) " -
r 28

, L o

B .

A U= e
2 Lt e

MY




DOCUMENT RESUNE = : L
ED 138 220 -

o . .. BB OB 92 .

" AUTHOR ,iPidler, ‘Paul P.; And Others :

‘TITLE o Profile of USC (University of South Carolina)

- , Bntering Preshnen, Fall, 1§76._Resehrch Notes Nnnber

- . -34-77. . . :

INSTITUTION. . South Carolina Unlv., Colulbia.

PUB DATE ° ', Apr 77 .

NOTE. : 319 : ~

AVAlLABLE PROH 2cademic ‘Planning Offace, University of South
Carolina, Cqunbia, South Carolina 29208

;-
-,

.
EDRS -PRICE  MF-$0.83 HC- .$2.06 Plus Postage. = ' -
DBSCRIPTORS -Age; Agpiration; College Choice; *College Preshlen,
© College- Majors; *College Students; Comparative L
. "Analysis; Educational Interest; Grade Poipt Average,
Higher Edugation, Housing Patterns; ZInctome;
NCR Institutional Research; National Norms; Political
T . © Attitudes; Race; Religion; Research Prgjects; School .
v ' Surveys; *sState Universities; *Student Attitudes; . .
S Lo *Student Characteristics; Tables (Data) . '
IDENTIPIERS .-*Cooperative Institutional Research Program' $ o~
R . *University’'of South Carolina N s
ABSTRACT .

5 During the 1976 summer and fall orientation progranms,
a questionnaire vas administered to 2,190 students (75 percent) of-
“the entering freshman class. The survey vas’part of the American
Couhcil on Education's Cooperative Institutiénal Research Progral,
The survey report presents a conparative analysis of the various’
demographic data, opinions, and projections of the class. Comparisoms
are made vith national norsms by_racgkand by sex vhen it is deemed
significant. Eleven areas of intere are considered: age, race, ’ .
average high .school grades, highest degree ant1c1pated (at any Te
institution), reasons for college choice, parental incone, .probable

. major, religious preference, political orientation, expectations for
the future, and fall-term residence. Data are presented in tables,"

with some not%s. (MSE) ° ] o . _ -

.

f'

***t*t*t**tt**t****#t**t*tt*t*t*t*t**t*t***tt*tttt#*ttt*t*tt**t**tt#**t
" Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished ¢ *
materials not available: frqm other.sources. ERIC makes every effort *
to obtain the best copy available. Nevertheless, items of marginal *
reproducibility are often encountered a is affects the quality *
of the microfiche and hardcopy,reprodugtions ERIC makes available .. *
.

*

=

*

via the ERIC Document Reprodué%‘on Sexfvice (EDRS). EDRS is not’ :
responsible for the quality of the original document. Reproductions

suppiied by EDRS are the best that can be made from-thesoriginal.
*t##*t**#t**t****t**t*******t********t#*****t*t*tt**t*#*tt*tt**tt*tt#

£% _,

L 3K B 3R BE BE NN BE BE N

\:



. B K \’ ) . N ._-: v
§ . o : o, . .
. b e T .
A o : : 3 -
B I : " h
L 3 T
» - ’
- - . . N ) . -
. y v " . C s ;
! ] , . N ’ e M .
. A o T . N
. ) -
. R t s LY . e . 4 !
. (_:' i . ‘ ’ ;- _ A B
- LI
. . . Lo ~ . K -
Coas LA ¢ L . . ]
N ¢ - X .
. > .
' . . , s . .. \ - e
. ’ - ,' ; v " N - ’\’
B - Y . o
1 R \ N o . ~
. i 4 = . b .
n ~ . .-
. Y Ao A . sy
. ) .y N . : . i
» . . - e, oL
D|4 - N . |' >
N . . . . T :
<« ) P ° * T n
N : EAN . .
. . . ' ) ) J.'\
, N e Co
~ ) < “ ) ° : «
. B . K v b -
i . - . x-/ .
' b .‘ - . .
. ) RN : ) - T
.. . . . . .
. . ‘ » -® 4‘ g
- . [ " Y
LS . Al .
- .t 3 ' .
LWy . -
, ‘e .
o) - . '
{""‘; ) N ) y R
. .
, N . o i ) .
. . . ) .
- ! S { i
. , - /- % _ .. a *
o
N ’ e .
1
. ° . (“
. y . B .
- . ) .
’ e ' “
A . 4.’ - )
- - — ’ ' .
) . . .- R . N
AN US DEPARTMENTOF HEALTH, *
[V E . EDUCATION A WELFARE [ teb e
AR A NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF -
N\ (EDUCATION ’ . “o
. " THMIS DOCUMENT MAS BEEN REPRQ- ) ! ' i\l *
e DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED FROM . * . s y.
i . YME PERSON OR ORGANIZATIDN ORIGIN- - ot ; R
Q., ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR- OPINIONS D S
- STATED DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE-? . ! . ' ) L
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF N . e ! e ¥
U e meever e ACADEMIC PLANNING OFFICE S
= UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA . A
. \J ;
1) COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA 29208
) : o _ -
N . \
: R ‘ . .. : 2 . »: ‘ !
- s « , . . ‘" ) ¥ .
Q . ¢ ‘ . . .
ERIC - -
—n P

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




P ! b4 T A % N ] -
. .
NI SR *Y .
* ] - <
N > = e - e ’ L - [
Y .
R P [} . , e
3 - . .

