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I SUMMARY AND INTRODUCTION

The Ngtive American in hirher education in California
is a recent phenbmenon. Some. 2400 Indian students are eg:_
ﬁected for the aca@emlc year 1972-73, at some 55 or more
colleges and univérsitles around the state, to be enrolled

"in higher education (as opposed.to tdo vocationsl training).,.
Thls.representé an increase of 2300% in the past fiGeZ}earé.
from a total of about 92 in 10 colleges in 1967~68,"

.To serve the spec;al needs of thils college population,
only $1,047,500 was aliocated for some 19'of 55 institutions
surveyed.fréhls figure lncludes,staff salaries for faculty,
cﬁrrlculum degelopmeht. counéellng,jrecrulting, énd finan=-
clal alds officers serving the needs of.Indian students.

‘This figure is a phenomenal increase over the comparable
;llobathn for the staté as a whole in 1967-68 -=-.$11,000,
But of this-$1.047 ﬁillion total, some 3394,28? was-for‘
four S§ec1ally'fuhded federal training projects, and so
benefltéd.tﬁe Indisn student in higher education littles
only dne of the four, an.Indiaq teacher tralning ﬁfojeét;
was involved directly 1n~higher‘édﬁcation; When these

- projects are disregarded, the balance of 3653,213‘aver-
ageslto Just 311,876lper school surv;&ed3'or about the
'equivnleﬁt>or'6ne staff position,

1

This report, while comprehenslve, is by no means thorough,

Due to time pressures and limited resources, an adequate job

of surveyling could not be done. But with the resources at

hand, the Jjob done was adequate enough to show the trend,

and was also adequsate enough in computing large gross totals.
l: C See Appendix I for a discussion of “the limitations lmposed

R\, upon thls survey. _ \
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Dropout rates reported ranged from 108 to 90%. When
the overall number of dropouts for 11 schools reporting was
compared to the total number of students enrolled, this.fi;i——
ure was about 15%. But the data are not adequate ... guess
the true dropout rate. Intuitively, 15% seems very low.

The dominant reasons riven by officlals surveyed were lack
of finances and lack of suprort for Indian students by the
school admintstration,

There exist some 18 "departmenfs" for Indian-oriented
classes, ranging from B, A. granting full departments to
sub=-units housed in Anthropology depsrtments, Black or

| Chicano studies departments. or others, One institution
has two different "departments." Three are specialized
‘programs, and 15 are general in nature, Tﬁey, and financial
aids.;counééling, recruiting, and llbrarianship, are staffed
with some 57 full-time staff people, supported by some ‘33 |
part-time staff, @any of whom are College Work Study stud- -
ents. e

In 1972-73-they will list some 278 or more course off-
erings on Native American studles, compared to aaréborted
36 in 11 schools in_,1968-69.2 For the 1972=73 yeér, some 29
or more lnétitutiqns will orfer courses on the Indian. They
anticipate having about 90 full-fime equivalent (FTE) pos=-

itions on qore‘than 30 ‘cnmpuses, Some 20 have a recruitgengk
program, and 11 have full-time recruiters, These are ass- g?"
5‘"""”""'"""“’"“"‘““" '
This eompares to'a’total of 81 "Indian-related” courses
found in California universities, colleges, junior colleges,
and private colleges, with 28, 43, none, and 10 respectively,
n 1969 by Horace Spencer and Carmen Christy (Far West Labd,)

]:R\(jlmost all these courses. they found, were in anthropology
'mmmw=epartmenta.




isted by 18 part-time recruiters,

The majcrity of the students are dependent on the Educ-
ational Opportunity Program (EOP) and Bureau of Indian Affe
airs (BIA) financial suﬁport. A total of 399 were repofted
to be receiving EOP or EOG grants, and 576 were reported to- -
be receiving BIA assistance, Only 50 were re;orted to be
o enrolled on work-study, 15 to have tribal scholarships, and

45 to be ﬁartly dependent on parents for support fqr college,
 Some 32 were reported to be working outside.the colleges to
- help support themselves.3 | | ' |

