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» MARKET SEGMENT “

\ . The analy51s of ‘dur available market populatipon must take
account of such faActors as: actual "and prOJected birthsy
N high school enrollment,:high school graduates; migration - ,{%
patterns, .and college eﬁ%ollment and survival. rated.‘’ The
_ Maryland birth rate has declined 15% in the last lO years
“\\\\\ from ‘ag#iigh of 79,000 in, 1964 to-a low of 67,000 1973.
- ®he Miryland Depdttment bf Plannlng estimates that [
ﬁ(N gtate will have a 1% ?eductlon in births per year thrdugh \\\
¥ 1975 #%rabFe 1).. .The Maryland State Department of Education
projects a peak of 62,000 hlgh ‘school seniors in 1980
. compared to an actual:51,500-inm.the ckass of 1972 (Table 2). .
Iy the Baltimore SMSA (comprlsed of Paltimore City and .. .
r ' Baltlmgié, Anne -Arundel, Harfordq and;Howard Counties), v .
& from which we, atfirade: 95%’of our student body, ‘all-of the
T areds will have a ignifigant percentage ‘decline in H.S.
’ .seniots between 1976 and 1980 (Tables 2, 3). Howard: - °
oLt -County Has the highest percentage increase in each of the .. o .
S Aferlods (Table 3) - G, ‘ ,
PR » A ’ : o
R The Marylahd State Department of. Bducation estimates, that
VT 49.3% of the H.S.-seniors (publlc) continue their ‘education
(Table 4)\ “The noteworthy finding is that this percentage o
peaked in 1970 and .is now declining.~ The number of actual-
o and prOJect d publlc H.S. graduates cont1nu1ng is as .
T follows: al™4972 - 25,773; Projected 1976 - 30, 500; - o -
. Projécted 1980 - ﬁi ,000 and Projected 1983 - 28, 450.. coo
Co¥ . Private and parochial high schools currently graduate
‘Q“g R appyroximately, 6,000 students each year. In %he past two
A " years, for which data are available, the. continuation rate ,
for whlte graduates averaged, 49% and blacks 30% (Table 4)
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The U.S. Office of Education estimate
v 95% of the fall first-time college ‘enter¥ng class is composed
of ithe June H.S. graduates and that these groups will .
‘. detline in 1976~78. :Contrary to this national trend, UMBC .
fall first-time entering classes in 197174 conta1ned 66% B
Jurte H.S. graduates {(Table 6). Almost 13% of our entering
cldass transfer from gommunity colleges (Taple 6),.whilée ‘

hat natlonally 90~

1Y

T ‘i h“ e state. wide community collede system indicates a state .
E ‘wide Assogiate of Arts transfer rate of 6% (Table 7). . 1In
’ =~ Fall 1972 there were 3,006 Maryland AA transfers, UMBC e

L '”,'attra ted 265 (8. 89) of thexavailable market segment.
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A survey of all Maryland Commynity Colleges conducted
.. in May, 1973 (Table 7) revealed that the median age was
22 while 48% of their students were over 22 years old. . .
. This means°that almost half of the .students are beyond
the age normally associgteq with graduation from a four-
year college or university. Our own demographic data -
‘reveal a median age of 22 while 26% of our students are
- over 22 years old. The percentage over 22 years old )
by type of student is as follows: Readmits - 50%, Specials - ,
86%, Transfer Students - 47%, Freshmen - 5%. :-The older : '
Maryland resident and the community college transfer is a .
.significant source of students’ for UMBC. T 6) ity ) .
colleges project a 5% annual growth in enrdllments fhile
the Regional Planning Council projects:a 20% growth{ in the
15-24 years old population in the Baltimore SMSA by\1980
(Table 8,9). . . - o LI

With a market potential of 40,000 (25,000 H.S. senior
6,000 Private, 9,000 Transfer) state-wide, what are the }
. .intervening factors in our attempts to attract more students? |
,~ L4 . ‘ ., " - .
MARKET INTERVENING FACTORS . | .

The market factors ‘can be viewed best in the context
of the national snd regional trends. in-higher educatifon . N .
and the constraints in the Maryland system (see Marwland ’
Council and American Council “on Educatijon in bibliogyaphy) .
Nationally, private co}lege enrollment is declining ile
. public enrollment is shifting from full-time to part-time.
K//,~Eall part-time (less-than-9 credit hours) third wggk
" “enrollment at UMBC for,thg/last 3 years is as follows:
1972 - 6.6%, 1973 - 7.9%, and«1974 - 12.0%. Spring part-
. time enrollment at UM for the last 3 years 1s as follows:'
1972 - 9.6%, 1973 -~ .0%, and 1974 - 12.3%. Dr. Garland
G. Parker, Vice Provfst for Admissions and Records at the
University of Cincipatti, in his annual survey of enrollment, .
nggigled that part-time enrollment- in the 1416 institumtions L
in ased 5.9% to 22.6%. He noted that the community : ~
college part-time enrollment increased 20.6% in 1973 to -~ w{
) ' account for 58.3% of their enrollment. In the national - -
. ~  surveys less. than 12 hours was the part-time criterion. /
: When the UMBC enrollment data .are subjected to the 12-hour /
| . part-timé criterion, over a third of our students were
: taking between 9 and 12 hours in 1972,.1973 and 1974 .
. (see Tables Dl through.DchiE;fhe UMBC Factbook) . ‘
- ’ ’ : : : e T

[




Another factor to be considered is the impact of trans- \
fer and community college students (see Statewide Master
Plan in bibliography). In 1971 transfer students comprised
27.1% of our students and in 1974 they comprlse only 19.2%
(Table 6). Transfexs from four-year colleges (4%) and
College Park (7%) have remained in‘proportion to our
growth while our communlty college transfers have declined
from 15% to 8% (Table 6). Two factors account for this:
first, the Statewide Master Plan policy that specifies
- that cOmmunlty college students ‘cannot - transfer to the
University of Maryland until they have completed 60 hours;
and second, the contention of many would-be transfers to
UMBC that too many of the courses completed elsewhere could
not be transferred to\UMBC because they were unacceptable.
If UMBC intends to increase its share of-thg community
college market, which will constltute a large share of
those avallable, ( and Dr, Gardner's survey indicates that
562 of these students are in the AA transfer programs)
greater attention must be pald to the problems of the
transfer student (see the deflnlgave articles by J. R.
Hills and E. I. Holmstrqgm).

/
The State of Maryland suffers from a statewide college ,
student migrationout.of the state similar to the condition -
in 15 other states. The U.S. Office of Education revealed
in its Survey of Residence and ‘Migration of College Students,
-Fall 1968 and 1972, that Maryland was the fifth largest :
eprrter in the nation (35,324) in 1968 and the fourth
largést in 1972 (39,300 estimate). Maryla has been attract-
ing /20,000 to 25,000 out-of-state studenty/but the net loss
6ach year is 15, 000

’
i

a national’ survey¢3fenter1ng freshmen, UMBC freshmen along
with their counterparts state that 'academic reputation'

'low cost',” and 'special program offerings' were the factors
which influenced their decisions to attend a particular
.college (Table 10) " In a 1973 survey.of the college-bound
Maryland H.8. seniors (55,000) the Maryland State Department
~of Education found that a third of the 23,000 respondents
intended to attend an out—of state college, a fourth of the
in-state respondents would attend the University of Maryland,
_ almost half would go to -community coelleges, a sixth .would go
.to state colleges, and 7% would go to prlvate colleges. In
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thelr December follow-up survey of those actually enrolled,
in 1970 through 1972, over 58% were’ 1n/four—year colleges, :
or unlvexsltles and 30% were in community colleges (Table 12).
There werc wide disparities in the n er wishing to attend o
t out-of*state. schools. In all the more urban affluent
counties, except Baltimore City, 20% to 30% of the students
wanted to attend out-of-state schools {Table 11). Those
who can afford an alternative tg the Maryland system -
',express a desire to attehd school in ther states.“- ©OA?