FN N j
. - ' . i i
. . ' 54 N 1.0,
'y ~ , ~ P ' ;
- . B . a N -, . ' , ’
- . .

. T.
.

.o . .- 7 " SUBJECT: Profjle of. U%C Entering’ . : , o
/ Lt T . Freshmen, fall, 1976 . £ . ]

T, .o o e -*- . .. L K ) ‘t. . ‘ . - .
P v o s o Ll
" . ’ ‘ . LI (- » ce * . ’
[}

ST T IRESEARCH NOTES N U477 - April, 1977 o
et e v P N 2T A . R ‘
LA : . . / .‘. . oo -. . } . o L.

e

3
N]
ST

pa

I
>

‘4

»

1

’ *t
13

.

o

-
by
-
s\\
.
s
“at - -

S R T I Y s e 3 1 7 P2 BT

. e
-3 ) A .

N v
N . f
- . ]

<

i -, < 3 _ . . o o : "
. Principal Researchers: - Dr. Paul P. Fidler ' .
Tt e _ : ' - " . Academic Planning Officer

s} -

Ms. Barbara Aﬁiey
Gradudte Research Assistant N

' Ms. Eunice Ponder
§5x Graduate Latern
Y N ) " . T
N
R
' . - P .(
< . a [ 4
L ] N . ‘. !
X 9. - ) . -
\ . . '
~ » . \ ' m - 3
. > ! ‘
\ . - : = ’
. v ' 4




LT

~

%
o,

ACADEMIC PLANNIN OFFICEﬁ

I . . ©
| ‘ , : | e g

Research Notes . o . % b ' ‘
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L Subject; U.S.C. Freshmeﬁﬁgﬁ:file“- Fall, 976 - . g S \ ' T
. \ . i " N . ] " ‘r
. Nature and Scope of the Stqu ) o »

' uring the l976 summer and fail oz/éntation programs, a questionnaire pre—

. including 51 universities also participated in this continuing nataona]

) questionnaire

»9 - Future ¢-timations

1

pared by the Ameri%ad"CounCii on Education (ACE) was administered‘to 2,190

. ? :
students (approx1mate1y 75”)-of the entering freshmen class at the University

of“South~Carolina (usc). A tota] of 393 1nst1tutions of higher education _

study of” higher education sponsored by ACE"s Cooperative Inst1tut10na1 Re-

search Program.

. i

The foi]oWing stqdy presents a comparative-analysis'of,the Yarious demographio
data, opinions and projectiohs oi'the entering‘freshmen class at UJS.C. during i
Fa]] 1976 u. S. C entering freshmen were, compared as a who]e to the nationa1
norms; they were also compared by race for the first times - Sex differences \.
were reported wnere they appeared to be important .Eleven, areas of interest
were seiected for,this analysis from the originai 52 areas contained in the

1 These areas were se]ected to provide a COmposite profiie '

of the entering freshman at USC, Fa]] 1976 Each area is presented in

v f ~ : . )
tabular form and followed by cOmments,to high]ight the major comparisons..

. : . ' . ) \‘.
N ) . ’ v : .
~ . R .
o - . ‘ .

1. . R A .
“*The eleven areas of interest which were considered are:

?

- Age by’ December 31, 1976 L . .
' - Racial. background ' ‘

. Average grade in high schoo]

- Highest degree planned anywhere
- Reasons noted as very important in se]ecting this college
- Estimated parental income !

- Probabl2 major field of study
- Current religious preference ,
- Political orientation ’

. - Residenc: planned during fall term . -
3 ) o >
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A COMPARISON OF AGE 0F‘6SC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UN;VERSITY NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE

! .

uUsc - UsC. USC.  NAT'L

. Age by Dec. 81, 1976 - _ BLACK-  WHITE -UTOTAL  NORMS
T 16 or younger B 0.8 0.1 ’ 0.2 0.1 |
( Y //~ R } 14.5° :5=8f n 7.2 ﬂ7 - 4.0
. . S e 740 735 . 79.9
19 S o - 12.5 7.2 163 183
20-25 - | T 1.2 2.5 23 15
" 26 or o]der. - N | 1.2 . 0.3 0.4 - 0.2
Conme)ts v |

1. The percentages of USC entering freshmen by age level were generally the same

_ as the national norms, although USC students were more dispersed over the’

- . total range of ages than were students nationa]1y.

