkeley and.

0 institutions due to circumstances not of their choice “and many of these

» ' {znts probably are 'academica.lly and’ otherwise capable ‘of earning the degree

i'f they seek. Not onIy is it often a waste oi‘ time and energy and depressing |

) psychologically for these students to pursue a degree unsuccessfully, but it
v..is wasteful for the institution in the sense thet with the present level of

"enrollment limitation, many departments can accept new students only as others .
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rpouurauon ‘was d=term1ned' tw0

~spéiﬁ§l,cat=gorie 'or students weje an’xvlpatoa First of all,\the

Yie

<

¢

Because or the way th, -tu

"organlzatlon of the Unlver51ty s/ ouarter"ystem calendar at . the time

o

of. the survey aH;oweJ the student to ukly any\quazter of the academlc

¢
yeaﬁ//nd Stll] e connidn"ed 1n continuous attenéance. Under this

i
.-

. ©
%

-

, 161n the»select*on procese, law studentQ and 1ntercampus
exphange students also were excxuded from the study population.}
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xulwng, some of the suzvey students who ‘had attended summer may’ have
Such otudents wexe told to note th1s

. \‘ -.. . )
| beﬂn plannlng to skip fall,
and not complete the remalnder ot tht quest10nna1re7 A second, and

more dlfflcult nroolem axose wlth respect to- thoae students who left

&

w1th an academ1c masters’? It was our 1n+entlon Lo, offer the student
ad left 1n this manner the choice of e1ther stating. that/tnls

';-‘ﬂ:_ |
v o who k
vas dls own . preference ratner than a result of departmental actlon,
dlrdct ‘or 1nd1rect—-1n which case he should not tomplete the remalnder
T

of the questlonnalre——or d]scu 31ng h1s 1easons for- leav1ng-—an
A priefl dlscusslnu of students

Ny

alternatlve chosen by.very. iev s'udents
vwho le;t w1+h an académxt mastexs is ploalded in Sectlon V.

Any student who d1d not exvlude hlmself by use of oné of these

T~
. .

twe sneclal categorles was asde to r‘omnlete the ent11e questlonnalre,
9 wnlcn 1nfluented hlm in his dec1slon LO leave

descxlblng those factorl
A few of these students vere hlghly negatlve about the

Berkeley
content of the questlonnalre, howevez,wthe Jast maJorlty aLtempted to.
although ‘their zeasons for leav1ng may- have been negative.

please R S

be helpful
Over 100 students elaborated on -their motlves uslng the othel
speclfv optlon, and these responses were coded 1nto nlne categ 11es
. . '| t '4 ‘

T
1

records several b1ts ofllnformatlon on each student in the survey ,
h1s grade-

,v \.\” .
whlch were used in- the analysls.
In add1tion to the surwev data, we. collected from the Reglstrar s

whether or not he completed -and returned the questlonnalre
polnt average when ‘he. last attended whether or not he. earned a. degree,

whether or not he was a legal zesldenl of California, the locallty he
tonsidered his’ permanent home when he was f1rst;adm1tted to ‘the graduate

Slnce

. d1v1slon at‘Berkeley, hls'major, his sex, and his graduate ‘degree
obJectlve (and in the case of doctoral students, en administrative
v

classiflcatlon of his current plogress toward that degree)
these data were collected for- all students surveyed ‘we are able to
evaluate the response in, terms of the tvpes of students who did and

d1d not return the questlonnalre.
i :
-One of the common problems Wlth questlonnalres is ‘that in-

retrospect the questions asked often .do not prov1de Just- the 1nformat10n

P
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//i,/f _ one really wanted. This is particularly true of surveys such.as this / ' -

one where the immediate motivation vas very speCific--to determine
the effect of ‘the.draft. " In one sense, in particular _the questions
'.used in the present questionnaire prove to be somewhat -awkward:
they offer some very broad categpries and several very narrow ones‘ '
- which could have- ‘been” considered‘together, and.they omit ‘at least “; : K
. . 'one (now) obVious one: -loss of interest in the field. Certainly some. |
| ‘ ‘students would have Cited this factor if it had been offered to fhem
.as part of thg checklist, and some of. these students,max\have used

"dissatisfaction with the/nrogram in this way, although(the meaning

"_mwn?j:ﬁ;.ls not really the same. B g e L . | , : ;

'Whatever path such students followed this omission points'up

N
~

very effectively one of the more- important limitations of dropouts
studies--the question7of whether the reasons -as stated accurately
‘describe the students' motivations. ‘Some respondents probably will take
St the easy wayaout and will use’ “the alternatives presented by the o "f“ﬁmj?*u
| questionnaire rather than suggesting others which would more accuratelyv ”JF "
_or completely explain the Situation. “In other cases, the reasoning .
behind the- dec1sion to leave _may be ill defined in the mind of the 4
student himself and if the questionnaire does not include a particular )
'i alternative thf student may not. think of it, although if it were f :
‘suggested to him he would consider it to be influential in his dQFISIOH.‘
THESURVEYRETURN T

e ’ i

Of the nearly J. 800 students included in the survey, 1&8% /completed

.and returned the questionnaire\ 50% apparently received the queItionnaire :
“but did not return it, and 2% did not receive ‘the questionnaire it was

freturned unopened by the Post Office due to insuffiCient adﬁrfss.
e The distribution of students, in- terms of whether or not they returned

the questionnaire, and how thev responded if they did return 1t is.

shown in, Table l. The result is a total of hl9 students who/gave their'

'reasons for leav1ng '

[ : ’

i

.
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Cffice of Institutiondl Researck . - - o : ' : Lo
~ Univetrsity of California,| Berkeley - o T S
<o mgust,agre L | SRR
Gl S 4 Tablel - e
S e "DIE"I.‘RIS TI0N OF STUD;:.NTS ACCORDING TO | o Sl
P o WHETHER ._VQT THEY RETURNED THE QUESTIONNAIRE R _
- Co . AND -IF 80 THEIR TYPE OF RESPONSE ) T - '
: - . L . .._. l . . . L . .- o . ..7 . .
S S Sy 1| “Percemt’
» ‘ S . o~V .. . -| Distribution
e s ' _ : * ° | of Students °
» Type of . . . ' Number ~ Percent, “Who Completed
_ ..Survey Respcnse - .of Students of Students | Questionnaire]’
N — : o » — - ;"' > A ?
e Ques*ionnalre not returned o 889 . . '“‘ 50 S e g
ETR Questlonnalre xetazned : a . “f _‘ ‘ ‘,. . . )
I R ‘- unopened by post otilae Y e-35 e L2 -
SRR R Total not. completed ' ek | 52 -
. . ) I U O' o : ’
| Questlonnaxre conpleteﬁ‘ A R R .
. . . | ! .
L. .~ [ 'student s}upped fail . | 86~ | . 5 o |
ST : Student -&arnes- degree R o . T FEEEE A
RN § and did. not- cont;nue 1 358 -. S 20 | Nli '
oo R A ‘Student left without, degree| . - R R
e EENR B (gave reason) T o .19 ; .23 ~ 48
AR ' ' . n . ) ’ - R )
.o Student gave no reason for e 1 - 7 .
O - leaving (returned . .. | . N IR .
P questlonnalre blank) - o SR Y *
oy 'Total who completed ﬁ'f ‘ ﬁrv- ﬁk Y . P j
.‘x o : . questlonn'.alre‘v ' :: R 865 /;“' e ’48 . : 100-+ ©
A ' *Less.than 0.5%.-1 ' - e o ' o
. K .. . ) . : : e oL ] .
TR . oS N f Not surpr1s1ng1y, certaln categorles of students were somewhat more "\
N S llkely than’ others to have neturned the questlonnalre. A comparlson of
, o those who returned it w1th those who d1d not, shows cons1derable s1m11ar1ty
. { v;;between the two grouir/,however, the group who returned the’ questlonnalre
R . contalned, proportlo ately, more women studepts, more Callfornla res1dents,
. and mcre ‘students with hlgh grade-~p 1nt averages. ‘A detalled comparlson of
N these groups‘ls shown in.Appendix B. | o -
. . IR b AR . ‘
& .

B !x“‘
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co T e “*, o, ~ IL. SUMMARY OF THE'FINDINGS_ e

. " " Tn dealang Wloh a toplc of this sort, the technlcal natwre of
- B 1he materlal presents a cons:dezablc problenm. 0ne must be 'caxn;ul Lo

properly quallfy the data and to noue meuhodolog.ca] pown1~ whid

.
NG

R s : could lead to m1sunderstand1ngs yet the result often 1 thot th&“\\\_

AT : matezlal is made unreadable. For thls reason, the pr1marj fi ndlnrs of‘
e ‘ b -

] ‘.. et A the Qresent study are Dresented in a non-technlca. mannex in this Qectlon,
s Lo \\\ followed in Sec

'+ preséntation.

ot ugh V with a more detalled and nume"lcal

] LY - -
. g .
c

.’.. ¢

\ ’f*—‘*\Nﬂmber of reasons given. For many students it apgears that 3 -

\\dec1s1on to leave thool is a sxmple one, based on 0n° or LWo iac. s,

while for some 1t is ery complex. Nearly half of the students Ld this

. ‘/survey gave only one reason lor leav1ng Although many students Hndlca ved
‘t o ? '-j;‘.-that they were 1n11uenced by two three, or four factors, very iew cited .

X . f1ve or more. In some cases, students c1ted two or more facto13 whloh

:_f'_l":.;y. are 50 closely Telated thaL they amoahb to a s1ngle reason, for lusﬂance,

1stered status along w;th

j_many‘students_clted cont1nued lL on-

o .another factor suchJas ‘sought f ll t1me mployment. For some students

.

who c1te several reasons for ]eavxng, 1t s llkely that no one reason
!

e LA would be sufficient in- 1tseli, but sboner or later the comblnatlon becomes
» o L "T7’ strong enough toflnfluence the studen 's dec1s1on. . , 'f“ °

In order to get sumﬁ overall notion of the students motives

for 1eav1ng, the analjols ummaxlaes thc responses under four general

= ey N
C. h°ad1ngs. f1nanc1a1 academ1c, personal, and unclass1f1ed. These

groupings, llke any such las5111catlons, ‘are arbltrary, but useful so

- b f long as one does not teke them too.semyously.AOn this. bas1s, the factors P

R j‘i:' . ¥ chosen by the students wexe as folLows.

- oA

Grouping of 7t.' ! . Percent of Students Selectlng . :
o . Factors _ f' . at Least One Pactor from Grouo - :

L 1. .. . Financial -~ ' . hew
. ~ Academic - - ' . - ' 20%
' Personal . o ' ~ 30% D
" Unclassified o 63% . '

-

D{C

A Fulext Provided by enc
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Amhe verv hlSh 637 who clteo one of the "unclassified” faCtortiis T S

) ARSI .fglaxgelv the result of the students wh? 1nd1cated that thev 'LODEIHUEd in
. . i

"‘g - non reglstered status,‘ a: factor used to 1ndlcate ‘an- 1nten1untlon of ”ormal
reg1strat10n,'and Jhlch may .or may dot 1nd1cate an actual departure from g v‘,°v ‘ ‘;
_'the Lampus Excludlng this one fattor, ‘which . accounted for more students‘ .

SRR than any other in the suryev, financial “actors were most trequentlv c1ted, o

Loy

| i’:lf o with nearlv half of ﬁhe students select1ng at Jeast one fattor tlas51f1ed

LR " in thla manner _ Tne\vast majority of’ tke atudents ko tlted one oi the = ‘ v
. flnanclal 1at ors selected elthér lacPed funds to: conttnte \°oughv D g
e . full- t1me embloyment or ooth " Apart from contlnued in non-reglstered ‘ A

“statds" and’ these two f1nanc1al factors, tne most frequentlv cited reasons

for'leav;ng were dlssatlsfattlon w1th the program"‘and errolled at . anothex
“institution.” Slnce the eflect of the ltaxt was one -of. the lmmedlate o B A

'bi, S 'motlvatlons for th1s study, it should be noted that the number of students' _;;" o
. '»who aolected one of the mllltarv Vaxlah'es was less than for any of the "! )

;factors already dlscusseo ~but was appre01able,'nonetheless.h flost oi these , -
. _students sa1d they ezpected the dratt, rather than that thev had enlisted v‘:' v.h;‘?
. or lad been drafted o ’ ' | .

‘. L . “'.I"J::. T, L ’ ) oo l .

.
o Reasons cons1dered most 1mpor ant. bome of the reasons g1ven were

Y Aitgenerallv cons1dered bv the ssudents who cited them as- the1r most 1mportant
W _ ‘reason for 1eav1ng, whlle others were less llkelv to be thought of in thls

.‘ S | o - mannEr o ‘h‘ . i \ c ' . .-,’. i . o S - L o o w
',*~ Wlth the exceptlon of the 1actors specifled bv the students themsclves,iy _
.whlchione would expect to be verv important "to them, contlnued 1n non- o ff»;g "twl;

-reg1stered status,f was. most freouentlv se]ected as. the most 1mportant reason

for leav1ng and;as the only reason for leav1 g.: Presumablv most of these
.,:students, at least at the t1me thev left, in euded to complete ‘their degree . L
. “at Berxeley, although for a varlety of reason‘; somc Of which have been “ o 'é;f‘i_; ﬂr Sl
‘dlscussed in the llterature, it 1shg}ten difllcult for such stuants to 'stick . R

to the11 or1g1nal plan Another fattor from the questlonnalre checkllst wh1ch '

frequently bas selected as the most 1mportant reason and often the only reason " i R
Ly .:‘ o i.for leaylng was enrolled at another 1nst1tutlon.u AMbng students who sa1d ﬂ‘:f.iégl,‘fvff
:ié ,‘ o c ‘they enllsted or expected the draft about half sa1d ‘this was the1r most BT

¥ - [ Lo o
N ;j_ ’ _"\E\lmportant reaSOn for leaving, but of those who sa1d thev had been drafted '
. l ‘surprlslnglv few sa1d th1s was - most 1mpdrtant.? ' '

TN [ SO
:.\‘._ Lo : :
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, ‘ _ . S : i ‘ W Soer e
SR - * On the other hand, onzy ebout one thlrd of 'he tudent ‘wuo selected oo
5;'.f* S e1thcn5”f‘the two f1nanc1a- ecto*s whlch vere vuxy zopulur con‘xdexed-

, . [

one of these as the1r most 1mnmtant reason and’ velatlvelv fnu‘vac elther

L of these as the1r only eucon. One thlng to kcnp in mind bere 1 _that = S .
e . many-students cited both of these factors, but - of cou'se co :1d designate .
. . " Y .