A rev1ew'ofthe college preferences of Maryland college- : S
bound H.S. seniors who took the College Board exams last
*_year indicate that the Universities-of Virginia, Delaware,
Penn State, and Duke were the top attractions (Table 13):
Informal. discussions with admissions personnel at these
j1nst1tut10ns reveal that Business Admlnlstratlon, Law, and
Health rofess1ons are the most chosen ‘intended majors . ~
- of their incoming freshman class. Discussions with
. . business leaders in Baltimore reveal that business graduates
\ of several of these schools earn a hlgher starting salary
) . than graduates of any Maryland institution. Law and Health
*+ out-migration may be the result of lack of . space Wlthlw
i _,Maryland. A - : /
* The reasons for selectlng a partlcular scho ' ‘
" affected by .the reputation of the institytion,. Nts costs,
or curricula but als6é by who assists the student| in making
that decision. The Maryland statewide survey of) H. S.
- seniors confirms that parents and friends who tend that
school account for twa thirds of the influence| in their ‘
. decision. (Table 14). In that same suryey blac students'
- ~ decisions are influenced more- by high\-gtobl counselors and
. college recruiters than. thelr white cou erparts.

The report' on the Maryland state H.S. senlors reveals that
" their most frequently chosen intended majors are Social and
Biological Sciences (Table 15)- However, those results may
~ be misleading since they contain Maryland students who
- - . attend out-of-state schools.  On the contrary, in the
' ‘Freshman Natlonal Norms Survey our freshmen reveal that L

over. a, third ofthem were attracted MBC ‘because of its
excellence in the Health Profesgions and the Biological
Sciences curricula (Table 6) R _

’
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In response tO our request the Maryland State Department
of Education.prepared tables of.college preferences by
county and college. Table 17 reveals that”in Maryland
40% of the students whose mrerits have only a high school.
education prefer community colleges but only 27% of-thpse.
with a eollege educatlon. Numerically, almost 3 times) as
many college educated,parents of stydents in the stat
prefer outrof-state sechools as high' school educated parqnts.
In Prince Georges county and in Baltimore City the Univey-
sity of Maryland wa% the marginal (less than 30@) prefer nce
. of the students of college educated parents. * Only in - .
Somerset County, home of UMES, was the_university the
major choice of high school educated parents. _In &ll -
counties gxcept the lower Eastern Shore the less educated
parents choose the communlty college or the out—of state
school (Table 17). _ &

The May 1971, 1972 and 1973 surveys of Maryland H.S. seniors
.revealed that Baltimore SMSA community colleges (Anne o
Arundel, Essex, CatonSVLlle, Howard, and Harford) were - ’
preferred by the seniors in this SMSA -from a ratio of 10

to 1 (Harford) to 2 to 1 (Howard, Baltlmdre City and

Baltimore County). Only in Baltimore City and Baltimore , -
County was UMBC more popular than UMCP (Table 18). In

1973 the statewide preference rank of UMBC went from "'\\5
seventh to fifth (Table 19). ''Within the BSMSA gounties N

we still rank behind UMCP in Anne Aruﬁgel Harford and
Howard counties, preceded by their co uinty colleées,
out-of~state schools, and UMCP (Table 19). The attraction
of UMCP for Howard and Anne Arundel county seniors is
partlally explained by their preference for the closest
state school but Harford County students must be by- pa551ng
UMBC because we lack certain desizéd curricula.

«t

The enrollment show—up yleld “frpm UMBC applicants in 1974

. increased 10% over last year's ¥ield and the overall enroll-
ment show-up rate went from 62% (Rable 21) to 65%. 'The
increase was the result of a 7% inkcrease in the freshman
enrollment, a 100% increase in the\readmission of former
UMBC students, and a 8% 1ncrease in enrollment of special

# non-degree students. These gains in enrollment were offset
by a decline of 21% in the enrollment of transfer students.-
Our enrollment of community. college transfer students
declined 31% while transfers from UMCP and UMES dec¢lined

/
v
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! 7 15% and state ¢ollege transfers declined almost 10%. The”
: enrollment increases can be partially explained by the -
/ divisional programs of pre-enrollment letters and campus’
./ visits for freshmen and . the telephcne campaign to re-enroll .
- - UMBC stopouts. The decline in transfer student enrollment - ‘ .
/ is coupled with a 20% decline 1n appllcatlons from this ..
o _}7 admission source (Table 21). . :

&

-~

: "FACTORS RELATED TO NOT ENROLLING ' g

"To determine sﬂof the factors related to not énrolling _
~after. admission to UMBC we mailed a short questionnaire to. N
a-.-quota (66%) sample of the non-enrollees for thg class of 2
L 1973. We received 461 (37%) usable questionnaires. Of
' those responding 81% had entered.another school d 19%
‘ were employed -(Table 22).  Almost a fourth of those who .
enrolled elsewhere went to out-of-state schools {(Table 23),
a lightly 4ower rate than the statewide rate (Tables 11,
13, 17, 18, 19). Over'a third of those non-enrollees who
indicated‘UMBC as their first choice went to community S
colleges, while those who do not indicate a primary .preference
- - for UMBC went into state,colleges and universities (Table 24). '« ,
- The largest segment of this groyp went to private universities.
. The overall rank of the other schools indicates Towson, and = .
T UMCP as-’their top public-institution choices and Loyola as- T
their top prlvate choice (Table 25). Business Admlnlstratlon ‘
‘was the majaor most cited as not available at UMBC and thus-
a reason for not coming (Table 26, 26A, 28) but this kind
of instruction and others of interest to them actually are
. available at. UMBC either as programs, pre-majors, or - ‘ L
optlons. Our need clearly is to tell people effecr\\?iy . o

what we offer.
- * We noted earlier (Table 10) thatxeeademic reputation and -
’ ‘special program offerings were significant factors in
' college preferences of entering coliege freshmen. In Table '
27 we see that those same factors were operating among those™ %
, who did not come to UMBC, and that the desire to remain at
R ~ home and attend a school close to home was a factor.
oo Another major reason for going/ to another school rather than.
’ UMBC was the freshmen reglstraklon experience. The aversive
factor was thé inability to rdglster for the courses they "
selected or .desired. -

>
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A51de from the 17 to 24 year 0ld market segment of non-

.../7_
. /,

enrollees, UMBC is a primary choice among older applicants,
Baltimore City residents, non-white, and married applicants

(Table 29 -thru 33).

applicant froii enrolling.

coﬁf LUSIONS ~

: e

3

°

But” the attractive features-of UMBC
for these segments have .aversive factors which keep the
UMBC would need some .form of
day care for the older, married student, increased fina
+ assistance and a more extensive transportatlon service
the Baltimore City resident.:
..UMBC may continue to lose some applicants who are unable
‘t¢ overcome the aversive factors in higher education.

o

ncjial
r

Without some of these efforts .