2. USC entering freshmen were more likely to describe~theif age as 1e$s than 18
,and 19 and older when comparedgto national norms.. : )

. R ] \
3. A smaller percentage of USC efitering freshmen (73.5%) described their agé\a;
: "18" when compared to the natkonal norm of 79.9%. .

a

- 4. Among USC entering freshmen, black students were more likely to be younger

e than 18 {15.3%) than were whites (5.9%). In‘contrast, white students were
‘ . more apt to be older than 18 (20.0%)- than were blacks.(14.9%). - i
! ' ’ ' : A T
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‘ Tab]ejz

. v

. . ) B . . . . E o _" . . ] . :
A COMPARISON OF AGE OF USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY NATIONAL NORMS, RACE,

: . ) | |
St s T usc BLACK - use Wit
AGE BY DECEMBER ‘31, 1976 . o : _ M ¥ | M R .
16 or younger | o e o os 'o 1 [ 0.1
, o : s s : e _ o
o017 ' S "; T ) 11.0 16.8 - 3 0 L 8.8
18 _ T ' 76.0  65.8 <% 737 783
T . ’ { o M
19 L I ) ' 1. 135 . 18.8 ,_ 15.4
Y . L : . : o . ‘ . '. W .
& 20-25 P | oo : 0.0 1.8 4.2/ 0.8
' N o . . hd
26 br older . - e . - o.oe 1.2 " 0.20 7 0.4
Ny ' . . ’ . . . 4 . . .
h \ . { L
N _ Comments o .'~ ~ e R -
1. Female enter1ng freshmen were more likely to be’ younger than 18!both at USC and in the
This distinction held. for both black and white students at USC. _
2. J1m11ar ‘to the national norms USC white maTes were more apt tLan wh1te females to be 19
finding did not hold true for USC black freshmen, however.
L]
e
E I
- ) '.\;.
- N l - ‘ * -
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Table 3 .

- A COMPARISON OF RACIAL-BACKGROUND OF USC ENTER[NG FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY, NATIONAL NORMS

RACT'_BACKGROUND - B } o_s_g o N_A_T_L_N_Oﬂfj;
'Nhite/ancaéfan o o o .féd,f', ' ." | . 90;3 S .
Dategrooericn, ., 28 .0 v 69 B
'MTAmer1can Indfan o -‘? . : 0.3 ,%5“";r - 0]
-0r1enta1~__ | o , | . N 0.4\:‘ | , /';,' 14
| "hexfoan-dmericanlthfcano‘ . . 0 § B O.d E o
Perts Rican-Americhh\ - B o . '0.2‘ ER 03 L
e Y s _?'

Coments:
1, Approxrmate]y 85% of USC enterfng freshmen dascribed themse]ves as whfte/cauca51an compared to the natfonal
nmmsof903% ;

!
2 Approxfmately 13% of the USC enterfng freshmen descrfbed themselves as b]ack/negro/afro amerfcan compared to
“the natfonal norms of 6,9%. , 1.

\\

3 Students: Fron other racial backgrounds comprfsed about 4% of enferfng freshmen natfonalfy and 1ess than 2%
' of USC enterfng freshmen : .
. 4 | -

[Kc

PRrinrovinsn o . . 4 ‘ ‘ ‘ ' 4
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A COMPARISON OF AVERAGE GRADE TN HIGH SCHOOL.OF USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY

. ) NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE _ R
' . . e e TusC Usc Tt MAT'L L
A!ERAGE GRADE IN HIGH SCHOOL o BLACK ~ WHITE _ TOTAL . . NORMS
A oL 16.8 15.5 . 15.6 34.3
. E ! : , s : _ ,
- B T * , 63.7 " 62.6 - 63.1 . 56.6
C _ . = 19.5 r 21.5 1.1 - 8.9
. Dy .« 0.0 702y, 02  _0.1
: i ..'r' ' E . . ¢ o ; . \\ ” T'
Comments: B R ' o - 0
1. usC qnte?ing freshmen reported_an avefage gréde in high school of "A" consider-' .
. )ably less -frequently than the ‘national norms (USC 15.6%); National Ndrms (34.3%).
. ‘ 9 . . - -. ,’ \ B
2. USC entering freshmen were-more likely to report an average grade of "B" in
*_ high school than were their national counterparts (USC 63.1%); National Norms
. (56.6%). - | IR : o
3. Average grades in high‘schqol‘wére generally the same for black and white_Ugc

- _entering freshmen with overall.averages for blacks slightly higher. _ ~
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A COPARISON OF AVERAG %AJE I Gt SCHEDL OF LS ENTERING FREIEN B UNIVERSITY MATIONAL o, RACE M 61

LT e O L s
" AVEKAGE GRADE_ IN HIGH ‘SCHOOR " .- o , | |
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1, Fendles are'more 1ikely thqﬁ-m]es to have received an average grade of "A" in high school. -This finding .