But &esplte the impressive grow;h in nunbers of‘Indian
students; faculty, support_serGlces, curriculum, and budget,
the total commitment of the institutlons of higher education
to the Ihdian student 1s'not nearly adequate tgimeet thei
needg of the Indlan people of the ;tateﬂof Califorhla. or
the estimated iS0,000'indian péople in the state, both
native Californian'Iﬁdians and recent 1mmigran£s to the

state, the total expected admissions total for Fall 1972

(2400) represents only 1 6% of the_pop'lat on, . while the

comprrable figure for,the.stnte as a whole 1s near 9%, The
-Indien population is still only at 15% of ﬁar;ty with the
'rest of the stnte. The total'budget'represents about 2%
of the combined budgets of the University of California and

the State ‘University and College system.

. The information 1n this paragraph is largely based on—-
incomplete survey data, - Financial support, as well as °
dropout rates and reasons, need to be researched much
more thoroughly. It appears, however, that the amounts
of money from the state and federal governments allocated

I:R\(: for the dlsadvantagad ts helping Indians very little,
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II. THZ INDIAN STUDSNT: RECHAUIT#ENT, SUPPORT, SUCéESS

In 1967~68 there were some 92 students 1n irstitutlions

. of'ﬁipher learning 1in the state of California wno ldentified

themselves or were ldentified as Native American Indians.

At that time, the Indian student population was minute, in

relation to the total Indian population or to the whole state

population. Combared to the Indian populatlon cf more than

100,000, it was less than‘.I%. Ané owling to the recehc& of

the Educational Opportunity Program (EOP), even this modest

number representedvanAihcrease from the recent past,

In the Fall of 1972, the Indlan student pdpulation will
apﬁroach or surpass some 2400 studéﬁfs. (See Appendix II)
And with the increase in the Indian student population has
come some recognition by cailege officinls of ﬁhe inapprop-
riateness of the "standerd® Europeanized curriculum for the
speclai 1ntellectual,;cultural. gnd'social needs of the Natf
1vé American, Unfortunately, th; rapld‘growth of student
enrollment has apparently outrun the abilif}’of the higher‘
educational structure as a whole to_éhange to meet the
needs of this new class of student, one whdm the adminis-
trators as a body admit théy scaféely_kngw. |

As‘a result,the rapid growth; which ﬁéy contlnue for-

@

some time into the future, has caught the typical college ,;
encher and admlnistrator unrendy to deal .with -the prob-
lems brought to them by a’ culturally diffgrent people,

They have little conception of the desires of the Indiean

student regarding curriculum stand~rds and development, -
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supportive services, soelal life, and intellectual stime
ulation while the student is in school, and ovbn less Moy»
ledize of the reslities of life for the Native Assrisan,
knowledge which would give them an nndarqfandlna af the
meaning of “foreign® sducation for the Indian, But with
th?lr limited insight into the special brobloma of z§;

. Native American, they have, in some oases, trusted the

ability of Native Americans te develop, teach, plan, and

evaluate currloulun and progranms ror the Indian atudent,

-In no small nunber of oaaec. it has been the Indian ntud-

ent alone who has made his own way. throuah the aocademic
morass, developing, guiding, and with appnnorlhip. avep
teaching, cladses labelled in general "Native Aumeriosn
Studies." )

But this new growth is not without its‘anticipation
among the Native Amerlcnn oommunity. There hnve boan'
plans and ideas for Native Americankutudle:, and a -peclnl

collose for Nutive Americana in c:liforniu. for at least .

15 yearl. It renatqed for thc eventl of the past five

years to nake theco 1donc into a dimly seen realaty. _
These 1deas oturted becomlns reality 1n 1966=~869,
Through the advent of the newlr oreatod_!uuoationnl |

~ Opportunity Program (XOP), a handful of Indian students

started coming into the colleges and untveroatzon. Frop
this hnndtul. 92 or ‘thereabouts in 1967~68, came more in '
1968+69 == about 151 in some 17 institutions, The bulk

of the ltudpnti in 1967-6§ oano'rrnl two schools, both

with high percentages of Indians in their communities ==
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Humboldt State College at Arcata with 40, and Presno City
College with_25. The data for thl, survey show students at
10 schools, and there were probebly less than 15 schools - -

with Indian students. The total of 92 for the year is fairly

T
accurate,

The breakdown for 1968-69 shows that California State
College at Long Beach, with some 13 Indien students, was
edded to t@g 1ist of schools with significant nunbers of
Indian‘dtudents.u Humboldt and Fresno both‘increased. ;nd
Califbrnia State Polytechnic Collegzz at San Luls Obispo
1ncrgaied its student Iﬁdian enrollment from 7 to 9.

