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- staffs. The Iinterest of these groups will grow as they develop poll cies to
deal with the threat of. unsfable and shlfflng enrollme1fs.

Res | dence and Migration of College Students

Over the last decade, there-has been little regard fbr'fhe enrol-Iment paTTerns
of students. Now, however, these patterns are Iincreasingly cf interest to
col leges, universities, state-level agencies, and legislative and executive

There are a variety of factors that lnfluen<e enrol Iments in higher
education. One of these factors is the demographics of the traditional

- col kgge-age populaflon. Trends now show that a 24 percent decline in this

population can be’ expected over the next decade: (WICHE 1979). Some reglons of
the country will be affected more sharply than others. A second important.
factor related to enrollments Is_the participation rate of the population golng
to college. The participation rS#e 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 thlrd-factor that influences
enrolIments, and a factor that Is sometimes overlcoked, is the mobility of
students. This number has gradually been changing slnce 1949, A greater
proportion of students now remaln in thelr. home states for their college .
educaflon. . » .

The third factor, like the_second, s one that can be affected by

educational policies:” Granted the. important role of economic kssues such as
the cost. of transportztion; it Is also true that educational policies such as
those rzlating to out-of-state tuition rates, admissions preferences, and

-specifics of student ejd policies (for example,” portability of state-funded

student assistance) will clearly influence the extent and the direction of
student migration. This, report attempts to show current resldence and’
mlgraflon paTTerns and suggesfs how These dara can be useful.

" The National Cenfer for Education STaTlsTlcs (NCES). conducts a survey at:

- irreguler. intervals entitled "The Residence and Migration of College Students."

This survey reports the numbers of ‘students enrolled in each institution -from
each state. The most recent: daTa now avallable were gathered as part of the
Higher Education General Information ‘Survey (HEGIS) of 1979-8C., It will be‘
some time before the data from the most recent survey, fall 1981, are
avallable. Previous years in which the resldence data were coIIecTed are 1949,
1958 "1963, 1968,~1972, and 1975. ' .

' The data collecfed in- The fall 1979 survey differ from the daTa coIIecTeo S

in previcus years, In-past surveys data were collected for alll_students 7
enrol.led in an institution by level,’seX, -and ful l-time or. ‘part-time status (or

_some variation of this). The fall 1979 survey collected data only ch students

enrolled for the ilrsi_iLme in the reporflng institution by level, and

- full- time or part-time status. The lack of consistency in the data collected

makes ‘direct comparisons - difficult. ‘11 may be reasonable, however, to make

~ general- comparisons of trends. The format of The survey used. in fd|| 1979 is
“"to be, the basic format of forthcoming surveys. .This year can serve, then, as =~ = =
" the base year for future analyses. See the glossary for The definlflons used

in the 1979 survey.
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For the 1979 survey, 94.4 percent of the, 3,188 institutions that wero sent
‘questlonnaires responded to the survey. "NCES estimated the enrollments for ihe .
nonresponding Institutions (Smith 1981). E " .

Nature of the Data

.Since public institutions usual iy charge out-of-state tultions, and
private Inst|tutions typical ly 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 also be
influenced by the studente! integrity in reporting thelr residence. |1 Is very
difficult to estimate the number of ctudents who misrepresent their home state
{n order jo pay In-state fuition rates. ! ‘ -

Determining residency for coilege students presents difficult definitional
_prob lems. General ly -1t is easier fo examine the. «:rldence and migration of
*  flrst-time freshmen than of other student levels. The majority of first-time
 freshmen are the traditional college-age population (18-21 year.olds) vho have
probably just graduated from high school. " The data they report for thelr home
state are |ikely to be more-accurate than the data:suppiied by students at
ofher ‘levels. A studentienrdlling in graduate school will usually be .
"classifled, as a resident of the state of his undersraduate degree. The sume
. .probiem exists.for. transfer students. Frequently & student will go out-of
state-his first year, but:complete nis education in his home state. Although
“he has been a res Ident of\ﬁhersfafa, he may be clas«ifled as an out-of-state
student. L \ ' . o a

1

' Data foF part-time ana\fuII-TINa students have been combinud Into one
category for the purpose oflfhis re;t. The majority of the students reported
- will probably be ful I-time Judenfs, since the majority of students do not opt .
.to attend an out-of-state. school on a part<fime basis. One excupti.a to this - . =
rule is the commuter studentiwho | ives near a state border and attends school .
< in the nelgtboring state. \ ‘ £ ' o :

S Even though data on foreign students were.col lected as pzrt of the survey,
" these data were excluded from many of the analyses in tris report., It Is
) . bel leved that since every. state recelves some fonelgn“s*uUenT-enrdlImenfs,'fhaf
~ * nmost states will have a net inimlgraflonflf the foreign and territorial
students are included (Wade 1970). This situation could distort the picture of .
" the migration of students -from tate to state, and it is the interstate flow of .
students which is the primary fécus hére. - Thus, mos+t of “~e table$ ‘Include
~_only the.50 states and the Distrlct of Columbia. In a nurper of cases, data
“col lected about stidents going to or coming from the ter-itorles of American
P $amoa, Canal Zone, Guam, Puerto Rico, Trust Territory of the Pacific lslands,
i and the.ﬂjngin_JslgngﬁmWQLE;éléo#éﬁqlpged from the analysis, Unless it is
- ‘specifically stated that students from foreign coilntries or territoriés are -
included, they. are excluded from the anaiyses., There is a brief +section '
_ dévoted specifically to foreign student enrol Iments. ,
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Y Results from the 1979 Survey

The rosults from the 1979 Residencerand Migration survey that we consider most
to policy issues in higher education are Included in this paper. For

relevant

other aspects of the survey, see

'§¢_9911§99.§i9995i§,fﬂlJ_J919-
Eirst=Time Freshmen '

Figure 1 s a map of the net migration of fifst-time freshmem. Net
migration is calculated for. 'each state using the following formula:

. Net Migration = In-migration - Out=-migration. ..

‘The figure is negaflvé 1f the s

state loses more students than 1+

importing state (gains mo
+ sout-migration states are

+he NCES publication Resldence and Migratlon
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-
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tate Is an expdr%lng state (that ig, If the

recelves) and positive if the state Is an

re students than It loses). Although the net
dispersed throughout all regions of the country, the
north-and central reglons~|ose‘|arger numbérs of students than other regions.

Iy

Tablé 1 ranks the states by net in-migration and;neT'ohT-mlgraflon of

First-time freshmen,

L lllinols

s the only state ranked

not In,the northeast region,

H

There are 17 states that are net exporters of students, ~

among the top five exporting states that is

1]

Since 1938, 'New Jersey,“New York,‘f{llnolé, and Connecticut have repdrfed
substantial ‘net 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 absolutg numb
Note that the net migra

ers for the net out-migration of firsf-time freshmen.
t+ion from these exporting states is substantial ly larger

than. the.net migration for the top ranked Importing states. For example, New
Jersey net exports 25,217 fIrst-time’ freshmen, whereas, North Carolina, the
leading state’ for importing first-time freshmen, ret imports 6,345 students.