- holdspoth for USC entering-freshnen and the natidnal uriversity.noms, - ¢ ot

. 2. Among USC entering freshnen, both black and whi‘t_é"femaﬂ\es Were ﬁore 2t to have received.an average grade -
~of "A"in high school than were their male counterparts.. In addition, they were Aess 1ikely td have recei\ved
a grade of "("., S S
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. . . -~ "$ . - " B . . . ‘ . ' ' | f .' \ .
.~ . A COMPARISON OF HIGHEST DEGREE PLANNED ANYWHERE FOR USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY URIVER——"
LR . o - SITY NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE ‘ S .
. B 1

. ., * ¢ - X . ’ . - o ' ._ a hd "‘ . et )
FOPESEN o\ . ousé T Tdse o use o NAT'L % T
L ﬁfﬁHES>\B£ﬁREE;PLANN£D ANYWHERE- - BLACK  WHITE . JOTAL., NORMS . <

None - . ¢ L 0.5 08 - 08 1.3 %
,\’Asgociaﬁ% (A.A. or equivalemt)._ S 4.2 '4.if_ Y 1.1
Bachelors (B.A. or B.S.) 26.0 » 43:5 41,2 « 34.2 -
. yMasters (M.A. orM.S.) 391 2.9 286  30.3
e .. M _ : . . ‘ ’ T =
Ph.D. or Ed.D. . _ A .11'6 9.0 9.3 11.9
. . LI . N i .\ - v ) . o ‘v '
Mfﬂ., D.0., D.D.S., or_D.V.M. e . 1.0 6.7 \ 6.8 12.0 -
L.L.B. or J.D. (Law) - - 9.8 .62, 6.6 7.2
"+ B.D. or M.Div. - Q\‘ o +0.5 0.6 0.6 0.3
. Other . - o 1.4 . 2.2 2.0 1.7
. Y . . B | \ .
_ ° v o R . . e, , . /
Commentsi . Lo ' L _
',.1. Compared to national norms, a smaller percentage of USC eﬁtering freshmen |
~ «planned # pursue all categories of post baccalaureate degrees listed except
"8.D. or M.Div." and "other." = . . . - L -
2. A higher percentage_of;USC enterinéffréShmen considered the Assogdaté dedpre
(or equivalent) to be the highest degree they woulgjobtain compared to ndtional -
. norms. ' - : N S - N
3. A higher percentdge (69.4%) of*USC black entering freshmen p]aﬁned to pursue
post baccalaureate degrees than USC white entering freshmen (51.6%). The per-
centage- for black USC entering freshmen is:higher than the national norms (63.4%).
N . l " . . / ' . v |
' ;o A
ﬁﬁ;wgf‘zﬁﬁgm)
— - o
v .. | | ‘
Y 13 e , ;
(X4 i v . | \ ‘ -
P w7 : ,ﬁ .
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4 GOPARISON.OF HIGHEST DEGREE PLAVIED ANIWHERE FOR USC. ENTERING FRESHHEN BY UNIVERSITY NATION: NORKS, RACE, MO SEX

—
v

— .
ATGHEST DEGREE: PLANNED ANYWHERE DS A
None | ', S - : L2 O;d | 05 1 f‘ “ 1.2 ; t.t

,,Assoéiate (A, or Equivalent) 3.5 0 A8 66 T LS
Bachetrrs (8.4 or B.5.) R <X B 29 w74 50.3', 6
sters Mhorhs) e o495 W4 By U _

X PhD or KD N 01K S X X R 1n.1,'._' Lo
D, no nns,ornvn S S R RTE 4'.,,1 M4 94

- LLB or D, (UW) - o ( 116‘ QSM 9,5 - 2.7 00 6l
B.D,.,orM.Dw‘. S | 1200 08 04 T 040

o o s 16 2w L
Comments: o F ,

l A Jarger percentage nf black nale (72,1%) and b]ack female (67 4%) entertng freshmen at USC p]anned to pursue
. post baccalaureate degrees than the university national noms (ma]e, 67.8%; female, 58.4%). |

. 2. Among USC entering freshmen fema]es were more apt than males to plan masters degrees While males were more
apt to plan doctorat@é and degrees in law and med1c1ne o

f .
(
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" & CONPARISON OF REASONS HOTED AS VERY INPORTANT I

Tl

A
. PO

| WATIOHAL ORHS, RACE, A S

"REASONS NOTED AS VERY THPORTANT IN.
SELECTITG THIS COLLEGE '

LY .

