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Residence and Migration of College Students

Over the last decade, there has been little regard for the enrollment patterns
of students. Now, however, these patterns are increasingly cf interest to
colleges, universities, state-level agencies, and legislative and executive
staffs. The interest of these groups will grow as they develop policies to
deal with the threat of. unstable and shifting enrollments.

There are a variety of factors that influence enrollments in higher
education. One of these factors is the deMographics of the traditional
college-age population. Trends now,show that a 24 percent decline in this
population can be'expected over the next decade (WICHE 1979). Some regions of
the country will be affected more sharply than others. A second important
factor related to enrollments is the participation rate of the populetion going
to college. The participation rale, of the traditional college-age students,
18 -21 year olds, peaked in 1974 at 33.5 percent and then decreased to 31.9'
percent by 1979 (Tierney forthcoming). A third factor that influences
enrollments, and a factor that is sometimes overlooked, is the mobility of
students. This number has'graduelly been changing since 1949. A greater
proportion, of students now remain in their.home states for their college
education.

fhP_th_jrd_faCtorlike the 5econd, is onethat_can be_effected by_
educational policieS:- Granted the-important role of economic issues such as
the cost. of transportation; it is also true that educational policies such as
those rslating to out-of7state tuition rates, admissions preferences,and
specifics,of student aid policies (for example,4ortability of state-funded
student assistance) will clearly influence the extent and the direction.of
student migration. Th1S:report attempts to show current residence and
migration patterns and suggests how these data can be useful.

The National Center for Education Statistics (NCES).conducts a survey' at.
irregular. intervals entitled "The Residence and Migration of College Students."
This survey reports the numbers oftstudents eprolledin each institution .from
each state. The most recent ;data now available were gathered as part pf the
Higher EduCation'General Information Survey (HEGIS) of 1979-80 It will be
some time before the data froM the most recent survey, fall 1981; are
available. Rarevious years in which the residence data were:collected are 1949,
1958;1963, 1968,°1972, and 1975.

Thd data collected inthe' fall 1979 survey differ from the data collected
in'previcuS years. In past surveyS data were col,lected for all studeats
enrolJed-in-an institution by leVel;Teeand:full-time or.part-fime status (Or
some variation of this). The fall 1979 survey collected data only on students
enrolled for the firs-I:UM in the reporting institution by level, and
full- time or part -time status. The.laCk'of consistency in the data collected
makes direct comparisons difficult. lt may be reasonable,.however;to make
general comparisons'of trends. The format of the survpV.used.in fall 1979 is

7to-bethe;baslc format of-fOrthCOMing-SUrVeyt.-:Thit year can serve, then, 6S
:tfie .base year for future analyses. See the glossary for the definitions used
in the 1979 survey.

N.
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For the 1979 survey, 94.4 percent of th0,3,188 institutions tlIpt wore sent

'questionnaires responded to the survey, NCES, estimated the enrollments for the

nonresponding institutions (Smith 1981).

Nature of the Data

Since public institutions usually charge out-of-state tuitions, and

Private institutions typically do not, public Institutions may have more

accurate records than private Institutions on home state residence. This could

"be reflected in"the data reported. The 'accuracy of the data will alo be

influenced by the students' integrity in reporting their residence. It is very

difficult to estimate the number of students who misrepresent their home state

in order ;to pay in-state tuition rates.

Determining residency for college students vresents difficult definitional

.problems. Generailrit is easier to examine the t.rldence and migration of

first-time freshmen than of other student levels. The majority of firSt-time

freshmen are the traditional college7age population (18 -21 year. olds) ' ;ho haVe

probably just graduated from high school. °The' data thc iy report for their home

state are likely to be more accurate than the data suppiled by students at

other levels. A studentenroling in graduate school will usually be.

ciassifjeCas a resident .of the state of his underr;raduate 'degree. The same

problem exists ._for transfer Students. FreqUently'a-sfudent wili-go out

first year, but complete ills education in his home state. Although

he.has been a resident of\thestat6.. he may be clelfied as an out-of-state

student.

Data fa part-time an fun-tim students have been combih4d into one

category for the purpose of this The majority of the svddents reported

will probably be full-time \tudents, since the majority of students do not opt

to attend an out-of-state. sc ool on a part4ime basis. Orie except 1..'i to this

rule is the commuter student -who lives near a state border am' attends school

in the neighboring state.

.Even though data on foreign students were.collected as pert of the survey,

these data were excluded from many of the analyses in t'riz: report. It is

believed that since eVery.state receives some foreignstudeni- enrollments, that

most states will have a net immigration: if the fereign and territorial

students are included (Wade 1970, This situation could distort the picture of

the migration .of students from State to'state, and it is the interstate flow of.

students-Which is the primary focus here. Thus, most of tableS include:

only the.50 states and the District of Columbia. In a niwber of cases, data .

Collected about stUdents going to\cr coming from the torritbries of American

Samba, Canal Zone, Guam, Puerto Rico, TruSt Territor ofthe Pacific Islands,

and theAlrgip Islands were elso excluded from the' analysis. Unless'it is

specifically stated' that students from foreign counftleS or i&ritortes are

included,. they. are excluded from the analyseS,. There is a briafsection

devoted specifically to foreign student enrollments.



Results from the 1979 Survey

The results from the 1979 Residenceftand Migration survey that we consider most

relevant to policy issues in higher education are included in this paper. For

other aspects of the survey, see the NCES.pUbilcation BgziiginciLarallign,d1.0

of Ccl1ng_3/ADDISLIa1 1_1929.

Figure 1 s a map of the net migration of fftst-time freshmeN. Net

migration is calculated for.each state using the following formula,:

Net Migration = in- migration - Out-migration.

'The figure is negative if the state is an exporting state (that is, if the

state, loses more students than it receives) and positive if the state is an

Importing state (gains more students than it loses). Although the net

,out - migration states are dispersed throughout all regions of the country, the

northand central regions lose' larger numbers Of students than other regions.

Table 1 ranks the states by net in-migration and net out- migration of

first -time freshmen. There are 17.states that.are net exporters of students.

.
Illinois is the only state ranked.among the top fiVe exporting states that is

not in,the northeast region,

Since 1938, 'New Jersey,' New York, I Clinois, and Connecticut have reported

substantial 'het losses of students'to other states (Steahr and Schmidt 1972).

The.1979 survey'continues the trend. These four states rank as the,top four

states in absolute numbers for the net out-migration of first -time freshmen'.

Note that the net migration from these exporting states is substantially larger

thae the.net migration, for the top ranked'importing states. For example, New

Jersey net exports 25,217 first-time'freshmen, whereas, North Carolina, the

le0ding'statesfor importing first-time freshmen, net imports 6,345 students.

Three of the top five ranked states for net In-migration of first-time

freshmen students are in the'Sodth:-North Carolina ranks first; Tennessee,

third;, and,Texas, fOurth. Massachusetts, a New England. state, ranks second,

with Arizona,(Southwest), fifth.

For all except five states (excludingAlask^0 and Hawaii), the largest_ ,

number of first-time freshmen out-migrants enrolled in a contiguous state. The

five exCeptionS and the states in which the largest number of their

out-migrants enrolled are:

Home Statq- Attended Colligag01

Colorado
Maine

_Montana_
Texas
Washington

California
Massachusetts
WasNington
California
-California



Note that two of those paOrs of states are almost contiguous (Maine and

Massachusetts, and Montana, and WaShington) and the other 1Vree pairs ore

western or southwestern states that export to Califernia. This suggests :that

the majority of.,studerrts who attend school out-of-sialc typically remain in

their own region of the country.

There are sevioral ratios that can be used to analyze the, migration of students.

TwQ rutloshavo been chosen for use in this paper:

(1) Numbor of students leaving
their. home state to enroll

Number of students
from that state enrolled
anywhere in the U.S.

= Out-migration Ratio

The out-'Migration ratio allows each state toAdetermine The percentage of

students IA is losing to other: states. As a' poilcy Issue, a state may decide

to try to decrease that percentage by retaining more resident students in the

state. Thit ratio will help a;state express its objectives for retaining

resident students in concrete terms, and'over time will help determine if stale

_ poilcies and actions intended.to_change the pattern show results.,

(2). Number of students
migrating into a state
Total- number-of-students
enrolled in the state
(excluding foreign
students)

In-migration Ratio '

The in-migration ratio shows the proportion. of out-of-state students '

'enrolled in a given State. This ratio,coUld be used by a state considering

raising out-of-state tuition. For example, if the in-migration ratio is high,

that is,' if out-of-state students are a signifiant factor in enrollment, the

state may want to assess carefully the impact of a tuition hike on those

students.

Examples of both ratios are given below, expressed as percentages, using

data for the state of Alabama.

(1) Therp.are 33,823 first-time, Alabama freshman (table 2) enrolled

within_andwithaut thPir heme_atate... 0:f_these

Alabama residents leave the state to study.elsewhere-(table 4).

Thus, ratio 1, the number' 0 students leaving the state to.the number

of state students enrolled is 8.0 percent.

California has the smallest. out - migration ratio (3.1 percent) for

f irst-t freshmen, w i th New HaMpsh_i_r_e_hav-ing---thelarge-st-(35.7.

per ceat-)-v-7----
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(2) Forithct.state R1* Alabame, 37,948 fIrstflme ,freshmen are enrolled In

the state (table 5).' 6,829 studoni:s enrolled n. AlataMe from °pother

state (table Thus ratio 2, the number of students coming Into 0

the state, to the stunts enrolled in ,the' stale is 118 percent.

Vermont and the District of Columbia, both with small populations".

have very high immigration ratios at 57..7 percent and 57.0'percent

respectively. .California with the-SMWest-out-mjgration ratio, also

has the smelliest in-mleratfon ratio at 4.3 percent....

Unctargr0.4101.1191LICADSigr Students

A map of the net migration tlf undergraduate transfer students enrolling in

the reporting institution for the first time is shown in figure 2. There are

27 states that are not exporting states for trensfer students. This includes

14 of the 17 exporting states for first -time freshmen, plus.'an additional )3

states. Montana;'.0klehoma, and Florida are the three states that, are-exporters

of first-time freshmen, but importers of transfer students. The turnabout

could be related to the probleff; of classifying a home state for transfer

Students.
%

The states exporting and importing first-time undergraduate transfer

students are ranked in table 6. For the 'five top-ranked, exporting states of

'transfer students, four of the five ranked among the top five statet for

exportilig first-time freshmen. 4

. ,

Texas is'the only State that is. ranked in.the top five states fdr

;mporttng both transfer and first -time freshmen students. Joining Texas.

ranked third) as importing.ttates are California, Oklahoma,11tah, and Alabama.

Oklahoma is listed as an exporting state for first-time freshmen.

For transfer students there is less variatjon'in the number of students

entering and.leaving the states, ,CoMpared to the pattern for first-time

freshmen. This disparity could be anotherexample of the difficulty in

ctassifying the home state.of trantfer students.