There is more than an adequate sour&e of UMBC appllcants o

in Maryland

»Increa51ng the yield from this market

»y
L

segment will require the continued development’of programs

of excellence.

It will also require the type of attraction .
and attentlon that,.is in the Biological Sciences letter '
-and campus v151tat10n program.
-tion program is .in its ability to present UMBC to the
greatest possible source of community exposure. s Our
1ncreaseé enrollment this fall may lull us into a compla- . .-

The success of our orienta-

cency that overlooks the fact that our recruitment efforts

have not been successful in all segments of the market.

The U.S. Edlucational Stdtistics Digests indicate increased

cbllege enrollment in every period of high unemployment

since 1956.

The problem for UMBC is row the retention of

these students-when viable employment opportunities present
&

themselves.o

N




Table 29 PRE}ERENCE FOR UMBC BY AGE GROUPS

EYTAGE

: P
. . , ! 3 PREFERENCE §FOR UMBC | 7
.- AGE- ‘ NUMBER - 1st .CHOI 2nd CHOICE . /
_18_.and Under 180 22.2 - 77.8 ., /
19 95 29.5 . 70.5. *\ :
20 ' - 51" 451 ' 64.9
21 ° 18 | 66.7 - 33.3
22 | . 4 - 18 | , 83.3 16.7
23 THRU 29 56 SO o 71.4 28.6
'30 THRU 39 20 ' 90.0 10.0 .
40 THRU 49 i 5 o . 80.0 . 20.0. oo
. 50 THRU 62 .3 7 - 100.0 Co o .

/' ‘Table 30 PREFERENCE FOR UMBC BY RESIDENCE AREA

2

PERCENTAGE

. " o PREFERENCE FOR UMBC
. RESiDiZNCE AREA NUMBER L 1st CHOICE 2nd CHOICE
RURAL . .53, - 35.8 - 64.2 ‘ o
- SUBURBAN. | 271 38.0 ' 62.0 .~ , Ve
BALTIMORE CITY 122 : 50.0 . L 5Q. o |

PERCENTAGE ., |
: | | PREFERENCE FOR UMBC ,  °
RACE NUMBER ‘ 1st .CHOICE 2nd CHOICE

WHITE | ‘ 386 38.3 61.7 T K

NON-WHITE 60 Né{Ss 3 41.7
| - Table 32 PREFERENCE FOR UMBC BY MARITAL STATUS .

STATUS ' NUMBER /// lst CHOICE 2nd CHOICE &
MARRIED - ' 84 76.2% _ 23.8%
SINGLE . 362 32.9% *  67.1%

'Table 33 SIGNIEACANT VARIABLES CORRELATED

TO PREFERENCE TO ATTEND UMBC — 13 -

‘VARIABLE Ny S CORRELATION\ .
e - _ - COEFFICIENTS 1//'
YEAR GRADUATED FROM H. s// ‘ N | ) S =.4579°
AGE S - .4475
_"CURRENTLY ATTENDING ANOTHER SCHOOL - - -  -e4152 ,
MARITAL STATUS ; .. 3335 -
TYPE OF SCHOOL ATTENDING I ° | .2504 oy
DESIRE FUTURE CONTACT WITH UMBC . : s . .2306 - «”",‘
DECISION TO REMAIN IN-STATE ) ' o .2194 o
RACE OF STUDENT \ S . .1180'2/
1/ SIGNIFICANT AT THE .00l LEVEL EXCEPT, AS NOTED. : S

2/ SIGNIFICANT AT THE .005 LEVEL.

. A M - )
. ) p
‘ = : /. : : ) - ;
]
P . ' .

Table/31 PREFERENCE FOR UMBC BY RACE L e

o
%
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» N b Table 264 TOP “TEN.OTHER SCHOOL: MAJORS and
to ‘:- o - . . . CAREBR COALS . ‘ . ‘
) - < . "« PERCENTAGE
. BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION ' ) 14.4 e
- HEALTH PROFESSIONS S R 14.2 -, :
BIOLQGICAL, - SCIENGES L Y. 9.2 ;
EDUCATION - . o ’ 9.V \
SOCIAL SCIENCES =~ . .° N, : 8.0 L
‘ mwmmumy.,yx T EAN 6.1 .
PHYSICAL SCIENCEj:_AV\, RN o T N 4 g
ENGINEERING ¥ ‘. : , . 3.5 -
‘FINE ARTS | e .. oy 3.2 .
“PRE-LAW . = ¢ - ‘ o 2:7
Table 27 PRIMARY REASONS FOR NOT ATTENDIN& UMBC ~Q‘ L
.. \REASONS . " NUMBE RJ . PERCENTAGE %
7% "WENT TO MY 1st CHOICE SCHoOL . T 138 |~ . 29,9 '
UMBC DOES NOT HAVE MY MAJOR . <127 | . 27.5
FRESHMAN REGISTRATION EXPERIENCE 112 . 24.3 -
WENT TO THE CLOSEST SCHOOL : 105 | . 22,8 7
PERSONAL PROBLEMS .- S 51| S 11.1
INADEQUATE FINANCIAL AID-UMBC < a9l . _-10.6
ONELICT -WITH JOB HQURS: a8 W .7 10,4
MARRAIGE e, o' 43 ) P : -’ , 9.3
/LACK OF DORMITORY ROOMS - 39 8.5
POOR HEALTH f - L 38 8.2
/ MIUITARY SERVICE : o . 36 7.8
LACK, OF PARENTS FINANCE -, n .39 8.5,
-/ CORRESPONDENCE WITH UMBC S 5.2
| ' Table 28 MAJORS MOST CITED AS NOT AVAILABLE *© .
) ' L / - "AT UMBC . _ ~ PP .
BUSﬁNESS ADMINISTRATION - . 26.0% -~

/. .EDUCATION " T © 15.7% 7 - "

' HEALTH PROFESSIONS R 11.0% o, :
FINE ARTS . - . 6.3% . ﬁ S
BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES /o ;. 3.9% .

SOCIAL SCIENCES - = /// . 3.9%
1 -
v / . ~ 1
' o i '
P » '
« [} :
: 11 -
° ’ .
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Table 22 PURSUITS OF NON-ENROLLEES |-
CLASS OF 1973- SR