: Re]qtives wénted me tO'COmé here
Teacher advised meﬁ .
{ Hqﬁlgood acadenic reputation
 Offered Financial assistance
ot agcepted anywhere eisé,

“ Advicb of someone who attended |
Offérs ;pécia] education programs
s ottt : .

| Adviceo}"guidahce‘counselor
j*wanted to- Tive at home

| Friend sugéésted attending
Co]lege\representati}e |

Comments:

t

i

~the following reasons as very«important in se

I ERIC

|

"offered financial assistance”, "offers speci

1S 5 WL
Cowe W IR WS
BRE S} 0 84 81
AT S I
ETI T O T
| D TR LY
RANIRE o 0 21
Tmso we W0 B
g ar w5 %3
S omo o oms w2 1l
.3 YRy 5,6
L TR T
1.0 01 8T 5.6
W Y

al educatdon prograns”, and "advice of a-guidance counselor.”

N

\ SELECTING THIS COLLEGE FOR USC ENPERING FRESHHEN, BY UNIVERSITY

1. In c0mpﬁrisoh with the national norms, USC entering freshmen were less likely th@h the national norms‘@o cite
lecting their college choice: "has good academic reputation”

o



| Coments (continued)?

2,

] 'J' ’ ', )

ot
.

UsC enterfng freshmen were more 11ke1y than their nattonal counterparts to cite the fo]lowrng reasons s very
importantin selecting thefr co]]ege "friend suggested attending", "wanted to 11ve at hooe's and'! re]atfves

“'wanted me'to cone here." S

\
The reasons ]1sted most often by USC enterrng freshmen were: "has good academic reputataon” (37.74), "offers
spcial educationa] programs“ (22.5%), "advice of soneone, who attended" (14, 0%), and "has Tow tuition’ (13 21).

gyt

P

.- USC black enternng freshmen ere, more frke]y than whttes to be 1nf1uenced by o good acadenic reputatron - finan-

cial-assistance”, "special education programs » "low. tuition's "advmce—of ghidance counselor ) re]atfves,wanted
e to come", "college Yepresentative", and "teacher advised me," Reasons noted more often by whites were'

adv1ce 'of someone who attended“‘and "frfend suggested atténdrng | S . "-h'



TabTe 9,

. A COMPARISON OF ESTIMATED PARENTAL INCOME FOR USC ENTERING F‘ESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY

e

., . , NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE
' - - usC - usC e s wamL c
W - ESTIMAIED PARENTAL INCOME* . . BLACK - WHITE TOTAL . NORMS'
Less than 56 000 e 28.3 3.5 ' 68 5.1
6, ooo - 9,99 T s AN N 7.3 E
10, ooo 1999 e \67.0 1O 194 189
. 15,000 - 26,000 . 156 .32 31,7 . 328 -
25,000 - 34,999 . - . ., &8 207 186 1.3 .- )
.. '3ﬂmq¢4%%9f ' T X R 8.5 9.6
50,000 or more ’ SR 0.0 = 7.2 ;6I3 8.3
*The ACE data were d1v1ded 1nto ﬁourteen 1ncome 1eve15, 'For ease of conparison,
o the Tevels were combined into the above levels. e
o S B o
’ Comments | . Co
1. Percentages of USC enter1ng freshmen in var1ous parentaT income categor1es \
’ are similar to the nat1ona1 norms. R .
. 2. usC b]ack entering freshmen were more apt tQ report lower narental incomes fx‘“T“

. than USC white entering freshmen. Only 10.2% of white students reported parental
incomes lower than $10,000 as compared to 49.8% 'of black students reporting ‘
mparentaT incomes of Tess than$10,000. - : . ‘ . |

-3. None of the USC b1ack enter1ng freshmen gave their estimated parenta] income :

~as $50,000 or more compared ‘to USC white entering freshmen (6.3%) and national
norms (8 3%). -

-11- - o - .




" ‘Table 10

L . | o .
A COMPARISON OF PROBABLE MAJOR FIELDS OF STUDY FOR'USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVER:
. - " SITY NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE . "= *
L e ©ouse c o use use AL
PROBAB! 2 MAJOR FIELDS OF STUDY BLACK ~ JHITE “TOTAL  NORMS
, Scienferand Math© - T 7.2 106 < 103 176
Social Jﬁd gehavioral Science 116 0.6, 49.9 0 106
- Arts and’Humanitjes_: S v s f-f'éio S8l 9.8+~
. Educatjon, S T 9.1° 7.4 | 1.6 s 6T
. obusinesst .0 D22 pF 2.8 25 - 157
~ Epgfnee?ing. /:‘ ; o .‘ o 7;?"-{ ”5259;, | ‘7.2;5', 011h9 "!
 Health Pro;essjoﬁs_ ! . | 10.0 :'10}8 _’110;8 | g1 . &
o Qtﬁér Fields (Technical) - o | + 5.0 4:0vu. 41 5.7 i
. Other Fields {Non-Technical) '<} R 10.0 u‘llbi§-A. 10.5
" Undetided /Ar T VA B 87, 86 50
| : y N ; ;
Commen"ts:'x .‘ S L : T .