The Berkéiey campus of the University of California,
‘the Davis campus, Ohlone College in Pfénont. Sacramento
State College, sdn Francisco State College, and COntfa
Costa Collége in San Pablo, sll admitted enough Indian
students in 1969-70 to bring the total'ror_the state to
388 (noreIOr lessi some sqbools apparently started kccptng

_track of Indian students during this years see footnote ¥),

Altogether, of the 55 campuses sprveyqd,'2a>reported‘hav1ng
Indien’students in 1969-70. seven of then;féf the rlrsi

-

tinme. ,
The rate of growth almost doubled again in 1970-71.
_A totsl of 725 Indien students were reported from 29 schpols

4 e 2 :

Individual figures stand to be inaccurate for seversl rea-
sonss (1) of the schools surveyed, 10 were omitted from the
final tabulations because of inability to gather information
or some other reason, (2) some of-the-10 were surveyed, then
omitted because of scercity of information, (3) some figures

rcjand totals throughout the report are inaccurate because they .
are based on etudent census information, notoriously high for

N~ . "Native Americans, (4) schools agddcnly start keeping reoords,
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in thet qcadcq&g’year. vith new additlons being i lameda
College, Chico, a doubling at Davia, some at Hayward and
Cal Stat? los Angeles, UCLA suddenly appearing with 99,
Nortﬁridge campus of the StateCollege syatem with 17,
. Sacramento State increasing 150% to 50, Cal State San
Bernardinc appearing with 19, and Stanford with 25,

In 1971-72, the last year for which figures with any
degree of roliability are available. the totﬁl student
enrollment for Indians again. more than doubled, to 1765
in some 42 or more different 1nst1tutions. Appearing for
the first tlme are Cabrillo‘College. West Valley in Canp-
bell, Southwestern. Columbia Junior, Grossmont with 25,
Cal State Fresno with 28, Irvine 1ncreasing to 11, UC
San Dlego to }6. Cal State Long Beach to §3. UCLA to 168,
Diablo Valley suddenly to 56, Sacramentoféity to 66, Cal
state San Diego to 3;. contra-C6sta to 55, and Sant# Rosa
Junior College'froh 2 ﬁo 137. The 1ncrease at Santa Rosa
-was largely due to the the very effective advocacy of the
‘Financial Aids Officer, the first Native American in the »
state apparently to hold auch a position, stanford ;nd;gn
student onrdlllent increased from 20 to 45. (f' ‘A;il

. The prngcted'enroilment for all 42 colleges for

Fall 1972 ts expected to be about 2400 == 2021 for the

42 scncols included in this survey, and about 300 or more

-ror the 10 sohodle not‘ineiuﬂ?d in thla survey, The est-

imate of 2400 should be within 5% of the actual totalj the
only polsible error would bs that it 1s too low, and that

'AR\(:sone of the institutions which have not so tar admitted
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Native Americans would suddenly do so, and incresse the
itotal. It seems unlikely that any of the schools which
have recently admitted Native Amerioan-atudents would re-
cant, and squeeze out its new studonts, or add1t1ons there-
. {Ten cf the 42 institutions polled did not report an
expected enrollment for Native Americans for Fall 1972;
the figure of 2#00 is arrived at by keeping their 1971-72
enrcllment constant and adding it to the total for the
other 32 schools.)
| Of the 12 institutions reporting on‘the'numbgr‘ot
years of operation of some kind of Indian stuvdent program,
five reported oﬁl&'one yeor'a experience, indicating that
it will still be some few years before their successes or
fallures can be meaaured; Four schools reported being in
operation ror two years. two reported three yearo. and one
school reported having an Indian program 1n operation for .
five years. | .
Even though only 2§‘oohool ofrioiola feportoo an
’ estimated dropout rate, and even though oven-aoou:ato
‘dropout rates are poor indicators ovér the short tori.
~they will be reported here. Over half of those reporting |
(1#) roported dropout ratea ranging rrom .10% to 29%, a
very low rate._ Honever,.ooly 8 of the 14 could give
- specific figures tho'dropopt’;;te given was an estimate
at best. Three schocls reported ratei“:antins from 308
to 49%, and two of these oould oito specific riéurou.
81x oohools reported rateo ranging fron 50% to 69}, but
];Rﬁgjonly one oould give opooifio fisuroo. One school rep-
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orted a dropout rafe of 90%, but could noﬁ“give specific