PURSUITS ‘ NUMBER - ' PERCENTAGE %
! - EMPLOYMENT . . ‘ 18.9 —
IN SCHOOL  (Part-time) 5.6 « -
~IN SCHO®L (Full-time) 75.5 .
Table 23“LOCATION OF NON-ENROLLEES - . -
O- ENROLLED ELSEWHERE R
_IN-STATE _~ . . 76.7% ’ . - ’ : ‘ o
OUT-OF > | 23.3% | . : :
- S Tabfe 24 PREFERENCE FOR 'UMBC AMONG' .
/ %//// . NON-ENRQHLES BY TYPE OF OTHER SCHOOL ATTENDING _ B '
L | PERCENTAGE
s TYPE OF SCHOOL ATTE DING NUMBER - PREFERENCE FOR UMBC .
A , _1st CHOICE 2nd CHOICE 3xd C
TWO YEAR COLLEGE (Public) 67 ’ 58,2 35.8 6.0
TWO YEAR COLLEGE (Prmvate)\ -3 66.7 33.3.
STATE COLLEGES 83 . 34.9 - 51.8 13.3
UNIVERSITY (Public - . 110 ‘ 27.3 - 53,6 - 19.1
UNIVERSITY (Private) ~ 7 - 100 - . 17.0 . > 53.0 - 30.0
' TOTAL - : .~ 363 . 32.2 49.6 , 18.2
- ® T2 le 55 TOP TEN OTHER SCHOOL CHOICES
_ TOWSON STATE/. 2 16.3% - -
12.6% T
C 8.3%. - :
6.1% =" . ! ’
‘ . 40 -. .
‘ " . 3.7% R O
, ' 2.9% -
COLL. OF BALTIMORE - '2.7% . _ : o
WESTERN MD. COLLLEGE T Lt 2.4% o e ’
FROSTBURG STATE COLLEGE ”iL .9% . e . L
Table 26 PREFENCE FOR UMBC" BY MAJORS MOST
v CITED AS NOT AVAILABLE AT UMBC , o
, : - : , ¥\ _ PERCENTAGE _—
It MAJORS " NUMBER - - - PREFERENCE FOR UMBC
, ) - 1stCHOICE 2nd CHOICE__3xd-C
~ BOSINESS ADWINISTRATIOV _ 31 5Y.6 38,7 A 9.7~
" EDUCATION ‘ ¢ 19 . 42,1 47.4°°  10.5
/. HEALTH PROFESSIONS .- 14 S 21.4° 78.6 . ‘ . |
| * FINE ARTS ’ _ 7 L . 28.6 . 42,9 28.6 |
. ENGINEERING S -6 ., ~383.3 50.0 16.7 .
BIOLOGICAt/GCIEECEs R 5 : 20.0 40.0 @ 40.0 |
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TABLE 21 APPLICANT MARKET YIELD, BY TYPE OF APPLICANT, 1972-1974 1/
~  TYPE OF STbuggn“ ENROLLED | DID NOT | .TOTAL " % YIELD
, . . ° ~ -] ENROLL | 'APPLICANTS
fﬂfClass of 1972 . ‘ g .
New Fuéshmen 1370 965 .2335 58.6
, Transfer, State’ College 268" 149 417 ;;V 64.3 -
Tydnsfer, From U of "Md. 157 87 - 244 ' 64.3 -

" Transfer, Comm, Coll. : 423 257 680 ) . 62.2 .
Special Student | ' 402 140 542 "74.2
UMEC Readmit ¢ - . 308 © |, -62 370 83,2

TOTAL -~ Average 2928 1660 | . 4588 © 63.8
' class of 19’3 ) * o S | .
_ New Fréshmes T 't 1446 - | 1183 . 2639 ¢ 45.9
‘%gTr nsfer, State Collége. 273, 188 . - 461 59,2
Trénsfer, From U..of Md. - 146 - 81” 227 . 64.3
+  Transfer, Comm. Coll - 404 209 613 - - '65.9
Special Student - €30, . %147 777 8l.1
. UMBC Readmit - 252 84 331 75.0
- TOTALS - Average * 3151 1902 5053 - 62.4 "
" Class of 1974 i N . |
New Ereshmen 1550 1146 2696 ' 57.5]
“ Transfer, State College 247 160 407 " 60.7
.- Transfer, FromU of Md. 124 70 194 . 63.9

~Transfe#; Comm. Coll. 277 167 444 62.4
_§peglal Student 680 163 . 843 80.6 .
,UMBE. Readmit 510 93 « . 603 84.6
| ToTAnsfggverage- 3388 | 1799 [. 587 -] 65.3

Y K , | S =TT . » _

- . .,1“ . ) ) @

l/ Pendlng Appllcantlons Ineluded in Totals..
Rejected Appllcatlons Excluded in Totals.r
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Table 20-ANALYSIS OF NEW STUDENT ADWISSIONS
BY SEMESTER APPLIED FOR

, ‘ . ’ _
. ENTERING CLASS DID COME DID -NOT SHOW TOTAL —
Lo - Numberxr Percentage  Number Percentage
Class of 1972
a .
'Winter (712) 143 33 18.8 176
. " . . . . \‘\ L
*spring (713) 467 ) 144 23.6 611 -
Summer (714) ~ = 353 . - 109 23.6 v 462
Fall -(721) . 1965 1374 41.4 3330
) * o
'y 2928 64 1660 36 4588 1/
o Class of 1973
Winter (722) .145 44 .  23.3 189
Sspring (723) 636 I 198 23,7 83
Summer (724)° . 294 - . 114 27.9 . 408 = -
WFall (731)) ' 2076 | ' 1546 . 42,7 3622
©. L7 BIsL 62 5053 1/
Class of 1974
Winter (732) 129 ) 169
"spring ¥ (733) 805 | N 964
‘Summer (732) 214 330
Fall (741) - 2240 3724
! N . l : . o . " '\
3388 <65 .- 1799 35 5187 1/
?‘)L“ . . s : . ! . - . 3 .
l/"KSmissioanejgcts,Exq;u&ed | o S S . ;
. 1973 'Rejects' = 476, 1972 'Rejects™ = 400 1974 'Rejects' = 242 ‘°
‘ Includes 1973  -Pending' = 282 . ! B
. o 1972 ‘'Pending' = 263 )
; 1974 ‘Pending' = 275 .
. - : . - . L R x;."-‘ﬁ
” 1:4 o }/‘ ................. .
14'. . ., ““M“""
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REFERENCE BY COUNTY, 1971, 13757ti973v(PERCENTAGES)

SENIOR COLLEGE P
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| . Lo ' E I8
R . . (' ')~.'t
A\
’ . ‘.
.. | , - Attend or . ~ Attend or
ounty . ' . S : » " Complete ' Complete
- : L : __High Schoel : College _
Number’ % - Number %
g r"‘ ; . . . ) . . o ‘)
Community Colleges . : 14 15 ' L3, 6. g,‘~-“
, State Colleges . ' : .27 28 .11 30
. T University of Maryland * " le 17 11 21
Y's Private' Colleges 10 11 v 3° 6
- Out- of State « ‘ .28 29 - &~ 20 38
95 64 . - . 53} 36,
. ﬂ R b' 1] .
J Community Colleges . . I S 0 0
v State Colleges 15 19 - J 20
OMERSET Universit éf Maryland . : 35 45 s li\ 31
S |\, Priyate) folleges - : 9 ,12 .. BN 14T
_ . out'of State . o 18. 23 . 12 34
' S 78 69 35 31
Community Colleges - J37 29 11 14
" State Colleges : . 18 14 : 10 13- . *
BOT University of Maryland - 24 18 - 79 12 4
e Prlvate Col%ages » Ctn L )23 18 - _ 17 2
-Out of State - 27 21 L 30 .73%
/i\ » - .+, 130 63" . . - 77
Community Colleges: ' et~ 234 783 - 111 37
_ State Colleges _ 30 7 _— 20
ASHING- University of Maryland 7736 8 S 21 7
ON - Private Collegés ' L 59 -~ 13 . 32, 11
o Out of State e . 82 19 116 39
- ' N 441 60 300 40
i ) e P . - 7 ; ' * » ‘?'u
,X. . Community Colleges . 4 2 E 3 1
T - State Colleges’ " . 64 40 .+ 752 24
TCOMICO . University of Marylgnd ' 32 20 ¢ 27 13 .
L™ " Private Colleges L 23 15° _ 31 14
’ / Out of State’ y® - 36 28/ . N 101 « 47 @
.- - P | . 159 43 214 57 .
- Commuhity Colleges ‘ o" 0o . I § 1,:“
x . State Colleges " 35 30 - .25 37
OR- University of Maryland: = 33 28 ‘ 9 13
ESTER Private Collgges - . . 25 21 - 11 16,3‘
: . Out of State : . ) 24 21 - 21 31 .
/// e 117 64 67 36

urce: Maryland State Department ‘of Eaucatlon. D1v151o§;Pf'Reéearch
o JDecember 1973) . 25 L _ L