-only one ‘as. most 1moortant. DleaLIS;aCtIOP Wluh tpe prog“uv' wis cited'

L Ln a manner slmllar to ‘the . tdo flnanclal vaxlab]es--aoout wn#~?”1FQ of . Co T
O TR TS he students who cited’ lt consldered 1t thEl” mo ,mpurbzuu‘;eﬂunn, N ; ‘
L,, Ve but few gave it as thelr Onjj reason. AR . . ot s ' : e
- S - . N - . e Lo R .
T C e . -, o ey . . . R . . .

L e o o
v‘Student characterlst 103 and reasons clted' ’It is entou“aglng vhat

e ~}T'?; when;one looks at the "easonc4 and comblnatlons ol Feuoyg citel by partlcul

Z?;\..ﬂ;f AERE f,:‘-_',': I

L enough that only substant al percentage dlfierences can be <on»}lered

v

f}f" types of students, although the numbers Jn some categoxle

i . e meanlngful the patterns genePaLly seem to make sense. F«en whcx thc j",;g," e
L categorles are not. sma1l, one must b -cautlous of Yuursp, ln.a wnlng N
RV ,

causal relatlonshlps, fur 'ery often the- relatlonshlp betvncn anv uf

these character1stlcs anu e as;nﬂtor Leav.ng 1*’p70duced bJ som - 3*hcr"
e . _ N .8 } . .
s fector.» L g- » _a,‘ B U / . ;r

AT
- x-.,

Several reasons for leav1ng were c1ted b‘ularge and rough]y R

A\,
mvlar proportlons of. bott men and women. This/is trie of ".ontlnued

|.a.

'h]“~. n non- reglstered status,""lacked funds to contgnue,"und QLSwatlbthtlon gf_ fh;:ff' IV,cb

wb-?' g -»'ﬁf'with the program : "Enrolled at another 1nst1tut}on, 'on tne other hand ._vj - ‘? -

I f;f \ was c1ted by more’ men than women, and the'same 1s true of 'sought full t1me_.h
' "-

e

employment,

although to 8 les er degree._ Although the numbers ‘1nvolvad "NET‘ 1,"f]f k,\f
- \are. not large, it appears that men were more 1nfluenced by- the mllltary ‘ ' .
. actors and - women by s me of the other personal factor Women were

f[»f“.w‘ . v Avch more llkely to cite enrolled for a limited: tlme iny o fqu"~"? Lo

| The type of d gree toward wh1ch the student 1s wozklng, and hlS R ?,;:-
*pr gress toward that degree, appear to/h"ve a ,trong relatlbnsh:p to: the_ s 1 -
reagons why hé decldes to leav tontlnued in non recnst 1ed sta@us ""‘f‘:f n 'g;idlfl;_f'i
_wa elected by about one-xourth of the students who wnre wo”klng for a . = ) j”"“

certlflcate or masters degree but a far h1gher proportlon of' those. . ""f*- o .3' ijVQ

worklng for the doctorate.~ Among students work1ng 1or thevdoctorate, N 11;'{;

th1s reason was g1ven relatlvely 1nfrequently by bhObe at the beglnnlng ';j; ffnT

PAruntext provided by enic [N




' lcvcl but br ovcx tnxcc Pcuxtqc p'ud‘ 'ﬂlﬂy,‘“")»":; fafﬁxccd lcucl-—l
;_those who had been advawced to candldacy '

. The two‘frequently clted rinanclal va"iables ware men“ioned by many
uéstudents regardless of LhEl’ degxee le\el{‘wlth uh@ e\ceotlun thut "lacked

')r'

o funds to cqntlnue was clted lESa frequently by beglnnlng QOCLOI&I students
_ who seemrn;ly did not start thelr ctudlns uncess thev had enough support 55

a%nleast to’ see them ,through tnlo_oezlod o
N L5 e e - f, EREER e

o . DJssatlsfactlon w1th the orog*am was 1n 1cated ro)L ixeouentl}
'”. among beg1nn1ng“doct0ral stuaents; and--as one mxgbt ‘ex nect--xelatlvely-

raIFly among students auvnnc ad t@ cand1dacy for the doctorate, 31nce

presumably these students have had plenty of'tlme to ascextaxn whether
the program meets the1r exoectatlons otudents cl»xng enzolled at ,
“ another 1nst1tutlon" followed a sonewhat 31mllar pattern in that among

doctoral students tle fzonuoncj w1th whlch th"- actor was mentloned
S ¢ . .
"--vas JCno among the mor _-d?auced studeuts,

, . . ’J"" Sy
. - - N . . . ) . - . ._'

Although they do noL vccount ?o\ ldvge nlono1tlon>‘o‘ thefstudentSa‘

overall 1e mllltarj V“llﬁbl_), a5 onc uould evnect \erc c1tc. nr:marllv

o
L

] students, and

by students at the master fand beglnnlng dzzfoxal ]evelv on1ol]cd for a

llmlted t1me only" accounted for more mast s ‘than docto*

'\] “, 'Fleld of . study almost certa1nly relatea to xeasons for leav1ng _ A
Vln\some way, but_the comb1ned effect OI “small numbers of students anda’l~~'m"“"”""”
f; the 1nf1uence of next degree objectlve is sufflc:ent to: obscure the o

hvrelatlonshlp except 1n ‘a few instances..'"Lacked funds to cont1nue

was c1ted by a somewhat slmllar'proportlon of students in most f1elds
"of study—-only blologlcal sc1ences seemed to be affected sllghtly less‘
j”than the others. The othe frequently c1ted f1nanc1al var1able, sought B

full t1me employment, ac ounted for larger than average proportlons of

- students in the arts and in eng1neer1ng, although in the former case,
the number of students‘-s tpo- small for a percent d1fference to be
meanlngful,' and for a smaller than average proportlon of students in

agr1culture and fOPEthy 1, _,E,h z'r' o :“"‘-nﬁ




‘"Contlnucd in non-rcgl,tered °tatus ‘was c1ted “by- sonewhat szmllar

proport‘onq of studen s in all fit lds except Engxneerlng and soolal sc1ences.

&

_In all likethooo, the lower then average ‘numbcy af nngmeex'ng sLudents who‘ _

3 c1ted th1s factor- may xesul‘ from the hlgh concen \Ltlon of masters students

_1n these maJors,vhoweuer, 1n Lhe case of soc1al sc1ences, attempts to, check
out th1s relatlonshlp show that both at the masters level and’ the advancea
‘doctoral level, soc1al sclenoe students were more llkely tnan:average to ”

clte thls reason, the eby suggesf1ng fhat thla 1n fact may relate to the\

- nature of' the d1sc1plzn~"

fhcmselves, rather than Just to deglee level

e
PO I

One further relat )hah 3 appears noteworthy w11h esnect to f1eld of '

’study f Students 1n agrxxultuxe & ﬁ01estry and 1n the alus——pazt:cularly in..

7_one program in each of these t;elus--appeared unusually lxkelv to 1nu1cate;
-~ .

"d1ssat1s£act10n dlth thelprogram‘" Any judgments on thls ‘basis’ should be®

.;made cautlouslr but areaq aUCh as ‘this’ probably would merlt further study.

Le U ;o

Regu uLL”" of oxe's fee~Lngs about grade-p01nt average as an 1nd1cator

»of academ1c SquESo a& the gradnate level, a student s awezage does appearv -Jf‘_

f‘lrelated to h1s reasons fo leaVLng.‘ One factor "eontinued 1n non-reglstered
status,? was c1ted much more fxequently by students w1th h1gh averages-- '
b'f3 500 and above—-p0531b1y because th*s group 1ncluded many of ‘the most
'iadv%nced studenfs.u Pactozo c1tnd more. frequently by studentq w1th averages

‘1tbelow 3.000- 1ncluded "d1ssa+1afact10n w1th ‘the program.” "sought full t;me4f

JALGZemployman wn ersonal 1llness," and Job-related reasons, --relatlonshaps
o P! A

‘:whlch seem plauslble although graues certa1nly are not always the qausal

rgfactor. o ‘ nﬁl:fr,v i

- "_

Comparlug the reasons 01ted by forelgn students and U S. students,

SNl

it appears that fore1gn students wére much more llkely to lndlcate that they

[."lacked funds to contluue -and more 11kely to say that they ' enrolled for a-
g11m1ted t1me only or had'' enrolled at another 1nst1thtlon,' often meanlng
that they returned home._ Forelgn students were less 11kely to 1nd1cate

"d1ssat1sraot10n with the ploglam, and were less llkely to c1te e1ther the f

: fdraft or some of the other personal factors.f Among U, S._students the most )

'lstr1k1ng contrast s 1r the much larger pr0port10n of Callfornla resldents,f'

"Lﬂas compared to non-res1den+s, who c1ted “contlnuéd 1n non-reg1stered status

as'a; factor. Out-of—state siudents who had become Callfornla res1dents wenetwﬁr‘h

_n":most 11kely to clte-"laoked funds Lo contlnue and "sought full tlme ‘




1

: IR o T e
emplo:ﬂnent, and out-of-state students who were not Celirornis residents
S _wcxe most llkely to cltc the xz{ilitar:.' variables.’ j : o ‘:}__ .

&

. The academic masters.w Se ause of the valeng cn mEL ances uhder

vwhlch students leave w1th arum\a demic xnasters cu.gx ee, tne =ux“ey at»tempued_'_ L
a brzef exploration of thla area., p“t’mpugh aos attemp., wES made Lo "put
e A

~the’y fudent on the spot 1n e.<n alnmg nis ’tuatmn_. ‘ fxlthoug"i we Know

o

very. 11ttle a‘oout these suv.:n!*l it dues aopeaz 'th'at at’ r*ust ol the stax

'

~of the last quarter 1n‘ ‘Jhl\.ﬂ Lhey emo led t.he vast. ma,)ox ltv indi cated

thdf they were. seeklng the RUEES re.r" rezhex 'han the docw: Le.. Iy a‘so -‘;T‘-'l.':’i;( R

'_7 o appears that an appreclab'le 'xumbex wex}mn ma,)ors whexe many student., do » R

not work I‘or the doctorate , auux L‘ndmgs may mean that tho nun‘oer o-

‘ students kho are termxnaL d by tl. ;.» d‘-pav‘tments via an’ ar‘aue'nu, masters .

N mr.y not ‘oe very large. , BT ,

RN
Evaluatlon of the P oblem “'hzs ra.,her_ omolex 'nay ox qtatlstﬂcs_

stlll \eaves one wonderlng wnat Lhe drfmout problem 1s all :xl)\)ut-' Aith ough
"the I‘indlngs of studles suux 2% this may prov1ce J.ns1 hts, they leave ' .
mucn still to ‘oe determlned su*d at Lhe same trme raxse quesr.lons as to |

'the usefulness of pursulng the 1dea on any large sca:}e- o

w. o . . - r

: ' -7
S It seems that the}e are many 1easons why students leave grauuate

.,,chw.( and thn.t the "balancmg ett‘ect of thevse may pr eclude corx elatlon

“

’.:'Mlth other varlablc Mcrnovex "y 11. seem ‘th_t somc student have one

[8
S .
bt

overwhelmlng reason for what they are domg, others have a. vamety of

lesser reasons wh1ch sometlmes 1:\ the aggregate ‘oecome sufficlent that 'T‘

' they leave.. Although the re nunses orx the present questlonnaire seem to ° " Lo W
‘make sense one is always 1aceu with the questlon of the extent to’ whlch they

express the real reasons as dl tlnguished I‘rom those whlch ale son.nally N .

' accepta‘ole and will' make sense o othexfs. Several wrlter have’ noted tHat ‘ j." LT

success 1n graduate school is largely governed. by how well one plays the’ game,

‘oy a process of soc1a11 atlon as it were. To the e\:tent that thls 1s N )
s trUe, presuma‘oly the dropouts would ‘oe less concerned w1th confo‘rmlng to L
L "-::;_ - expectations than those who earn a de;gree, and theretore moxe llkely to ) ’ o
‘:, fi glve honest answers 1n a survey Onc also would‘ thank that an unofficial o oo Hfﬂ B
o survey might prgduce ‘ more candid answers than those giveh on ‘a wlthdrawal '_

a _pet;t;on. Onetalways wonders, noneﬁheqless, about the va11d1ty of survey o L '
Ffféb@iéé'va'fdafg”:d‘thi . .fd"'f ;'.'”b*:”3‘51 :ﬁmf\‘:
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' who orlglmuly I‘eel vhU.L Lhey wa-;t to; ’.:ec}f a graduat.e d!,b,l(.‘ "’n a sno\cific
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_ has c0ntrol-—-princ1pully its” pro '.ram. It would seem thaL any ad"”l\"t_'x}pnal

. )
L ,analysls should be conLenLr \,ed, theref‘ére, not. on mrthcx' de]vmr lnto
i th'e'f stud‘ent s motivations ,itT"p

>3

,_.'advantage of th1s zmproach /would be; that by I‘ocusing on nartx ular an.ae

ﬁ

“'-of at;t.nt:x.un, 1t 1s poss:.ble than.,;z.,_study population covenns .,everal

P e
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: '-'etc;,", about a third indicated t.he mt;rease in Um.ver.nty fees, while a thl"d
b also inoicated unavallabillty of employment with salary adeouate to &hev needs.
g Smaller proportions indicated reductlons 1n fam:.ly support or of‘fers of bettex
S support from other institutions but 26 specified a factor Sther than those
Although a var\iety of reasons
-?~-j"-'ﬁ‘_»were expressed in the "other category, many of the students' reasons can be v
":';j;.:»”summarifed into one of three categor1e5' the feeling that they cqu1 dn’! t incux . o
':"anj more debts and in fact should start. pay ing off some they alreao.y had the
V':feeling that ‘the income‘x‘rom their various sources Just wasn 't suificient for -
e ,"_f._:‘,their needs, or the appearance of ‘an unex bected expense when presumably they
jhad Ju*‘t been able to manage.» of the eleven s*udents who said they léLElved
‘_an o"fer of better financie.l suppor "rom another 1nst1tution and Sp"‘c.liled _
."';'..-'the institution, four named Ivy League s—'ﬁools, two named oth > U (,. ca.vnpuses,

R and four named foreign 1nst1tutions.