J 4

1. The peréentages of USC entering freshmen entering the different major 4ie]ds
* of study:'were generally the same as the national norms, although USC ‘percent-
ages were higher than national norms for business, the health professions,
and "undecided"-categories. . Y .
. I ’ ’ . . ‘
2. 'USCpercentages were lower than the national norms for science and math and
engingering,categories; - L '
. . . ' ) /
3. The percentages of USC black entering freshmen ®ntering the different major
fields of study were geneﬁa]]y the same as the percentages of USC white
- entering freshmen, with minor differences. Black percentages were "higher
for education and other fields (non-technical) categories, while white. per-

centages were higher for science and math and arts and humanities categories.
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A COMPARISON OF CURRENT RELIGIOUS PREFERENCE FOR. USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY

- ~ NATTONAL RORMS ARD RACE
e . ) . _ E .
. v o . o K '
’ . 7 : 3 . * 1 -
NG o y Usc ~ USC USC - NAT'L
CURRENT RELIGIOUS PREFERENCE* - BLACK  WHITE  TOTAL-  NORMS
: ~N - ) L N L -
Protestant - oo 82.8 70.8 . 71.8 . 45.0
Cathofic A | 4.6 .- 16.9 15.7 31.9
- P - . . EY . . : - .
Jewish. L 80 2.9 5 6.9

2
: ‘ ) A
Other Relfgions 7.1 "3} LA
7

0 116

*Protestant dincludes: Baptist, Congregationeft , Lutheran, Methodist, -

Presbyterian, Quaker, Seven Day-Adventist, and other. Protestant *"Other" consists
‘of Eastern Orthodox, .Latter Day Sa1nts (Mormon) Muslim, Unitarian- Un1versa11st
and religion (other) , ,

¥

J
(] .

, . . ) ) ) ) B

- Comments: ~ L " .': ‘ |
. . .
J_l,. usc enter1ng freshmen were more likely to bg Protestant (71. 8%) and. 1ess 11ke1y
. ... tobe Catholic (15.7%), Jewish (2.5%),.other religions (3.1%), or hold no

religious preference (none 7 O%) when compareJ to national norms..

‘ i. Black USE entering freshmen (82. 8%) were more ‘Tikely than wh1te freshmen (70. 8%)>

to be Protestant . ; ¥ ) -

3. White USC entering freshmen were more I1ke1y to be Catholic and Jew1sh than
. T USC b]ack enter1ng freshmen
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S Table'12 Ea

. A COMPARISON OF POLITICAL ORIENTATION OF USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY

‘

SRR | NATTONAL NORMS AMD RACE

. ,. : - S . ) .

- - UsC - USC USC - NAT'L
' POLITICAL GRIENTATION ~ 3 BLACK  WHITE ' TOTAL NORMS

Far Left _ o Coae 15 1.8 177

Liberal = - 312 5.9 267 29.2
Middle-of{the-road_' ;” :\ - . .57.1 o 56.0 156.1 526

" Conservative 8 S 69 . 156 143 15.8
Far Right_k; B o 12 1.0 0 0.7

_ Comments: o f'I:;f - | ‘ o _—

o

- 1} 'P011t1ca1 or1entat1ons of USC entering freshmen were dérticu]ar1y .close to
-~ . the national norms' with most students descr1b1ng their pos1t1ons as "mlddle-
of the road." "

- . : ' - : &

" 2. USC entering black freshmen described themse]ves as more Tiberal while USC
SN enter1ng wh1te freshmen descr1bed themselves as more conservative

A
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..~ A COMPARISON F POLITICAL ORIENTATION OF USC ENTERING FRESHEN BY UNIVERSITY ATLONAL WOR'S, RACE, WD SEX

\

i Lo
PLITIOAL ORIEVITION A BT ML
S T R A T A
CoRelft . a3
R S wmemr . mame w2 Al
 Mdeoftersd SRS ES BT RS 83 63
tosenatie W14 WS WE B3 A0
CReRgt v M 182 L0
‘; \ ‘ . . " : " ‘I "'. ’ ‘ ! " .| ',’ ’ va \ .
t) \ , “ o ) S L o :
: ;o . P R hy
Coments: I T o o ,