] »




Pe \
\ A
Attend or '
Complete
High School
Number % -
259 52
. 445 - 9
47 -9
84 17.
62 13 ° .
499. 51
99 44
30 13
43 - 19
l6 ., 7
38/
PR | 226 38
Community Colleges -~ X2 23
i - State Colleges ' C 5 . 9 .
ENT University of Maryland Al 6 11
.Private Colleges A S 11 21
2/ Out of State 7 n 19. 36
o W . // - . )
V ."'/ - .
ONTGOMERY  Community Collgges™
.State Colleges
"University of Maryland
Private Colleges
- Out o@tate ‘ ,
,\ o :/,‘.;’/'/ 119,,9." PR
Community Colleges ' 831 - 44 =
: State Colleges . - 158 .. 8 :
RINCE; Un1Ver51ty of Maryland ., 437 23
EORGE - Private Colleges - 132 7 ~
- Oout of State ‘319 18
A\ - : S o
SR o 1877 41
. .. » : e . .
Community Colleges . 21-,.. 38 T
State Colleges' . ) S 11 o
U University of Maryland . ~ 3 )
NE Private Colleges - v 2 . 21
, Out of'gfate( : .. k4 28 o
. - ~— 56 5
// o & . o 2
S ., R
’, . \ ’ S 26 v
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L

. . ‘Attend or . - Attend or
ounty Type of School Complete Complete
, . T . High School College
. Community Colleges. Numbgx i? Numbgr 1§
.., . State Colleges 18 mﬁ% 15 .30
AROLINE University of Maryland , 6 s . 3 6
‘ ‘. *Private Colleges 6 10‘~-~~ e .6 12
Out of, State - 19. 33;," 16 33
‘ 58 54 < .49 46
CARROLL ‘Community Colleges 67 26 L 320 14
‘State Colleges : 49 19 ,+qh35 16
University ofuMaryland : 27 "1 - T 33 15 s
. Private Colleges 57. - 22 . ° 45  20. '
" Out-of: State 57 22 W 76 34
- o ‘ 257'- 54" 221 - 46
' ' Community Colleges 75 35 - 49 - 37 .
State Colleges, R 4 l6. 11
CECIL - University of Marylandv ,i?—\' 9 19 b 7
- Private Colleges 1.55;' - M 722 122 9
© out of State S 64 30 38 28
¢ ‘Z\\\, R 213 61 N 134 39
- Community Colleges . 66 52 46 41.
.+ ' State Colleges . 15 - 12 12 11
CHARLES ~ University of’ Maryland , © 15 12 . ‘ 17. 15
) - Private Colleges ’ 7 5 7. 6
Out of State 25 19 29 26
. - 128~ 54 ! 111, 46
‘_(. o " ?, o » ’ »
, y Community Colleges .6 0 6 1 2
. C{~ State Colleges ' "33 34 11 23
DOR~ A University of Maryland i 21 - 28 13 28 °
CHESTER Private \Colleges 13 . 13 8 17
' , out of State 25 26 14 30
. e N \
98 68 47 32
Y - ' SN
¥ Community Colleges - 193 >54§ 7 32 :
State Colleges ! - 30 . i 16 - 6
University of Maryland 24 6 . 18 7 1
Private Colleges ' ¥120 29 - 54 - 20 . 3
851 12 ~ 96 35, ., ;
\ 418 61 | 271 39 U
Community Colleges 26 32 12 26
State Colleges 6 - 7 7 i5-
. University of Maryland N .5 . 2 4
Private Colleges . 18 22 w2 4
o Out of State!. S 28 34 24 51 )
2T a2 ed 36




» i . [ R . ) , f
. . . . . N .
. N [y T,
N - ¢ o~ .

o e ' - o o T TN
. ' b T ' N N . 7 ’
LAY 1 .;@ o A N . .
L e ) TABLE 17 - EFFECTS OF PA }'S' EDUCATION ON)H.S;. SENIORS' .
v e COLLEGE PREFE £ BY COUNTY, 1973 B
e h o ' . ) ’
o o T \&Attend-omwl;v Attend or
' County . Type’ of School ' Complete ' - Complete .
ﬁigh School _ College-
: . . Number & ~ . Number Y.
STATE ofF Community Colleges + 5048 40 - 4240 N
MARYLAND State Colleges 1736 -~ 14 - "1652 ° . T
. University of Maryland 2175 16 3308-
Private Colleges 1843 15 1626 i
Out of State - 1844 15 ' 5152 LI
- ' . . 12,646 44 15,978 .
\Eommunity Colleges - o 201 .50 .76
\ State Colleges . 50 .12 . - 49
ALLE- University of Maryland" 20 5- . - 14
GANY P ivate Colleges 75 - 19 19
L of state . g 57 14 . 63
. Lo , : L . 7N .
o 403 - 65 o221 35
- o .o ‘ . 7 : . -
- Community Colleges 493 46 T 390 33
'ANﬁE State Colleges ‘ 86 8 103 9
ARUNDEL  University of Maryland : 175° 16 - 211 18 B
' . Private Colleges , . 166 16 * 181 15
. Out of Sstate. ' 147 14 ' T 296 25/
- S ‘1,067 47 - . 1,181 53 '<<;,
' Community Colleges . - - 735. 30 216 19 -
_ State Colleges , ' 592 . 24~ S 261 23 o
BALT.. = University of Maryland - 474 19 ) 290 © 25 e
CITY Private Colleges _ _ 477 19 ° 140 12 )
- Out of State " o 197 ., 8 , - 243 21
L ' | 2,475 : 68 ° - 1,150 ° 32
‘ o ﬁ f; . e e s
' Community Colleges =~ , 1053 I '45 o 674 25 &
BALT. ~ State Colleges . . . 3124 13- 376 149 . - -
.COUNTY University of Maryland 387 17 c 501 19 - oo
~ . Privdte Colleges - 330 14 .. 399 15 ¢
' Out of State 253 - 11 707 27 . .
’ ‘' . .2,335 46 2,657 54
CALVERT Community Colleges . . " 20 17 ¢ N A‘_ 6. 14 I
~ State Colleges — 23 19 . 11 ' 26 .
University of Maryland 16 13 . 7 - w16 ‘
. Private Colleges _ 23 - 5
Wut of State 28" 14
| 74, 43
i . . B "m




~ * . N «
f * - . N ’