.
[y

Souéht Full-time Employment. Thla reason vas probably given both by\ o
. ‘.,i';,studen s who left Berkeley in order to take a Job and by students who

= ’fdecidesi to deave Berke‘ley for other reasons and subsequently de-1ded to seek ‘

" full time. emplqu:ent.v Regardless of whether this factor 1'-‘ cause or ef ect
‘-',.33‘! of the students 1‘ndica¢.ed that it was 1nfluent1al ’ '

All students who indicated thau they sought full time employment

. ".were asked whether or not they intended this s, a temporary or a. permanent
SRRt interruption of their studies. Of the 115 students who answered the question,
\72% said that they intended the interruotion to be temporary.. . The remalniug »
28%, whd apparently 1ntended to leave Berkeley permanently, appears to 1nclude b -
somewhat more than the usual’ proport* on- of students w1th cumuIative grade- v
- .:p01nt averages. under 3 000-- 26% of these studenfs as: compared to 12‘23 of all
vstudents who gave reasons for leaving oL \'

.

/

| Job-Related ‘Reaso% Four percent of the h19 studevlts spec1f1ed as
reason which was coded intd this category, and of these students 82% thought

""this their most; :meortant reason for Leav:.ng ‘and h?% gave it as the1r only

: :.': reason._ ’l’he factors oéied into this grouplng 1nclude an employed person

N

being called back to his Job the company be1ng transferred away from the>

Bay Area, acceptance of a pos1tion which would not perm:.t part t1me study,, )

o .
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Offlce of Inst1tut1ona1 Research
Un1vers1ty of Cal1forn1a Berkeley ‘

August,,l972 ' '
I | e '_: \ - '!’able 3
REASONS GIVEN FOR FINANCIAL DlFFICULTY BY STUDENTS WHO SAID THLY

e

I
WERE INFLUENCED BY "LACK OF - FUNDS TO CONTINUE"

‘Number'of Students;

U
:Neason‘for EInanclal. ’1;“;v»-' | o Percent. of
leflcult ~7 & ||Citing this|Citing this | . { Students
Y. -1l Reason - ‘Reason Along| . Total [|Citing this
7 |} Mone + [with Others .« || Reason¥*** |-
28 | 33 |-
" . - e . : ‘ “

I

)
B\

‘ Increase 1n un1vers1ty fees
S T
N

Unava11ab111ty of grant
fellowsh1p, ass1stantsh1p, Al
. ,etc _— v 18 '
U Unauaiiabilitj of- emplOyment _3-”‘_-‘ N P IR
with salary. adequate to WV S ' R B | .
T S 09 4? 25 ) 3k 33
i v -" 15 c .

.
. needs

SR 'Y” e- ; ion” of fanily snpport» . |
- i} (spouse,® arents, etc.) S | N
R "f Offer of better f1nanc1a1 . ._L- f:": e I JUE
‘ ' support 'from another ’ R I N LT | R
R | A 10 % | av . s
e | || e

C 1nst1tut1qn 4
| Total Number of Responses|| :50 | 130 | 180
G | Total ';Numia‘éi{-of Students || so | ¢ 52 | 1O2’**-

S ‘ *See text, ~page 20 for a d1scuss1on of th1s category
**Four students who c1ted "lacked funds to cont1nue" dia not answer th1s

o quest1on., SR c
***All percents based on the 102 students who answered th1s questlon.




or the fact that classes needed'by the student were not OIIered in the evenlng
‘}hours and were therefore not avallable to a person employed full t1me. Teachers o

returnlng to thelr pos1tlons were not 1ncluded in ‘this Lategory, s1nce generally

they had come to Berkeley w1th the understand1ng that they would enroll for

a llmlted tlme only--e1ther a sabbat1cal year or a summer quarter

Miscellanebus’Financ*al‘Reasons; ‘ One percent of the ‘students cited

_ reasons wh1ch were coded -as mlscellaneous f1nanc1al factors tor example,
a part tlme student wanted to avold increased iees ior four units of work

a student s spouse wanted to register and they couldn't afford both Iees, and

a student who couldn t arford the non-res1dent Iee was wa1t1ng out the perlod_

necessary for legal re51dence.j

ACADEMI” FACTORS

+ ~ .

Twenty percent of the students c1ted "d1ssat1sia*t10n with the program
' and/or an "'ther reason wh1ch was coded as e1ther termlnatlon by the

department" :or put 1nto a mlscellaneous academlc catego;y.- . {f

-

Dissatisfaction'with the Program." Th1s factor was 1nd1cated.as

.influential by'lT% of the. students. It is d1ff1cult to establlsh Just what

:”these students meant for, although 1t was: 1ntended that th1s factor would refer
to the academlc 51de of the program, it is poss1ble that some»oI the students
referred to the level of f1nanc1al support. The poss1b111ty of a f1nanc1al
-1nterp1etatlon is’ glven substance by ‘the- fact that over half of the students
-who selected this reason also 1nd1cated e1ther lack ot funds to cont1nue ‘or
lthat they sought full-tlme employment or both. One-fourth of the students

: Who c1ted th1s factor sald that they enrolled elsewhere.F“ ,

~
.

Terminated by'the D;partment;» This category 1ncludes the very small

f'number of students who . sa1d’spec1f1cally that they had falled thelr examlnatlons

'__(orals, quallfylng, or masters comprehens1ve) or 1nd1cated that . the1r work

4

.'was in. some way unacceptable to the1r department.‘ These students cOuld as

-eas1ly have been 1ncluded in the m1scellaneous academ1c group, but they were‘ N

: counted separately s1nce they represent a category 1n whlch there has been -
'u'conslderable 1nterest. The numher of . students c1t1ng th1s reason almost

_CErtalnly const1tutes an understatement, others may have 1nd1cated that they

- - .

.. X Lo . .- . . . o Lot
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vecelved a" masters and dldn t choose to go furthe“3 cr they may be 1ncluded »
in the "d;.ssatlsned categoryﬁ or they may ‘have chosen to exr/la:.n the1r departure_

in some other way( p0351bly by not return*ng the quest‘ounalze.

Miscellaneous Academit Reasons. The m*stella eouslcategozy, which 1ncludes_J

'reasons glven by. L% of the students, 1ncludes prcdom n'ntlv t se stuuents who:.e.?i
maJor professor left Berﬁeley, students who couldn't gqt 'nto the program of -
' " study they wanred (the educatlon cert1f1cate waslmentloned’by several students),.fjj ._.

' f:and students who had d*fflcultles w1th reglstratlon orocedures, etc."'

.-

PERSONAL FACTORS

Included amonbtthe 30% of the students Wi Lzolcat/d that they were

'1nfluenced by one ‘or more of these factors are studenta'who sald they needed ﬂg#5
.

:a break fzon thelr =tud1es, students 1nfluenced by the draIt, and students "‘

. “who said they left because of marrlage, pregnancy or Ltrth, or 1llness.,.

: Needed'a Break from Studies. Relatlvely few students (2% of those who S

5

’gave reasons. ior,lea:1ng) used the "other,’ please spec11y category to 1ndlcate )
that they needed to take a break from their stud-e or one 1eason or another,,

but cver ha1f of thove who did considered 1t their mo;t rmportant reason for '
:,‘leav1ng These ‘students indicated the need to evaluate their goals and, the1r j

progzess toward thoae go‘ls, or that they were Iatlgued and needed a rest, or that
“‘they were boled with thelr studles. The usua; motivation here seems. to have '
fibeen e1ther personal .or academlc, but not flnanplal an’ impresslon substantlated

by the f'inding that. one 1actor mentloned by . many students in: the survey--lack of
'ffunds-to contlnue--was~mentloned.by only one of.these students. R .dh y;' {

v
N

leltary Serv1ce As *ndlcated 1n the 1ntroduct10n, one.of the spec1f1c

4

mot1vatlons for the present study was the questlon of" whether the annarent

.1ncrease in graduate attrltlon in 1968 was’ an e1fect of the draft, e1ther real‘
;‘ or antitipated. Because we were 1nterested in belng as spec1f1c as poss1ble v
on th1s p01nt, three alternat1ves vere offered the student .on the questionnalre

e

‘fchecﬁllst rather than Just one: voluntary mllitary serv1ce, involuntary ’

'mllltary serv1ce,jor expectatlon of the draft. The three reasons were c1ted by E

.h%, 5%, and ll% oi the. students respectlvely

‘j‘;;’




' reakon ro' leavzng, a nougn vely few c0051dered 1* 'hel* most 1mnortant

'students ‘who were gettlng marrled and those who had marltal d1ff1cult1es.

. responses were coded 1nto thls category, the factor théy spec1f1ed was the1r

A ruiToxt provided by eric [EEUENRIR

B
) '

olnce more students checked "exoected to be draIted" than checmea elther

of the othe" tvo fact Ola, ore mlght conclud= that the threa) of' the draft was

of more: 1mportancev1n terms of numbers than the arait 1tss f{ Qur orlglnal

“Q1ntentlon was that tne"" fhree factors would be rutually cALlUblve,'u- at least'

that’ cne would not checx ootn ;nvoluntary mllltary service and exnectatlon of
the dralt“ ThlS vas uOt.Ch° 1nterpretatlon nade by the atudent, for some.
selected both Iactors- One Dossible way of 1nterpret1ng these . ;lgHIEa-ls to

say that any atudent who selected expectatlon of :the draxt probably had not yet

,been dra'ted aLthough 11 he checked both he was probably certain’ rhat ‘the

draft was unaVo dable. On thls basls, it would aouear that tne vast maJorlty

Vj,of students coftcern=d- with m111tary service were anttﬁlpatlAg the draft but nad
"not actually bzen draztea. When students were ‘asked" wnether, 1f they had enlisted,

it was as en a‘t»rnat;ve to belng dralted, most'-'ld that tn's was the case.

lllnesa. On-y 3% of the tudents c1ted pelson-l 1’lness as a reason

for leav1ng, vhile le s Lhan l%_cited the 1liness of ‘dnother; .

4 e

) Marzlage nghb pey ent of tne students who left gave. marrlage ‘as a
et
reason. ARoughLy»thre fourths of these: students also 1ted "lacked'funds

-

té‘continue," "

=ought full-flme employment"'and;or llssatwstactlon w1th the |

program." It should e noted that thls facto* _epparently was used both. by

»

.

Pregnancy or Birfh Only 3% of tHe students clted pregnancy or b1rth

as:-a reason 1or leav1ng, and Juat half of theseé con51dered it the most

1mportant tactor), ‘one- exolanatlon probably belng the. fact ﬁhat th1s factor

was c1ted by almo;t as many men as ‘women. e I "

P

Mlscellaneous Personal Reasons L1kethe other mlscellaneous‘categories

coded trom the questlonnalre, thls category, wh1ch was c1ted by D% of the
students, contains a var1ety of’responsesu Most o? tbese students had left

the Bay Area because the1r spouse was e1ther studylng or employed elsewhere, o

. a few 51mp1y 1nd1cated that"- they had le1t the country, at- least one. student ‘
’ 1nd1c ated that he had left Berkeley hecause he- was .pow draft eXempt, and we

' iound that a 1ew stud°nts had d1ed For over 70% of the students whose

moat 1mportant reason for leav1ng,‘and for hS% it was . the only factor.

;:u-.f . ,fﬁ\f__”_? ,uﬁf »_2h_ .v-wt' p_:w;p S

e
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R L uNCWSmiEn FACTORS |

) ¢ ' L N ‘ B
rphe grcuplng unclasslf*ed" has been useu here to indicate factors which
of e o ' ‘
could not be clearly 1ncluded‘in cne of the otke.“ hree aregs; however, 1t
i 1' 1n no wey 1u011es an un aportant,category,<1n ract _fi 21 the L-9 stuaents (63w}

lndlcated one or movre: oi these factors;

cont’nued 1n a Jon-ﬁeglstered Status. “hls IaLLuI uucs no’ 'unst*tute

0’

dropping out 1n the usual sense for presumably the intent here is not an _

ff:_'a_ RS »1nterruptlon of study although 1t is an 1nte1ruptton o"'ormal reg1stratlon A

' ‘ | .number of these stddent may have found full-tlme teachlng Jobs at another f | ‘
1nst1tutlon and hone to comnlete the11 degrees whlle ulflrl1ng thelr prolesslonal

dut1es. thezs may te students whese studies 1nvolve la.ge amounts ot 1ndependent

t "_ _readlng or recea:vh--som=t1mes it considerable dilstances. from BerkeleY; Eﬁd such
- » students may have telt tnat since they would have no Pozmal Lonnettlon with

v ' the Unlverslt, during tkls per lod; they should not be obllgatea to pay feesa.“twm-
Some oI course nay aiso be qtudents who have 1nterruntei their tozmal stud1es

hfor 11nanc1al or other reasoris and hope to contlnue lov a perlod on the1r own. _d

Some pre umably are contlnulng thelr studles, on “their uWh, in B°rkeley

)

. Such =tudents often are not d=n1ed the adv'ce cI -iheir pzofessors--an
1mno*tant considerat'on, since over 607 vere advanced dottoxal students{_-
Although they mey - take up a conslderable amount of fatult" tlme, they are not
in"luded in departmental enrollment or worklbad figures. ~Also, as ‘noted by

at least one of tke studles rev1ewed 1n the Introductlon such students often

ale 1nte1rupt1ng thelr stuaies at a\cr*tlcal time. and some may underestlmate ' i
the demands ot the job- they have taken on. At varlous times, regulatlons

o vl ‘have been passed wh1ch alm to. prevent or'at least ‘mihimize, this’ s1tuatlon, T

‘but enforcement seems to vary cons 1derably among departments.."