Three of the top fl

ve ranked states for net In-migration of flirst=titie

freshmen students are in +he*South: North Caroilna ranks first; Tennessee,

third; and Texas, fourth.

" With Arizona. (Southwest), fifth.

For

five exceptions and thé states

_ all except flve states (excluding Alaska and Hawall), the largest _ .
number of first-time freshmen out-migrants enrol led In a contiguous state. ‘The

in which the -largest number of their

e

Massachusetts, a New England state, ranks second,

. out-migrants enrolled are: ,
. . . ) . o
B -~ Home State Attended Cojlege In
' Colorado " Callfornia ,
, . Maine Massachusetts :
e o Montana . ~__Washington - L
. Texas California e
Washington -California L .
. _____‘___________,__.______n,_..,__...__,_.-_.,-—’-—~»~—-' s T T N X
3 \"‘\\"
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Note fThat 1wo of those paRrs of slates are aimost contiguous (Malne and o
Massachusetls, and Montana, and Washington) and tho othor 1hroc palrs aro
wostorn of southwestern states 1hatl export 1o Callfornla. This suggests Thut
the majority of wiuderts who attend school out-of=-steic typlcally remain in ’
tholr own reglon of The country. e -

There are sevgra! ratios that can be used to analyze the migration of studonts.
_ Twq ratlos-have been chosen for uso»ln_Thls paper:

' ’ P e aen eeaa e . ' - . PRSI PO
* (1) Numbor of students leaving . : o Lo
t+helr. home state to enroll ‘ ' ,
out-of-state _..o..eo_._. = Out-migration Ratio o

Number of siudents
from that state enrolled
anywhere In the U.S.

)

The out-migration ratio allows each state tosdetermine vhe percentage of
students It s losing to other states. As & poldcy lssue, a state may decice
to try to decrease that percentage by retaining more resident students In the
state. Thls ratio will help a state express its objectives for retaining »
resident students in concrete terms, and over time will help determine if state ¢
..pollicles and actions intended to change the pattern show results.. ?

0
‘ (2) Number of students ' o e ' i
. . migrating info a state = in-migration Ratio ' o o : j

"o Total number-of -students . . ... .
enrolled in the state " .
. (excluding foreign | o : ' _

- students) 4 ‘ : IR ' %

. The In-mfgraflon ratio shows the proportion of out-cf-state students o K
‘enrolied in a given State., This ratio,could be used by a state considering. - ~ |
. ralsing out-of-state fultion. For example, If the In-migration ratio Is high, \

that is, if out-of-state students are a signifitant factor in enroliment, the .
state may want to assess carefully the impact of a tultion hike on those no
__students. - ’ : . ' c

Examples of both ratios are given below, expressed as percenteges, using
- data for the state of Alabama, ' :

(1) There are 33,823 first-time, Alabama freshman (table 2) enrolled ’
within and without their home state 0f fhese_students, 2,704 —————
‘Alabama resicents leave the state to study elsewhere (table 4),

Thus, ratio 1, the number'éf students leaving the state to.the number
of state students enrolled is 8.0 percent. '

, Céliforn}alhas the smallest out-migration ratio (3.1 percent) for - S
first-time freshmen, wifh;Egﬂ;ﬂgmpéhlce_having-*he—Targesf*135777~»—_~
__percent}— ~ T v ‘
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. (z) Forthe state pf Alabama, 37,948 flrst=1ime froshmen are onrolled in

. the state (table 3). 6,829 studonts enrolled «in Alabama {rom apolhor
state (tabldé 5).-. Thus ratio 2, the number of students coming Into ¢
the state to The sfudenfs enrolled in jhp‘sTa1e is JB porcent,

, Vermont and the Dlstrict of Columbla, both with small populationsg
...~ have very high immigration ratios at 37.7 percent and 37.0 percent

g respoctively. ~Ca|lfornlé‘wf+h'Thb"Sm&1les+“ou+-m;gra+lon ratio, also
has fthe smailest in-migration ratio at 4.3 parcents .

mm@ﬁm_Ir@iﬁgwsniﬁ' v

A map of the net mlgration bf undérgraduafe transfer students enrolling in
+he reporting Institution for the first time is shown In figure 2. There are
27 states that are net exporting states for frensfer students. This Includes
14 of the 17 exportlng states for first=-time freshmen, plus-an additional 13
states. Montana,'Oklahoma, and Florida are the three states that. are exporters
of first=time freshmen, bui importers of transfer studénts. The turnabout
could be related to the problem of clafslfylng a home state for transfer
.students, - . ' »

The' states exporting and importing first-time undergraduafe transfer
students are ranked In table 6. For the five top=ranked, exporting states of”
4ransfer students, four of the five ranked among the top five states for
exporting first-time freshmen. y |

“Texas I's the only state that Is.ranked Tn.the top five states for
~ymporttng both transfer and first=-time freshmen students. .oining Texas
. {ranked third) as Importing states arg Cal ifornia, Oklahoma,*Utah, and Alabama.
Oklahoma Is-|isted as an exporting state for first-time freshmen. - -
vrld | o . o

For transfer students there Is less variation "in the number of students
entering and, leaving the states, compared fo the pattern for first-time
freshmen. "This disparity could be another-example of the difficulty. in
ctassifying the home state of +ransfer students. ‘ oo

The two ratios discussed for flrst-time 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 students migrating info the state in
+able 5 are |isted undgr the column labeled N. Ratios for each are in the

. L :

percenfage column, . - -
' Graduate Students . . o | \
‘ . The‘nef-mlgrafloh map for graduate studen- - shown in figure 3. -A° )
. slight majority (27) of st§i§§,§£§WneimexporiJnm 5. for—graguate-- - o

_._enrollments. "Many of fhese “stetes are also net.c.purting states for either
freshmen or fransfer students; however, three of “the states that-are. large-net
‘exporters of undergraduate students are net importers of students at the -
graduate level. These states are Il1linois, Michigan, and Ohio. '

B Table 7 ror. - the sfafes_byfhéf‘mlgkailonvOf‘graduaTe students, New

Jérsey_and New . .rik are the leading exporting states for first=time-freshmen,
-, transfer,.and graduate students., . T ‘ ‘\’“““
| = 50
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Ao with tronufer Students, thorg {0 morereven dietr loutlon In The .
numbers of studonts who aro In=mlgrants and 1ho numbor of studonts who.ard ' 4@5 .

out=mlgrunts, For oxamplc, New Jerscy, tho lcadIng net ‘exporting state, hos @
not mlgration ot 3,554, Thoe Plstrict of Columbla, as tho top=runked net ~
ImportIng state, has a netd In=migrafion of 2,938 graduates. '
$n . Lt
CThe fwo onalytlcal ratlos for graduate stivents are shown In kables 4 and
5. ‘the numbor of In= and out~mlgrants aro |lsted I'ntho N column; the ratlos ..
are |lsted as porcanteges. o v . Sy ]

Professlonal_Students g .