The two ratios discussed for first- tiire freshmen are also shown in tables

4.and 5 for undergraduate transfer students. The number of students going out

of state in table 4' and the number of gtudents migrating into the state ln

table 5 are listed under the Column labeled N. Ratios for each are in the

percentage column.
9.

Gradi(ate

The petmigration map -for graduate sfuden- shown in figure 3. ..A'

slight majority 127/:of statesprP.T.Pt_e*porfiri

enrohImeets. :Many -Of these 'States are afso.net_c,porting states for either

.freshmen or transfer students; however, three of the states -that. -are iarge_net

exporters of undergraduate students are net importers of students at the

graduate level. These states are Illinois, Michigan, and,Ohio.

Table 7 the states..4 ylhet migratioh ofgraduate students. New

Jersey and New ..roc are the leading exporting:states for first-tiMefreshmen,

transfer,-and graduate students.

;,Y1O.



As wiih lranbfer.iAudents, there L.. a more%ven dftfrIbutIcn. In in('

numbePs of students who aro In-migrants and the number of students wh,are

out - migrants. FOr example New Jersey, the loading net'exporting stagsta, has a 40

not migration ui 3,354. Thu PlOrict of ColLmbia, as the top- ranked not

Importing state, has a not In-migration of 1,938 graduates. ,

The two analytical ratios for gradu6te stOuents are shown In $ables 4 and

5. The number of In- and out,6migrant; are listed rnithe N column; the ratios
tt

are listed as .percontages.

Er.QisatdADA]
. .

The ranking of the states'for llu net mIgratIon of first-time professional

students'arofound in table 8. ThIrty-three of the stales ar2.dhet exporting

states for."these students. it Is not surprising that first-professional

.students migrate out'of state.ln view 6f.the unequal distribution of

opportunities for,professlonal
study across the states (Peterson and Smith.

)1970). For example, Colorado, Florida, and Louisiana do not have schools Of

optometry In their 'states; therefore, students must.leavgthose states if they

desire to study in that field. The anahNical ratios for the professional

students are found In tables 4 and 5.

UnclassifIesi...ltkonts.

Although the NCES survoy requested that the institutions report data on

unciass(fied students, the data will not be commented on In this discussion.

However, information reported on the unclassified students can be found. in

tables 2, 3, 4, and 5.

Total First -time Students

In the fall of 1979, 533,544 students migrated to an out-of-state

Institution. This figure includes only students migrating to one of the fifty

states or the Distrct of Columbia. The breakdown'of'the'students.by level

migrating out cf state is shown in table 9. The student's level'of study

appears to have a significant effect on the student's decision to enroll In. his

home state. As might be expected, first--professional students migrate out of

state proportionately more than any other leyel, followed by graduate students,

.undergrliduate transfers, and finally freshmen.

Fore) gn StsidDni EnEgiAvi'

Foreign student enrollments made up 2.4 'percent of'all new student

enrollments at institutions in fal1.1979. Table 10 lists the number of new

__foreign enrollments ih Fall 1979 131, state. Also rncluded In thistableare the

foreign student enrollments as a percentage of the'total state enrollment; the

range is from 0.3 percent in Alaska to 8.5. percent in the District of Columbia.

The second percgptage is foreign student enrollments, as a percentage *total_

foreignstudent enrollment in the United Stales.. Over 42 percent of the

first-time foreign student enrollment is concentrated in four states.

California is the leader enrolling 22.1 'percent of the total, followed by Texas

with 8.2 percent, New York with-7.1 percent, and Florida with 5.2 percent of

the Joreign enoliments. The other 58 percent of the foreign enrollments are:

widely dispersed throughout the remaining states.

6
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With respect to the aggregate number of ell of the. In-migrating students

(including foreign enreliments.) that enroll for the: first time al an

institutiory the private and public sectors enroll approximately the 'same

percentage of students. However, as table 11 shows, migration to a public as

opposed to derivate Institution varies according to region. For example,

student migrating into Now England is more apt to go to a private institution,

whereas to student migrating into the Far West will probably enroll in a public

institution. Tho reason for this may simply be that there Is a high
concentration of private institutions in Now England and proportlenately more

public institutions In the West. Private institutions, with a few exceptions,

may also have a relatively higher profile In'the East than in the West. In the

Groat Lakes and Plains, migrating students are about evenly.spili between

public and private institutions.

Using the NCHEMS taxonomy for citssIfyIng types of institutions, we can

see In table 12 that the largest portion (35.6 percent) of in-migrating
students, enrolling at an out -of -state institution attend a major doctoral

institution. (Mote thafall\students including foreign enrollments are

included in this table:) The\comprehensive, general baccalaureate, and
two-year classifications enroll, almost equal proportions of students, at 19.5

.,percont, 18X percent, and 18.24ercent respectively. Table 12 also provides a

detailed breakdown of migration by type of institution within geographical

region. For example, in New England, the Mid East, and the Great Lakes, less

than ten percent of the students who migrate attend a two-year school. In the

Far. West this number is over 40 percent.
Tables 13 and 14 provide adAlitional detail for the data in table 12.

These two tables list the number of. nonresidents (excluding foreign

enrollments) in each state by the type of institution and by control: public

oriprivate.

A compaMon of tables 13 and 14 reveals (total N) whether the pubf1C.or.

'private sector in such states attracts more out-of-state students. As might be

expected, Massachusetts, NeW York, Connecticut, and Pennsylvania heavily enroll /

Out-of-state student's in the private sector. Correspondingly, Arizona,

California,' and Texasjleavily enroll students, in the public sectors.

TabieS 13'and 14 show, by control of'the institution, which classification

of institution enrolls thq most students. In Arizona,'Cafifornia, and Florida,

an of which have large'pablic community college systems, over half of the

out -of -state students attending public institutions enroll In two-year

institutions. .146nderson (1977) identifies low tuition rates and the convenient

locations, of the two-year colleges as the attraction for. prospective students.

Just as tables 13 and )4 allow admini's'trators to know the types of

institutions in their stale to which out-of-state -tudents.are attracted,

tables 15 .and 16 allow administrators to know the types of institutions into

which students from their state are Migrating. Table 15 is,for the public

sector, table-16 is for the private. A comparison of tables 15 and 16 shows

that students from a majority of thi/states attend public institutions.

(



Changes OvOr Time.

The 1979 residence and migration data indicate that 87 percent of all

first-time students remained in their home state to study. This percentage

represents the latest in a series of.gradual increases in the proportion of

college students remaining in their hoMe state-since-1949 (Eiden-1977; Ltnney-------

1979) as shown in the following

Year

data

Proport_loh_EnrollgsLEDAtomrSffs11-9

1949 80%.

1958 81%.

1963 81%

1968 83%

1975 85%

1979* 87%.

*1979 data included only first-time students whereas previous years also

/4
Included continuing students. \ .

Why are more students choosing to attend collegewithin their home state?-

One reason might be the increased cost of going out of state. Tuition for

nonresidents has risen dramatically at many public institutions. The problem

is compounded.by:the increasing cost of living and travel costs to attend an

out-arstate institution. Fewer students may be able to afford college outside

of their home state:
.

Financial aid policies may also be a reason for fewer students leaving

their home state. There is often a stipulation in state-supported financial

aid that the aid is not portable to another state. Of course, this explanation

does not apply in the case of federal financial aid for 1979, but the future

cuts planned for federal aldmay impact the mobility of students.

Some state agencies and state institutions are aiso discouraging

out-of-state students from attending their schools. They have the philosophy

that .they must first take care of their own students. They may establish rules

for admitting resident students first, or as noted earlier, set very high

tuition rates fOr nonresidents. Some institutions also have set ceilings on

the_number_ot_out-ofmstaie_students that cat' be admitted.

-OtherHkevelS-Of:Analysls

. - .

Although this discussion has concentrated. primarily on data relating to

individual states or the country as a'whole, the residence and migration data

are also available and useful . at the institutional and intrastate levelsi

C1) _State_agenci,es may be_interested.in determinin'g_which particular

institutions are enrolling. the students who migrate coOtof state and

why. For example, it turns out that most of the-students ,who m

out of Minnesota attend institutions that are located within 50 miles

of the Minnesota border., One_factor thet undoubtedly contributes',

greatly to this situation is that Minnesota has complete tuition

.13



reciprocity with three of the contiguous states (NOrth Dakota, South

Dakota, NiScobs4n)_and a limited agreement with Iowa.

(2) An analysis by sector may also be useful. That is, when students

leave the state, in what types of institutions do they enroll -- public

or private Institutions, twoyear or baccalaureate colleges, or

research Ain Ivers it ii.E§-7

(3) At a somewhat higher level of aggregation, a state may also want to

know which states are enrolling its outmigrating students. As

mentioned earlier, most states export primarily to contiguous states,

which is not surprising; but what is the attraction of other,

noncontiguous states? Is it that they are also simply nearby, or can

other factors be identified?

(4) Institutions can, of course, analyze their own data to discover where

thei_r_students originate. Many institutions use data at the county

=level or other service areas in looking at the origins of instate

students.

In short, residence and migration data can be useful for analyzing

enrollments, or employing marketing strategies, or making policy decisions in

higher education. The data show patterns of student behavior that are

interesting from a number of perspectives and levels of analysis.

14
O



. Table 1' .

Net Migration of First-time Freshman Students. Rang ed by State

Fall 1979
0.

Rank

Exporting States

State Net Migration °

1 Nei Jersey -25,217

New York -15,243

3 Illinois -13,451

4 Connecticut, - 8,214

5 Maryland 5,082

6 Ohio - 1,918

7 Minnesota 1,880

8 New Mexico 1,.432

9 Nevada 1,391

10 Michigh - 1,336

11 Alaska - 1,241

12 Hawaii - 1,203

13 Georgia 900

14 Montana 565

15 Wyoming - 197

16 Oklahoma - 66

17 Florida - 38

Importing States

Rank State Net Migration

1 _North Carolina 6,345

2 Massachusetts 6,219

3 Tennessee 4,855

4 Texas 4,671

5 Arizona 4,579

6 California 4,527

7 ,District Of Columbia 4,132

8 Alabea , 4,125

9 . Indiana 4,096

10 Utah 3,951

11 Rhode Island 2,971

12 Kansas 2,597

13 West Virginia 2,588.

14 Vermont 2,236

15 Missouri 2,212

16 South Carolina 2,201

17 New Hampshire 2,174

18 Wisconsin 1,840

19 Idaho 1,596

20 Colorado 1,437

21 Oregon 1,341'

22- -Iowa- 1--- 1,336

23 Delaware, 1,109

24 Mississippi, 1,015

25 'Kentucky 997

26 Virginia 845

27.5 Louisiana 580

27.5 South.Dakota 580

29 ---Arkansas 481

30 'North Dakota 442

31 Pennsylvania 410

32 Nebraska

33 Washington

34



Total fiSt-time Students:« EnrCilled,by

Fall 1979

Stag: Freshmen

0

Undergrad

Transfers

First

Professional Graduate Unclassified

ALABAMA
ALASKA
ARIZONA

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

'CONNECTICUT
DELAWARE

:9,823
4,227

42,423

17;278

354,568

26,110

39,857

10,505'

'1,067

17,174

5,044

194,996

10,409

11,205

1,582

810

89

675

821

10,636

937

1,419

175

3,627

397

3,010

1,662

31,289

3,444

7,454.