As noted earlier,‘thls factor was cited by more students than any other |
reason for leav1ng--hlm 1nd10ated ‘this factor e1ther by 1tse11 or. 1n comblnatlon
";_ w1th uther iactors.- Among students 1nf1uenced by this Iactor 63% consldered
it ‘the most 1mpoxtant zeaqon why they we1e not reglstered and nearly half

said 1t was the only 1eason. - As one might exnect, thexe are strong f1nanc1al

s conszderatlons efyressed here' ho% of these students or ?Sm of the students

g;;:; J‘: : who cited thls Iactor along with. others, also c1ted one of the f1nanc1al

factorq.’"’




A

Studies’ Completed but Degree Not Conferred.' The 5% of the students who
e _

]

:
!

]
.
\

.

' snecifled reasons wh1ch were coded 1nto th1s category are, for the nost nart,
students wbo cla1med to have f1nlshed all requlrements for the1r degree--‘
1nclud1ng the tnes1s or d1ssertatlon--by the end of the summer quarter but
for’ one’ reason or anotner had not rece1ved it 1n September'i Presumably most-
would have rece1ved the1r degree 1n December although a’ few' based on the1r'

statements, may have taken longer, s1nce f1nal laculty apuloval had not been

e e

A Ureceived R T R A
g f.'jh Enrolled at Another Inst1tut1on. Slxteen percent or the students - . o
' 1nd1cated that they intended to enroll at another 1nst1tutlon. Potentlally 'p/((‘

‘:these students are of partlcular 1nte est s1nce the1r motlvatlon for leav1ng
may- be un1verslty-related, xather than based on te\hnlcal Iactors or factors
'h which are outs1de the control of the 1nst1tut1on. Because oi the way the o .
'j'questlonnalre was- woraed students who 1nd1cated this factor may have dec1ded
- to. enroll elsewhere after dec1d1ng to leave Berkeley lox u‘ber xeasons,
ﬁf.dti' Eo vi-but their responses when asked to state br1efly the: reasun Ior the1r actlon,
. fy_ B vgérerally g1ve the impreaslon that they left: Berkeley w1th rhe 1ntentlon of
S "1enrolling elsewhere._ Of the 67 students who sa1d they enrolled elsewhere, 60% ‘ “
r};z;_"‘ f,_ sald th1s was their mou* 1mportant reason for leav1ng and 37% sa1d it was the1r : . “":yq.
Hf“‘;‘ /only reason. l..gsi‘l- PR B T

I Pl : )
i,

. Of those who indlcated th1s factor along w1th others, about ho% expressed
' _-d1ssat1sfact1on w1th the program as ‘a concommltant reason.‘ EVen among these'

' students, the explanatlons as to why they enrolled elsewhere var1ed cons1derably
ﬂzg‘ffv; ‘v“HSome students were negatlve, say1ng ‘that they d1sliked the Berkeley atmosphere :
4}‘ﬁ1; i;~’ - or. the1r part1cular nrogram or both;" some 1nd1cated that the 1nst1tution to. ”
o 'wh1ch they had gone offered a better program or sometlmes a better atmosphere'
[Mfor learnLng, and °ome 1nd1cated that they had gone to. 1nst1tutions wh1ch L

-‘foffered programs not offered at Berkeley, or to instltutlons where they had

s _fofferS' of f1nanc1al support.,i o Tl v'j: .o

Most of these students speclfied the institutlon at whlch they
B ‘enrolled As the 11gures 1n Table Y show, nearly half went e1ther to ‘an-

.izéfff;"lnstltutlon 1n the eastern U S or to another Un1vers1ty 'of Californla campus.u

fo;fﬁhuli'.“ A llst of the speclfic 1nst1tut1ons 1s shown in Appendlx D

~.




},_S'hf R 30ff1ce of Instltutlonal Research
‘ a , ‘Un1vers1ty of Calrfornla, Berkeley
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= TR o : 5<\h-  Table & S
SR R S REGIONAL DISTRIBUTIONOF INSTITUTIONS SELECTED BY STUDENTS -
R . * WHO LEFT BERKELEY T0 ENROLL ELSEVHERE® . .

S e U0 L Number of | Percent of |. -
‘Location of Imstitution ' | Students | = Students
. y o R B I
. Eastern U b : o T 18 s 25 T
“Midwest. S T o) o1 R A
~South’ . . 6 e
West: S e S0 RPN BT TR B
X Un1vers1ty of. Callfornla’ ~ (%) (e3) : '
“Other = * b () o (18) '
Total West v o 25 ) b

:Foxelgn Instﬁﬁutlons “ﬁ" EERET I 8 | 13-
_:No response o S T

.”{“ff; BT 'Kﬁffl"fgj‘f. TOTAL ﬂ;jif‘“f f7;n _;f’;67_"f;fi‘, 100 .

,f'# e Appendix D for list Of 1nst1tutlons' : :
Bl rcents based’on the 6l students who spec1f1ed an. 1nst1tutlon

' Enrolled:for me'Only Slx pezcent of 1he students used the d
other, please spec1fy optlon to 1nd1cate that they had come to-Berkeley for 3

‘a. lim1ted time and d1d not expect th1s part1cular apan of attendance to resul*’
B ;1n a degree._ Although the reasons spec1f1ed were s1milar 1n some respects to
' those grouped as "Job-related"'and class1f1ed as flnanc1al departure from the

- -campus 1n these cases d1d not appear to arlse from unforeseen problems.‘ Teachers_&lv

ﬁfwho had come to Berkeley for a sabbat1cal year ‘or to enroll for the summer quar-

“‘ter only were 1ncluded 1n th1s category. A;‘}“ ““ff - q,lf, S _1\-;-{_-. t,"f‘ e

b. Unrest at Berkeley., Fewer than 2% of the students 1ndacated a reason : , ’ f'.‘”

:fflfor leav1ng wh1ch was coded 1nto th1s category, although 1t is. probable that

‘ fthere were others for whom th1s was a factor ' Generally, these students 1nd1cated i
"5fd1ssat1sfactlon w1th the overall atmosphere at Berkeley, however for at least \,;Vf

”i“,'one of them, cr1t1c1sm seems’ ‘to have been directed at the department rather than

"hﬁiat the campus as a whole., : _gﬁ R -lyx‘, R

. v R ) ot
. RS L e ; e : e . :

Qe




! .almost 1ndef1n1tely by maklng progress1ve1y f1ner and f1ner d1vlslons of
5vthe student populatlon but such '8 level of deta11 1s not the 1ntent of the
'.present study, nor would it be meanlngful, g1ven the slze of the study

‘vtx,students c1te "lacked funds to cont1nue. oL T y‘f"'f‘:""'

‘-th1s factor, but as Tables S through 9 show, thls 1s not always the case for»
'h,partlcular categor1es of students.~:"Lacked funds" was c1ted by fewer -women - |
“than" men, by fewer beg1nn1ng doctoral students than students at other degree ‘
7"_levels by fewer students 1n the blolqglcal sc1ences- by fewer students w1th '

'“'grade-polnt averages of 3 500 and over, and by fewer U S. than fore1gn students.~ R

-5; Was cons1derably greater than among U S- students, 438 Compared to 23%, one

.“7fby any partlcular category of fore1gn student. Although the number of fore1gn b,
"f:students 1s small data such as those shown 1n Table 10 where fore1gn and f;]f - ';;i.f

‘*fnon-fore1gn students are compared 1n terms of a var1et\ of character1st1cs,

Iv. REASONS FOR LEAVING CHOSEN ‘BY PARTICULAR
TYPES OF STUDENTS

In analyz1ng reasons for 1eav1ng Berkeley, it. seems that part1cular-"

'_stuoent characterlstlcs are somet1mes related to the reasons c1ted as.
'1nfluent1al Tables 5. through 9. present the students reasons for leaV1ng
".in terms-of flve character1st1cs.r the student's sex next degree obJect1ve :
'"?and progress toward that degree, general f1eld of study, academlc standxng ""v‘f" 21‘95"
as measured by grade—po1nt average and home loca11ty and legal re51dence. |
a"Reasonable care must be taken ‘in draw1ng concluslons from the tables because"{\rl-'
.TV"‘very few students are 1ncluded ln some of the categor1es however, as: noted»"\\_

“in- Sectlon II the responses generally seem reasonable.

"
.v_’,

*ag’;,’_;f Analys1s on the bas1s of such character1st1cs could be carr1ed on "

"‘populatlon. More deta11ed analys1s often can be useful howeyer, 1n suggest«.'
'ﬂt1ng relationsh1ps whlch mer1t further attent1on. ln an attempt to po1nt out
fsome potent1ally 1nterest1ng areas the rema1nder of th1s sectlon explores '

""'one reason for leav1ng wh1ch may be, program related * the frequency "1th "h1°h

L2

Overall one—fourth of the students who gave reasons ‘for leav1ng c1ted

<

Slnce the frequency wlth wh1ch forelgn students c1ted "lacked funds"

approach to an analys1s would be to see whether th1s d1fference is produced

lfsuggest that thls d1fference occurs w1th1n most categories of students,-‘f




. LY. .,
. e

p'although the deglee of d zlerences-varlesn, It would seem that foxelgn.r_ﬂ ’}”J-:' _5 ~3‘fff

';‘i“stuuents as a gxoup ave partlcularly 11kelj'to leave’ Berkeley due to lack cf -

‘funds

Tak1ng a d11 erent approach and, comb‘nlng all stuuents worklng 1or a , .
'cert cate or ‘a. masters 1nto one group and the three 1evels of doctoral i{ :”" '.sf' '

vstudents 1nto another, the data shown 1n Table 11 suggest that the la+ter are f-,_ - ‘jj.

:?dff pgx”'-r-sllghtly less 11kely to c1te‘"lacked funds," 26” ﬂompared to 2u%, Comparlng ";;- v
ST these s*udents in terms of both sex and degree objectlve, 1t appears that it < .

‘v1s women docroral °tLdents who are least-l1kely to c1te "lacked funds.f'ﬂf lf“='f

On the basls of* data presented in Tables 8A anu bB cne would say that ”ﬁ\f: 'i'¥*_’¢ﬂ
'{lgnt}g'r ._rstudents w1th¢hlgn gtade-polnt averages--3 500 and ex~—are less llkely to* - _i o ,;
!_f e :"‘if.clte "lacked tunds" ;han are tudents with averages ut L99 to 3. 000 or those‘ *'E:}“:,ij
!ff’f_” .. below 3, 000:: The daLa sh»wn in Table 11 1ud1cate, howe»et, ‘that th1s relatlon- i'_xs'gj e

RO : 5sh1p holas onl y amung ce rt f*cate and masters students, fox the small number of:.“
”rdoctoral, ,udents w1th averages of less than 3 000 aopeax unllkely to c1te trls ‘f"hfv*,

favtcr.: One’ celta1nly cannct 1nfe1 from th1s rhat do‘toral students w1th

Vfaverages below 3 000 have no f1nanc1al problemsl buc only ‘that these problems, L,'-VJ?, ;K
_ ;:e‘.uch stadents to leave . . .o TN
'-.fBerkeley. Further 1nvest1gat1on reveals mha} whlle only one of - the 13 doctoralll.g,‘i'.f,d;\

T ot
- L . " g
d

‘.students who had a grade-po1nt average below 3. 000 clted "lacked funds," 6 of

‘”7‘h1¢ they ex1st are not’ the factcrs wh1ch 1n$‘

"gthe 13 rlted "dxssatlsfactlon w1th the program as & reason fox lea\1ng

e o ) . ,,.

If one focuses on the most advanced students--doctoral students who have.f_

v‘tdbeen advanced to candldaCJ-—and groups these students 1nto only two grade-po1nt o
:categorles--above and below 3 SOO--one flnds that the students w1th averages‘ ‘ _

'fﬂjabove vere. - con51de1ably less 11kely to. c1te “lacked lunds than were the others. o

A furthex ‘aivision of this group by sex. shows that this: relatlonshlp perta1ns A 1:ffffkvlf,'

'Zonly to the men students. Seven men of the 50 w1th aVezages 3. SOO ‘and over

7':‘c1ted "lacked funds" compared wlth 5. of the 8 men wltn averages below. 3. SOO L ;;wTQ}.fi

'5‘wh1le among women students at th1s degree level 3 of’ the ‘2 w1th averages of =

,.ff?‘3 SOO and over and 1 of the 6 w1th averages below 3 500 c1ted th1s factor. l';:-iu

nlf;.'f - {. These Comparlsons are 1nc1uded here for 1llustrat1ve Purposes onlY, forij."vbl

. :a‘f"“o explanat1on can be readlly advanced for the relat1onsh1ps on the bas1s of '
f;the mater1al 1ncluded 1n the present study In order to understand such -

| ,ﬁk;relatlonsh1ps and some of the others 1nd19ated 1n th1s study, further 1nv stl_‘lu_b T

r,‘gatlon w1th a cons1derably larger data base would be necessary.‘

'y
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Table S

4. . nusEd AND PERCENT OF MEN AND WOMEN S‘I‘UDENTb
e mio CITED. LACh REASON FOR LEAVING .