. The ranking of the states for vthe net migration of first=tine professlonal
students” aro’ found In table 8, Thirty=three of 1ﬂ0 stotes arenet exporting
. states for these students. |1 Is not surprising that f lrst=professional
. students mlgrate out ‘of state In view 6f.+ho unequal dlstributlon of
opportunlties for. professional study across the states (Peterson and Smith™
7’1970). For example, Colorado, Florlda, and Loulsiana do not- have schools of
optometry In their states; thercfore, students must - leave those states it they
. deslre to study in that fleld., The analytical ratles for the professlonal
" students are found In tables 4 and 5. . -

Unclassifled Students-

Alfhdugh the NCES survay requested that the Instltutlons report data on
unclassified students, fhe data wlll not be commented on Irn this dlscusslon.
However, Informatlon reported on the unclassified students can be found In
tables 2, 3, 4, and 5. : :

4 o :
Total First-time Students

. . . N ‘}‘ ’ v

In the fall of 1979, 533,544 students migrated to an out-of-state
Institution. This figure includes only students migrating to une of the fifty
states or the Distrct of Columbla. The breakdown: of “ the students..by level
migrating out cf state is showp In table 9. The student's level'of study

‘appears to have a signiflcant effect on the student's decision to enrol | ‘In his
home state. As might be expected, flrst=professional students migrate out of
state proportionately more than any other level, followed by graduate students,
undergraduate fransfers, and finally freshmen. . : :

Foreign. §:ry_dem_£n:.QJJm§n:r

’ Foreign sfudenf{enrollmenfs’made up 2.4 ‘percent of ‘all new student
enrol Iments at institutions in fal1.1979., Table 10 ilists the number of new

. foreign enrolIments in Fall 1979 by state. AlsoO tncluded In this table are the |

«..__The second perce

foreicnstudent enrollments as a percentage of the total state enrollment; the
range is from 0.3 percent in Alaska to 8.5 percent in the Gistrict of Columbia.
. itage is foreign student enrol Iments, as a percentege of fotal
foreign:student enrollment in the United States.. Cver 42 -percent of the
first-time foreign student enrollment is concentrated in four stetes.
Californie is the leader ‘enrolling 22.1 percent of the total, followéd by Texas
* with 8.2 percent, New Yok with-7.1 percent, and Florica with 5.2 percent of

. the .foreign enrol Iments.. The other 58 percent of the foreign enrol Iments are.
-~ widely dispersed +hroughou+'+he'Fémainlng states.




Eorolimends. by. Control.and. Clesseltlcatl on.of Jnstitutlon

N With respact to the aggrogato numbor of all of tho In=migroting studonts
(including foreign onrollments) that enroll for the first time of an "
institution, the private and publlc soctors enroll approximately ‘tho ‘sumo ‘
percantage of studenis. Howover, as table 11 shows, migrotion to a public as
opposed to a. private Institution varies according to roglon, For exanple, a
student migrating into New England is more apt to go to u private institution,
whoroas o student migrating into -the Far West will probably enroll in a public
irstitution. -Tho reason for this may simply be that thorc ls a high :
concontration of private instltutions In New England end proporilcnately moro
publlc institutions In the West. Prilvate instlitutlons, with a fow oxceptions, "
may also have a relatively hlgher profile In‘the East then in the West. In the
Great Lakes and Plains, mlgrating students are about evenly split between
public and privete Institutions,

Using the NCHEMS taxonomy for classifyling types of Institutlions, wo can
see In table 12 that the largest portlon (35,6 percent) of In-migrating
students enrol|ing at an out-of-state institution atfend a major docioral

. Instltution. (Mote that all\students Including forclgn onrol Iments are
included in this table.) The'comprehensive, general baccalaurcate, and
two-year ‘classiflcations enroll almost equal proportions of students, at 19.5

.. percent, 18,0 percent, and 18.2'.percent respectively. Table 12 also provices a
dotelled breakdown of migration by type of institution within geographical
reglon, For example, in New England, the Mid East, and the Great Lakes, less

- than ten percent of tho students who migrate attend a fTwo-year schoal, In the
Far West this number Is over 40 percent,

Tables 1% and 14 provide additional detall for the data In table 12,

) These two tables |ist the numbor of nonresicents (excluding forelgn ) .
.~ enrollments) in each state by the ftype of Institution and by control: public
oriprivate. . - ) . s

-

A compar l%on of tables 13 and 14 reveals (total N) whether the public.or
"private sector In such states atfracts more out-of-staie studerts. As mlght be

. .~ expected, Massachuseffs,vNew York, Connecticut, and Pennsylvania heavily enrol | »
but-of-state students in the private sectoer. Correspondingly, Arizona, .
California, and Texas,heavily enrol| students In the public sectors. I

Tables 13 'and 14 show, by control of 'the Institution, which classi.flcation
of institution enroils +h3 most students. In Arizona, California, and Florica,
all of which have large ‘piblic community college systems, over half of the '

" out-of-state students attending public institutions enroll In two-year
“Irstitutions. Jdenderson (1977) identifies low tuition rates and the convenient
locations of fthe ftwo-year colleges as the attraction for. prospective students.

PY

Just as tables 13 and 14 allow administrators to know the 1ypes of
institutions ir thelr staie o which out-of-state students are attracted,
tables 15 and 16 allow administrators to know the types of Institutions intc

_which students from their state are migrating. Table 15 is .for the public
secter, teble 16 is for the privete. A compariscn of tables 15 and 16 shows .
that students from a majority of 1hé7s+a1es attend pubilic Institutions,

Ay
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Changes Over Time . N

P o

The 1979 residence and migrafion data indicate that &7 percent of all
tirst-time students remaired in their home state to study. This percentage -. :
represents the latest in a series of graduai increases In the proportion of sl

— . ¢olTege studenfs remaining Tn their home stafe sifice 1949 (Eiden 1577; Linney

1979), -as shown in the fol lowing data: v . .
Year Proportion Enrolled fn-Home-Stafe- -
1949 : ’ _ 80%. v :
1958 P - 81%:
1963, - S 81%
1968 . _ 83%
1975 ) oo - 85% -
1979% a 87% -
— TN

o %1979 défa ific luded only first=-time sfudenfs wheﬁ@ps prev]ous yearé also
© . Included continuing students. -

]

Why are more students choosing to attend college within 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.byJThe'Increaslng'COST Sf living and travel costs to attend an
out-ofsstate institution. Fewer students may be able to afford college outside
of their home .state: . . R I R

14

K [ — O,

Financial aid policies may also be a reason for fewer students leaving -
+helir ‘home state. There.is often a stipulation in state-supported financial
.ald that the aid is not portable to another state. 0f -course, this explanation .
does not apply in the case of federal financlal ald for 1979, but the future
. cuts planned for: federal aid;may impact the mobil ity of students.

- ..