755

642-0 L,072 448___ .1,291
.C.

FLORIDA 74,840 34;347 2,188 7,050

GEORGIA 34,103 12,218 1,226" --5705f--

HAWAII 9,904 3,922 305 951

IDAHO 9,348 2,448 204 956

:ILLINOIS 149,111 37;910' 4,274 14,763

INDIANA 42,327 8,647 1,181 4,878

:IOWA

'KANSAS

34;045
:28,372

9, 047

9,696 1 ;815737'

3,108

1,095

KENTUCKY 26,885 7,774 .1,031 3,770

'LOUISIANA 11,039 8,447 1,155 5,067.

MAINE 8,675 2,026 326 885

MARYLAND 46,591 12,107 2,349 6,518

:MASSACHUSETTS 78,115 16,324 2,706' 14,257

AIONIGA 111,279 16,839 3,243. 9,972

MINNESOTA 10,778. 1,798 3,616

MISSISSIPPI

.41;972

28,192 7,913 576' 2,298

:MISSOURI .42,874 16,01.4 1,376 ,
6,123

::MONTANA 7,328 2,321 193- 585

NEBRASKA 21,629 5,972' 730 1,625.

:"NEVADA; 5,328 2,700 150 296

LHEW HAMPSHIRE 8,062 1,698 213 1,370

NEW JERSEY 86,151 4,003 3,717, 9,351

NEW 'MEXICO 10,065 3,339 .460 1,233.

.NEW YORK 194,150 62,384 010,269 35,8F;

NORTH CAROLINA 64,859 .17,706 1,685 50K:-/

'.:NORTH DAKOTA 8,154 2,326 268 38.

-99,371 24,9191. 1,556 11,816

OKLAHOMA '29,749 27,798 1,290 4,581

:OREGON 40,529

-V007635

9,272 952 1',631

PENNSYLVANIA'
_17,106_23,152

RHODE-ISLAND 11,218 1,757 .385 1,364

....OUTH CAROLINA 33,597 7,585 685 2,360

,SOUTH DAKOTA 6,835 1,793 263 586

TENNESSEE 37,820 10,979 1,320 . 3,232

TEXAS 146,502 60,590 5,023 18,214

-15,206- ---363- -862--

1VERMONT

WASHINGTON

LWEST VIRGINIA

jt1ISCONSIN

j'ANOMING

4,019

79,060
28,822

. 14,745

63,112

4,625

1)333

11,288
16;858--

3,517

13,722
1663

155 1,066.

. 3,142

404 1 t783

121

2;867

5,232

5,475

2,416

86,768

11,364

1,942

1,964

19,791

-5;0?--
1,29'6

1,594

32,437
9,329

2,079

5,576

2,770

2,667

5,335

9,303

23,678

12,823

3,956

2,405

7,4 07

1,384

1,293

3,499

2,631

24,357

3,644

62,798

15,000

1,215

.15,335

6,504

14,586

6,936

5,141

1,392

7,736

13,146

-533

2,7a
A0,423
55,371,

1,205
10,272

2,983

Total.

51,632
11,012

8757
-27,321

678,257

52,264

68,794
11,483

11)745

138,216

58,215

16,..

14,550.

.238,495
66,362
49,156,

47,892
42,230

47,775
17,247

76,868

135,080.

174;266

62,120

41,384
73,794

11,811

31,249

it,97a
13974,

153,(179.

18,741

365,460

105,109

:12,352
155,497

66,970
16 573

21,6667
49,368
10,869

61,087
243,475
22,778

9.,299..

103,301

105A.1.1

24,654

'94,567

9,595



Table 3
Total Firsttike'-'78t-Udents*:=EnrolleciL.

State
tk

ALABAMA

4LASKA

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS.

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO
CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE
U. G,

FLORIDA

GEORGIA
HAWAII

IDAHO .

ILLINOIS

INDIANA
IOWA

KANSAS
;KENTUCKY

'LOUISIANA

1114I HE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN.

'MINNESOTA

:1119$ISSIPP1,

pi 1§spuRi
MONTANA

NEBRASKA
NEVADA
11E1J:HAMPSHIRE

NEW 'JERSEY

NEW MEXICO

NEW: YORK

NORTH` CAROLINA

NORTH DAKOTA'

OHIO

Undergrad : First .

Freshmen Transfers 'Professional Graduate Unclassif Tot:alied

37,948 124127 793 3,637 2,525

47,002

2,986
18,655

493
369

,

.

3,665

204 5,099
57i'', Cli:fi

A7,859
1,442

. 5,357

2,269
44800 792'

! 27, 162

359,095 200,342 11,073. .. 33,278 87,171

27,547 . 11,699 779 3,662 11,318

690,959
55,505

31 ,643 9,247, 981 6,754 8,003 56,628

8,130 1,329 . 0 561 2,086 12,114

4,229

7,802 . 35,841

2,641
1,265 ,656

839

20,821' 1;', 2-334,20312,024 e 2,365 5,421 5,493

i 1,052 2,762 4,

8,701 3,787 133 811 . 1,202.

5006,5'

14,634

1,167 1,372 15,770

135,660 33,557 4,632
10,944 2,195 92

46,423 8,495 1,408

15,352 220,316

5,571 9,465

31,115
71,362

35,381 8,621 1,135 1,812 .50,051

30,969 9,688 365

3,102 .,

2,902
3,966 '2,582 .

5,605 50,029
43,551

31,619 8,944 1,194' 5,116 ) , 923 48,796
27,882 7,958 1,163

41,509 10,722 1,577

521 5,064
8,920 1,791 1 43

16,439

84,334 4,464

54.545 7,894 67,247

17,191 15,296 24,633 145,923

110,043 35,577 2,675 10,670 171,122

40,092 2,358

12;157
59,433

9,804 4,019

29,207 7,516 439

3,210
2,302 41,276.

45,086 164 U4 2,563

2,41'e

6,880 74918 .78,671

6,763 '2, ',i'6.' 37 425

:

1,3;39

22,015 5,993 680 1,474. 992

-1.1004,9137131

.31,154

3,937 2,384 . 0 327 '3,525

: 10,236 2,126' 178 1,129 ., 2,329 15,993,

60,934 23,040 1,853 6,497 _ 114,339

8,633 3,316 199 3,688

22,565

178,907 56,557 8,035 34,233 65,224 342,956

16,904

71,204 19,107 '1;759. 5,91? .
, 14,754 112,741

.8,596 2,3249. 156 216 1 ,024 12;316

97,453 23,273 :3,392 t2,004

.

1,236

''; 4,311

.15,035

1 6;419 74,322

151,657

..

OKLAHOMA 29,683 32,171.. 1;238

OREGON '-- 4141470 9,842, ..40.1,351 . I0, 786 69 i 284.

OTANSYLVANiA 101,045 21 -,111,1 .5,026 14r5,228 ,
10,7496 161;699

RHODE ISLAND-

. ...

-14';-189- 270413- 114' 14-354 6,965_

SOUTH CAROLINA 35,798 7;903 ... .528 2,063 4,916

_24,670

51,268

TENNESSEE . ,,
42,675 12,194 1,842 '7,022

11,190

SOUTH DAKOTA 7,415 1,759 113 534 '1,377

0,461 12,916 .2::"7:;,;:;

JEXAS, .
151,171" , 63,086 5,959

2,994

'...--7.1rfAI-17,-..-

_1!9.,..1..57._......._..... 8,_00? ::,
:

287. 918 384- 28,753'

VERMONT .
6,255 1,490 233 1,211 -7.--:-.2 -,-479- ---men------

VIRG11.411 A :
39, 905 10,329 2,905. 8,,339 .42,153 103,6310

29,977 13,424 .752 3,387 , 56,970 102;610 ,_

17,333' 3,934 219 1,692 .4,056 27,234

'64,952 11,628 780 6066 . 9,916 95,442.

4;428 -T,416- 36
115,1_,_._ _27975, ,s,A16_

WASHINGTON
WEST VIRGINIA

WYOMING'

839, 000 84, 146 :286 ,'090

kludes;;Forei
Jr



ORIGIN :STATE'.

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA

ARKANSAS.

:CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE

D,C.

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

HAWAII

IDAHO

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

IOWA

KANSAS

KENTUCKY

LOUISIANA

MAINE

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI ,

MISSOURI ,--

MONTANA'

NEBRASKA

NEVADA

NE0 HAMPSHIRE .

NEW JERSEY

NEW 'MEXICO

NEW YORK

NORTH CAROLINA

NORTH'DAKOTA,

.OHIO

OKLAHOMA,

OREGON:

PENNSYLVANIA'

RHODE. ISLAND

iOUTH CAROLINA

.,..i0UTH DAKOTA--

TENNESSEE

TEXAS

UTAH

VERMONT

.

WASHINGTON '.

WEST VIRGINIA

WI$CONSIN

'0001G

RESHMEN,

N

Table. 4

OUT,411GRATION1Y7STATE.-"AND TYPE- STUDENT ...

--,. Fall 1979r

UG T9'ANSFERS, 173T AO GRADUATE . ,UNCLASSIFIED

11 % N. % :

2,704 8.0% 1,149

1,404 33.2% .694

2,772 6.5% 1,792

1,878 10,8% 1,051

1 Op830 3,1% 6,818

4,003 15.3% 1,88S

13,374 33.6% 3,061

1,04 24,1% '533

2, J9 31,3% 593

10,859 14.3% 4,573

6,845 20.1% ,2.056

2,063 20.8X

1,813 19.41

19,660 13.2X

5,185 12.2%

4,592 13.5%

2,338 8,2X

2,764 10,,3%

2,493 8.0%

2,381- 27,4%

9,183 19.7%

12,886..16,5'/,

6,121 6,2%, 3,164 8,6%

6,903' 16,4% 2,77e 25,8%

1,584 5.6% 1,006 12,7%

5,579 13.0% 3,117. 19,5%

1,484 0.3% 610 26,3%

2,127 9,8% 922 15,4% °

1,866 35.01 909

2,838 35,26 563

28,034. 32.51 6,925

2,740 27,2% 1,256

30,491 15.7% 10,147

3,338 5,1X 1,553

1,222 15.0X 740

'11,775 11,81 3,844

2,39.1 8,0X 1,096

2771 6,8x. 1,640

16,139 16,0% 4,904

2,507 22:3% 536 30,5%

2,735 8,1% - 951 12,5%.