~Reason for Leaving*

Number of éé dents

'PercentpoffStudents?*%'k

 Men'

-Women

‘Total

. Men':

 Yomen

-

Total

‘ FINANCIAL FACTORS

: Lacked funds to contlnu
"Sought full-tlme employment

‘Job-related reasons**

‘ Mlsce laneous flnanclal reasons**

ACADEMIC FACTORS.YU' -
D1ssat*sfact10n w1th program

‘Terminated: by department**"’,

Mlscellaneous acadenlc reasons**

| PLRbONAL “ACTORS

Needed break from studles**

Volunta'y m111tary serv1ce‘J -

Involuntary mllltary scrv1ce"
'-°Expected to be drafted
_'Personal 1llness .
filllneSS of another person

Ma raage ‘
. Pregnancy. or b1rth
Mlsﬁellaneous personal reasons**

UNCLASSIFIED FACTORS SRR
Cont1nued in. non-veglstered status
Studles completed, no degree yet**
Enrolled at- another 1nst1tutlon'
Enrolled for - llmlted time" only** )
Unrest at Berkeley**'ﬂfffv '

RN
- mv:_.. . .

T
ok
- 10 ‘

1o, .

16

N7
5
].-0.—"

1115

1

52

4.

35
i } 1;3‘.

ol
15 o
sy |
e

Ny “
RN

“172-

106,

137

17

- A7

.. 16.
19

120

39
12

-

“13

21

67

.";'.l9 -

AV,

1|
ff,lOl»“5'

C 30

[l 3 V)

-
N

,TOT'BL‘TZ-:NW”%ERFOFL RESPONSES

818

IR STy N N : .‘
| . TOPAL;NUMBER OF ‘STUDENTS: -

oersi

|

275

ng |

5”-*For exact wordlng of . questlonnalre, see Append1x A. ot
**Responses entered-on the questionnaire under "other} please speclfy

grouped 1nto these nine categorles for purposes of analys1s.

"2 the -number. of responses.‘:‘=ﬂ‘
TLess than 0 5% :

were_f

lf*?All percentages are based on the. total number of " students rather than on

Smem g
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é’z‘able 6A

' flUMBER OF STU'D N'I'S AT EACH DEGREE LL‘..’E
WHO CITED EA(%{I REASON rOR LDAVII.

v,\ * -

. [} . L. : . . - . ! . . . el
B B 7 oo b tMvanced Doctoralfl

“Redson for Leaving* . = [ 1 b e e _ .Lready»y
- e rti-:} Ady‘.z'-_to Adv. .to
R I T T S £t T2 Mast‘ers Cand‘.‘ ‘| Cand:s’

'_ FINM(‘TAL F‘AC‘I‘ORS o 1 .1 |
Lac:ced funds to contlnue . _"‘ N B S 53 3 o 27_,
Sought ﬁxll-tlme employment o Vg2 | S 327
Job-related reasons** S SR e} 15
‘ !vhscellaneous flnanclal reasons** o e
" ‘ACADEMIC FACTORS: = S
‘ DlSS&tle&Culon wn.h program o
Termlnated by department**
Mls e]lax)eous academlc reasons** '
PERSONAL FACTORS., e
Needed bx eak from studies**

,' iVoluntary m1lltary service
.Involuntary mllltary service

» Expected to be . dzafted o
) -;'Person&l illness ‘

"V‘Illness of anot;her person,

‘ Ma.rriage ,'*»g.f{. e -
‘Pregnancy or b1rth -_f "
”'“'”Mlscellaneous persona.l reasons**
UNCLASSIFI.F‘D FACTORS o]

-Contmued 1n hon reg1stered sta.tus
Stud1es completed no degr ee yet**

B Enrolled at - another 1nst1tut1on /
- '.'.,,Enrolled for 11m1ted t1me only**
.;'-»-Unrest at Berkeley** R A

e ','TOTAL NUMBER OF. RESPONS/ ES

| ToTAL NUMBER .OF 5 /wﬁmms o] a9 H LR R

'
R

*For exac/wordmg of quest1onn8.1re, see Appendlx A. R
**Responses entered on the questlonnalre under "other please spec1fy were - it
grou/ed 1nto these nlne categorlés for purposes of analys1...;.:-;' '
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-~ Table &h.
'“muuun"s AT BACH
‘v«nt} CI*I'~ IZAC‘- R::ASO:!'FOR
i‘able "6 ;or umber' :

. \ L '

v

Advanced Toet ora

ligt jAlready
‘ : :iv. ta Mdv, to
ficate { Teose, | 3 Cand.

[ FINANCIAL FACTORS: -

: _Lacked 'und., t;o covtinue

o Sou, ht, full- tme employme.-':!.
’,‘Job-re’ dted. rca..ons"‘“ N E

;‘, Hxsc.e’ luneouss i‘inancuu r*z. nn"‘”‘

Acnosu:c'facwou PR .*‘gf‘

' Dissat is !au.t ion wu,h progrwu
erm*aat.ed by depm'tmun.'“' ‘
Nxace’ Laneous academw rna ons"‘

PFRSONAL Acmona..%; L -'v.
Nee«ed broak f‘rom stutiws"
‘Jolunt.ary mllitar .ervu-
Involuntar_/ mxllt.axy sezvxce‘
Expect.ed to ‘be dru[‘Led
Persona]: x'llne '

Illn,ess of e.not}rer "person
Marrmgf} ' T
~Pregnancy or birth

Mlscellaneous personal reabons“

UNCLASSIFIED FACI‘ORb ‘ ‘
Contmued m non—registered st,at.us

: \”'"Stud:.es x.omplet;ed, no degree Jet**
Enrolled at. another institu‘ 1ou

Enrolled fo" ‘imited time only"*
Unrest at Ber:{eley" '

v

T O T T

-

et

6§AL‘NUH§ER OF STUDLNTS
l :

“Forf exact kording or questioun’aire, see. Appendix A.\--v e L
**Responses entered on the, quést:t‘onna:.re under- “other‘;‘olease specix wew.

grouped ihto". these nine categories for purposes of pnelysis. .. SR
***A.).l percentéﬁges are- ba.sed pn the t.ota.l number of st\..dem:s "athex‘ than on. .

the num’ber of’ responses..;-.,_ Gl S , .

'i'Less than 0. 5% L L '

i

e
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R ; N . NUMBER 0" U:'J‘}’a‘:tf.s 1IN TACH, :«1 ;u.z;. ' :
~ "hO m..n ‘::r‘c»: R::r *0 FOR LER VING .
) raving® T 0 & p 0 Bieu)e ]k 8 ;

I For.f Arts]Sci{Engrd it §3

o,

: “Lacked :‘u'kds:;.& m.inuz: SR 3

(Co 9]
e fri”
%

e

5

-uougm fuil-t i er*plujme':t R I S . i
.~Jub-re1med rermars"‘ '.‘e SRR R S8 B I -

Ayt R Nk

B Miucemaneous *zn&'u,ia. trmm* m',,‘ \4-

7']"erqonni i mnsn“ AP R T
i”,‘hmess of anot hw },ux .u'.m_ SN
V"l.urriuesa R

H
e
s

[

.

L
i
H

o
ny
&3
1
‘

»

o Pregnancy or birbh . ,
'macellaneous perscnal reasons" &
UNCLASSIFIED FACTORG: - .« f " |
; Continuc.u in rmx-regis‘.wed :sta\,u«\ "‘3':‘_ Lo _
. Studjes z:ompleted no degrw yet" S ey b
"‘r.nro‘led at am:ther in'et.iu.nion =t
E.nroned ?vor ". imited th mgvenlj;‘-* R RS B '?{“ PR 5 TR
Unrpst at. Berk*-lé,a“ L 2 '

Bt
1
e
oW

[
o

Sty

..

Y aad
P
§

V.

Y
3
e
g

-2

» L e ) - 4}: %
"ACADH f‘fh’—t‘x’”‘ ‘ S :‘ | . 1 :i; | b
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PERSGIAL FACTORS: f R I 35 B b
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: T I e ," Table?B Lo w T
-  PERCENT OF s‘;bDnNTs Ii EACH FIELI OF- STU R
. WHO CITE ED’ EACH REASON FOF LLAVM«J*** L
‘ :( ee 'I‘able TA ior I\umber of Studcn«.s leng Ed.\ n Reason) h :
o | B Agr . 3 ‘ Lang .‘ [], .
_ Reason for Leaving* =~ - || & | . |Bio) = b & |Phys] . -|Soc:iDoub. .
- SRR v o7 ||For:|Arts|Sci. Engr.|Lit.| Sci.|Profs|Sci.| Maj.|TOT.
L Lecked f‘unds to cont.mue " 25| et 1h ”_.29; ‘ ;30; . o2 25 | au 20 25
Soa{ght I‘ul] mmeemploymenp Sl 8¢ ust 2l Ch2 30l 3‘3 132 .';32 60+ 337 .
Job-rel&tcd t'eascms** SRR | I T R I R BT 3* S INTEECT R IR IS T T
Miscellaneou 1nenc~al reaqons** - g S RS B! S e N 1 LN R Y R S
ACADEMIC. ?ACTO%._,;I»@" EEPRTIE | R DU T ISR R IR ICCY R Y B
‘:-l'Dissatlsfacmoﬂ with, px ugmm Lhe 36 L ao ] anfoaT et fas]o20
HTermmetea \bj depe. e,.zerl' ** S | o | =5 w” i ) = -
,_;Hiscellaneous acPd*’mxc xez.sona’“" N B ._»'.1_07 Loy RN ,,‘;.5' T B O o~
PERSONAL. mm'osa RCFI TR O O | N I R AU RO PR R M R R
_'_ﬂeeded b ear:v fz ‘*midl(‘-f"* D NN | TR O R [E A St IS ' -1:2 :
:,".';",Volunta"y mznhary suvwe B :--f‘ 8 1 - - v 1 -/ 6 = b e
"-;“Involunthry milltew servzce Ayl - 5 : N A ._’( 1;1 -6 - 1 51 ;
Expected to be r aited ‘\; S| TR AN ST TR IR o R I 0 S T DO RO - I O
‘.'P'ei:%c:»ma.1 i}lness S o= e s J S R T I O R 3
V'i;Il]ness of . arfother pc.r - A .-’j - - R R E @ - -, -
v Puarriage e gl 8. 18 50 k[ i3] 9 1 1) - 81
. Pregnancy or blrth SRy | PR I e B3 'S 70 B S -T N T IR B
"v‘,.liisce‘leneuus <ot el rcasons** o9 <1 o1 vl 61 3] -|.5
UNCLASSIFIE.D F‘AC"‘ORS'-" EUES N | N I TN (R I AR IR N Y
Cont‘.*nued in non-registergd status || 33 3{) W8 | .20 | 361 38 |-L1 | 61{-60| M1 |-,
. R A 1 - ; _ ;
1“St.ucixes completed nodegreeyet** -4 =1k b "= 1 L 1} 204 3
-' *Em‘olled at anobher insut.uuon k27 - -2k 20 ] 30,16, 9 | 11 -1 16
_ \Lnrolieu for limited tune on]J** - | .5 2179 "9 8 - 6 )
. nres., at. Ber}feley“‘ ”‘.f SN A7 -} - 21 1) - 1 = - .
f'»‘-;.TomL HUMBER ,o_F'STUDEu'rs'_ 2] 2| |us | 6o f ws o | Taf s [uig
’!For cmct wordmg, of qhesmonnu"e, see I\pyendlx ‘A . g
"“Re&ponses entered on the questionnaire under "other, 'please specify" 'were
groupcd mto t.hese nine categories  for purf)ose., of analysis,
"Mll per*cent.ages ‘are based on- the total munbex of aLudexlus ratner than ‘on the v Lo
...~ number of feSponses. - . SEPEER B . L : el
'_.”,ﬁ___'tL@’b t.hanOSn ' : o e ’ T j_ ‘ Ly
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: *FOr exact wordlng of questlonnalre, see Appendlx A.