. Some: state agencl
. out-of-state students from attending their schools. They have the philosophy - .
that they must first take care of thelr own students. They may establish rules- -
for admitting resident students first, or-as noted earlier, ‘set very high -
i +ultion rates. for nonresidents, Some Institutions also have set cellings on
' fhe.number.of_out-of=state_students _that can be admitted. ..

encies and state institutions are also discouraging. ‘ T

©

< e

T e O'fher;l:evelsof Analys'ljs_—“'"* o SR . . g __

_ 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 avallable and useful at the institutional and intrastate levelss =

(1) _State agencies may . be_lnterested.-in deienmln]ng_which_parTicuLachvmgww
: institutions are enrolling the students who migrate out-of state and
why. For example, it turns outf that most of the students who.m y: ate’,
~ out of Minnesota attend institutions that are located within 50 miles =
_.i 4 of the Minnescta border. . One_ factor thet undoubtedly contributes ‘.’
o "R g(eafly‘TOvThis_stuaTion js: that Miqnesofa'has comprefe;fulfiqh.

o ~
| ) ' : - i




~réciproci+y»wi+h three of the contiguous sfa+e§ (North Dakota, South
.- Dakota, Wisconsin) and a |imited agreement with lowa. g

(2) An ana}ysié by sector may also be useful. That is, when-sfudenfs
leave the state, in what types of institutions do they enroll=~public
or private Institutions, two~year or baccalaureate col leges, or

research universities?

(3) ‘At a somewhat higher level of aggregation, a state may alsc want 1o
~ 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 negrby; or can
other factors be identified? : oo
" (4) Institutions can, of course, analyze their own data to discover where
_ __ their.students originate. Many institutions use data at the county
.level or other service areas ‘in ook ing at the origins of in-state
students., ’ ' : . '

, In .short, residence and migration data can be useful for analyzing
_enrol lrents, or employinrg 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.

TN
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‘ Matne

S o Tab]e I |
Net Mtgratton of First-time Freshman Students Raﬁied by State
. - Fall 1979
Exoorting States Importing States
State Net Migration - Rank  State Net Migration
. New Jersey -25,217 1 Horth Carolina 6,345
New York -15,243 2 Massachusetts 6,219
IMlinois | -13,451 3 Tennessee ~4,855
Connecticut: - - 8,214 4 Texas 4,671
Maryland - 5,082 5 Arizong - 4,579
Ohio P - -1,918 6 California 4,527
Minnesota | - 1,880 7 District of Co]umbta 4,132
New Mexico - - 1,432 8 Alabaia 4,126 »
- Nevada ©o- 1,301 9 . Indiana- 4,096 -
Michigan - 1,336 10 Utah | 3,951
Alaska - 1,241 11 Rhode Island 2,971
‘Hawaii - 1,203 12. - Kansas 2,597
~ Georgia - 900 13 West Virginia = - 2,588
Montana - 565 14 Vermont | 2,236
~ Wyoming ' - 197 15 - Missouri . 2,212
‘Oklahoma - 66 16 South Carolina . =~ '2,201 - '
Florida - 38 17 New Hampshire 2,174 |
j ¢ 18 " Wisconsin - 1,840
| | 19 Idaho - 1,59
i 20 - Colorado 1,437
21 Oregon 1,341
- - Q2 L OWA - e 1,336 L
23 - Delaware . L1090
24 Mississippi =~ 1,015
25 "Kentucky . 997
26 Virginia 845
7. 5 - Louisiana 580
27,5  South-Dakota 580
. 29 --Arkansa= .- W
.30 -North Dakotz 42
: S Pennsy]vanta 40
o 32 . Nebraska | 38
I 3 washtngton o 25
YT

B0 ) T R




. State -

ALAERMA
ALASKA

AR1ZONA

ARKANSAS

ZALIFORNIA

£ OLORADD

“CONNECTICUT -
DELAWARE ..

Y

~Table 2~

‘ Tdtainirst—t}pe tudnntcﬁ Enrolled bu P==1d\nt otatclaha Lev~x

it .

o S
| L")

FLORIDA
“3EORGIA
HAWAT T

1DAHO
LILLINGIS
INDIANA
1ouA
“KANSHS

TKENTUCKY -

LOUISTANA
‘MAINE
“MARYLAND

“MnssncHUSETTs

NILHIGQN

WYONING

JORTH CQROLIQQ
NORTH DAKOTA

qPENNSYLVAHIn
~RHODE~TSLAND -
50UTH ”ﬁROLINA

JEST VIRGINIA
WISCONSIN

’ Fa]] 1979
_ ' Undergrad , '
‘Freshmer Transfers PPO?EESlandl Graduate Unclassified
33,423 10,508 3,827 . o, E87
4,227 1,067 S 97 - 5,832
42,423 . 17,1v4 - 3,010 5,475
{7,378 5,044 1,662 - . 2,418
354,563 194,996 31,289 a6, 768 -
26,110 10,409 2,444 11,364
39,857 11,205 7,454 &,55%
7,029 1,582 755 {,942
6,920 {,072 , 291 {,%64
74,840 34,347 ? 050 19,791
34,103 12,218 5 osr—“‘““m““sjsT?W’“”””"“
9,904 - 3,922 351 1,236
9,348 . 2,444 956, 1,594
149,111 37,910 14,763 32,437
42,327 - §,647 . 4,878 3,329
34, (45 19, 047 3,108 2,079
28,372 9,696 3,095 5,576 .
26,885 7,774 3,770 2,770
31,039 &,447 5, (167 . 2,687
3,675 . 2,026 &3s 5,335
. 46,591 12,107 6,518 9,303
78,115 16,324 14,257 23,678
111,379 .36,839 9,972 12,333
C4r,e72 10,778 3,618 3,956
28,192 7,913 2,298 2,405
42,874 . . 16,014 6,123 7,407
7,328 2,321 o 585 1,384
21,629 . 5,972 1,625 1,293
5,328 . 2,700 Co296 3,459
8,062 1,698 1,370 2,631
#6,151 | 23,00 ©9, 851 24,357
10,065 o 3,339 1,233 3,644
144,150 - 62,384 35,85¢ 62,798
64,859 47,706 5, & 15,000
8;'54 .. 2,326 X 33. ' 1;2'5
99,371 24,914 11,816 15,835
09,749 - 27,798 4,581 6,504
40,529 9,878 1,631 . 14,586 -
- 3523 52 e e AT 406 NHTTR
19,218 . . 1,77 A, 364 6,936
33,597 7,585 ,‘ 2,360 5,141
6,435 1,793 E 586 1,392
37,820 10,979 3z 3,232 . 0 T, 73
146,502 . 6, 590 023 13,214 13,146 |
e, g0 T 581 363 ~Ee2 o - S33- 0
4,019 1,333 §55- o, 066 2,786 .
34, oso 11,268 2530 3,600 0 40,423
g, a2 16,888 ... @l8. C3,042. USRIV
14,745 SR 13- 404 1,733 4,205
So3,E 0 13,722 . 12080 o0 6,185 0 10,2 o7y ,WW‘LW.,
4,885 1,883 et 193 o ‘2,933 g

- :\2_86,‘-‘090: i
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. ARTZONA

- ARKANSAS,

- CALIFORNIA
LOLORADD

~CONNECTICUT
DELAUQRE

. D.C.