.figurél. and also had only 17 students enroll in the 1971.72

academic year,

Of the achoolé reporting specific dropout figures, 11
reported a total of 104 students out of 681 enrolled had
dropped out, an ovérall rate of 15.3%. But five of the

11 had only had any kind of Indisn student program for one
yesr, and were probably low, or below the figures for the
long term, Two stated they had np special programs for
Indian students, two had been in operation for two years,
one for three'yeara. and one for five years, Tﬁﬁp. ror-
various reasons, it appears thap the low overall rate
reported from the specific figures is overly optimi&%ic.'
Twénty of the 55 schools poclled stated that they had
an activé recruitment program for Native Americans, with
no recruitment effort being found at the other 35 schools.
Qf the 20, 11 1nd1céted that'they had a. full-time recrpiter
for Native Americans, and 18 reported that they had part-
time recruiters. Seveﬁteén reported that they hpd some
type of orientation program for 1qum1ng hew étudents.
and it 1is generally 1pc1udgd in the EDP program oriept-
ation. | | | -

‘ Indian parents are ablerto provi&e-financlai support
to only a very small'percentége of their children, Four
schools reported only ks gtudents receivins any financial
support from parenta. while 17 schooln reported 399 stud-

~-ts raeeivlng support from EOP, and 24 schools repor.ed |

ER&C

=g 6 students receiving-uupport of some kind from BIA.
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Fifteen were receliving tribal support, 50 were enrolled in
the College Work Study program, and only 32 were reported

to working outside the school. (This last figure is doubt-
less influenced by the BIA policy of actively discouraging
Indian students from doing any work outside the school during
their first'year. coupled.wlth the fact that mahy of the
students were in their first yeaf.) Other sources ==
private scholarships, NDSL. loans, GI Bill ~- provided some
support for 23 students. ST

BIA and EOP are also the most pervasive sources of
support as seQﬁ‘by'the number of campuses reporting thélr
use. Of the 33 out of 42 schools which provided some data
on financial support, BIA was reported at 26 of them, and
"EOP at 23. Work Study #aa reported from 17, tribal schol-
arships from 10, outside work from 9, parents from six, and
other sourcei from eight.

Intultively, the school o!‘ficiall reporting in this
survey felt that the major reaaonl the Native Anertoan
atudents dropped out were, in order, lack of adequste fin-
ances, failure to make an adequate cuiturnl adJultmeﬁt to
the school, lack of support or encouragement from school

. officials, and other uncategorizable reasons, usually

-,...-_ .......

personal. When asked to rank thé above named reasons,
plus lack of support or encour-gement from the honme,
i financial reasons were ranked in the top half of a scale

from one to six by 12 schools, and only once in the bot-

u'pm half, duitural reasons’ were rated in the top half

am=ez] times, and only twice in the bottom half. Lack of
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o support from school officlals was ranked.Ih the top
hnlf nine times, and three times in the bottom half,
"Other' reasons, mostly personal as 1t turned out, were
renked in the top half eight times, and in the bottom
nalf three times. Failure to maintain grades was not
an important factér; ranking fifth with six replies in
. the top half, and four in the bottdn half. The home was