~. - ' mable 16 - COMPARISON OF ENTERING. FRESHMAN ‘
T PROBABLE . OR' INTENDED FIELD OF STUDY

c - s,

ACE 1/ ACE 2/ ACE 3/ ACE 3/ ,COLLEGE 4/

" NATIONAL NATIONAL NATIONAL UMBC BOARD -
, NORMS - NORMS NORMS *  NORMS SUMMARY
1y © 1967 1972 1973 . - 1973 °~ OF UMBC

v : . ENROLLING

’ . L ' FRESH. ‘

‘

‘/

- PROBABLE OR INTENDED
° FIELD OF STUDY. ..
4
AGRICULTURE
MRCHITECTURE
. BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES
BUSINESS
EDUCATION
+ ENGINEERING
° ENGLISH - -
ETHNIC STUDIES
FINE ARTS
OR.  LANGUAGES
ALTH PROFESSIONS
ISTORY, POL. SCI.
HOME ECON.
HUMANITIES
JOURNALISM
MATHEMATICS
MUSIC
PHILOSOPHY
* PHYSICAL SCIENCE
PHYSICS
PRE-PROFESSIONAL
PSYCHOLOGY .
SOCIAL SCIENCE
SOCIAL WORK
TECHNICAL FIELDS
OTHER. FIELDS (NON-TECH)
UNDEGIDED

-
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1e/

LR Y
No® ©. @ N
b W [>+]
* o °
VOV KHNND OF
SN O NS
e o ® o e o

P T I V- I X

-
~

»

- . N . '

;a/ (NURSING) ¢
- b/+ (HISTORY, GEOGRAPHY)
. ¢/ (VOCATIONAL)
SOURCE: 1/ AMER COUNCIL ON EDUC. 'NATIONAL NORMS FOR ENTERI LLEGE
S . - FRESHMAN FALL/1967. (p. 30) (OFFICE OF RESEAR

“ AMER. 'COUNCTL, ON EDUC. THE AMERICAN FRESHMAN:
FOR FALL “72. (p. 37) (OFFICE OF RESEARCH) /
AMER COUNCIL ON EDUC. SUMMARY’ OF DATA' ON ENTERING FRESHMAN
'FOR FALL 1973. (NATIONAL 4 yr. COLLEGE NORMS. & UMBC) )
COLLEGE ENTRANCE E /;nggpu BO. ATP SUMMARY REPORT ON .z

TIONAL NORMS

1972-1973 COLLEGE BOU S. SENIORS. PROFILE oF ENROLLING /
_JFRESHMAN. UNIV-OF MD. B TIMORE COUNTI. ‘ AN !
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. Table 14 7 - -
PERSONS INFLUENTIAI’: IN HELPING MARYLAND HfGH SCHOOL
SENIORS IN CHOICE OF COLLEGE (MARYLAND DATA BY RACE FOR 1970) /
K»‘ . | . — : » 4
- ' BLACK WHITE. . . TOTAL
TYBE OF TR g — ®
PERSON L . o
. . . A ) . :‘
College Repres. ' 3.0 . 5.9 " \\ , . 6.6
Copnseloré(ﬂ.s) 19.6 . ¥12.9 *515.6
‘RH.S. Teachers 5.3 36 3.7 .
‘parents © _ 21.9 | 32.6 T o31.4 '
Relatives 7.0 . .  S,4 . _ . 5.6
3 | ' . . s ’ ( : N‘ )
Friends - 1208 16:4 . R ~16."0 !
A College Student 20.2 | 23.2 L. | T .22.9 i
/ L ‘ I
. @ \:

Source: Data was obtained from the Dept. ‘of Education. The Maryland
High School Graduate Follow—up\Study, A Techn1ca1 Report,1970,

71973) page 164. . ‘
e & . . : - \‘\ ) T ’ !
¥ ~— » '
-~ s
) s
N e
- \ ~ . ~ i
N h ;‘\' 7‘.‘ ,
31 ’
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. Table 13 . v o
™~ " . i ' ah -
College Preferences For Maryland College Bound H.S. Seniors, 1972-73
T ~_  ~ ' . -

IN-STATE-PUBLIC . o NUMBER _— PERCENT |

B . . 0 s
. Of Md. Qollege Park 10,601 | 41
Towson Sta - , 4,922 19
OM.B.C. v 3,726 >15 *
Frostburg State . . - .2,645 - 10 -
Essex C. C. ' 1,523 _ 8
ontgomery C. C. < . ’ 1,473 : 6 P
Prince Georges C. C. A 1,442 " 6 \
Jestern Md. ‘C. . ' 1,434 R 6 -
alisbury State _ =~ -+ 1,350 - 5
loxrgan State . ' ‘ 1,304 - \ 5
niv. Of Balimore . : - 786 3
St. Maryfs College » . : 592 -2
IN-STATE PRIVATE
ohns Hopkins ) . 1,428 6 - *
yoyola - - . 1,259/ S .
J.S. Naval Acadeiny - B 3 2
— 0 - .
QUT -OF ~STATE~" "~ STATE ..
Univ. Of Vir ini;\\ Va. 1,141 4
Univ. Of Delgware \ - De. , 810 = - 3 ™~
enn. State Yniv. Pa. - 778 3 ‘
Duke Univ. Lt " . Nc. ‘ _ 758 3 -
eo. WashiAdtonrr Univ. Dc. 637 2
American Oniv. ~ Pc. . \\igg 2
niv. Of/ Miami Fl. . - 60 2
ornell Uni - ~ N.Y. . - 607 2
irginiid Polytech. .  Va. ' 601 2
. Of No. Carolina(Chpl Hill) N.C. | 600 J2
oll., Of Wm. and Mary Va. o 593 | 2
[ .

Released by Dr. James Sensenbaugh, Md. State superintendent of
Education, February 1974. (Extract of Maryland College Bound H.S.
Seniors wHo teok College Board Exams). ' ‘ 3

' . \
- 32




Type of Schdbl Attending

Table 12 ”
. ~ : :
) N 1973 1971, 1972 -
_Type of School _ . - R N Y
c g .Year Colleéé ’|0r Uri:i'.versity. 57.4 59\.0 v ‘ 58.8
c mmﬁnity or 3. College  20.5 29.3 T I
Tdchnical or Trade Sch.. * 3.3 3.2 . 2.9 ;
Business School 2.2 2.6 ° 2.0
School of Nursing 2.2 1.9 | . é.o
Art, or Music S.’ | .8 U;B " f.81
. Military or U.5.sdfvice  1-3 1 1.2
. Adﬁlt.ﬁducatioA f h 5 .4 ' .3
| Other . ¢ _ . 2.7 -J_ o 1.8. | ‘\.1.8f
A J
Source: . 1970 data WaS‘obtained.from:,Maryland Department. of Education. \\\\\

Division' of Research and Evaluation. The Maryland High School
Graduate Follow-up Study, A Technical Repart,1970. (1973) . page

.

173.

1971 ‘and l972,éata was obtained from the*annually_administered )
follow=up study .. This data comes from the second part of the - - -
study thatWoes administered in December 0of’1971 and 1972. The ’

percentages’ are estimated from responses . that -were returned by over

50 percent of the graduating classes on item 45 of the questionnaire.

~ . .
+ - .- . . N
. * »

o S
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‘~Table 11 - Maryland H.
S. ‘Seni
) T countyﬁ ior Col

h~]

S

COLLEGE THAT STUDENTS WISH TO ATTEND -¢ BY LOCAL UNIT

lege preferenée by Sector

P

N
~

llegany - .-
ane Arundel \
altimore City
altimore County"’
jvert
aroline
arroll
ecil
harles
orchester
'rederick
arrett
arford
oward
ent -
ontgomery
rince Goorgg s
geen Anne's

t. Mary s
omerset

albot
ashington
icomico
orcester

otal )
ercentage .

it

@

. COMMUNITY
PCAL UNIT ~ 7

281
. 906
1072
1800
2614°
19
101-
127
120
7
286
38
565
235¢
.19
2015
. -1672
AR
19
1
52 |
357
8
1

9767
42.6

. STATE
COLLEGES COLLEGES.