_F FLORIDA

~ GEORGIA

© HAWATT

" 1DAHO .
TLLINOIS

KANSAS -
KENTUCKY
LOUISIANA
MAINE -
MARYLAND
MASSHCHUSETTS
MICHIGAN'
'MINNESOTA
13515S1PPL
‘M15SOURY
"MONTANA
‘NEBRASKA
EVADA

EU’ HAMPSHIRE
EW JERSEY

vomznc,

e

ﬁ839

{

37

Vg
853

236 .
(26

2,905

FulP—FJrQ————’ s
Undergrad Firet
. Freshmen Transfers "Professional -
37,943 12,127 793
2,986 493 I
47, 002 18, 655 369
17,854 4,800 . 792
359,095 200,342 1,073
#7547 11,699 779
31,643 2,247 98
8,134 1,329
i1, 052 2,641 2 76e
74,802, 35,841 1,265
33,203 12,024 2,365
8,701 3,787 133
10,944 2,195 92
135,660 33,557 4,632
46,423 8,495 .o1,408
35,381 a,621 ‘ 1135
30,969 9,688 385
27,882 . 7,958 1,163
3,619 8,944 1,194
8,920 1,791 143
41,509 10,722 1,577
34,334 17,191 4,484
110, 043 . 35,577 2,675
40,092 9,804 2,358
29,207 7,516 . - 439
45, 086 16,324 . 2,563
6,763 R e
22,015 5,993 580
3,937 2,384 . 0
10,236 2,026
60,934 23,040 1
8,633 3,46 ¢ 199
178,907 56,557 8,035
71,204 19,007 1,759
8,59 2,324, 156
97,453 23,273 3,892
29,643 32,171 Ly,23
41,870 5,842 A
101, 045 21,0147 5,
CYAyYeyTT T 248 1
35,798 7,903 .. 588
7,415 . 1,759 113
142,675 12,194 - 1,842
151,173" .63,086 . 5,959
19, 15?m“_;;w:me$ﬂﬂ?g;fij.n.; 287
_6L255 1,490 233
39,905 . 16,329 :
pa,077 18,424, 752
7,33 . 3,93 .. 219
64,950 13,628 780
v 4'6w“,wmﬁ, L

CReTT

84,146

. yfdtd-ugahdmtﬁﬁ3 .

- Graduate =Unclassif'ied. Total
3,637 2,525 57,034
204 5,099 CoE, T
3,665 . 5,357 79, 048
1,442 2,269 37,162

33,878 ar vy 690,959
3,662 11,818 g5, 505
6,754 &, 003 .« GE, 62
561 2,086 12, 114°
4,229 4,399 25,573
656 - - 2,821 13%, 345
5,421 5,493 53, 5068
g 1,202, 14,634
1,167 1,372 15, 77
15,352 34,115 7 220,318
5,571 9,465 71,362
3,102 - 1,812 .50, 051
2,902 5,505 50, 023
. 3,966 R 43,551
5,116 Y, 523 49, 796

5,545 7854, 67,247
15,296 = 24,838 145,923
10,670 12,157 IR P
3,210 4,019 5u,433
2,41 o 2,302 41,476
6,880 ... 7,98 TR, 67

- 425 1,339 ‘,.10,9311 ,
1,474 992 31,194
Kyd 3,525 10,173
§,129 2,329 15,998
5,497 . 22,565 114,889 -
1,068 3,688 18,904
34,233 65, 224 342,956
5,917 14,754 112,741
216 i,024 12,316 .
12, (404 i5,035 151,657

w4, 811 6,419 74,322

uﬁw,ds1 14,485 |6, 284
b a8 18, 788 161, 694
1, 354w'_mmuﬁmu,965Mq_m,%;ﬁ 24,870 -
2,063 4,916 51, 268

534 - 1,377 11,198
2,994 7,882 6.}5q?
19,481 12,916 252,595 .
918 -, 384 28,753
"1,511 - CET4TS R AL
5,339 .- 42,153 103,631