-not thought to be an obstacle to student success by most
of the officlelsj five rated it third out of six, and thrge
ranked 1t in the bottom half,
or coufse, this intuitive survey of reasons for the
dropout is only the roughbst type of indicator, and has
l1ittle vaildity or reliability. It will hopefully be

followed by more concise, better-doquﬁented studies,

‘111 BUDGETS: WHAT SHARE DOES' THE INDIAN GET?2
' The total budget set aside for Indlan curriculum
1Hf196? was, appérently,,only $11,0005 one school ace-
- ounted for the whole total.in 1967-68, and also again
in 1968-69, In 1969-70,‘h9wevér. the picture had ehahged.
Six schools had a tot.1l of $125,832 net'asidé‘forllndian
' faculty, curriculum development, counseling salaries, and
| so on.l The largest of these wag the Davis campus, with
$50,000. UC Berkeley, Cal Stggé“iong Beadh,ISacramento
State, SOhoma State, and San Fganoisco State also had
fledgling Native American Studies programs atarfed.

The total for 1970-71 Jjumped to $489,711 1n nine
.' [KC dif!‘emnt 'chooll. with the largest be!.ns UCLA.. Bcrkoliib.
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Humboldt with a iedarally-runded Indian Teacher Education
Project, and the UC Davis Campus all had substantial bude
gets, The other five were small, however,

The 1971-72 budget Jumped again, to $1,047,500, in
19 schools reporting. Of this total, however, at least
$185,500 went to support projects other than classroom
salaries; of the 19 schools reporting badget figures, only -
12 ‘reported alsc having any Indian curriculum. The other
seven reported no Indiah classroom prograh. The largest
non-classroom badget went to the American Indian Cultural
Program at UCLA, and was about $150,000, The balance of
the sum went rar recrulting, counseling, administration,
and so on. Four schools reported some sort of.'departnent'
with no special budget set aside to support it,

Most of the budget support came. from tﬁe school's
annual budget. But some $390,000 came from the rederal
government to fund various projects, The Indian Teacher
Education Project received $174,287, Columdia Junior Coll-
ege received $60,000 for a Forestry Management frainlng

L
program (since discontinued), and Laney College received

$100,000 to train mental health aides. The research unit

at UCLA received some $60,000 in federal funds. Only UCLA
received 1y money from foundations, and this was snall =~
about $10,000, It thus appea:s that federal moniea_availv
able for dev¢10pment in the humanities, for curriculum
development in special programs, and several others, are .
not coming to California. Some 23 1nst1tutions reported

.some monoy let aside for Indian programs,
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IV, NATIVE AMERICAN STUDIESs DEPARTMENTS AND STAFF

From one small subsection of a department in one school
five years ago, the Indlan-oriented curriculum has grown to
include 18 department of Native American Studies, of varying
visibility and.depth. Three are degree-granting departments,
but three éthers are housed in lLa Raza atudieé, Afro-American
Studies; and General Studies departments, One is only a res-
earch unit, and cne 18 certificate-granting, simllar to a
minor.program, Two are only in the planning stages, and

.both anticipate implementation in the 1972-73 academic year,
Two are on the same campus,

‘When asked why theqe departments aﬁd/or Indlanfolasses
were started, officials at 12 schools gave as a :eéson press-
ure from the Indian students, Another 12 (some, of coﬁrse,
gave both7reason83 gave as a reason pressure from the comme
unity. The “goodness‘of’the scﬁool“ was given asAg reason
"by eight of those réspondlng; gnd'seven héidithat ﬁntloip-
ation of pressure from indians was a reason., Seven also’
gave other reasons. _

Of the departments, three are specialized, 1. ey
glve classes in only one specific area,'and 15 are or'a
general nature, Altogether, they offered in 1971 soue
183 clasges in Native Aﬁ;;ican'§tud1e§; ail.schoola report-
ing (42) reported-a .total of 210 Indlan-oriented classes in
29 schools. But there is tremendous vafiety in the depth
of the claasoa offered, and in the kind of classes; -UC
Berkeley offers some 28 classes ih a full degree-granting

]:R\()epartment. ‘but seven of tha 29 reported having only one
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Indian class, Davia. BEureka, Chico, Hayward, Sacramento
State, and lLong Beach all have a falrly wide variéty of
classes. Davis, Berkeley, and Sacramento State grant deg-
rees in Native American Studies, and Long Beach grants a
certificate, The Indlan Teacher Education Project at
Humboldt will soon graduate its first class of Indian
teachers, |