1, Mhen compared to fenales, ma]es Were more 11kely to hold Tiberal or conservative views. However black
. females ere Somewhat more Tikely to hold extrene views than black males\
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TébIe 1,

. R CONPARISON OF PLANNEU RESIDENCE FOR FALL TERM IJF USC ENRERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY NRTIONAL NORMS RND RACE |

] y o .
‘-\ ’ ' v.:‘;‘ R § " o Vo o ‘ . '
o DL A ise ., Use o - NATIL
. ‘RESIDENCE PLANNED DURING FALL TERM : BLACK  °© WHITE ~ JOTAL NORMS
'_N1th parents or re]at1ves o .I. S 1 RS NN . SRVA I
* Other prlvate home or apartment . o | j 8.2 4.9 T 2.6
. : N '-\_ ‘I'a'i ..‘ N L " - ' ) 4 ' :
o CoIIege dorm1tory T 60.5 835 62.8 - 764 |
:I"'.Fratern1ty or soror1ty house | o 'O.Q\ o - 0.6 05 0 . 11 |
';‘ ‘Other campus hous1ng . B -L' .08 08 0d \ %QRIRP.,Z;O
Ot ' . : .
o o o - , o . o ’
" _AOther v 0.0 - 0.6 - 05 0.3
Comments: - N K' L . | .
‘ ' ¢
0 Iove ina co]]ege dormitory than the
(17, 6%) to live with

o
|

,‘_ 1. When compared t
‘ (76.4%), hovever, mc”ﬁmm(mzﬂwmemmlmﬂymmnanImms

o national norms USC freshmen®(62.8%) were less I1ker t

. national norms
parents or- reIat1ves

2.+ USC bbeek and wh1te freshmen reported s1m11ar plans for res1dency with bIacks (8 ) somewhat more I1ker to
I I1ve in private homes or apartments than whites (4.9%). m . . |

N T



.7 Table 15 T '_ﬂf

A COMPARISON OF FUTURE ESTIMATIONS MADE BY USC ENTERING FRESHMEN BY UNIVERSITY

L S "~ NATIONAL NORMS AND RACE
. R S : '
» STUDENTSIESTIMATE . CES ARE T usc - . usc - - NAT'L
, VERY GOOD THAT THEY WILL N BLACK WHITE = TOTAL = NORMS
Change major field of study a1 187 149 1.2
L‘f_Changelcareer choice- - . 5.4 - 14.£< 13.3 | 13.7
. Get a job to péy coIIege erpenses y 29.3. , 82.5 32.1 41.§'
Work at outside'job ., 2.1 192  19.9  18.0
Join a fraternity'or sorority - 105 24.3 23.6 "19.3
Be eleeted to‘an honer society 5.9 4.6 4.8 - 9.7
_Graduate with-hongrs 86 71,2 7.8 13.2
) Make at least a "B" average ’i ’ - 31.4 ‘_33;3 | 33.3 47.6
- Need tutoring in éome.epurses )j IZ.G 5.0 5\?.3 6{7
Seek vocational counseling 7.1 . 5.0° 5.2 8.1
Get'a bachelorts degree : :‘ L ‘:i 72.8 5.75.1i: .‘;74.9= :i ~39.5 _
- Transfer to another éo]lege 4.1 7.7 T *13 0 109
Be satisfied with coIIege - o els | 59.2 §9.5 56.7
‘F1nd a Job 1n preferred field i g 59.5 o 67.7 . ,i 66.8 . 62£2
: Marry w1th1n a year after coIIege_§, - 14.5 ;IB.O | 17.6 15.6
Comments: ’

1. Approximate]y_,s% of USC enter1ng freshmen estimated that chances were very
’ good that they would "get a bachelor's degree"; over half (59.5%) reported
they would "be satisfied.with cdllege"; and 66.8% est1mated they would probably
"find a Job 1n a preferred f1e1d " :
D S N ot - SN :f - R

1 2.7 when compared to nat1ona1 norms a lower percentage of USC enter1ng f;:;hmen B

Ty

« estimated that chances were very good tHat they would "get a Job to college
t expenses” '(USC 32.1%; nat1bna1 norms 41. 6%).
253
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. Comments (cont1nued) e ‘ , v o e I
- '3. S11ght]y more  USC enter1ng freshﬁen (23. 6%) est1mated that chances were very
good that they would "join a fratern1ty or sorority” when compared to thel";'”ﬁj
. nat1ona] norms (19.3%). e

4. A much sma]]er percentage of USC enter1ng freshmen when compared ‘to national
© . norms. est1mated that chances were very good that they would “"make at ]east a
"B average , "graduate with honors", or "be e1ected to an -honor soc1ety