-7-r71.9.0--17,4%'' 618 14,5%

, 3,693' 9,8% 1,357 12,4%

5,634 3,8% 3,375 5:6%

1,008 6,6% .518 8.9%

10,9% 287 35,4%,

654% 36 96,6%

10,4% 357 52,9%

20.0% 204 24,8%

3.5% .1,928 18,1%

10,1% 391 41,7%

27,3% -911 64.2;a-

33.7% 175 100,0%

55,3% 213.. 42,8%

13,3% 1,230 56,2%

16,8% i 323 26,3%

793 20,2% 176 57,7%

1,111,' 45,4% 155 76,0%

7,012 18,5% -1,243 29.1%

1,968 22,8% 508 v43.0%

1,963' 21,7% 373. 42.5%

2,005 20,7% 356 30,9%

1,151 14,8% 218 21,1%

1,041 12,3% 287 24.9%

600 29,6% 252 77.31;

2,903 24,0% 1,054 44.9%

2,959 18;1% 881 32,6%

1,094 33.7%

436 24.2%

151':, 26.2%

31v 23,2%

. 159 \82.4%
4

234 132,1%

33.7% 150 100,0%

33.2% 166 )77.9%

23.92: ':2,351 63,3%

37,6% 283 61,5%

16,3% .3,986 38.8%

.9.9%, 462 27,4%

31,8% 144 53,72

15.4% 941 26,5%

1,9% . 291 22,6%

17,7%. 242 25,4%

21;2% 1,612 32.9%

316 .92,1%

220. 32,1%

-1-59. '75,3%

309 23.4.'4-

51L 10,2%

218

1,373 30.2% 455 , 34,1% 91 59.7%

.3,891,.13,5% 1,931 11.5% 499, 61,0% 1,299 41,3%

1,652 11.2X 675 19.2% 214 53.0% 431 '24,2%

5,077 8,0% 1,985 14,5% 710 56,12 1,280 20,7%

918. 19,3% 537 .32,3% ..96 ,79,31 147 74,22

780

-235

525

456

4,048

1,004

464

550

2,053

1,010

382

312

3,011

1,310

1,.020

1,015.

811

770

460

2,378

2,911

1,787

1,378

522

1,324

- 314

443

233

671

4,435

484

6,630

1,416

272

2,597

% 2

21.5%

59.2%

17;4%

1.Z9%

29,2%

27,2%

61,5%

42,6%

29.1%

20,0%

40.2%

32,6%

20,4%

26,9%

32,8%

32j3% ,

21.5%

15 2%

_52 J%

36.5%

20,4%

17,9%

38.1%

22,7%

21,6%

53.7% ,

27,3%

78.7%

49.0%

450,0%

39,3% .

18;5%

24,2%

69,9%

22,0%

582 12,7%

748, 45,9% .,

4)035 .21,6%

622 45,6%

805' 34,1%

-7221'71777%'-,-

965 29.9%:

1,81.1

381 4,2%
.371 ,34.01

429 15:.M

'205 3.9%

.535 9.8%

266 1t0%

2,601 3,0%

4311-, 3.8%

1,316

271

493

1,055

591

239

505

1,877

623

568

14,9%

14,0X

25,1%

5.3%

10,5%

18,4%

31,7%

15.8%

6,7%

27,3%

TOTAL

5,349 10,4%

2,624 23.8%

5,981 8,7%

3',855 -14:1X--

26,225 3.,9%

7,716 14.8%

20.;689 730,1%

3,137 27.3%

4,018 34,2%

19,770 14.3%

10;825- le z

3,653 22.3%

3,896 26,8%

32,803 15.8%.

9,594 14.5%

'8,516 17.3%.

722 12.9% 6,436 13.4%

623 22.5%.- 5,567 13.2%

310 15,0% 4,901 10.3%

394 7,4% 4,08? 23.7%

2,081 22.4% 17,599 22.9%

1,321 5.62 20,965 15.5%

9,01 7.C% 13,867 8.0%

535 13,5X 12,030 19.4%,

203 8.4% 3,466 8.4%

652 8,8% 10,991 14.9%

259 18,7% 2,826 23,91

. 409 .31.6% 4,134 13,2%

156 4.5% 3,314 27.7%

542 20,6% 4;780 34,2%

2,840 11,7% 44,587 29,1%

242 6,6% 5,005 26.?1

2,978 '4,7% 54,232 14.82

812 '5,4% 7,581 7,2%

. 270 22.2% 2,648 21,4%

1,368 8.6% 20/525 1342%

321 4,9% 4,681 6.7%

890 6,1%' 6,291 . 9.4%

2,039 10.3% . 28,729. 174%

'297 4.3% ,4,272 19.8%

449 8,7% 5,160 10,5%

163 711;7%-- '2; 390-

449 5.8% 6,773' 11,1%

1,065 8.1% 12,396 5,1%

181 34,0X 2,306 10,1'L

343 12.6% 2,633 28,3%

2; 090 -5,2% 16,536-16,M-
017 14% 8,437 8.0%

281 ,.6,7% 3,253, 13.2%

659 6,4% 9,711 10,3%

80 2,7% 1,778 18,5%

:%.7Perteni rf T6tal. State.RisIdEnr011edJr17.4.tate or luut -of state



-Table 5

IN- MIGRATION 6Y STATE AND TYPE STUDENT,

1973_2_

FRESHMEN UG TRANSFERS 1ST PRO.

DE .3.T ar ON STATE N % N "t": N %

ALABAMA

ALASKA

ARIZONA .

ARKANSAS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

'',ONNECTICUT

DF,AWARE

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

HAWAII

IDAHO

ILLINOIS

INDIANA

IOWA

KANSAS,

KENTUCKY

LOUISIANA

MAINE:

MARYLAND

MASSACHUSETTS.

'MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI,

MISSOURI

MONTANA

NEBRASKA

.NEVADA'

NEW HAMPSHIRE

:NEW JERSEY

' NEW mu 1 cp

NEW YORKr

`AORTA CAROLINA

TH'DAKOTA

pN1 o

0KONOMA'

OREGON

; . PENNSYLVANIA

:141(11)E ISLAND '=*.

SOUTH' CAROLINA

80U3t11. p010.71L

TENNESSEE
.,:TEXAS

UTAH

VIRGINIA.

WASHINGTON

IJISCOASIN

WYOMING

15,357 4,3%

5,440 15.7%

5,160 16.3%

2,803 34.4'4

6,301 57,0%

10,821 14,5%

5 ;945 17.9%

860 9,9%

3,409 31 ;1%

6,209 4.6%

9,281 20.0%

5,928 16,8%

4,935 16,9%.

3,761 ,13.5%

3,073 9,7%

2,626 29.4%

4,1.01 9.9%

19,105 22,7%

5,585. 5.1%

12,164 6,1%

3,178 27,2%

1,103 11,9%

280. 21.1%

2,162 81,9%

-I-1.9%

I 862 15,5%

658 17,4%

858 39.1%

2,659 7,9%

1,816 21.4%

1,537 17,8%

1,997 20,6%

1,335 16.8%

1,538 17,2%

365 20.4%

1,518 14,2%,

3,826 22,3%

1,902 5,3%

5,023. 12,5% 1,804 .18.414 996 42.2%

2;599 8,9%'.,t 609 8, '-14 3.2%

7,791 17,3% 3,327 20.5% 1,506 58:114

919 13.6% 656, 27:714 3 8,114

2,513 '11,414 943. 15,714 1.84 27.1%

475 12,1% 593. 24,9 %N (I Ot 0%

5,012 49.0% 991 46,6% 131 73.61

2,817 4.61 962 4,214 489 26,4%

1,308 15,214 4,233 37.214 .
22 f1,1%

15,248 8.5% 4,320 7.6% 1,752 21.8%

.9,683 1`3 6% 2,954 15,5% . 536 30.5%

1,664 19,44 738. 31.8% , 32 20,5%

10.1% 2,198 9.4% 1,277 32,814

2,325 Mk 5,469 17,01s .
239 19,3%

4 112 .9,8). 2,210 22.5% 526 42,614

16-449 16.414 2,766 13.2% 1 736 34.514

5, 478 38u h% . 827 40,4% 45 8 39,5%

4,9364 13,61-------1,269 16,114 123 20:914

1,77.0 23,9X 584-43.2% 48 42.514

8,548 20.014 2,572 .._11831 45,114

270

6''66,714

51 13,8%

175 '22,1%

2,365

'233. 29,9%

473 48.2%.

0 0.0%

2,477 89.7%

-'307 '2413%-

1,462' 61.8%

4. 3,0%

43 46.714

1,601 34.6%

735. 52,2%

631 55,6%

a 7.9%

350 30,1%

326 27.3%

69 48.33

.
282 17.91;

2,639 '59..1%

526 19.7'4'

GRADUATE

.1;

790 21.7%

42 :.20,6%;

t,180 32.2%

16,4%.

6;037 184%

1,222 .33,4%

1,327 11,6%

27u 48.1%'

3,488 82.5%

1,360 P5.5%

242 29.8%

523, '44.8%

3,600 23.4%

2,003 36.0%,

1,014 32.7%

822 28.3%

1,007 25.4%

819 16.0%

96' le,o,

1,405 25,3%

3,950 25,8%

2,485 23.3%

9?2 30,3%

636 26,4%

2,OSI 30.2%

154; 36,2%

292 19,0%

'264 80,7%.

430 438,1%

1;081 16,6%

319 29,9%.,

5,004 14.64

1)474' 24,9%

'99 45.814

2,785 23.2%

812 16.9%

968: 52.3%

2,757. 17.4%

612 412%

508 246k

169 3146.%

727 _.24,3%"-

'10,305 ;6'.8% 5,871 ', 9,3% 1,447-7-,23% 3,058 15.'71,

4-,959 25.9% 2,711. 33.91 142 437 47.6%

1-69. 22 5% . "5.167424-6%-- 96 ,,3.9%,,

8,431 '21,1% 2,012 19,5% 838 28,8% 1,765 21:214 ,.____3,820

4,146 14.3%: 3,497 19;0% '433 57.6% 1)544. 45',6%-,' 2';.416' 4,2'k

4,246 24 1;092 27.'8% 29 '13,2% 340 '21.1%' 132

6,917 10,6% 1;891 13,91 224 28,71 1,251' 20.31;

7,21 16.31 -290 20.514 11 30,61. 110 68,3141'

A % .11 %;

87 3.4% 10,70' 10,8%

'72, 1,4% 403 4.6%'

417 '7.8% 12,272 16,414.,

119 5.2% ' '3.696 ; 13,6%'

3,004 3,41 38,927 5.6%

34 7.5% '10,957 19,'7:

460 5.7% ,8,523 15,11

415 19,914 3,768 31.114

'3,418 69.914 17,846 69.8%

2,085.