On the whole, with little financiel support appar-~
ently, several sehool& have come up with substantial prog-
rams in Native Amerldan Studies, This érowth has been
concurrent with, and largely as a result of, the rapid
increase in the numbér_or Indian students on the campuses,
In 1968, for exaﬁﬁle; there were only 36 Indiaﬁ-briented
classes, other than anthropology courseé;,on 11 campuses,
and 31 campuses apparentlyjhad no Indian classes, |

The projected number of Indian classes for 1972-73
is 278, at 29 difrerent 1nst1tut10na. Three‘or four
schools 1nd1cated that they might have classes in addltion .
to this total. where none exist now, 1if they could succ- |
_ eed in having qualified faculty hired. )

The number of teachers of inqian studles has riae;\
just as drametically, From a total of 11 full-time equiv-
slent positions in 1968 (at sevenfsqﬁbols) the total in _
19?1Q72 was about 543 FTE's at 25 1nst1tutions. And for
1972-73, the aame 25 cehools 1nd1°ate that they anticipate
89 and 5/6 FTE':, and two additional lchools did not know
if they would get the teachera they wanted.
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Twelve of the schools reported sponsoring some 18
conferences, meetings, énd workshops which had Indian ed=-
ucetion as the central theme., UC Davlis has been the most
active in this_area, having sponsored related events.

Five schoois reported some friction betﬁeen Indian
students and Indian staff serlous enough to warrant con-
cern. Two reported that the teachers were not militant
enough to suit the students, ohe reported that the teach-
‘ers were too politica’, and one reported that political
intrigue of various kinds caused friction. One reported
that the students wanted to take advantage of the Indian
teachers =- to get easy grades -a'and:that_friction dev-
eloped when the,teachers.would not give out "eéoy" grgdes;

» Another roported that an Indian teécher had expeoted more

work from the Indian students than he had from non-Indian,

V. AREAS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

This report:stopped short . of.aﬁy explanation,‘ahd for
good reaoon.' The resources and time available to gather
and analyze ‘the lnformation were not enough to go further.

But there are several areas. that need further 1nves-
tigetion. One is the dropout rate. As stated earlier, one
feelo-intuitively that the dropout rate‘is miuch higher than
‘this reportvwould 1hd1cate.-‘ﬁﬁtkfﬁe'reasonofor‘tho'drop-
outs are both more interesting and more vital to the socc;
ess of Indian stUdeots'in general then establishingfdcca |

urate figures. Are the schools with Indian-oriented curr-

[}Kf: 1oulum more successful 1n graduating Indian students than j'*
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schools +ho have no such special programg? What affect does
the acadenic background of the student have? Do speclal
tutoring and oounseling,programs lower dropouts signific-
ently? What reasons do the students who dropped out give?
What would motivate them to stay in school? 1Is the edmoation
they are offered perceived as‘releiant-to their plans for
their future? Will a whiteman's education close doors at
‘home for them? What difference does academic standing make?

Amoqper area of special study is the'skills needed on
Califofnia Indian reservations, and 15 California Indian
communities, . The Indisn Teacher Education Project 1s one
program in the state aimed at a very crucial problem in
Indian eduoation -= the a}ienation of~the young Indian
child from the classroom. But there are other arcas of
concern, areaa in which specifio'akilla are needed, from
forestry management to hydrology, and a state-level plan
could be worked out with adequate commitment.

_Basic,is the documentation of ;me_epdoational needs
of the Indian population of;fhe state as a whole. At this
‘time it appeara"thai‘much.less than 2% of the Indian pop-
iulation*hae:finlshed college, and the figure could easily
be less than 1%, Many-admlts need further education, and
womld possibly umderfake such if thev were financially able.
The adult educational neede. with the exception of one school,
. are apparently getting little notlce.f
~ Altogether, the growth of the past five years has been
rapid, but 1t is not enough. The gains of the paet tew years
Q 1ust be consolidated, and asseements made. The Indian has-aw

ERIC

wﬁmmmlong way to go go to reach parlty with the rest”of_the natlon.