5. A Tower percentage of usc enter1ng freshmen (5.2%) est1mated that chances were:
- . very good that they wou]d “seek vocational counse]1ng" than the national norms

o (8. 1%) n
6; Uusc enter1ng freshnen .were somewhat more ]1ke]y than the national norm§ to /7.
estimate that chances were very good: that they would "marry within a year :
_after co]]ege o . B ,

- 7. USC b]ack freshmen (i4 6m stimated chances were very good that ‘they would
( . "need tutor1ng in some cd\rses"” more often than d1d USC white- freshmen (5.0%)..
\ -
. -8, More USC wh1te entering freshmen (32 5%) estimated that chances were very~ good
v that they would "get a job to pay college ex enses" than USC black entering :
: freshmen (29. 3%) but were less likely (19‘2%§ to "work at an outside JOb" than
' USC b]ack freshmen 22 k% - . »\ _ R S
9. ' USC black freshmen (5.4%) est1mated chances were very good that they wou]d )
' "change caxeer cho1ces“ ]ess often than vhite USC freshmen (14. 4%) N

- 10.-A lower. percentage of USC black freshmen (59. 5%) est1mated that chances were
- very good they would "f1nd a JOb in preferred f1e]d" than did .USC wh1te <
freshmen (67 7%). s , . s

L3 . . -

11. More USC white freshmen (15;7%) estimated that chances were good they wou]d
. "change major f1e]d" than d1d USC, black fr‘shmen (9.1%).

v .
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S\UMMARY o

Ay

. Prof1le/- The typﬁca] enter1ng freshman at USC for. Fa]l 1976 was:

18 years of.age

Trug L

a wh1te-caucasxan

a "B" studént in high school

~

1]

- p]ann1ng to ach1eve at least a bache]ors or masters degree

"~ likely to have
.1t 0

a protestant

“mlddle -of- the

selected USC for its good academ1c reputat1on and because

S spec1a1 educat}on programs

a buslness, health or non- techn1c§T\f1e1d maJor "~\>

¢

road" po]1t1ca11y ] | c o

- residing in a colle e-dormitor '
¢ g 9/,\_ Y -
_:.; Profw]e - Compared with entering freshmen nat1ona]1y\?sc enter1ng freshmen were:

."1

' 1ess Tikely to
Tlikely.to have

“less likely to

college cho1ce
more 11ke1y to

generally less

--degree

more ‘1ikely to’
11ke1y to have

have ma1nta1ned an "A" average in hvgh school but were more
ma1nta1ned a "B" average

c1te "good academ1c reputat1on“ as a reason in mak1ng their
be black

. o
~- <

confjdent academicaliy‘and less 1ike1y.to seekﬁan adVanoed

be Protestant 1ess 1ikely to be Roman Catholic and more
a re11g1ous preference

- more. 11ke1y to live w1th parents or reTat1ves and 1ess 11ke1y to 11ve in
a college dorm1tory . .

- more 11ke1y to rece1ve support from part -time emp]oyment"
/ , ’ / . N
e s ! o CoE
¢ ' :, :'m

;Fﬂ;. 3().

O R . .__v e -19- ) ' -




A COMPARISON OF FALL, 1976 BLACK AND WHITE USC ENTERING FRESHMEN

.,black freshmen were. younger B | o [

1

IE

b]ack freshmen were more 11ke1y~to p]an pOst bacca]aureate degrees‘

b]ack .freshmen est1mated parental 1ncome as much- less than that of wh1te

f freshmen 5

.black and wh1te freshmen had genera]]y the same average grades in h1gh schooT'

black freshmen were more. 11ke1y to be. 1nf1uenced by "good academic reputa-
tat1on“ and "offered f1nanc1a1 ass1stance“ when se1ect1ng Usc.

b]ack students'were more 11ke1y to choose education and ‘non- techn1ca1
fields as probable major.fields of ‘study wh11e white freshmen chose science
and math and arts and humanities. : v : . o

¢
Y .

- white freshmen were more 11ke1y to be’ Catho]1c annkdew1sh _ . o ]

L

b]ack freshmen were more 11ke1y to have a 11bera1 po]1t1ca1 or1entat1on

black freshmen were more 11ke1y to T}ve 1n pr1vate homes OF apartments

14

white freshmen were more 11ke1y to est1¢ate that chances were’ very gopd that -

they would "change major field", "change career choice", "Jo1n a fraternity
or sorority"; “transfer to anbther co]]ege“, and "f1nd a job in. 3referred
fie]d" i _ A L 3 ~\

black freshmen were more 11ke]y ‘to est1 ate that chances were very good that
they would "need tutoring in some course ", "be satisfied w1th‘co]1ege", and
"work at outs1de “job" . . / :

T e