467 8,5%

145 12.1%

283 20.6%

5S5 1,8%

759 . 8.0%

301 16.6%

751 13,4%

435 16.8%

166 8.6%

123,' 2.4% ;. 3,279

672' 8.5% 7,978

2,288 9.3%' 31,808

225 1,1% 10,723'

11,116 19,0%

1,909 1 3 , ((%

5,116 32,4%

14,624 6,6g

14,594 20,5%

`9,411 18.21

8,573 17,1%

6,888 15,8%

5;922 12.1%

19:9%

11.9%

21,8%

6.3%

.598 14.9% 9,393 15,4

100' 4.3% 3,958 9.5%

1,163 14.714 15,868 20,214

214 16.014 .
1,946 '17.81

107 10,814 4,039 13.0%

,I82 5.2% 1,514 14,9%

240 10.3! 6,804 42.5%

1,048 -4.6% '6,397 5.6%;

286 7.8% 3,168 18,7%

5,404 8,3% !3I,728 9.3%,

566 3.8% 15,213 13.5%

79 7,7% 2,612 21,2%

568 3,814 16,685..11.0%

236 3,7% 9,081 12.27

789 5.4% 8,605 12,4%

1,047 5,6% 24,855 15,414

326 4,7% 7,288 29 ,5%

224 4.6% 7,060 13.8%

148 10.77. 2,719 24,314

595. 7.5% 3,273L-1-97'614------

835 . 6:5% 2I,51,6 8.5%

32 8,3%' 8,281 28,0%

5,082: 42.9%

16,866 16,3%

12,036 11,1%

5,833 ..21.41

10,586' 11 . 1%

67 2,3% 1,199 13,311

,.: ; . , , ,

.--1 '4 4''
':..XE.E.e.cent of !Total Enrol tin '(excluding

Eoreign &_Terribc».71s )

.
.

.,. , , ! . ,.- , ,,,..-",,,;,..,.-;,,.!..,,,,..4.,,,...
. .....,.,,.. . tt ...,..:,.4,.:-. .,..,...
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,,Exporting States

State

New Jersey

New York

3 Illinois

Pennsyl vani a

Connecticut

Ohio

Maryland

Michigan

Minnesota

Virginia

Alaska

Iowa

3 Mississippi

Nevada

..5 Delaware

15,5 Idaho

Wyoming

Arkansas

Maine

Georgia

Indiana

Hawai i .

WiscOnsin

South Dakota

-New: Mexico

Kansas
North Dakota

N

Table 6

Net Migration of Undergraduate Transfer.

Student's Ranked by State

Fail 1 1979;

-5,963

-5,327

-4,353

-2-,138

-1,958

-1;646

-1,385

:4,262

- 974

95'9

- 574'

- 426

397

316.

- ,253

253

247

244

235

194

- 152

135

94

- 34

-' 23

2

77"

Rank

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12.

13.

o
14'

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

"24

Importing States.

State Net migration

California

Oklahoma

Texas

Utah

Alabama

District of Columbia

Washington

Florida.

Ari zona

North Carolina

Col drado

Tennessee

Massachusetts

Oregon

Louisiana.

New Hampshire

West Virginia

South Carolina

Rhode Island

Missouri.,

Kentucky

lermont

Montafia

Nebraska.

5,346

4,373

2,496

2,193

1,622

1,569

1,566

1,494

1,481

1,401

1,290

1,21'5

867

570

497

428

417

318

291

210

184

157

46

21



.Exporting kates

Rank State

1 New Jersey

2 New York

3 Pennsylvania

4 \Virginia

5 Maryland

6 Connecticut

7 Minnesota

8 Florida

9 Maine..

10 South Carolina

11 New Hampshire

12 Tennessee

13 ' Arkansas.

14 . DelaWare

15.5 klaska

15 5 °Kansas

17 North. Dakota

18 'New. Mexito

19 Montana

20 Nebraska

21 Hawaii .

,West Virginia

23 South Dakota

4 Vining

5 ___

26 Rhode Island

Iowa

t.

.1

Net migration

.-3,354

1,626,

'-1,278

-1,261

973

- 700

406

,394.

364

- 297

- 241

- 238.

- 220

- 194°

193

- 173

165

160

151

140

- 91

52

- 37

10

..6

Table 7

Graduate Students

.Ranked by State -----

Fall 1979...

, Importing States.

Rank State Net migration

1 District of Columbia

2 California

3 Texas

4 Massachusetts

w.

5 Missouri

6 Michigan

7 Indiana

8 Arizona

9 Illinois

10 Georgia

11 Washington

12 Oklahoma

13 4. Oregon

14 Colorado 0

15 Idaho

16 Kentutky

17 Ohio

18 Vermont , ti

19 Mississiplii

.20 North Carolina

21 . Utah

'22 Louisiana

23 Nevada

24 Alabama

2,938

1,89

1,247

1;039

757

698

693

655

589

7370

245

230

218

211

196

.188

145

114

.58.

56

49

31

'10



tank

(I

(11

2 .

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

1

-12--J

,13

-14

15

16

17

18.5

''18.5

,20

21.5

.21.5

.21

24

25

L26_

'31

32

33,

Table 8

Net Migration of First-time Professional Students Ranked by State

Fall 1979

States, IMporting States'

State

W

New York.

New Jers6

florida

Maryland

Michigan

Wisconsin'

Connecticut

Arizona.

Kansas

Rh00 Island

1 New Mexico

West Virginia

Maine

Delaware

Hawai

Colorado'

Montana

Nevada

South Dakota

Mississippi

Idaho

North Dakota

South Carol ina

Wyoming

Altska,

,Utah

Washington__

Oklahoma

Nebraska

NeW. Hampshire

Arkansas'

Virginia

Alabama

Net Migration

-2,234

-1,864

923

- 772

2 568

486

- 438

306

-288
271

261

185

183

175"

172

158

156

- 150

150

137

112 t'

112

97

85

80

r 7,6

52

50

35

29

25

17

o P

Rank State

1 District of Columbia

2 Massachusetts

3 Missouri

4 Georgia

5 Texas

6 Minnesota

7 Tennessee

8 Cal ifornia

9 Illinois

10 Ohio

11 Oregon

12 Iowa

13 Indiana

14 Kentucky

15 Pennsylvania

16 Vermont

17 North Carolina

18 Louisiana

Net Migration

2,264

1,758

1,187

1,139

936

560

522

437

358

336

284

258

227

132

124

78

74 _

39



Level

Table 9

Summary Of/First.4ime SOdeilts Enrolling at an..

Out -of- State InstitUtipil, by Level

Number._ f tuOcns
Percent of Total Level

61111-Out-of:State'
Enrolled Out-of-State

Freshmen
289,357

)2.0

Undergraduate Transfers
108,797

13.0

Graduate
66,762

23.3

First- Professional
28,876

31.3

,

Unclassified
3.9,752

6.7

TOTAL
533,544

12.6



Table 10

F-IrstTime -FOreign Student Enrollment
Fall 1979

'Total NuMber FOreign Students

of First-Time as % of Total
oreign/Students State EhrcitIments

-.A1 abama ,, 746 1.3

-Alaska ',.. 24 Olp

Arizona 1,866 2!4

Arkansas 419 1.5

California 22,982 '7.3

Colorado 1,183 2.1

-Con ecticut 718 1.3

Delawar 182 1.5

District of Colu bi-a./ ;, 2,393 8.5

Florida (----______5,448 3.7

Georgia 1,156 1.9

Hawaii 630 4.1

Idaho 412. 2.5

Illinois 3;565 c 2.9

Indiana 1,648 2.3

Iowa . 1,265 2.5

Kansas 1,325 2.6

Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland
MasSacliusetts.

Michigan
Minnesata
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada .

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
North' Carolina
North Dakota

-- Ohio
."Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas
Utah
Vermont
Vifginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

q

660
1,473

131
1,916
3,284 ...

4,032
1,131

557
2,130

143

357
.172

184

1,237
.476

7,381
1,383
206

2,331
3,863
1,268
2,649 i

328
478
195

1,015
8,532
1,070

345
2,444
4,285

" 357
1,169

85

1.5
2.9

0.8
2.8
2.2
2.3
1.9

'13
2.6
1.3

1.1
1.7

1.1

1.1

2.7
2.1
1.2

1.6
1.5

4.9
1.8
1.6

1.3
0.9
1.7

1.5

3.3
3.6
2.9
2.3

3.8
1.3
1.2

0.9

Foreign Students
as %.of. Forejgn

Student Enrollment

0.7

0.0
1.8.

0.4
22.1
1.r
0.7
0.2
2.3
5.2
1.1

0.6-
0.4
3.4

1.2

1.3

0.6
' 1.4

0.1

1.8
3.2
3.9

1.1

0.5
2.0
0.L--

, 0.3 \

0.2
0.2
1.2

0.5
7.1

1.3
0.2 ,

2.2
3.7,

.1.2

2.5
.0.3

0-.5

0.2
1.0
§.2

T.0

. 0.3
2.3

4:1
0.3

0.1



Table 11

Percentage'Of All First Time Students At An

Instjtution Migrating Into A Region

y Control of Institution

Fall1a79,

e

Region
Into Which.

Students. Migrate*"
Control

Public Private

New England 20.1% 79.9%

Mid EaSt ,
27.9% 72.1%

Great Lakes 53.4% 46.6%

Plains 50.3% 49,./..

Southeast 60.0% 40.0%

Southwest
4 71.9% 28.1%

Rocky Mountains' t 60.7% 39:3%

Far West 70.8% 29.2%

Outlying Areas (all regions) 52.2% 47.8%

All Regions 51.3%
_

48.7%

*The states defining'the.regions are as follows:

1. New England (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,

Rhode Island, Vermont) .

2. : Mid East:-.(Delaware,District of aryland, New Jersey,

New York, Pennsylvania)

.3: Great LakesAIllinois, Indiana, Michig,a Ohio, WitConsin) -

..4. Plains (Iowa,_ Kansas, Minnesota, Misso Nebraska, North Dakota,

South Dakota)
.

5. Southeast (Alabama-, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentuc Louisiana,

Mississippi, North.Carolina,-South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia,

West Virginia) '
.

Southwest (Arizona, New M ico, Oklahoma, Texas)
u-

7. Rocky Mountains(Coloraboi, Idaho, Montana, Utah, Wyoming)

8. -Far West (AlaSka California, Hawaii-, NevadaiOregon,Was.higtdil

9, 'Outlying Areas (Canal Zone, Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands

American Samoa, Trust Territory)

27.