*¥*Responses entered on the questionnaire under "other, please spec:Lfy" were '
: grouped 1nto these n1ne categorles for purposes of analys1a.~

N - e .
L e o i .
. Offlce of Inst;tutlonal Reséarch )
" Univeérsity of Callfornla, Berkeley :
e August 1972 : . . - o . R <
| i | P Table 8A G e |
NUMBER OF STUDENTS IN SELECTED GRADE-POINT AVERAGE GROUPINGS
N VHO CITED EACH REASON -FOR LEAVING .
| e La‘st Reported', G‘rade-lPoint (\s@mg_e]_" o
VN R eason fc,)r‘ Le=aV1,n8r . . 3,500 - ‘,3‘.'0"00_ -Unde‘r,"\"*NOtI',‘ "IfQ’I__‘AL"
. e and, over 3‘.h3?‘ 3,000 - {\Avail, {} .
FINANCIAL FACTORS e \ e
La‘cked ftmds to cerntlnue' ' N ‘119_._‘ 39 o lS :3‘,1 - 106..
~-Sought - full- t1me empJ.oyment - 68 b2 o, ent ] 3 A Y
Job-related reasons** R 5. 1. 6 6 e - 8 17
Mlscellaneous f1nanc1al reasons** Vo R IO -& ) S s 6." :
ACADEMIC FACTORS: o e e
D1ssat1sfact19h’ w1th progx am -\ 25 cp R 16 o 1 ST
Termlnated by department** 3 "2 e -% 9.
, Mlscellaneous academlc reasons** A 9+ 67 R 17
PERso,ny PACTORS: o S . R
‘Needed break. fxom .ftudles** o ‘ 3 6 D - 10 ‘
Voluntary mlllta.ry serv1¢.e . ' h . 9 . 3 P : 16
Involuntary mllltary serv1¢e ‘ : 7?.' . 8 . L - 'l9 o B
Expected 10-be’ dra.f'ted' N 16 | on 7 T os b7
Personal 1llness- e | Rt . 3 ¢ 5 - 12 )
IllneSa of. another -person l:-'.( B | - 2
Marrlage T Ll 218 N .5, ‘- 3 .
Pregnancy or birth : -.“ 9 o2 \l 1T- - 12
Mlscellaneous per.sonal reasons** ' l3"\ L 5 - 22
UNCLASSIFIED FACTORS: N || R W] |
‘Continued in non-reglstered status 102 52 17 1 172
" Studies completed, no degree yet** . " 1 a1 S1- b3
: Enrolle&\at another 1nst1tutlon ':'-‘38 2 | 6 .1 67
- Enrolled for limited t1me only** ©15 . 8 2 -2 -y o
".Un*‘est at Berkeley** . : ‘ : ..2' 3 1 Vo= 6
' TOTAL NUMBER OF RESPONSES - | 398|286 | 122 12 || 818
| TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS i .'223' e s | 9 | v}
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“ Table 83 S e

S o ‘ "_ PERCWNT OF' STUDFVTS IN SELECTED GRADE- POINT AVhRAGh GROUPING’%
e LTl VHO CLTED EACH REASON FOR LEAVIHGH#3
R B . B (See Table 8A for Number of Students Clt‘l’lg Each Re;on)
' . . ' S .Last Reoorted”Grade-Pomt Average .‘ - e
" Reason. for ,'Leavling* ',:' i N _ S P ‘TOTAL
. e Lo : 3.500 3.‘600— ~Under: | Not S
- = and over] 3.499 | 3,000 1 Avail.
. FINANClAd FACTORS e o N
‘Lacked.funds to contlnue L Sl 22 ) 29 - 33 25
~"Sought ull-time employment L 30 :"33. NS 33 . 33 f v v
- Job-reldted reasons** . = . - Q.2 L 1R - b, e
Mlscellaneous Ilnc..nle.l reasons** ‘ “2_ . T - T L o e
| ACADEMIC FACTORS:. . IR S ST B E L
e Dlssatlsfactlon with program Al Al 2n | 30 _" ' ll A' 7 ) '},,"
: Termlnated by depaltment** N | R N 1 - - 1} RS
- M1scel:laneous ace.demlo reasons** v B !% RN h B - b !" S
| PERSONAL FACTORS,,.;'.', A B - e T
N B Needed break from studles**. 1 KRR A - 2 | | o
o Vo‘lunta.ry mllltary serv1r-e 2 1. o - 4 oty
; Involuntary mlllta.ry se1v1ce —— 3 _..6 108012 .5 |
. Expected to be drafted I R 7 .L8 ! b - ) 11 .
) Personal: illness - | 2 ez 10 - 3 L A
Illness of another person\ R + - .'2 - | ! R /
Marriage - . | 5 13 ; 10 '-:\3 x8 |
. . Pregnancy or’ b1rth o ’g . L 1 2 - 3
Mlscellaneous personal reasons** ) 3} 10 - 5
| E UNCLASbIFIED FACTORS: ‘j . . ' AR | R B B
Y| Continued in non-reglstered status| 46 'f°"-38 "33 )1 b1
Studies completed no degree yet#e bty 1 2 1L 3
Enrol led at andther " 1nst1tutlon T 16 12 . il 16
Enrolled tor limited time only** 71 6: = b " 22 -6
Unrest a1 Berkeley** S : 1 C2 ' 2 | - 1
|  (TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS . || 223 | 64 sa f 9 ff wme | ¥
_ ' *For exact wordlng of q_uestlonnalre, see Appendlx A
S : **Responses entered on.the questionnaire under “other, please spec1fy" vere
P grouped into these n1ne categories for purposes of analysls. : .
. ¥#¥21] percentages are’based on' the tota.l number of students rather than on .

" the ‘number’ of responses.
'I'Less than 0.5%"




Offlce of Instltutlonal Research
- University of Callfornla Berkeley}
August 1972 R .
‘,‘-‘ Table 9A :
NUMBER OF STUDENTS BY HOMF LOCAJITY AND RLQ{DLNT oTATUS
E ' WHO CITthEACH REA ON _FOR LEAY}ﬂu

N
1

b

f 1?‘ . Permanent Hdme at Time of. Adm1551on‘,]
R . r - United States S R ,
Bﬁasén?f°r Leaving* ;,£ L_.calif. X|Out—of-state| . Fdreign
| ' B /. |Res.:|Hon-r}Res. |Non-r|Total|Country

FINANCIAL FACTORS: . ./ | LS o
‘Lacked funds .to continue Foo sl 1oer) o T |2
N & : S .o . o

- Sought full-tlmc employm ent - fﬂwf' ‘ ,.jl
Jbb—related reasone** y : ""“flyﬂ
Mlsaellaneoussxlnanc1é3 reabons .

| AcabEMIC FACTORS _ R
. DlSS&t;SfaCtlun with plogl&n ST

Term1nateQJnJ depaltment** o
Mlsqellaneous academic 1eason,** ,

'PERSONAL. FACTORS : .,
.. Needed break flom StuleQ**. o
fVoluntarJ mllltaxy serVLce
Involuntary m111tary servx( |
7'Expected 4o be drafted . .
" Personal. 111ness_u. ',f'7
blllness of another- pelﬁnn
Marriage - R o .
Pregnancy or, birth o
F»Mi§cellaneous persenai reasons** o
| UNCLASSIFIED.FACTORS: E
v_antinned in non-registexed status - : . :
.‘Sfudies cempleted no‘degree yet** 61 1.] ;’r 1| L fQ 1. T 13
Enrolled at another institution . “| 41 |. 1 1. S i :157’
,Enrolled for limited hime only** J13 | 3] 1 {6 Tt
- Unrest at Berkeley**. _ o h o - 2. =] 6

-

TOTAL NUMBER OF RESPONSES | bs2 | 1~ {12 | 125 | 93 [ 818

| TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS SR 7238 10 | 64 | 58 | 3707 w9 .| ng

- *For exact werding of questlonnalre, see Append1x ‘A, :
'**Responses entered on the questlonnalre under ' other, please spec1fy - were .
. grouped into these nine categories for,purpqse% of analysis.




' -Office .of inetltutional Research: I S R
University of Callfornla, Berkeley T S U
: August g2 . - 4';‘54 A ' R '
. | | S Table ‘9B o RO,
! » PERCENT OF STUDENTS BY HOME LOCALITY AND RESIDENT STAPUS
: o ’ WHO CITED EACH REASON FOR LEAJING*** :4h
} (See Table 9A for Number of Students Cltlng Each Reason) ‘ .
ii Permanent Home at Time of" AdmlSSlon .
o Reason for Leaving* . . L ‘4Un1ted States S
) Lo o ‘Calif. . |Out-of-state " - |Foreign| . .
| . JRes® Non-r:j Res | Non-r.Total,Country TOTAL‘”Y‘.? o
X 7 |'rnancrar FactoRs: oo T o B P R
) 'l Lecked I‘und., to (,ontlnue K 1. 21 o301 33 l9 o3 | h3 25 | o
e _ Sought full-tlme employment fvn{::" f30_vfl20 W5 34 - 33|31 | %3' R v
/ B Job-related reasone**,r ‘ R B ,107 6] 2 5  i€:f‘ ok Vﬁ; a
) 1 Mlscellaneous flnan JaJ reasons** IS RS TR = 5f~ | . 2 "11‘ 't-
.+ | AcaDEMIC FACTORS: o B LT T o * o
}%?ﬂfvf'.:r : Dlssatlsfactlon thh progzam R . .ISh 1016 -}7' 18 -’3_8;' *‘17;_ ﬁ;
‘ Termlnated by department** . , 21 - 2y - B A - 1 L
, Mlsceilaneous academic 'reasons** . sS4 - 4;61i';? B T B S i
PERSONAL FACTORS: \ . B | ’ N R R
-Needed break from studles** AR 3 .'jl f"3  '3>4h 3 - 1.2 i
'Voluntary mxlltary serVIrJ o TN ERENY N R TN b G
N Involuntary mllltary aerv1ée s - =u2  th - 5 2. 154 5
Expected to be drafted - 8 - s 4?8 CyR _ b 11 {
. Personal illness t - 21 . - 3 b os 2 3 o
Illness of another perbon T B B - 3 1 - t
Marriage o o 9 - 5.4 12 - 9 L, 8 |
' Pregnancy ‘or birth 3 - 3. 3 3 . 2 3
'fMlscellaneous personal reasons** -5 -1 5 5 \ 6 5 . _
UNCLASSTFIED FACTORS: B b | I A
Continued in non-reglatered status - 43 20} 55 19 - h1 ARSL T S
. -“Stud;es completed, no- degree.yet** 3.4 10| .6 o2 -3 2 1 3 _
" | Enrolled at another institutian |~17| 10| 8|16 | 15| 22 | 16
Enrolled for limited -time'only** | 's| 20| s| s | 6| 12 | 6" :
H'Unrest at” Berkeley** R N Rt R I B S _;
|TOTAL NUMBER OF STUDENTS | 238| 10| 64| 58 |370| Lo | b9 |

*For éxact wordlng of questlonnalre, see Appendlx A. : s
v **Responses entered on the questlonnalre under "other, please speclfy were
grouped into these nine categorles for purposes of -analysis
***All peraentages -:are based on the total qumber of students rather than on
the number of responses.l.
tLess than 0.5%

o

.‘.‘ . :_‘ ‘ _‘-38—
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f_
Table lO

NUMBER OF FOREIGN AND NON—FOREIGN STUDEHTS NHO CITE :
"LACKED FUNDS To CONTLNUE," BY SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS

~

>, Forelgn. C Non-Forelgn All Sﬁﬁdenﬁs
T . L . .| Number . Number || | Number
. RERT o | Total | Citing || Total | Citing || Total Citing
T ' | No. of |"Lacked [[. No. of "Lacked f| ‘No. of |"Lacked
Students| Funds" ||Students] - Funds” || Students| Funds" ‘
1 By sex: B S - o .
Men o - o - : Yoo poarcofl bas o b om s oo o
Women T ;2 AR TR | NS e LTS IR S USRI £ TR 35
:i' By desree level AR A NENETER | NI IR | SO SRNETRTEN N S
"';'f; 4,-Cert1fucate 'j E S - S Cogy o T _ B-L I T
o Masters. L e b 200 Q 179 Y : 199 53
‘Beginning doctoral ERREE IR 1 18 20 a1 3
-Advanced -doctoral, not | . S S e
adVanced ‘to candidacy = |© 17 - 9 80 ,LR‘: BRI < r T
':iAdvanced doctoral,’ already S R N L | . T
' ‘-j advanced‘to candldacy B -9 2. 68 b ik i 7T S16
; 3 } T B N R RS s o
By general fxeld of study 'dv o fﬂf. lf:, e
Agriculture & Forestry E 1 10 2 19 3
Arts — - - ar 3 11 3
v | "Bidlogical Sciences 3. L2 . 118; 1. 21" 3 P
" . Engineering: : | 10 6 35 T k5 13
Languages &. therature T 2 .62 19 . 69 - 21
Physical Sciences 9 3 36 7 Ls , 10
, -Professions - "’ .9 - R 'R 131 31 - ‘140 35
* - -Social Sciences " 9. 3 62 14 71 17
_Dodble MaJors L= - 5 1, 5 1
By grade-p01nt average LI - S ) . a B o ;
3.500 or over - | 33 14 190 - | -35 || 223 k9
. 3.000 to"3.k99 . . - 11 = 125 - 32 136 - 39
*.Under 3.000 o | ) S 15 || 5L "15
| All -students S 1 b9 | a1 3t | 8 || k19 | 106

" #Data oft grade-pelnt average exclude 9 students (l folelgn, 8 non-forelgn)
for whom averages were not avallable

¢ -
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: "Table 11

L TOTAL.NUMBER OF STUDENTS 'AND NUMBER'WHO CITED "LALKLD FUNDS o CONTINUE "‘f

1

BY SEX, DEGREE LEVEL AND GRADE-POINT AVERAGE* R

X\guxu

Grade-P01nt Average ?ng;';,_;

‘ Sex‘and o
. Degree Level -

13 500 and Over 3.499 to 3.000

~Under 3,000 -

|Total:|
- [No. ofif
o] stu-

Number Total
Cltlng No. of|’
"Lacked Stu-

Number
Citing
"Lacked

Total
No._of'
Stu-

‘dents|:

~Number
Citing
"Lacked

Total
No.: of
'Stu,—v
dents

Number ;
Cltlng

1" Lacked

.Menr EARENIN K;'='

Cert1f1cate
Ib~Masters j”,J.! B
- Sub-total

Beglnnlng Doctoral

EfﬂAdvanced doctora]

Sub-total
Total

© - Advanced doctoral,’ nof ;m
~advanced to candidacy o

advanced to. cand1dacy,f*'

'FundS"

~1 N\

Funda"
*_lf ‘i__n"‘

e
B

L
V]

123

tar | T2

Rapda ‘;TEE;,E

o ﬁWomen.“l‘JV '

M £ fCert1f1cate

'Mastersgi'. R
Sub-total"

Beglnnlng docForal

* Advanced doctoral,
advanced to cand1dacy
Sub-total " »

 Total

| " -Advanced doctoral, not|
“advanced to cand1dacy Ca

W

pw R

[
=\

oI VI

| M1 Students: i
© Certificate ..