100

197
966

700 ' -

34
34
.86
24
- 27
45

T t13 .
103"

77
1
- 31B

418

17

43

23

28
51
116
.61

3540, |

15. 6

&

- UN1IV. OF

MD.

36
396
838
908

24

8

60

39

33

34

5625
24.8

\

4
PRIVATE
COLLEGES

© 17
124
322
470
.8
2
66
14
8
12

-46
&

- 50
40
10

168

118

7

2
5
15
34
17

- 10

1569
.6.9

OUT-~OF~STATE .
COLLEGES

122
448
476
983
49
36
135
105
54
© 40
- 148
. .52
192
v 198
34
2387
, 1108 -
29./ )

49
32 -
60
202
141
- 46

7178
+31. 6

i§;6309
© - 4550

. TOTAL®

" GRADUATES

556
2071
3674

4861
142
99

448

309

242

138

571 .

114 .

908 .

702

90

98
- 141
111
193
701 -
341
160 _

v .
22667 -

OURQE- Maryland State Department of Education

Pre-Graduation plans/class-of 1973

(Dec, 1973)

(O

A
g4
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' .. Table 10 | \

.

Major Reasonsxet\influencezfln Selecting College To Attend

»

Lo " - ,
R;aéons' or _ | VNation«al 9'/ Natiohal‘b NatiohaIcT/. UMBC‘E/.
Influence __Norms 1967 Norms 1972 Norms‘l973 1973
, Aégdémic?Réputation | L . 52.8 | ~ 5§;§ * _ 57;0‘ 49.4
‘Barents Or Relative ' 44,0 8.3 - 8.8 10.3
Low Cost . - . . 20.9 21.3 | 19.2 - 334
'Offeréd %uition Assistance h_- * . ' 12.7 . 22.3 '-v12.i\\
;ﬁé&tfd'T6 LiV§lAway From Héme . 20.5 . 27.3 S 20.5 | 121§L \
Wanteé\{é ;ive At Home e o .- . 6.3" - 8.6, i24.5
H.S. Teacher Or Counselor //f 18.3 : £ - ' 5.7 . ;' 3.4
lhtAdyice £ Guidance Counseiér oo 3.2 '3.9  L 9.4 - . .9.§A
GradsAte Or Other College Repres. 11.8 * S *

- Priends(Or Someoné)Who Atténded) 181 o -19.8 ©20.9 . 14.7
“Social Life OF College . io.l‘ I - x | _*3
A;hlétic Program R 5.8 . -10.2 % .k

- épécial.Education Proéram Offeféd~ L * 24,9 .r ' 31.5 . 30.4

.'.»‘
/

!

.. ‘Source:

i

gg/American Council on Edugation. National Norms For Entering
~/ College Freshmen- Fall 67. (Norms for public universities)
N : ‘ = T ‘ . o

. B American Council on Education. The American Freshman- National
Norms for Fall 72. (nor s‘fbr*publicﬂuﬁiversities)

»

.c// American Council on Education. " Summary of Data on Entering

i "~ * preshman for Fall of 1973".( This data compares UMBC with 2yr
| college national norms) . I -

- -~ =~

Note: Am asterisk (*) in a column indicates that the guestion was not
not listed <in the particular study. .

(-4 -
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Table 9

College Age Population, (15-24 Years 01d),1970-1980. . -

Couﬁty

(By County)

>

-

. .
-

.lQBO(pfojected)"au

129,112

1970 (actual £ig.)
. \ ) | L )
1/ Anng'Arunqel ' 55,842 !“ 73;000 . -
rifngaltimore City .</ 155,710‘ ‘161,4oof |
1/ Baltimore County 101,923 128,700
. carroll " To,986 14,200 . |
1/ Harford | 21,543 _ “28,500 - ‘A
1/ Howard ' 9,220 203900 o
Montgomeiy 84,387 122,543
Prince George | 150,450

@

Source:

L

‘1970 dath obtalned fgom the U. S Census of

Populatlon, Volume 1, Characterlstlcs of the
Population, Part 22, Maryland. (GPO, 1973)

-

Baltimore County,@arroll County, Harford,and

1980 data for Anne ArundelgrBaltlmore City, -~
Howard County rom the'ﬁeglonal

as obtained

"Memorandum, Noyvembex 8

1971"

\\\\lﬁnnlng Councill. The document Ais labeled

A
’.

!

1980 data for Montgoméry County

#d Prince George's

County was obtained from Maryland-National Capital

‘"Population and

?

N Park  and Plannlng Commission. .The:Montgomery County
Projections are in document titlgd
Household Growth Forecast" published by the Commission
in 1972. The Prince George County PrQJectlons were
obtained from unpubllshed 1nf0rmat10n.
Y =
1/ U. S. Census Baltimore Standard Metrqpolifﬂn

Statistical Area (1970 total - 344, 238; 1980

total -
412, 500) T
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GE ENROLLMENT PROJECTIONS®

\

- FTE Enrollment -
. . e == o= Full-time Enroliment
¢ o - ' ‘ o« = = Part-time Enrollment
' 60,000 . : — ' -z - .
. : \ - —==" i S
. ’10 . _
o - _ \/ .‘ /’_.‘,o )
50,000 m—— : ' — el oL
FULL-TIM ’ . “ ; - RT- :
e |t o [
. ENROLLMENT ST Iy L —
. 40,000 — —7= B T R — =
B . . . v “" b O . . -’ —; ** ,'(
. . - . . — e .
. : "-5. ““"' T : ! —— ﬂ"—.j
- 30,000 ey — ' e
SN _ 4= FuLLTive
¥ . = "" R I ENROLLMENT .
20000 ———1 —* : ' -
. i . ) p - - . P
o _ 10,000 ’ ,
° 1 . ) ‘g )
0 —— . — . I R — 1.

) Tl . L - ’ . 0 ' . . ' - " ’ .
A ' 1973 197 1976 1976 1977 1978 1979 . 1980 - 1981 1982 1983
;/,4"' . sl . Proiect.ed indivi uai college ém;ollqents are included in Chapter VIIL P :

o - . . . < . e - "~ - . . e N . ( . e - .
. . o A : S ‘
N \
- ~ N
-t " »\.. P A
) 3. ‘ )
4 //
- { i —
; ) /} - - N
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i

. '\ - -EvROLIMENT, FALL 1972 .
‘Student distribution by age: N
Under 17- 39 20- 5,863 . Lo-L9- 2 872
- 17~ 1,745, 21~ 4,356 50-59-- | 966 )

18~ 5,523 22-29- 13 362  Over' 60- 170
19- 8,119 " - 30-39- 6,491

o

Number of married s?e&t;:. 17,120 (33 percent)(
MIOynién:t status: » ) '. o - - " SR

i . .» "(J‘
Number students employed full-time: 21,975 L2 percent ' o -

Number students employed in jobs related to|college P gram of studies: .
5,326 (lOpercent) ..

, In-and—onters. Number of students enrolled who were prev1ously enrolled at a Maryland
Community College who have not attended for one ‘semester or more: 4,670 (9 percent)

bnd. um.ver31t1es mto a

Number of students who transferred from’ four—yea:c colle ; R
7 (6 percent)' : . T

Maryland Commu.n:.t:y' College in September 1972: 3

Number of students who transferred from Communi ¥ Colleges into Maryla.nd fou;a-yea:c
Colleges and, Universities in September/ 9722 3 006 (6 percent) .
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'f Table 5. Number of U S. H.S. Seniors

(1n thousands)
3300
. 3200

- 3100

1900 Y.
isoo///' o
17oo/yu”

1600 /ijw
“Full- tlme, Part-Tlme)

1209, P . ,,~~'

‘Who _Go_To_College

L
.o

N L]

Sepfember flgures.