APPENDIX I: ARRIVING AT THE FIGURES

The total number of students estimated for'1971-72
is probably high. Oq; factor would overestimate the total,
and one factor would underestimate, but by not as much.

The total of 12§5 From k2 schools includes five schools
whose totals are compiled from student census figures. Such
figures from census carde passed out to the student body,
ﬁsually in the fell quarter, rely on the .interpretataticn
and honesty of the students. In addition, such compllations
‘are never complete; the usual return 1e'§8:505. The most
common source of error seems to be, in arrivlng at the
Native American Indian tctal, that the "newer" term "Natlve
American. as used on many census cards, confueee many stud-
ents, Many who have always thqught of themselves as "Native
Americans.".even-theugh their race might be Caucasian, Biack.
or Orlental, respond to the Nntive American category. San ,
Jose State. on the basls of. such a survey. reported that it
enrolled 253 Indian Ptudente.' A check of this llst of stud=-
ents whp‘checked'"nﬁtivé Americen® revealed only gix who
confirmed that theyiwere Native American Indiens. _

Some of the totals come: from the records of the EOP ‘
office on the campus, and these- totals sometimes report
the number of-stude?ts they intend to serve, rather than
the number~ectually served, 'The reaeon ie‘that tﬁe schbel'e
portion of EOP (and Upward Bound Talent Search. and Special
Servicee. ar existing) funds. 1e based on the projected est-

1mate of the number of economically disadvantaged students

" the program wlll serve, It is thus to the school's. or

the program s. advantase. to overestimate; the larger the
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number of students served, the larger the funding,

Some of the totals come from administration officials,
and are only educated guesses.

Some of the schools polled were not lncluded in the
finaj. tabulation, either because of lack of information or
sparcity of information, Bnt with the lack of these, it
was apparent in interviews that they would account for no
more than about 300 students; the fudge factor of 379 was

added to the total of 2021 to come up with an estimate of

2&00 for 1972=73, .

Only 32 of the. 42 schools 1ncluded reported an estimate
for 1972-73. To_getiths total; the number of students from
the previous year was included fof the ten scnools not rep-
orting.
' The total amount for budget 13 low. Some. of‘tne schools
polled and not included in the final total do have faculty,
recrultment, counseling, and other positions set aside for
the Native American, and their inclusion would have 1ncreased
the total budget by perhaps as much as $500,000, But for
‘the state as a whole, this wduld,still mean thst only .3%
of the University and State College budget 1s set aside for
Native American positions and programs.

~In 1nqulr1ng about Indisn-oriented classos, in general,
no attempt wes made to include all Indian-oriented classes,
For 1nstance, sore anthropology classes could possibly be
classed as Indlan-oriented, but some, such as ethnology -

o #nd fleld classes, were not classed as being "Indian-oriented."
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Theretis another possible source of error, one which
could be, but is not felt to be, much greater then those
already mentioned. That is the fact that all California
universities and colleges were not surveyed or polled.

The method used in arriving at the list of schools was
enalogous to the inductives lists of schools wilth I;dlan
students from BIA records, records of other organizations,
and similar sources were combined tc come up with a working
list. Then each one of these schools, when contacted, was
asked to glve lead information on the other séhools in its
. érég, Some schools with Indien students could have been,
and no doubt were, omitted, But it is safe to assume that
they would not;change the totals significantly -- at least
less than 10% of error.

There is n6~claim for completeness in the 1list of staff

peoplej it is at best a working list.
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APPENDIX IIIs Reasons for Dropouts _
“Filnancial The. School Grades Cultural Other

Reasons Home Officlals - Reasons

1 ~ 0 5 : 3 7

2 £} 0 2 I 3 1
Rank

3 0 5 2 2 2 0
Order :

L “6‘_ 1 1 3 1 0

5 4] z 2 1 1 0

6 i o0 0 0 3

TOTALS 13 8 12 14 13 11

APPENDIX IVs Staff totals

j?art-time Full-time

Faculty 20 . 26

Recruiters 1 | 2 -
Counselors 5 20 .

Financial Alds 0 3
Administrators , 6 b

Other -3 : 1

£