Masters .
Sub—Total

Beglnnlng -doctoral

Advanced\doctoral

Sub Total

F- P
L

- Advanced doctoral, not|:
advanced to cand1dacy_

.. advanced to. candidacy -

V1 OOl & &




. V. STUDENTS WHO LEFTWITHAN ACADE{&lt}"iiil-mSTEkS‘;ffﬁ"'f‘." '
Up to th1s polnt, the analys1s has focused on students who left |
ijerkeley without earnlng a graduate degree at the t1me they left and who
e igave reasons for leav1ng In the descr1ptlon of the survey questlonnalre,
lhowever, the reader may remember that the student who sa1d he earned a Berkeley
" 5idegree at the end of the spr1ng or summer quarter was glven the optlon of » ' _
'-fsaylng that he dld not reglster for fall because he d1d not w1sh to seek another :g
3deerkeley degree at that t1me. Such students, alL of whom by our def1n1tlon

‘J:u.presumably eaxned an M A or M S., were told that thuy need not complete the

"..rema1nder of the questlonnalre.lp f}'

A

,,;L- L
It was not ou“ 1ntentjon 1n formulating the questlonnulre that all |
5h~vstudents who had earned the. masters would use- thls optlon.“ Ve assumed that
fithere m1ght be a substantlal number who had hoped to contlnue beyond the
ifmasters, and we thought' perhaps naavely, that many 01 these students _ :
",1qwould choose to complete the survey ouestlonnalr° and dlscuas the1r reasons

1}ifor leav1ng In fatt, only 29 students who earneu a masters took thls :f“f

g approach, and thelr responses are somewhat 1nconolu51ve, 50 1hat any analyslal“‘
“'of stuuents w1th a termlnal academic masters must rely on’ what llttle we can J"”*

’fﬁ>determ1ne about the students who used the optlon and d1d not complete the

rema1nder of the questlonnalre. R
_ 5 A » '

In try1ng to obta1n all avallable relevant 1nformat10n on the 358 -
v'students who selected th1s optlon, we began by consultlng the Reglstrar s

f,records, a process wh1ch 1mmediately polnted out one m1sconceptlon as to:- T

"'the composltlon of th1s group of students.‘ We had assumed that all or almost ‘>_'
‘all of these students would have earned a masters but found 1nstead that
Just 200 students had earned a degree at the end of . e1ther the spr1ng or.

_.summer quarter--lQl academ1c masters and 9 students who had earned e1ther a

i-‘"-professJ.onal masters or.a doctorate and by our definltlon should not have
f,been 1ncluded in the. study of the 158 who apparently had not éarned a
‘n;degree, further check1ng showed ‘that 56% subsequently earned e1ther a J”n,:,

"u.doctorate, a professlonal masters, or a cert1f1cate 9% subsequently earned
an academxc masters- and 35% apparently had not earned a degree although

‘WTTtheir records were checked through Fall, 1970 ‘Those students who had

‘7{,;subsequently earned degrees apparently felt that they had affectlvely
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L compl _‘d thelr work dur1ng the perlod covered by the study, and therefore'

7ﬂi fell w1th1nfthe sp1r1t of the questlon 1f net the actual wordlng._ Many of these

students could have bgzn cons1dered as stud1ed completed 'no degree yet" f”

they had chosen to respond to the questlonnalre 1n that manner.f Among thosep

'j students for whom we found no record of a degree or cert1f1cate spr1ng 1968 uﬁ“

or thereafter were some who had earned a degree or cert1f1cate Just prlor “to -

spr1ng 1968 and may have been cont1nu1ng on’ for a quarter or. two W1thout anytfg,,t

very def1nite objectave, and there were a substantlal number ‘Wwho were 1n thefi;zfs

cert1f1cate program in’ educatlon, an’ area where varlous sorts of spec1al r#f

' c1rcumstances m1ght apply.,,a:.;ﬂf

"f From the v1ewp01nt of the present study, 1t is the students who left R

wlth an academlc masters who are 1nterest1ng. Slnce we have no. d1rect ev1dence
as to the reason1ng that mot1vated th1s declslon, 1t 1s very d11f1cult to fU
determ1ne for these students whether the mastexs constltuted the fulflllment

of thelr educ&t1onal goals at the tlme’the survey was made or whether they

would have cont1nued on for the doctorate ll th1s had been posslble.. Durlng L

the last quarter 1n whlch they were enrolled 96% of these students had

ind1cated a masters as the1r next degree objectlve, and on the bas1s oI the1r

f1nal grade«p01nt average, 1t seems that although they were less llkely to f:U:‘:”

have averages “of 3 5 and h1gher than graduate students generally, they
‘compared favorably to the masters students in our survey who left wlthout

a degree and gave reasons for leav1ng as the f1gures in Table 12 show._

‘Table 12 : o _"

\\\PLRCENT DlSTRIBUTION BY GRADE-POINT AVERAGE 5
OF ALL GRADUATE 'STUDENTS COMPLETING SPRING 'QUARTER" 1968, .

' STUDENTS WHO LEFT- WITH AN ACADEMIC MASTERS; . -

iy AND MASTERS STUDENTS WHO GAVE REASONS FOR LEAVING.

,AllnGrad Studentsf: S Students in T-: Masters StudentJ in-

3 Average ' Sprrng Quarter '68 w1th M.A. or M. S. Reasons for Leav1ng
-_‘ L (N- 9, 17h) o (w = 205) o (N-=.194)
3.500+ . | 60 "~¢ N ,:*"‘.’_f”:--,' R
- |3-000 - 3499 | BT I ST - S
: Under 3. 000 B R ff;gll~ A < MUSIRUE S E. £ - I

Cony

\‘.

Grade-P01nt - 'Who Completed . Survey Who Left | Survey Who Gave . o
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The most important findlng, w2 h respect to these students, appears to R

:_be that many of them were in maJors wh re: many students do not work for the

".hdoctorate, so that it is not unreasonabl' to’ assume that many in fact- d1d seek:t SR

17the masters as’ the1r orlglnal goal (see Ta'le 13) If thls 1s the case, it isi:.'

‘ '['pos31ble that the number of students who “ord inally seek the doctorate but are'e

”ff“termlnated with the masters may be relativelyfsmall.v=,g»‘f

‘ Table 13 R R,
Ui STUDENTS WHO 'LEFT WITH AN ACABEMIC MASTERS -
 CLASSIFIED BY TYPE OF. MAJOR,

S S *"”¢*'7'" R Students Who- Left w1th an

'*j”TVPeiqumg??r;e_ffl"‘ Academlc Masters (N 205)

Englneerlng ";;f7i€5il uﬁ Lruﬂf;cf“ffﬁhT%i'fd{;‘}'t '1f§ff‘t?'
Academ1c masters ina o\ 'f'u;ﬂ‘ rf;'g”;wf;r‘fhf?_gp*:'l‘yi,w»ffﬁ'
professlonal field 3]{*",“ L e e 5
(Bus.vAdmin. & Educ )\ R dft* e“f11% LT
Masters 1n fleld where noi‘p T A;hvfj k
) R doctorate is offered ,?{..fJffE”“*"IB%:é.:‘f:F Lt
?f*d | All other maJors g;fﬁ pifs'a:feﬁjfﬁ» ‘-329%pd{}f;;i L
s i S e e C ‘.: .

)

"Total K
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JAFuiToxt Provided by ERIC

s

Sy vv\._.

'“','_'.'O_ffice of‘” Inst,itution'al;ibResearoh_‘ Un1vers1ty of Cal 1forn1a Berkeley

. J a.nuary > l969

. Dear Graduate Student

Each quarter numerous graduate students who are el*gible‘l’-"»

. to register at Berkeley do.not do .s0; for the recently comp. eted'-'.’ :
Fall Quarter of 1968 the numbez of eligible graduate students
' who dia not. reg1ster was, relativelv larger *f:ha.n usual ThlS
, »;;o;f‘fice is- currently attempting to de_termine the reasons why these
”_;.‘graduate students d1d not register.. To do this, we need your
assistance. L B e

Our Berkeley records 1nd1cate tha‘r you ;wel.e registored here

"_during the Spring, and/or - Summer Quarters ol 1968 &and el igible to

register for the Fall“ Quarter of 1968 'l'he..»e sa.me record‘s show, B
however,, ‘that. you d1d not register at.. Berkeley in: the Fall:

realize, of. ‘course, that “you. may haVe dec1ded to- skip that quarter
- or:that you. may. have earned a degree or- certificate and left We
also realize that there may be other explanations as to why vou S
y -fd1d not: register.- In any event, .we. would apprec1a.te your: carefull.y
' -completlng ‘and returning to us as soon as possfole the enclosed

questionnaire which .seeks’ to 1dentify ‘the reason or reasons- why
you did not register at: Berkeley last term.' A._re_turn,envelope is
enclosed for your. convenience.» ‘ ' - e

}Thank‘you for '_your o'Ooperation;,,-,""‘ |

Sidney Suslow
Director -
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. T the Graduate Student: .

\
, Please complete thlS questlonnalre to the best ofzyour abllity o
"»Read ‘each ° questlon carefully and 1nd1cate your considered\ answer where " ...
? __Vappropria.te.v; Gl . PSTTR . I
i "I}. ,j ,.'Please 1ndicate whether either o£‘ the fol]owing statemeatsm«c. S
""'“"""applies tO you'.:":_ EE L SRR \ R : _{\/ ‘
L fCheck here if Co r,I did not reglster at Berkeley ior the S
" .this statement = - Fall Quarter of 1968 as I planned to take -
' "v_‘appllesb to you. " the quarter ofr however I am cc'mtlnulng
L my studies at Berkeley and have reglstered
o Jfor the W1nter Quarter of 1969
’,'.-'.Check here if +1 received a graduate degree from \Berkeley
this" statement S 'at: the’ end of’ ‘the Spring or. Summer Quarter
appl:.es to you :‘of 1968 and d1d not reg:.st:er' for’ the Fall -
¢ . "7 Quarter ds I'did not wish to seek another
: er}celey degree at: that. tJ.me. .
RS ‘ .

4

A £ ',NOTE' If you‘check e1ther of the above : N
o statements, you need not. complete the" rema.:.nder ’
of this: quest;onnaire., Ir you checked neither.\. —|:
_-"statement, pléase contlnue w1th the QU estlonnanie. -

iv..
ki

1-;"'_' ST
Please enter xou name here (regardless of whether or not you ‘col
~the remainder of the quest:.onnalre)

T

- .first and middle names - \\

A




Pleasebindicace by a cheuk mark in the apnropriate spuce,
;.whether each of the Teasons 1i.ated below influericed your

' ':-;,-'1decision not to register at Berkeley for the Fall Quarter

of 1968

S ,. L A o Did s not
J-Reason for not. registering at Bex*keley : Influenced J‘.nfluence DTN
SR during the r-‘an Qua.rter of 1968 ULY decision “‘nY decision",i’.>f.: Sy

er;folled“‘et aﬁother inetitutien i
v::‘fpersonak illnebs

:-lsilllness of anothez-rpe}box; .
v:"':voluntary military sez vice
'=involuntary milit.ury service ‘

"

. expected to be drafted inLo
- _\ PSR milztary serv;ce

.:‘"._-soug}'m I‘ull—tlme employment.
: ‘-"lacked mnds' o conpiziue i‘onnal
= G ' education
v’fnia.rriag'e' !
.-v;oregnancy or. birt‘.h ‘
continued studies tc.ward degree- -
in a non-registered st.atus S

dissatisfaction wi h the m'ogram :

other, please specii‘y , o

KA

From the above list. please select the one. reason that most
‘influenced your decision’ not to. register at. Bbrkeley for. .

the Fall Querter of. 1968 and enter the lettér precedins
. ','it in this space T | ‘

AN




Aruitoxt provided by exic [

‘\

Plea.se answm-'tne fo lovwg qumt.\ons as approprinue.-,,:, EE

. 1 If you enmllerl llv Mm.m: iowuﬁmt*on ins;eud cz rcga ann,g
B J

cat Berkeley Tor Lhc sﬂi ‘wwt.m" oz v=968 nt. wh‘ z:h ins i,uur.iq!?,. S
did you, enroll“ T S T PRI I IS O

’\-

Plﬂase indicazc ln"iu!lj ,;ym: ,

tmobher 3.nqt;itm.icm

3 A If )'ou enli.s*nd in m’ii?mr“:: instcad oz regiﬁwvh& |
Ciat Berkelcy for he Fall er of 1968 did you do Lhiu

as an. altemauv» Lu hnmg ﬂ

”3 Ii’ ,,rou soush* 5 "uu.-s.,:zm f:mpl ,vm@ni. ins!.md ci‘ Pg;, .wx"ing-, RN

“at: .Berkeley for the Fall Quar wx'fm ),068 did You ! inwml P
this to 'be a Lempormw izv _mﬂupi wn m your «Lud‘es‘* PER

-
. ..‘

h I £ a :mck o!‘ i‘unds ini’luﬂ !:ri‘d you'i*

- at Berkéley for ‘the Fall (ua “f v of 1968, plezmé chenk
-below the reason or ressons res nalble "or changi ng-, vour ‘
!’immqial support. le:vei. S I R PR B

(a) an incren.sc in st:.*:m*s* tj !“ecs

™

. N
- A.Q,b.

(b) hnuvuilalulit.yo: a, &x“msz., fcilowship, assis..am.ahip, c.Lc.

P R

(c) unavailubxllw m r»mploymcm w‘}i.h snlary m.nqume,vo H!:Qd..n

‘,!_.__(d) reduction d! '.%mia,}' (sgauw,parenus, e:tc.) sup,,,-o"
'i

(e) of“er ot; betteﬁ "*immcial 3uppo"t !‘rom qnot.har ‘imti ution.