Table 12

Percentage Of All First Time Students*Inrolling. At An Out -Of -State

Institution_by_NCHEMS_Classification-of-Students-by-Region

NCREMS Classification ti

Major , General

Region Doctoral 'Comprehensive Baccalaureate' Two-Year Med/Prof lincl. Total

New England 42.9% 16.1% 17.5% 9.0;- 14.5% 0.0% . 100 .0'%

Mid East 47.4% 16.0% 20.1% 7.2% 9.2% 0.11 100.0%

Great Lakes 45.0% 19.0% 18.4% 8.8% 8.1% 0.7% 100..0%

.Plains ; 26. 18.5% 28.9% 11.5% 14.4% 9.3% 100.0%

SoUtheast 28.2% , 24.4% 22,2% 20.1% 5.0% 0.1°/9 100.0%

Southwest 33.6% 18.0% 12.8% 29.1% 5.11 1.4% :iOd.0%

Rocky Mountains 53.2% 8.7% 15;5% 19.3% 2.8% 0.5% 100'.0%

'Fe West, 20.9% 24:1% 60%. 40.4 8:8%0.1% 100.0%

Outlying keas 0.6% 41.0%. 50.9% 5.0% 3.1% 0.0% 100.0%

All Re'gions U.6% 19 5% 18,0t '18.2% 8.4% 0.3% 106.0%

*Inclbdes foreign studentenrollment,

28
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Table 13

Aftzpidents by State and Institution Type

PUPLIC)

Msjor Doctoral Comprehensive

Destination Statt N 7. U 7.

Gener41.8A Tuo-Year Med/Prof

N N % 1.1 .

ALABAMA 3,371 40,17. 2,897 34,8% 392 4,77. 1,,66120,0%. 0 0,0%

ALASKA ' 0 0.07. 215 50.0% 0 .0,0% 149
1.9%

ARIZONA 4,816 41.47. 791 6,8% 0 .. .0,0%. 6,026. 51,8% 0.0%

7T-7-ARKANSAS' -912-41,6%- -566 25,87.
55 2.57.

CALIrORNIA ,
3,463 13.54 2,006 7,8%' 0 0,0% 20,078 78.0% 197 0,87.

COLORADO 4,942 59,0% 483 5,8% 1,356 16,27.' 1,272, 15.2% 309 3,77.

CONNECTICUT 881 44,7% 571 29,0% 0 0,0% 493 25.0% 15 0,8%

DELAWARE ;
2,348 88.4% 0 0,0% 191 7,2% 118 4.4% 0 0.0%

D.C.
0 0.0% 149 100,0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 007.

FLORIDA 2,987 24,27. 1,021 -8,3% 0 0,0% .
8,323 67.5% 0.07.

GEORGIA 3,053 60,17. 1,113 21,9% 141 2;8% 651 12.87. 118 2,3%

HAWAII 738 72,1% 0 '0.0% 94 9.2% 192.,.' 18.87.. 0 0,04

,)

IDAHO 729 30,6% 1,289 54.2% 140 597... 221 9.37., o o

' ILLINOIS 1,933 42,7% 1,504 33.2% 0 4.0% 1,011 22.3% 77 1,7%

INDIANA 5,265 75.7% 1,229 17.7% 123. 1.8% 253 3.67., 83 1,2%

IOWA 2,957, 77.3% ,128 3.3% 0 0.0% 658 1727. 0 0,07.

KANSAS 2,131 35.7'/,- 931 .15.6% 899, 15,1%, -1,905.,31.9% 101 1,7% .

KENTUCKY' 1,848 ,41.5% 2,140 48,17. 339 7.6% 121 2,7% 0 0.07.

LOUISIANA
2C57. 2,014 67.2% 20 0,7% eri- 78 2,6% 33 1,1%

MAINE 808 61.7% 161 12,3% 112 8.6% k. 46 3.5% 'ISO 13,8%

MARYLAND 2,191 44.5% 973 1987.,
930 ,18.9% 557 11,3% 270 5,57.

MASSACHUSETTS 884 29,2% 523 17.3% 296 9.87. 1,219. 40,2% 108 3.6%

MICHIGAN 5,458 74.0. 917 12.4% 232 3.1% 770-40,4%------_1_11,0%

MINNESOTA 1,924 41.3% 2,106 45.3% 249 5,47. 374 8.07. 0 0,07.

MISSISSIPPI 1,526 50.27. 475 15.6% 129 4,27. 250 24,77. 161 5.37. _

MISSOURI ,
.1,539 26.77. 2,466 42,87. 274 4,8%. 807 14.0% 681 11,87.

MONTANA 859 51,4% 550 32.9% ?4,4% 51 3.1% 139 8.3%

-NEBRASKA 361 37,4% 518 34,57. 43 2,97. 184 12,3% 126 8,4%

NEVADA 0 0.0. 992 69,5% 0 6.0% 435 30.57. 0 0.0%

0' -04% ----280. 11.2%- 562-22,6%-

NEW JERSEY 1,020 37.0% 672 24,4% 831 30.2X' 144- 5.2% 89 3,2%

NEWMEXICO 1,792 62.1% 533 18.57. 0 0,0% 562 19,5% 0 0,0%

HEI YORK 1,146 15.9% 967 13.4% ,3,360' 46,5% 1,481 20.5% 272 3.8%

'NORTH CAROLINA. 2,543 31.6% 2,430 30.27.
579' 2.2% 2,407 29,9%. 97 1,27.'

NORTH DAKOTA 789 34,3% 807 35,1% 174 7,6% 460 20.0% 68 3,0%

OHIO'. - 5,671 77,5% 484 6.6% , 246 3.4% 862 11.87. 13 0,2%

OKLAHOMA 1,697 58-,07. 303 10.37.
16-,3% _359 _12.3% 93 3,2%

OREGON 2,934 51,37. 701 12,3% 86 1.5X. 1,658.29,07. 343 6,0%

PENNSYLVANIA 2,699 43.1% 1,878 30.0% 772 12.3% 585 9,3% 325 5.2%

RHODE ISLAND 989 67.3% 310 21.1% 0 04% 1.71 )1.6% 0 0.0%

SOUTH CAROLINA ,2,177 59.9% 542 14.9% 367 10,1% 470 12,9% 78, 2.17.

SOUTH DAKOTA 579' 39.7% 511 35,1% 183 12,67. '' 0 0.04 184 12.67.

TENNESSEE 1,939 40.8% 1,936 40,7% 147 3,1% 668 14,0X' 66 1.4%

TEXAS 5,632 40,37. 2,395 17,27. 45 0.3% 5,170 37.0% 611' 4,4%

UTAH 1,788 61.5% 0 0,64 423. 14,6% 695 23;9% O. 0,0%

VERMONT 1,110 70,7% 0 0,0% 533. 25.0% 93 4.4% 0 04%

VIRGINIA 1,752 32.7% 4,538 39,57. 947 8.3% <2,238 19,57. 0 0.07.

WASHINGTON 3816 42,17. 1,784 19.77. 265 2.9% 3,185 35,27. 0

AST VIRGINIA 1,839 45,3% 383 9,4% 1,492 36.7% 336; 8,37. ' .14 0.3%

WISCONSIN 2,440 33,44 3,364 46.1% 169 2,37. 1,328 18.27.' .0 0.0

YO1INC 814 67,97. '0 0.0% 0 0,0% 3,85

Total'.,

A . %_._ N g

0

0

0

0

'" 0.0% 8,n1

0.0% 371

0.0%:- 11,677

0.0% 2,190

100.0% 4

100,0%

1004%

100,07.

0 '0,0%. -25774421t04%

'-,.16 0,2% 8,378 ,) oo

1,969 100, OX .

0 0.4%., 2,657 100.0%;

0 p, g "'..449 i 00.0%1

0 o 07. 12,331,1,40

,: 0,07. 5,076 1 00":-0%,

0 0; 0% 1,024 100 0%

0 0.07. 2,379 100,07. ',,

, 0 0% 4,525 100,'

0 0,0% 6,953 100.0%

84 2.2% 3,827 100.0%

.11 0,07. 5,967 100.0%. 1H

0 0,0% 4,448

0 0.07. 2,'98 100.0%

2' 0.2% ;1,2(9 100.0% 10-

0,07. 4,921 100.0%

0 0,0% 3,030 10007: 7.1

7,377 100.07.

0 0,0% 4;653-1 4070r---

0 0.0 --3,141-100;07.-

0' 0.07, 5,767 100,0%

'0 0,07. 1,672 100,0%

69 4,6% 1,501 10E0%

0 0,07. 1,427 100)%

4,0% 2,756 100,0%

0 0,07. 2,887 100.0%

0 0,0% 7,226100.07.'

o 0.07. 8,056 1,00,0%

0 0.0% 2,29$ 100,0%

45 0,6% 7,321. 100.07.

0 0.0% 2,928 100.07.

0.0% 5,722 )00-,

0 0.0% 6,259 100,0%

0 0,0% 1,470,100.07.

00,07. 3,634100,07.

o 0.07. 1,457 106,0%

0 0,0% '4,756 100,04

$09' 0,87. 13,962 100,0%

0 0,07. .
2,906 100,0%

0 0,0% 2,136 100.0%.

0 0,04 11,475 100,07.

0 0,07. ,9,044 100,0%

0 0,0% 4,064 100,0%

0 a,0%_,_ 77-301---,007o%-

(1.0, 1,199 100,0/ '

142g'



Total Non-residents 60 State and InstitOtion Type

OontroINBRIVATE)

Major Doctoral Comprehensive General OA

'N X 'N' X
Destination Stott N %

ALABAMA

ALASKA.

ARIZONA,

ARKAWS

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

CONNECTICUT

DELAWARE'

D,C,

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

HAWAII '

IDAHO.'

ILLINOIS

INDIANA -

,IOWA

'KANSAS

KENTUCKY.

LOUISIANA

-MAINE--
MARYLAND,

MASSACHUSETTS

MICHIGAN

MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI

MISSOURI

MONTANA

NEBRASKA

NEVADA ..

NEW. HAMPSHIRE

rl

0 0,,0%

0 0.0X

0 0,0%

0 0.0%

3,588 27,2%

1,116 43,3%

2,597 39,6%

0 0,0%

15,793 89,2%

2,135 24,8X

,1,698 213,1%

0 0.0%

0 0,0%

4,373 43.3%

1,998 26,1%

0 0.0X

0 OM
0 0,0%

1,634 55,9%

0" 0.0%

1,037 33.9%

--15,386 53.1%.

179 5.3%

0 0.0%

0 0.0%.

1,265 29,3%

NEW JERSEY 1,511 414%

711E1,1' MEXICO- -MX-

WYOMING 0 0,0%

2,308 22.8%

0 0.0% .

0 0.0%

0 0.0%

Two-Year Mod /Prof- Unc I see l fled TotA 1

N % '
°N X N X N

917 37,8% 1,016 '41.9% 450 18,5%

0 0,0X 6 18,8% 25 78,1%

0 0,0% n 84 13.1% 8 1,3%

0 0,0% 1,270 84,3% 132 9,04

2,690 20,4% 1,322 10,0%.

0 0,0% 903 35,0%

3,285 50,1% J51 5,4%

, 0 0,0% 37 3,3%

0 0.0X 741 4.2%

2,096 24,3% 2,406 28,0%

279 4,6% 2,269 37,6%

0 0,0% 864 97,6%

0 0,0% 458 16,7%

595 5,9% 2,566 25,4%

1',934 25,3% 2,966 , 38,8%

876 'I5.7% 3,807 68.2%

0 0,0% 2,065 79,,,,2X

23 0.9% 1,432 5f,7%

631 21,64 509 17.4%

0 0,0% 1,696 86.1%

399 13,1% 1,159 37.9%

3,030 10,5X 4,302 140% 2,461 8,6%. 3,599 12,5%

43 1,8%.