. o,38. 88,970 108,810

1 69" ‘. . 4,058 s ] 2y 7,234 _
6,166 8,18 CAELddE
Ibr"wfwﬂﬁF5ﬁ~wwﬁwﬁfM§a@




il

SO Tab1e4 ST
R UUT MIuPnTIuN BY STATE4ND| TYPEJSTUDENT‘ R
Ll , S RN o L
CEaie o RESHNEM, - UG TFHN;FER;\ 137 FRO _ GRADUATE . ‘:UNCLHaaIFIED e TOTAL
COGRIGINSTWTET. - . N R . M E el W M N Tl Neooo7 T
ALAEWNMA 2,704 800 1,149 10,92 237 394N 7O 21.3% 429 1S.0n. 5,34 (AL
BLASKR - 1,404 33.2% 694 65,07 S @6 98.8% 235 59, zr 205 3.9 Z.024 2340
ARIZONA . 2,772 68X 1,79 10,42 357 549N SIS A7AY 0 S35 987 5,81 - T
" OARKANSAS 1,878 10,8 1,051 20,82 . 204 24,87 456 27.4n. . ZEe 1000 JASE I
 CALIFORHIM 10,830 3% 6,818 2.5 1,328 18.4% 4,048 1209 2,800 3.0% 26,225 1.
~ COLORADD . _4,003 15.3% 1,885 13.1% . I 4L 1,004 29,2 430-. 2,82 7,716 14,80
COMNECTICUT  — 13,374 33.6% 3,060 27,37 911 ed. 26 - 2,027 27,2 1,316 14.9%  20,689-30. 1%
DELAUARE 1,694 24,17 533 33.7% 175 100, 0% 464 61,5/ M 14 313 LT
b.C. : 2,.59 3.3 593 85,31 213, 42.8% 550 42.6% 493 2507 4,018 34,80
FLORIDA 10,859 14,32 4,573 13.3% 1,230 Sé.2% 2,053 29.1% . 1,085 S.3 15,770 14,32
GEORGIA 6,845 20074 2055 -16.8%° 33 26,3 .00 20,02 S¥1 10,50 10,825 18,80
HAWATT - 2,063 20.8% 793 20.2% 176 57,72 332 40,20 239 18.4n - 3,683 2.
TDAHG 1,613 19,42 . 1,111 45,48 155 76,02 Iz 32.6n 505 3.7 3,89 6.8
ILLINOIS Coo 19,660 13,24 7,002 18,55 1,243 29,10 3,010 20.4k r,877 "5.8% 32,803 13.8%
 INDIRKA 5,185 12,2% 1,96 22.8% 508 -43.0% 1,310 6.9 623 674 9,594 14,50
e 4,592 13.5% - 1,963 21.7% S I3 425 1,020 3z.62 S8 27.3% - 8,518 2.3
KANGRS T 2,338 8. 2,005 20,77 36 30.9% 1,05 32.87 ,  7az 12,90 6,436 13.4%
KENTUCKY . 2,764 10,3% 1,151 14,82 218 21,172 811 21.5% 623 22,52 5,967 -13.2%
LOUZS T4 2,493 8.0% 1,041 12,3 287 4.8 - 770 152 O30 1507 4900 1030
MAINE. - 2,361..27.4%.. 60D 29.67 . 252 77.3X 460 52 J% 354 .7.4% - 4,087 23.7%
MARYLANE: 9,183 .°19.7% . 2,903 24,02 1,084 44,97 2,378 6.5 . 2,081 22,44 . 17,589 "22.9
MAZSACHUSETTS 12,886..16.5% . 2,959 1814 88t 32,67 2,9 20.4n 1,28 5.64 20,965 15,52
w MICHIGAN 6,321 6.2%. - 3,164 8.6% 1,094 337 1 787 17,92 Ca0t 7.0 13,887 §.0n
W MINNESOTA 6,903 " 16.4% 2,778 25.82 436, 4.2%  1,378.38.% . 535 13.9M 12,030 19.44
MISSISSIPPI. . . 1,584 5.62 1,006 12,72 151, 26,2% . 522 22,7 U3 8.4% - Jdee &, 4%
MIZS0URY .- 5,579 13,02 3,117 19,58 313232 1,324 21.6%° - 852 8,84 10,931 14,9
MONTANG - % 1,484 20,3%  © 610.26.3% 159 \@2.4% - 34 S3.7m . 289 1Q.74 2,8 3.9
~-NEBRASKA 2,127 9.8% - 922 15.4% 0 23 B2.17 443 27,3 . 408 .31.6% ~‘4,t34‘”13.22
NEVADA - | 1,866 35.0% . 909 3.7 . 156 190 0% 233 18,7 156 4.54 . 3,314 27,
- NEW HAMPSHIRE . 2,838 35,24 563 33.2% 0 166, A7.9% . 67 49-0h 547 20,67 - 4,780 W
TNEW JERSEY . 28,034 32,57 - © 6,925 23,97 02,353 3,34 4,435 45.(% 2,840 11,72 . 44,587 24, 1N
. HEW -MEKICO CLo2,740 27,2 {,256 37.67 - 283 61,57 434 3937 . 242 6.6 5,005 28.7% .
. NEW YORK 30,491 15,78 10,147 16,37 -3,986 38.8% 6,630 18,50 1,978 474 . 54,232 8L
~ HORTH CAROLINA 3,338 502 . 1,553 .8.8i 462 27.4% 1,406 .z W2 Sk 7,58 7.
CWORTH DAKOTA . - 1,222 15.0% - 740 30.8%- 144 S3.74 .. 272 9.9 . 0 2% 2,848 2040
COHIB T 1L, TS N,8% 0 3,844 15,47 941 26,57 2,597 22.(00 1,368 8.6% . .20,525 13.2%;
OKLAKCMA, . 2,391 . 8,0% 1,096 3,92 . . 280 22,62 . 582 A&7 3 4% 4,680 6.7
OREGON. T2, “6;33, 1,640 17.7RT 242 25.4R . 748 459 ) <830 617 6,231 . 9.dR
CPENNSYLVAMIA' 16,139 16,04 4,904 20220 1,612 32,92\ 4,035 23.en 2,039 10,3%. 28,729, (7¢di
" RHODE. ISLAND - 2,507 22/3% - S36:30.5% 36 82,10 622 45.8% . CIH 43 4@ 15,80 "
- SOUTH CAROLINA 2,735 9.0 - 991 1252 220 3% 305 .4 ME8.7n o §1600 10,50
RO DAKOTA T TR0, 40 T TR e 34, 5% LI [ Rt A S T SRS Dy S %1 SV R
' TENNESSEE ;03,6930 9,84 1,357 12.4% 0 309 Z3.4% . 985 25,40 . q4F 5.8k - e, Y7Y MW
TENAS - © 5,634 3.0 3,375 580 S 10,22 1,810 9.5 1,065 % 12,39 5.1
UTBH 1,008 6,68  -S18 3.9 21§ W 361 442 0T 18 3400 2,308 104N
- VERMINT 1,373 34,28 - - 4553408 - 81SE7E U3 3LEL T 43 J2.en 2,633 1834
WIBGINIA 7,586 Bl e F 26 B B8 3 B U T 26— 6 T 2,090 B2t 6, TR B -
CLWRSHINGTON . 3,891 13.80 1,431 1.5 49% 61,00 1,295 41, sz 817 1,508,437 8.1
- WEST YIRGINIA - 1,652 1024 78 19.2n ;. 214 §3.0% 430 420 0 . el o8 3,253 132
WISCONSIN 5,077 &0 1,985 048 710 S6.1n o280 20, 73 5% 6.4k B, T A0
wyoMthe o 918 19:8% 0 837 3230 38 7.3 147 7420 CBU 2740 1,778 18.5R