(!*) ocher; pleuse zmeﬁ*k

-
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Ao endxx B
’ALUATIOA OF "THE 'SURVEY HETUR:

,,:{)\'I’HE SURVEY, THOGE ) :
Ty AUD THOSE WHO. GAVE BEASONS FOR LEAVING

2

WH( COMPLETED

b W

COMPARISON

i

-~

—

“OF ALL STUDENTS
THE QUESTIOHNAIRE,

- . - Those Who || Those Who Gavel
tenistics of ,All Students. " Completed . *|| Reasons for
the Student in-Survey Questionnaire || - = Leaving
_ r|Percent|] Number|Percent]| Number|Percent

A

-

20

Men | 0. || s12 | €6 275 | 66
- Women e o S 30 293 < 34 1hk 3h
‘ Total- 100 865 |. .100: k19 | 100
NEXT DEGREE! C OBJECTIVE: - | A PR |
0. Certificate . T4 63 y - 25 G
Masters ] 5 f nes” 5l 169 Kl
Beginning Doctoral 3 - 2h 3 o2rr s
 Advanced Doctoral, ‘not- ‘ ' ' o
© advanced to candxdacy 21 198" i8 97 | 23
Mvanced Doctoral, acvuuccd , » - ' :
to cendidacy t 15 155 16 17 18
© Total 100 B65. 1 100 19 99
DEGRFE EARNED T4 SPR{nG OR  SUMERS : o :
None . : 75 632 73 || ~30071 93
- ‘Certificate f\ b -0 -0l .o -0
Masters , 25 229, 26 L2 7
‘Doctorate P 1 I Ctr 04, _0
Total , | 160 " {| 865 99 || g | Too
FIELD OF STUDY: /- o o |
”Agriculture &/ﬁérestry 3|l 2 3 2
 Arts : Lo T 20 2 11
“Blologieal. Schences 5 o hg 6 2 .5
- ‘Engineering / ‘ . 19 | 163 19 hS 1x
Languages -k Litefatuxe»’u BRSO <5 L S - 106 12 - 69. )
.. Physical § iengg,s/ o 9 87 10 - k5 11
. Professiops— o . 34 o302 | -"35 1ho 4
. 'Social \S¢iences " o1h o | 13 s 17
. .Double Majors S | R A IR o *
' Total - : o -~ 100 -7 ‘15‘3'-v 100 h1l9 100
GRADE-POLNT_AVERAGET " SR | T T
~ °3.500 and over _4* 252 |l hBo 56 223 5k
+3.000to 3.499 \ C3h o |lE 282 33 136. 33.
Under 3.000 . ° Al 88 10 51 12
Yiot availablé“': g WL | IR O A | B B
Total - = . -.100 |- B6s | 99 || I19| 100
PI:,R!MNLHT HOME: ¢ - % S I | IR IS | RN
. Califorein. S 1 .87 |1 528 61 2L8 59
.;; ther U<S. oo | 236 e |l 122
roreign o 15 ‘101 o124, k9 12
Ui Total e 99 )| B85|. 100 || W19 [ 100
LEGAL RESIDENCE: {'" R | B IR | R
“Califernia L T1 ). 658 |76, 307
n<0ut-01 State S “29'? - 207 2l 112 21
' Total - IR N ‘100 || © 865 | 100

Too

fLess than 0 5% n
-F"Hop availabl
"Students who‘

7kdategory & double majo*s excluded from calculation of
.ipleted‘all course work whlle in. mastene program.ﬁ;{“

L

pe?cehts,;




: A Appendlx C

COMBINATIONS OF REASONS CITED BY. STUDENTS. WHO
' GAVE THEIR REASONS FOR LEAVING BERKELEY

ﬂptes' o i" SRR .

Most of thre 419 students who gave reasons for leav1ng cited more
e than one reason; as a result the variety of comblnatlons of* reasons which
' - were c1ted by at least one student is con51derab&e.- This table shows,_for

R reference purposes, each combination whlch was cited ‘and the number of

students ‘who c1ted it. ' 't:
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August, 1972 © - . .

COI.{BINATIOHS OF REASONS CI’K)ED' BY STUD:NTS WHO. -
«GAVE THEIR REASONS FOR LT{VING BERIELEY

Cited

by

-

jAn-

of .

jother

UNCLASSIFIED FACTORS -

Enr.
at’
Ane
other
Inst.

L

X X X

.

Ho. of FINANCIAL FACTORS
Stu~ ' )
dents Sought
with Full- [Job- |Misg. [lsat.
This ‘|time . frel. '
Comb. - Empl. |Reas.
6 x |,
13 x v x
1 x x - x x
1 x | x x
2 <X x x
1 x x x
1 x X x
1 x x x
1 X X, x
o x| x x .
1 x x x
1 x x . X
-1 X X x
.2 x |- x x
-1 X x x
1 x & x. x
2 x | x x
3 x| x x
1 x 3
1 x X" B
1. x x
1 |-x x
1 x ‘x
1 x x .
1 x x r
1 x | x
1 x' | x '
1 x L A
1 x A .
& x . x o
1. x x
10 . x | x . i
1 x. |- x .
3 x| x '
1 X x }
1 X, x x
1 x x X .
1 x X -
1 3 . x
1 x ) X
2 x . x
5 x x
1 x . :
1 x -
1 x
‘1 x
1 B
"1 x
1 x
1 x
9 "l x
10 x
"3 X’ x
1 x X
5 . | SR x
-1 X x
1 x x
1 x x
1 X . x
1. e BN Gt e . x
-2 ‘\x .
L | :
1 <
1 S
1 X
L X x » 4B
1 ) T / )
~7\\\ N N Pl S
1 . X e
R e =l I
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' Appendix C (Continued)

COMBINATIONS OF REASONS CITED BY STUDENTS WHO
GAVE THEIR REASONS FOR LEAVING BERKELEY

-

. Combination of Reasons Cited-b the Student. o .
Mo, of FINANCIAL FACTORS _ ]| ACADEMIC FACTORS] - PERSONAL FACTORS “UNCLASSIF1ED FACTORS | '
Stu- | . - : " JNeed Jii- Cont . |Stu- Enr. |Enr.
dents K:k‘ Sought ‘ . Dia- . |Breax .. "|ness . in ' |dies ,| at [for [Un-
with ds|Full- |Job~ |Misc.|sat. |Term.|Misc.[from |Vol. |Invol] Ex- |Pers] of | Preg. |Misc. jjNon- |Compl.,|An~ |Ltd. [rest
this || to {time  |rel. |[Fin. fwith | by |Acad.§jStu- |Mil. | Mil.| pect|Ill-[An- |Mar- | or |Pers. reg.” |No Deg.| other|Tire | at
Conb. |Cont. { Empl. |Reas. Ren_u. Prog. | Dept:| Reas.Jdies |Serv. [Serv.|Draft!ness |other riage}Birth{Reas. liStat. Yet. Inst.|Only [Berk.
1 x : o x x _ x
2 x t x . X .
1 . | X x N
16 x x
"1 x . x x . “
2 x ° x T _ x » i
.1 x x-
2 x ' x
8- x .- C L
1 x x x - . x . "
L
1 x ’ x
el ‘x x
1 x ) . x - X :
1 x . s
1 X H . x " ) . . x N
. b K A x . .
2 x x *
3 X x CX
1 x ' x X x ’
1 x x x x x
1 i S - x X ¢
1. x| x | x x
1. . x X X x X, x ¢
1 - . X x x .
1 x - X X
1 x ! x, x x -
3 CA X it 4l Buashies nhihdin R '
7 x - x }
1 x X x M
1l - . .
1. x . x
5. X ~ .
1 L - x " X . " Y
1 A x" T x : x
1 x x x
1 X, ° ), X, .
1 x x X
1l - x . x
2 - x
-1 ’ ' x . 'x x X x
L x
b x x
2 P ¢ x X
1 | x .
1 - * x x .
Y . , x [*x x * .
1. x x x o
5 . " x :
1 A - x » ' X i 9
2 S x .
1 N - . x x .
1 = x J - x L o .
1 . x | x x ‘ :
1 ¢ x x ‘
2 ' X
.2 x X'
.1 J S X . A
2 x
1 x| x
2. . x ) x.
v
10 . . X. .
1 . K x x
80 . x 1%
3 o x x
3 . . x x. |-
1 o : . X x
9 x.
25 ' ' X
J1, . x| x R
pLR a i e |
A O . ’ i L 'x. Y
Total |j . T i o : B DS B : R N Lo o v
b19 . 106 | 137 17] 6 ) o5 1 10|16 a9 | v |ea2f2 | ] 12|22 | 1727 13 67 {21 6 "
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2Appendix D

INSTTTUTTONS SELECTED BY. S’PUDENTS T
WHO GAVE "ENROLLED AT ANOTHER INSTITUTION" .
AS A REASON FOR LEAVING BERKELEY e AP
/' : 4 -
.- . - 7 : - - ) " T .l
) " Location and Name - No of Location and’ Name " . No. of '
' of Institutipn -~ . |students|| * of Institution - |Students
’ N .‘ . . . . .' . . . . ‘ v.. ‘: ,
Eastern U.S.: , AP B ‘1] West:
.Brown University ' 2 Arizona, University of 2
Columbia Unlver51ty 1 .CaJlforn1a=Sfate'College-— v
_—| Cornell University - 1 ‘ Hayward . - I
o g _Harvard University 3 \ California, Unlver31ty of 1l ]
AT New York University : 1 || -(Davis) R | -1 (3)
-’"-i‘@_ N Massachusetts” Inggitute of H-- (Irvine) : o (3)
P ;- Technology 1 . - (Los Angeles) . ,. - . (3)
1 - Pennsylvania, University of | .1 (Riverside), - . - ‘ (1)
S " Pennsylvania State University| 1 _(san Diego) S (1)~
L_"ﬂa;u_«»~—mf~~~~Pr1nceton—Unlvers1ty - TR T “(San Francisco) o (1) ¢
Sl Rochester, Unlver31ty of 2 (Santa Barbara) -] (2)
. ‘ 15 . . Hawaii, University of . 1l .
P . , : ; . Long Beach State College 1
Lo © | Midwest: “ o ) Montana State Univeristy - | |1
o . . . ' : - San Francisco State College *1
RER . .Chl?ago, Un}verS}ty'oﬁl_ < 1 Stanford Unlver51ty — ol
RS : Indiana, University of ‘ .1 - i
P . . : Pacific School of’ Rellglon e 1
! Iowa, State University of 1 - . j
: e i .. , Southern California, , b
Lo Michigan, University of 1. L Ll :
R ; A University of : et -
Lo Minnesota, University of .1 . S . 7.3
oo v . ‘ K : Western Baptist Bible st ) e .
; Ohio State University . 1 . v . S
v . . . . . . College & Theological : e
: Wisconsin, University of . 1 o 1 .
: . 0T T — Semlnaly | R
‘; ‘ o South s , ‘
“ . Florlda, University of 1 E v ) _ : : ’
. %' | Georgia Institute of T F??glg? Institutions o : ?
' Technology 1 Lo .
" Georgia, University of 1 S S 1 6 .
- Johns Hopkins- Unrver31ty 1 §9r59§393§3' S - .
'| ~North Carolina, Unlver51ty off]- 1 B o :
- .Texas, University of . . 1 = — — v
v | o6 B TOTAL . e
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Appendix E

NUMBER OF STUDEHTS BY FIELD OF STUDY AND MAJOR WHO COHPLETED ‘THE
‘ SURVEY GIVING‘THE -REASONS WHY THEY LEFT‘BERKLLEY

AGRICULTURE ‘& FORESTRY: PHYSICAL SCIENCES: .

Enrollment data. .

Agrlcultural Economlcs 2 Astronomy . 6
Child Development, 1- Chemical Englneerlng _ 2
Entomology ’ .5 Chemistry .- .- ) 5
Forestry | 2 Geology - ' : 6
Genetics i 1 Geophysics 1
Parasi gy 1 ~ Mathematics ' 17
Tota _ _ o127 - Physics 5
Q. 3 . o - Statistics 3
AR%;é'. ' | o 5 . Total i ' -TE;_
Dramatic Art ‘ b PROFESSIONS: -
History of Art 1 . . v -
. : : Architectucre R
Music J 1, Biostatistiosk
Total I Lo?t¢tls,1cs A . 2
. . Business Administration 2l
_BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES: o City & Regional Planning 6
Anatomy 2 Criminology *6,
Bacterlology 1l ) De ign e 1l
. Biophysics _ , 3 ‘ ucation” ‘ ' 70
«v—Botany=--'~~*—_;— 2 et P ““"“LYV1PonmPntal Heélfh“SCi'*““”_l"'",“
" ‘Comparative Biochemistry - 1 ~ Epidemiology¥ 1
* Immunology - 1. Journalism 3
Medical Physics: ' 1 '/ Landscape  Architecture = . - 3
. Physiology S . L Librarianship - "6
" Zoology . T 6 ‘Physiological Optics* 1
© .Total . . . 2l Public Health 1k
| ENGINEERING:, o . Total 1%
Civil B . 6 E
Electrical. o o soﬁlﬁﬁ ScigNCLs 3
Industrial- Oper Research 6 An rogt ggy 3
. Mechanical: : 11 'E:ozgm{cz 1es 7
- Mineral Technology 2 . Folklore o
Nuc%e:rl o —Eéq o Geography . 10
ote 2 History - 1k
LANGUAGES & LITERATURE E: - . Philosophy 6
Classics "1 ', Political Science - T
"‘Comparatlve L1terature 10 Psychology .5
‘English ‘- 14 Sociology 14
"~ French 12 Total 71
/. German.. -6 SR oy
Italian 1 i e BTN
Linguistics 3 DOUBLL,MAJOREY , - _"-'“5
" Near Eastern . T .. T o L
., Oriental - o 2 TOTAL e e ,‘ h1g
" Rhetoric - - S Lo o ‘
" Romance Lang. & Lit. ° oo b *Included with Public Health in
Scandinavian- o 2 Berkeley Enrollment data- '
L fSlav1c o ol h
HR‘TASpanlsh o e +Included w1th Optometry in Berkeley
Si Total S0 wE

~.

\ur“