1 3,1%

530 82,9%

104 61%

572 4.3% 4,986 37.8%

220 8,5% 230 8,9%

217 3,3y, 104' 1,64

1,074 96,7% 0 0.0%

0 0,0% 1,105 6,2%

275 3,2% 1,614 le,ey,

509 9,4% 1,285 21,3%

0 0,0% 21 2,4%

2,279 83,3% 0, 0,0%

114 1.1% 2,433 24,1%

237 3,1% 506 6,6%

250 4.5% 651' 11,7X

0 ,0,0% 10010;',

0 ' 0,0% , Zi2

17 2.7% 6399100.0;'

0 0,0% 1,506 100,0%

25 0,2% 13,13 100,0%

110 4;3% 2,579 100,0%

0 0.0% 6,554 100,0C

0 0,0% 1011 100,0%

58 04% 17:697 100,0%

62 "1,0% 8,48 mho%

0, 0.0% 6,040 100,0%'

0 0.0% ,ees 10.0,0%

o 0.0% 2,737100,0%

18 AA 10;099 100,07

0 0,0% 7,641 1000%

'° 0 0,0% 5,584 1004%

468 18,0% 73 2,8% .0 0.0% , 2,606 100.0%

213 8,7% 772 31,6% 0, 0 04 2,440 100,0%

42 1,4% _...,
loo_UL____ iL__0-0;:_ 2-024-4000%

2' 0,1%, 272 13,ex . '0 00% 1,970 i00", 0%

..

13 0.4%
0

449 14,7% , 0 , 0.0% 3,057 100.0%

0 0.0% 28,778 100 0%

460 13.7% 1,377 41.2% . 302 9,0% 677 20.2% 3A346 )000%,

263 5.5% 2,476 52.2% 129 2,7% 1,872 39.5%
4,740 100 0X

298' 32.5%. 317 34.6% 135 14,7X 167 18.2%

351 10.5%

0 ,O.,0%

0 0, Og 917 100,0%

439 4..3% 3,662 36.3% 252 2.5% 3,424 ,33", 9%
10,101 100:0%16 0,2%

0 0.0%

0 0.0%

0 0,0%

274"T.00

0 0.0% : 226 82.5% . O. OX 48 17,5%

879 .3C 6'4 '1°,424 56.1% 133 "5,2% 102 4.0%
2,518-100; px

0.0%.) c, /87 100,0%
0 1;0% 0 0; 0%

97 100,0%

1004' 25.6%

642 17.6%

10 3.6%.

129 3,0% - 1,539 35,7% .276 -6,4%
0 0.0% 4,313 100,0%

1,164 32,0% 144 4,0% 180 4.9% 0 0,0% 3,641 100,0X' ,

271 96.4% 0 '0,0%
0 0,0% 291 100,0%

NEW YORK 10,328 42;2% , 4,978 19,9% 4,647 19.0% 1,446 5,9%
10 0,0% '24,502 100341,193 :f3,0%

NORTH CAROLINA 1,086 15.2% s',, 729 10.2% 3,942 55,1% 1,104 15.4% 296' 4,1% r 0 0,0% 7,157 100,0'4

.NORTH DAKOTA 0 0,0% 0 0,0% 91 29.0% 155 49.4% 68 21.7% 0 0,04 ', 314 10D, 0%

OHIO 632 ,6.7% 2,708 28.9% 4,280 45.7% 193 2,1% 1,551 16,6% 0 0.0 %, 9,364 100,0%

OKLAHOMA 0 0,0% _1,624_, 26.4% 4,235 68,8% 214 3,5% 78 13% 2 0,0% 6,153 100, 07.

OREGON 0 0.0% 1,008, 35,0% 1,090 37,8% 118 4.1% 639 22,2% 28 1,0% 2,893 100, og'

'PENNSYLVANIA 4,856 26.1% 3,617 19:5% 7,445 40,0% 415 2.2% 2,248 12,1% 15 0,17 19,596 100,0%

RHODE. ISLAND 1,445 24,8% 680. 11.7x' 1,040 17,9% 0 0,0% 2,653 45,6% 0 -.0.0% ' 5,818 tocox

"SOUTH CAROLINA 0 0,0% 1,790 52.2% 968 28,3% 393 11,5% 275 8,0% 0 0,0% ' . 3,426,100,0%

SOUTH DAKOTA 0' 0,0% 0 0.0% ., 631 50,0% 29' 2,3% 602 47.7% 0 0,0% 1,262 100,0%

TENNESSEE 1,634 19.2% 353 4,1'4 4,990 58,6% 777 9.1% ,731 8.6% '32 '0,4% 9,517 100.0%

TEXAS 2,139 28.3 %,, 1,912 253% 1,303 17.2% 151 2,0% 1,383 18,3% , "667 9.8% 7,554160, op.

UTAH 4,613 85,8% ,,0 0.04 640 11.9% 122 2,3% N 0 ' 0,0%. 0 0,0% 5,375 100.0%

VERMONT ''

0 0,0% ° 953 33,3'4 1,299 45,0% 1'07 , 3,7% 517 , 18.0% .. ___0____0_,-0%- 279661 00704-77:

VIRGINIA 0 0,0% 1,663 30.9 %''" 2,965_55 .-07,-----2--489--971%---27417%,
0'' 0,0% 5,391 100;0%

14.58HIACION------------.-0--070%----17662-755,5%.
863 28,8%, 112 3,7% 333 11,1% 22 0,7% 2,952 100,0%

WEST VIRGINIA 0 0.0% 0''. 0,0% 1,661 93,9 %. 72 4,1% 36 2.0% 0 0,0% 1,769 100,0%

5 0,2% 3,285 100 0!

WISCONSIN 1,272 39,7% 22 0,7% 1,483' 45,14 36 1,1% 467 14,27

0,0/, 0 0,0% 0 0.0% ._ - - -- 0 ----O., 0'4 - --6 0,04 .
---, -0- i o 0.-0'4 -,-

X=percent of non-'resident studentvenr011ed-In state
(txclOng:AUclento Or Fordo origip)
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'TEXAS

PAH
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WASHINGTON
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:':4113CONSIN:

WYOMING

Nt ,Ji I:Hit:mg/ALI, 10 OrOirl De0.060,10

1 %!".c411.ro/4 PUBLIC)

Dctination 1m$bitution Type.

MOor Doctoral Cuprehenfive Central .8A 7wo-Year

N N N
N 1.

1,057 36,8% 22164 167 510%

587 13 2% 611' 34,94 . 90 5114

940 2516% 750 10164 220 6,7%

916 34,23 527 22,14. 106 -414%

6,315 46,3 2,341 17,2% 1,017 7,5%

1,639 4412% 641 1713% 143 . 3,9%

2,818 50.4% .,911 1613% 498 8,9%

554' 37,6% 485 32,93 107 7,1%

661 ,30,3% 429" 19.7% 442 28.2%

3,946 40.6%

2,169 33.3%

847 46,1%

831 32,9%4

8,158 47.2%

2,030 4017%

1,613 30,7%

1,489 415,3%

1,367 43,9%

1,230 40.1%

817 51,0N

3,206 4618%

4,051, 52,1%

2,997 42.8%

2,624., 32,0%

690 31,8%

2,585: 41,r,

53? 33,9%

1,044' 46,8%

446 19,3% ..

620 31,5%'

7(336 '45,2%

1,095 32.7%.

10,668 47,7%

1;803' 45.7%

415 21,6%

4,560 42,t%

903' 32;1%

2,601 '26,7%

1,757 27.0%

291 15,8% 80 i4,4%

436 17.3% .
78 3,1%

3,143 21.7% 751 4.3%

.937 18.8% 215 4,n

2,1'83 41.5% 183 3,5%'

464 14.1%1 253 '7'.71

547 17,6% 258 1.3%:

*488' 15,9% 193 '6,3%

193 1241 80 5.0%

1,476 21.6% 968 12.7%

1,320 17.0% 443 5,7%

1,012 14,5% 345 4,9% ,

3,665 44.7% 211%.

605 27,9% 164 7.41

1,396 22,4% 359 5,81

261 16.5% 107 6.7%

327 14.7%, - 119 5.3%

233 10.1% 142 6.2%

268 13,6% 101 5,17.

3,064 20.5% 1,196 80%,

407 12,2% ." '211 631. :

4,186 19.7% 1,329 5,9%

877 22.14 297 7.5% 906 13,04 62 1.64/

987 5114% 73 3.87. 406 21,27. .17 1,94

.2,274 21.0% . :937' 8,6% 2,933 27.0% 137 113%

42104 63_22_21

-t357 110%

3,119 24.2% 207 1.6%

412. 28.2% 72 :4-.1% '

685 26.6% 43 117%

A32 28,7% 26 1,7%

22,7% '67 ": 1,64

2,349 34:04 117' 41,71'

523 39,71: I 24 81

13,4% 50 4,17. 436 35111 144, 11.,74

20:24 M97, 15)31 111,6%

16.9% 272. 6.6x. 1,751. 42.5% 133 3.2%

14,6% '55: 2,4' 731 :38.7% 23 1.2%

236 : 445% 1;557' 291% 60 1;.1%

Y253': 230%, 34%

707

326 lj.0%

Me'OProP

N, 4

934 32,5% 63 2;2%

417 23,6% 55 3.1%

1,811 55.1% 44 113%

877 3618% 57 .214%

.3,605 26.4% 343 2,5%

1,207 32.6% 72 1,9%

1,059 18,9% 300 5,4%

295 20.0% .30 2',C

599 2714% 51 2,34

2,314 '23,8% 160 1,6%

2,191 33.6% 65 1,0%

574 31.2% 46 2,5%

1,131 44187. 47 119%

4,275 24,7% 342 2;0%

1,723 34.5% 70 1.4%

1,175 22.34 93 1182

981 29.84 86 2,6%

849 27,5% 86 2.87.

1,041 33.94' 108 3.5%

466 29.1% 46 2.9%

1,202, d7,611 94, 1,4% "

1,684 2i.7% 268 3.4%

2,505 35.0% 137 2.0%

1,62? 19.01 114 1.4%

t.63 30.5% 47 2.2%

1,766 28.34 91 115%

659 41.6% 22 1,4%

646 29.0% 89 4.0%

1,425 61.ia 61 2.6%

917 46151 64 3.2%

2,906 19.5% 414. 2.8%

1,592 47.6% 42 '1.3%

5,6772'25M 484 2,2%

,489 1710: 170 .6:01.

,1,097 660 18,8% 121.