>
-

re -

3000 .} | | .
32966, Total U.S. Hﬁg-f%raduates- June Figures. '
fﬁisto” . B .
" 2700 ; LN
2500 - - e »u”*‘ o
'24ooﬂ ng;?" .

2200 | . T e , >
A ' o ’ - a
2000 . | T ’/ff

1400 . . ¥ .t /1 ‘,////
1mm" : "A\!.'/ -

I

ﬁmfgiiment in allv‘

p /Tetal First Time Degree Credit .
1t> Institutlons of Higher Education (Public &“Prlvate, o

e

1964 1966 1968 1970 1972 1974 19X§\

1978 1980 1932

-

\l

»?-NOTE' ThlS table matches June H. S. -Graduates against fall enterlng

-

. first time studenis. O A,"’ R

P

éburce- Proqectlons of Educatlon Statlstics, 1981 - 1982. U S,/De

‘Health, Edgcatlon and Welfare, Estlmates and Progectlons Br

m;~ e
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Table 4 A
Percentage 'of Maryland H.S. Seniors Who Continue Their Education
T4 TTotal includes in state and out of state choices) .
| T _ , & , ‘ T
Year . Percentage * e Category
: — — < 7
1963 .. 44.0 " M.S. Graduates Who Continue Education
. , , ) T )
11964 » 46.3 : oo .
. * ’ B < Lo L B s
1965 ¢ . .46.4 " ‘ , "o . .
1966 , 46.2 a - R -
.1967 46.0 IR ‘
1968 47.5 . S | "o o S
s . ~ S - | -
1969 48.2 ’ "/ - -
1970 56.2 , - " ) o
1971 48'1 | . ’ e ‘L‘*..*{*:‘-"‘c" x‘ ’ ‘ ") L | | . /;
1972 46.3 . ‘ N C
- - - ﬁ.
Source: Data g;r yéars 1963-1969 was obtained from the Maryland ;
: State Department -of Education, Annual Report # 104, Table 37&
Data for 1970.was.obtained from: Maryland State Department
- .of Education. The Maryland High School Gradtate Follow-up
Study, A Technical Report,1970, (p.193). ‘ e
o ’ . a : ) - - ' * .
\ Data fof 1971-1972.was obtained from unpublished matefial’
gathered in the annually administered Follow—up Study by
the Maryland State Department of Education, Division of
_Research. i Y ‘ c
. S . ] . - .
Note: The percentages after 1970 are estimates obtained from-

survey.data representing resporises from over 50% of the’

graduating classes. ~ -~ . '
¢ * S T |
Note; Figures for 1971 and 1972 can be broken down to show R
racial breakdowns. S
] - o, . ‘
1971 N 1972 | :’41
BIAGK  WHITE  BIACK  ° WHITE -
- = - e Ty — £
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e ‘Tablé 8 - Percentage Increase oOr, Decrease in:H.S. Sehiors in the
., .Baltimore Standard Metropolitan Statist/'/cal Area, 1968-1980.
l‘. ) S bR 8 ' ‘ . ‘ . L. . . Y o ’ , ' R
S ACTUAL * /PROJECTED  PROJECTED
) ' J * CHANGE CHANGE CHANGE )
\ Counties in SMSA © . 1968-1972 1972-1976 . . 1976-1980
h Anne Arundel - +22% / +28% . -6% = "
) Baltimore City +11% + 9% - ( -5% :
Baltimore County . +22% . +16% +12% ‘
Harfoxd, . +29% +26% + 1% hRE
. Howard ‘ +35% - +55% . R +17% :
’ SOURCE: Maryland State, Department of Education, Division of Reseaxchs
- \ ) N . ! o, ' P ¢
. ) o /
: Y. N\ o . :
e ! a o
1 - . \ /w
> . ;" / . ) i
. . | -
/) . N
L e . \ » )
- - ‘ ‘ ‘ ) 1] )
[ q\a
/ . ) ;
~ ’ . % (]
© . Al ) v“ ,
: v ) -3 ) \"
¢ * . ! & e
- * h e »
) . o
- - \ 42
~ k" ) 4’ ‘ .
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» / A ) i ¢ N : s

/Number of High School Seniors in State of Maryland, 1968-1983.

-

, Actual Actual ~‘//y/" ‘ '
- - g Figure Fiqure Projegted Projected Projected
S e ' v 1968 1972 19776 - Wl980 1983

\ - i . :
- State of Maryland (Public) 42,631 51,546 61,027 62,002 56,895
~State.of Maryland (non- * . . . o
‘Public) 6,052 6,408 NA NA - © -NA

B =1
v

I's

ngh School Seniors by 7 .

Cduﬁ‘yﬂ?ubllc Schools only) 7 <
Allegany 1,276 1,27 3d% Y 1, 299 " 1,226
Anne Arundel .. -, 3,170 - 3,872 4, 954\/> 4,681 .4,566
Baltimore City ., 7,346 - 8,14 +>+! 8,865 8,406 7,475
Baltimore County \ 7,402 8,996 10,412~ .11,677 9,168
Calvert - | . 250 . 301 42 -394 - 397
Caroline . 285 318 359 381 - 364
Carroll o : 767 993 ¥,367 1,513 1,552
. 583 7744 /890 977 -. ,- 906
\\tn§§1e£\“\\\\\ . 483 645 1,055, . 1,218 ‘1,201
Dorchestexr 362 , 395 .47 428 417
Frederick" ) 1,067 %,311. 1,559 1,353 1,961
Garrett ¢« -+ 295 ° ,w,311 . 399°  ° 448 | 431
Harford : | 1,243 1,609 2,028, 2,254 2,365
oward o 753 ‘1 017" > 1,577 1,845 72,329 ©  ~°
Keat - - 208 .. 217 ' 295 2634/ Vo236 -
Montgomery S 7,142 ‘9,176 10,174 9,630 8,382
Prince Georg ‘ ' 6,414 8,129 .. 10,147 .. 10,256 9,177
Queen Anne's s 246 - .. 271 - 334 334 ] 321 ’
St. Mary's . 438 - 555 759 880 911
Somerset © . » 263" 270 283 305 T 333
Talbot L , | 250 - 291 / . 345 349 308
Washington ~ ' .1,339 1,519 1,589 1,697 1,51f
Wicomico . - - | © 672 .. 789 D65 . 960 910

Worcester. - \ \;// 377 400 . - 475 454 441

o . IS

Source: 1968 data obtalnea from: Maryland State Departmeht of Education.
' Annual Report #1033, Table 46. K - A

)

ylgures for 1972,1976, 1980,and 19 3 were takénéixpg unpublished
data supplied by the Maryland State Department of Education, //'
'‘Division. of Research. . .

v ) gurea on Nonpubllc Schools was obtalned fro the Maryland Departnent

' ’ of Education, Dividion-of Research. This is unpublished mat ﬁlal,
and the Department‘ f Education does not progect igures f
Non-public educat“1 13 /

N

.
’ . .
‘o .
. . ) ' - Y, /
O
R N
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