{1 i e R E R




Table 5
IN riIuRnT]uN B STHTE nHD TYPE HIUUEHT

R j e : —Fall 1979 e
- rREbHMEN Uu TPﬂH;FERb o 1ST PRO. | uRnbUﬂTE T HTLASSIRIED FThis
DE»TINH?ION bTﬂTE S L I d LB N ‘2" RS R ;‘-‘ _aya pE’
‘,HLHBQMR - | ‘6,829 1900z e 200 34,00 790 2|.zz S T 10 PR
[ ALASKA 463 50 120 A 6 eon o 4po20n 0 T2 LAt 4§03 4.
ARIZONA . - 7,350 15,64+ 3,273 12.50 T 51 13,84 1,180 3.2 417 7.8 12,272 16,4k
© ARKANSAS 12,359 13,20 807 16,8 75z dn 2 tedn 19 S2L. L6 AR
CALIFORNIA 15,35 43 12,064 6N 2,360 abdn 6037 8L 3 (g 347 TSGR
COURADD o 5440 1972 03078 zan o asd. 29.5E 1,200 Woar . 884 750 10,35 9T
SONECTICUT - 5,160 16,32 1103 1192 a3 deon L3 1eenc de0 B4 8SE IR
« DE " AUIARE 2903 .00 80 andn 0 G 27 48,10 415 19.9% 3,768 3L 0
0.ty 6,301 57040 2,162 819 2,470 897 3,488 2.5 3416 6990 17,846 63, &
FLORIDA. 10,820 H48E 6067 1ESL oy R - 65924 9 2,085-10, 00 20,333 A5
GEORGIA Cegus  t7.9% 1962 1550 1,462 6180 1,380 75,54 467 8,50 11108 150
HAuALE ge6 9.9 658 (74w . 4 dA 242 49 @ 45 120z 130 30
10AKD 3,409 3112 §58 39.4%. 43 4.7 503 4430 . e83 L0.6% 0 Bille 3L
ILLINGIS 6209 4.7 2,659 790 1,600 6w 3,600 3.4 wowgs 1,80 14,624 66N
- INUIANA 9,281 20,02 1,816 21.4% 7% 52,28 . 2,003 .. 799 .00 14,544 20,52
100 5,9 i6.8% 1,537 7.8z 631 3564 1,014 32,72 00 1667 9,40 8.8
KANSRS , 49 15,92, 1,90 20.6x e 70 820 2. 50 1347 8,53 17
KENTUCKY 3,761 13,5 1,335 16.8% 350 30,18 - 1,007 25.4% 435 16,87 6,888 15.8L -
LOUISIANA j3,073 9,7% 1,838 17,2 326 203 819 16,0 166 9.6% 5922 120k .
| nnluE ‘ 2626 29.4% . 365 2047 . 69 8.3 104y - 1230 a4n . 3EP LS
" HARYLAND V 4 01 992 LSie M2, . 262 179 1,405 28,32 672" 854 T8 AN
. NAGSACHUSETTS. 19,108 2272 3,826 22.3% 2,630 89,07 3,950 8.1 2,208 9.3 31,808 2.8
| - HICHTGAN 5,565 5.0% - 1,902--5.3% -+ 5% 19,74 2,465 3.3 205 1.9% 10,7230 6.3
AT ~ HINHESOTA 5023 12,50 1,804 -16.4n 9% 2.2 orp 30,300 5 149k - 938 1N
L MIGSISSIPPL 2,509 8,945, 609 Bilis 4 390 6% 2%.4n . 100 4300308 S
MISSOURI, St 7 332 20,5 1 “Ed Saieu . 4081 30 1,163 147L 15,608 0.8
CwoNANR - 919 13.n o ese 2z7n o . 3 BuE 154 38,20 214 1600 . 1,96 1780
* NEBRASKA N FERI R L ts4]_2?.1z 292 19.8% 107 10,8% - 4,039 3.0
NEYADA” s 12an 0 S9-249ny b Dt e p0.70 o182 %22 A, 514 14.8h.
NEG HAPSHIRE . 5,012 49.07 991 466k 13 7360 30 wean 240 10,3% 6,804 42,540
NEW JERSEY 2817 460 . %62 420 4@ 26dn 1,08 o6 1,048 4n 6,3 S.6L
e MEXICO T YRRT IR OT I O A S AT NG 29.5n 286 787 3068 487
NEW YORKS 015,248 BuSw 4,320 7,80 y7s2 20084 500414620 5404 8.3 31,728 9.3%
HORTH COROLING 9,683 13.6%- 2,954 4554 .3 3057 1,44 2490 - S66 3.8 1S, 2037 13,5%
TH'DAKOTR r,564 - 19.4% 738, 3180 v 320.5K o9 45,87 - .79 Tk 812 2l.ed
UHI S ggsr 10a% 219 9.dn 127 38 2,785 2325 - 568 3.8n 16,685
omammf“\\g\ 3,305 7,84 5469 (7.0 . 239 19 ag ren W 3w 98
OREGON . 298 . 220 RS © s 426N o 9685231 0 799 5.4%2 8,605
PENNSYLVQNIR 16,549 164 0,766 13,20 . 15737 348n 0 2,757 7.4 1,047 5,67 24,855 15,42
"“RHODE ISLAND =~ 5,478 B3en o 820 40dn o 4R BWSE 612 s %6 47 7,288 '29‘54;
- SoUTH; cnRoLrnn 4936k 1380l 269 16.0% 128 2009 o 0508 24.6n 224 den. 7,060 1380
. SOUTH DAKOTA< 1,770 23,94 . T332 A8 Sk 169 Ieen . 14e 1078 ald 24
TENNEquE Tgdg 2007 2572, l/*-~&\ha31 s o 4 B9 ‘?.52‘"““l3,2?3"-49*n/y‘ o
‘IEXAS 0,308 06182 5, e, g A4 3 3,088 1578 g35 6,54, 21,818 8.5
: - UTAH - 4959 5900 R D 5/-\\*\ G aen o3 8a3r gl B, B i
T e VERHONT-——'MW—— 23,6095 l:‘7,7j/_‘ _ h12 4. 1'/9 R 16972 LA 516_;42..6/‘”‘“ o 98 ‘3.9;(‘.-7“‘ 5,002, 42 ‘9/-_
VIRGINIA. g3 R0 T, 00 9.5 . 438 28,80 1,763 20U 3, 820 9n 16,866 16,31 o
URSHIHGTUN U4 idg 14,30, 3,497 19.n T4 S7EL 544. 45,64 2416 420 12,08 1110
__ VEST VIRGINIQ -‘-4 o40 245 Wz . B 1nA 30 20, . PR30 - 5833 R4
A L WISCONSIN g, 81706 1890 139 - o 98,70 1,250 20,30 303317 |o 586 11012
. wvomxnc R ‘]35“290‘ 20,50 0 3068 1:oigse;3/.i ST I B L R

R

{excluding.Eareign_k Territorjes)




TR Tab]e 6

Net Mtgratton of . Undergraduate Transfer
~ Students Ranked by State T
| Fatt 1979 | g ; ', R

Exporttng States S R o “ e : hnporttnq States

”nﬂmajtState “Net mtgratton .‘5'f"w_'t“§ank - State Net mtgratton

California T 5,346
Oklahoma 4,373
Texas . 2,496
Utah 2,193
Alabama - 1,622
District of Columbia 1,569
Washington - 1,566

- New Jersey | -5,963
2 New York - -5,827
~ Iinofs . -4,353
: Pennsylvania ~ -2,138
Connecticut -1,953
- Ohio 1,646
Maryland | -1,385
3 Michigan o -1 262. Florida ~ - 1,49
. Minmesota - 974 | - Arizoma. .. 1,481 <.
Virginia S 95 10 Nerth Carolina 1,401
- Maska . . - 514 - 11, Colorado L2900
o Towar s N - 426 12 -Tennessee 1,215
- Mississippi - 3%7. . 13 Massachusetts 867
Nevada. - __. = 316 0 147 Qrégon - 510
/5. Delaware - - 283 - 15 loufsiana -, 497
50 Idaho - 25 . .16 New Hampshire 428 |
' Cilyoming =27 | 17 West Virginia - 417
. Arkansas- . - 244 - 18 - South Carolina - 318
. Maine o= 25 . - 19 Phode Island o291
o ‘Georgia. - ¢ - to-- 194 20 Missourd, 200
~Indiana oo =182 T e 21 Kentucky. . 184
o Hawaii - - 135 | - .22 Vermont K - 15
 Wisconsin . . - 94 .23 Montaha . I
~South Dakota - - 3 ‘28 Nebraska. . ... .2l
“NewMexico oo 3 T R 3
“Kansasm‘ T R B
- forth Dakota: - -2

OO0~ OY G RPN —




Tab]e ]