60471...5M%..L.L-17975---t5Y44--.--1,1161117 814%

95 6,5%

953 36.9% 667. 115i9% 231 '9,0%
,

583' 38,7% 321 21,3% 118 7,8%

1,794 43.4% 966 :23.4% . 368

2,379 34!4% 1,340 19.4% 729 10.5%

485 36.,e% 238 J.$,.0%- .
.3;7%

432 3524 164'

1,270 30,81 696

800 42)4% 275

2,329 44..;44 1!,05.1

375 35'.41 235 22,2%'

OnclaxiiNid 1'61.ai,

N

6 0,24 ,

0 0104 1...Y66. 1604,4'

22 0174 3,287 100,W

1 0, 04

19 , 0,1%

4, 0,1%

9 0

1 0.1%

1 0,0%

"3 0.0%

8 o. 1%

o o. o%

A 0.2%

17' 0.1%

17 0,3%

15 0,7%

14' 0.4%

6 0.2%

0,3%

0 0,0%'

0 0.0%'

11. 0,1%

7 0.1%

4 0)0%

2 O.

34 0.5%

0 0,0%

4 0,2%

0 0,04

0 '0,0%

6 0.0%

1 0.0%

2,304 100.04

13,640 1'00104

7706 100,04

9,595 1001.0%

1,472 J00,0%

2,103 100.0%,

9,131'100.0%

6,516 i00.0%

1,838 00.0%

2,527 100.0%

17,286 100,0%

4,992 100,0%

5,262 100.0%

3,281 100.0%
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1,602 1001.0X

6,846 100104.

7,177 100'10%
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Origin Rite ,

TOtal .00-NITtc.by 8ri0.1 86tit Deatirvi,fi6n frichc040.,' lorA

aontroINPRIVATE)

Destination Inititutipn Type

Major Doctoral Gomprehentive General BA Two-Year

,N N % M % N . %

ALABAMA 593 24,011

ALASKA 153 17,3%

:ARIZONA 756 28,19;

ARKANSAS 331 22,5%

CALIFORNIA 4,730 37,6%

COLORADO 899 22.4%

CONNECTICUT 4,792 31,7%

DELAWARE 437 26,2%

D,C, 665 36,2%

FLORIDA 2,698 26,9%

GEORGIA 906 21,195

HAWAII 492 27,1%

IDAHO 636 46.5X

114.11109 3,856 24.9%

INDIANA 878 1911%

IOWA 438 13,5%

KANSAS 449 14.3%

KENTUCKY 528 21.5%

.LOUISIANA 537, 29,3%

MAINE 718 28.9%

MARYLAND , 5,267 49.0%

1) MASSACHUSETTS 3,837 29,1%

U1 MICHIGAN 1,764 25..7%

MINNESOTA , 889 23,3%

MISSISSIPPI 327 25,3%'

MISSOURI .1,111 23.3%

MONTANA
' 238 19,2%

NEBRASKA 289 ' 15.29;

NEVADA 337 33.5%
.

AEWHAMPSHIRE,' -.116 3276%....

-.,JERSEY 9;530 32.1%

NEW MEXICO 447 27,0%

NEW YORK . 12'691 31,8%

NORTH CAROLINA, 22,8%

NORTH D A 10 T
.

12,3%

I CI 2)857' 29,5%

OKLAHOMA 461 24,7%

OREGON ' 671 24,2% ,

''RHODE ISLAND 47 o07-38, 5%

-..-7101.1TH:CAOL I NA 189 19,0%

scPTH 96'7 9 6 1-.0,8%

TENNESSEE 696 46,4%

TEXAS 1,572 28,7%

UTAH , 194 19M'
VERMONT 447 11,9%

VIRGINIA 4,389 '43*

OSKINGTON: 26,11;

- "54.=:18.6%

953 21,3%

AH0014.. H165:234%

219

253

458

'166

1,880

611

2;546

.170

335

1.0295

704

Mede'Prof Unclargaied Toln1

N 95 N % 11

9,7% ,165 6,77% '353 14,3%

01% 36 4,2% 122 14,21;

7;0% 220 8,2% ' 448, 16,6%

1.3% 194 13,2% 257 17,5%

4.9% 620 4,9% 1,695 13.5%

5,2% 209 5,2% 648 '16.2%

6,9% 1,107 7,3% )274, 15.1%

6,2N 59 3.5% 219 13,2%

8,3% 73 4,0% 198 10,8%

2.9% 760 7,611 1,354 13,5%

6,3% .547 12.7% 390 9.1%

71 3,9% 169 9,3%

94 6,9% 147 10,7%

540'' 3.5% 1,787 11.5%

4438 9,5% 1,006 21,9%

133, 4.1% 757 23.3%

83 2.6% ' 711 22,6%

228 9,3% 284 11.6%

102 5.6% 265 14.5%

259 I0,4X 537 21.6X

370 3.4% 1;121. 10,4%

401 3.0% ,2;2513 17,1% .

297 4.7% 1,647 24.0%

178' OX' 770 20.1%

)53 1,1,8X '237 ,18,3%

276 . '5.8% 479 10.1%

17.0 13,71 _ -462 21,1%

-92' 4.8% 425 22,37 ,7

.114 11.5X, 263- 26.1%

. 200' 7,1% 531 18.9%

1,643 5,5% 4,093 13,84

107 6,54 212 12.8%

_:1)290 4,1% 4,257 13.4%

289 8,0% 736 20%
.

.20 2,7% 219 30,0%

446 4,6% 1,43.g 11

121._ '.330,,20)1N

358 '71-2;9%.7--', 423 15.2%

1,263 '1,04, 2,093' 13.2%

211 - 745% --- 423 15, DY

311 12.1% 322 12.5%

118' 13,3% 226 25,5%

147 54% 1 '413 15.7%

576 31,7%

192 14.0% 289 21,1%

3;031' 19,5% 6,155 39,7X

,543 11.8% 1,710 37,2%

450 134% 1,451 44,6%

401 12.7%: 1,493 17AX.

563 22,9% 846 34.5X

'248 13,5% 575 314
398 164% 572 23.0%

1,273 11,8% 2,690 25.0%

2,644 20,0%. 4,039 30,6%

796 11,6% . 2,355 34.3%

476 12,5% 1,498' 39,2%

114 8,8% 462 35.7%,

1,080 22.7% 1,806 .37)9%

206 . 16,6% 347 28, DX

142 7.5% 953 50,4%

126, 166 16 !.5%,,

- 411 14.6% 747 26.6%

5,810 19,6% 8,537 28,8t

253 15,3% . 518 31,3%

5,671 17,84/ 7,718 24)2%

532 ' 141;614' 1)237 ,34.0%

47 4% 352 48;3%

1,098 11,3% 3,784 39,1%.

250 13.4% 553 29.7%

490 17.6% L.827 --4948%

'478-18 4,545 28;6'1;'

554 10% 540 194',214:

275 f0.7%- 454: :

'.67 7,6% 577 42,6%

328 12,4% 1 052 39,9%

325 1 5,1% 1,876 34.21

95 '9,6% 100

. 212 15,1% 324 23.0%"

3,6%-,,2,4757-247 7%rt

549 12.7%, 1,176 27:74

" 152 11,1% :
630 ..46..1%

586 12,1% 1,515 33,9%

'7 94 11,7x:77T126-71 1:5X

1,121 45,1%

284 33.1%

806 29,9%

516' 15,1%

3,483. 27.7%

1,639 40,9%

4,356 28,9%

679 40.8N

563' 30,7%

3,913- 39,0%

1,754 .40,7X

503 27.7%

295 5,4%, 320 15,0%

490 49,6% 1 07 10.8%

123 8.7% 298 21,2%

643 6, 47 IT624'

399 9,34 1,046. '24,3%

72 5,3% "55 18.7%

m 207: 467 J',188.. 26,6%

.14,8 20,6% 93 13,0%

2 0,1% 2 'in 00, O,:

,5 0,6% 058 00,0%

6 0,24 2,694 00,0%

7 0,59; 1,471 00.0%

177 1.415 12,595 00,0%

4 0.1X 4,010 00,0%

19 0,1% 15,094 00,0%

1 0.191 1,665 00,0%

I O.I., 1,835 00.0%

19 0.2% 10,039 00,0%

8 0,2% 4,309 00,0%

4 0.2% 1,815 00,0%

11 0,8% 1,369 00,0%

148 1,0% 15,517 00,0%

27 0,69', 0%

25 0.8% 3,254 00,0%

12 0.4% 3,149 00.10%

5 0.2% 2,454 00.0%

106 54% 1,833 00.01',

1 0.0%, 2,485 00.0%

30 0.3% 10,753 00.0%

9' 0.1% 13,188 00.07

5 0,1X .6,964 00.091

11 0.1% 3,522 00,0%

2 0.,M 1,295 00 LO%

8 0.2% 4,760-100.0%

17 1.4% 1,240 100.0%__

4 0.215 1,905 100,0%

I 0.1% 1,007 100.0%

5 0.2% 2,810 100,0%

52 0.211 25,665 100.0%

120 7.2% 1,657 100,0%

223 0.7% 31,858 100.0 % / ".

12 0.3% 3,6341(10AX

1 0.1% 725 100,0%

65 0,7% 9,694 100.0%,

96- 5.2% 1 ,864

9 0.311 2;779 100,0%

32. 0.24 15,965 100.0%

2 0.1% 2,315 100.0%

1 0:0% 2,580 100.0%

1 0, I% 985 100,0%

1
0,0% 2,637 100:0%

93 1,7% 5,431 100A95'

0. % 987 100.0%

2 0.1%.. _

25 0,2% 10,013 100.0%

16 0,4% 4,313 100.0%

3 0,2X 1,366 100,0%

-21 (1,5%- 4,4 ,;0-10,0.0%

2 0,3% 718 100.0%
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Glossary

Definitions Used in the Fall 1979
Residence and Migration Survey

Homo State. The"state In which a student legally resides when first admitted

to tho institution at the current level. (Note that Institutional

policies and state lows may differ In defining a resident.)

Foreign Student. A student. who is a citizen of a country other than the United

States and who Is In the United States on a temporary basis

First-llme students. Students enrolled at the Institution at the
undergraduate, graduate, first-professional, or' unclassified level, who

have never been enrolled in the institution before

Undergraduate. Students enrolled In a four- or five -year bachelor's degree

program, an associate's degree program, or a vocational or technical

program; :undergraduate students are further divided into:

(1) First -time freshmen. Entering freshmen who have not previously

attende.,1 college; this category includes students who;first

enrolled at the' Institution In the summer of 1979

(2) Undergraduate transfer'student. StUdents transfereirg from another

institution without a, baccalaureate degree

Graduate students. Students holding a bachelor's or first- professional .degree,

and who, are working toward a master's or doctorls,degree

Fjrst7professicAal. Students enrolled in a professional program which 'requires

at least two years of previous education for entrance and a total, of at

least six years for a degree
TN,

Unclassified. Students not enrolled for a/degree, gut enrolled in regular
,

credit courses-

Full-time students. Students enrolled with a course load of-at least 75

percent of the normal full-time load

Part -time students. Students enrolled with a course load of lesS than 75'

percent of the normal full -time load
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