———— NeIfAlgratJon_of braduate Students
o L | Ranked by State T T
SR e T T

Export1ng States | . .:  . - Importing States -
Pank - State et migration .  Rank State .. Net migration
1 New Jersey 3,35 1 - District of Columbia 2,938
2 New York -1,626, 2 (alifornia 1,989
-3 Pemnsylvania - . 1,278 3 Texas 1,87~
4 Jirginia -1,261 4 Massachusetts 1,039
5 Maryland - 973 5 Missouri 157
-6 Comnecticut - - 700 6 Michigan . 698
7 Himnesota - 406 7 Indiana : 693
8 Florida | - 3% 8 ' Arizoia 655
29 Maine. - 364 9 IMinois - 589
10 South Carolina - - 297 o 10 Georgia - 730
11 New Hampshire - M "/ 11 \ashington - S
~12° -, Temnessee o - 28 . o/ 12 Oklahoma 230
13 "hrkansas 0 - 220 0 13.. Oregon -0
Sl Delaware - 1% T 14 (olorado o 8
5 Maska .. - 199 . 15 Idaho o1l
.5 kansas <193 o v 16 Kentutky 196
Morth Dakota - - 13 7 o - A8 7
lew Mexico - - 165 18 Vemont . - - < M5
9. fontana . . - 160 - 19 M1ss1ss1po1 o 114_/ .
oo Nebraska - - 181 20+ North Carglina 58
1 Hawati . - 10 . tah o - B
2 Mest Virginia - -9 - 22 loisiana| 49
3 South Dakota - 5. 23 7 Nevada | 3
‘ .f"wy0m1ng , A .24 Alabama ' 0 -
. Misconsin e -“*.ZQHh_,_M“wﬂ;;ﬁwaimi;ﬁ‘.a_M_“4 S N IR
“Rhode Island - - 10 T o |
lowa. . =6 e T
. AR
‘ o . a'




Tab1e8 - T

- Net M1grat1on of F1rst t1me Profess1ona1 Students Ranked by State
, Ralllo79

B N

%4~4—~*”*’Eiﬁorting'States. - o - Importing States
ank - State - - Net Migration °
' o ‘.."‘ o o
A New York. — ..0 . -2,234
-2 . New Jersey -1 864
Florida | to- 923
Maryland - 712
Michigan .= 568
Wisconsin’ - - 486
Connecticut o - 438 | .
Arizona. - 306 |
Kansas - 288
Rhgde Island - 271
New Mexico =~ = = 261
" West Virginia . - 185 »
Maine - --183 7
* Delaware - 175
. Hawaii - o= 1
- Colorado’ A - 158
" ~Montana - 156
Nevada oo - 150
South Dakota - 150
© Mississippi - 13 < _ | S
5 Idaho = 112 " 4 =
.57 North Dakota- = = 112 o s .
.. South Carolina - -. 97 I
- Wyoming . 85
- Alaska. " : 80 < | _ '
et Utah M___ﬂ _— 76 . - _,_.N' e ___A,___.,..:.LT,,,,.;”.w.-,.@._i s 4
[ Washington_ . . peimm e B0 o e e e s -~“—-—”-
. Oklahoma . N Y | ‘ ‘ o i L
“Nebraska o+ - - - 50 ’ P . - e
Neiv Hampshire -3/ B Do T
*Arkansas - ;,29 o T
o Virginid oo 7= 2 e | | R
. Mabama- -, oo Suo AL o A S

=7
o -
=

-~

State ; Net Migration -

N

" District of Columbia 2,264
‘Massachusetts . 1,758 |
Missouri e 18

-Georgia 1,139
Texas 4 1936
Minnesota | 560

- Tennessee ' 522
California, 437
111inois 358
Ohio 336
Oregon 284
~ Jowa o 258
Indiana ” 227

Kentucky . 132

Pennsylvania - 124
Vermont.. 8

_ North Caro11na e | R

Louisiana - ‘ 39

(Ne]

it et i 2 3 Pt famd p—d D
=OO\lc\o1.bwll\>o—ac>
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T Tabled

B Sumnary of First-tine SfUdehtg Enrolling at an . E

Freshmen

 Undergraduate Transfers

raduate
- First- Professwnal
 Unclassified
TOTAL

Out-of-State Institution, by Level -

mNumbmtudentS L

LRI
108,797
66,762
B8h
39,75
533,54

o
) 25 v‘
o
¢

Percent of Total Level

ool Tiig Qut of=State

X
0
3.3
3.3
RN
R



k ;j';"' Tab1e 1o o

F1rst T1me Fore1gn Student Enro11ment
-,% Fa]] 1979

R _ Tota1 Number " Foreign Students ~ Foreign Students '
. . of First-Time as % of Total as %.of Foreign
S;gte , F re1gn Studenbs ~ State Enroliments Student Enro11ment
-+ . /Alabama i\\\\ 746 1.3 '0,7
-Alaska . ﬁ - 24 : 0.3 0.0
- -Arizona - - — 1,866 - - 274 1.8
- Arkansas 419 1.5 0.4 -
California 22,982 7.3 - 22.1
Colorado 1,183 2.1 . 1.7
~Gonnecticut : 718 1.3 - 0.7
De1§§5?é\\\\\\\\m o 182 : 1.5 0.2
District of Colu bia\7/ % 2,393 8.5 2.3
Florida 5,448 3.7 - 5.2 -
Georgia - l\\\\\\\\?i,ISG R 1.1
Hawaii - 630 - ‘ 4.1 0.6-
. Idaho 412 2.5 0.4
"111inois 37665 « 2.9 - 3.4
- Indiana 1,648 2.3 ‘1.6
Towa « © 1,265 . 2.5 1.2
.Kansas 1,325 . 2.6 N -1.3 -
~ Kentucky 660 1.5 0.6 4
., Louisiana - 1,473~ 2.9 . w14
Maine 13L 0.8 . 0.1 : =
Maryland 1,916 .. 2.8 ., 1.8
Massachusetts. 3,284 - 2.2 3.2
M1ch1gan _ 4,032 2.3 3.9
Minnesata * ¢ 1,131 1.9 . B
M1ss1s=1pp1 : 557 °1:3 . 0.5
Missouri 2,130, 2.6 2.0
Montana 143 - 1.3 0.1~
Nebraska 357 - e - 1.1 . 0.3%
Nevada s 172 1.7 . . 0.2
New Hampshire © 184 I 1.1 0.2
“New'Jdersey 7 v o= 1,237 0 . Ll .
New Mexico ' 476 2.7 0.5
New York 7,381 2.1 7.1
- North Carolina 1,383 1.2 1.3
North. Dakota , 206 1.6 0.2
- Ohio : 2,331 1.5 2.2 i
:‘Oklahoma- 3,863 ¢ 4.9 3.7, ¢
.,Oregonv‘ 1,268 1.8 1.2
: Pennsylvania 2,649 / 1.6 . - 2.5
- Rhode Island 328 { 1.3 .0.3 -
South Carolina 478 0.9 - =5
- South- Dakota 195 1.7 - 0.2
" Tennessee 1,015 1.5 . . . 1.0 .
- Texas 8,532 3.3 . i 8.2
““Utah 1,070 3.6 £ 1.0
~ Vermont. - 345 2.9 . 0.3 |
V1?g1n1a . 2,444 2.3 - 2.3
Nash1ngton . : 4,285 3.8 - 471
‘West Virginia ©°:- . .. 357 1.3 0.3 .
“Wisconsin a -~ 1,169 1.2 R A
Wyoming 85 0.9 . - 0.1 -
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Tab1e-11
Percentage Of All First Time Students At An ¢t -

Instjtution Migrating Into A Region
By Control of Institution -

o "Region : - . : '
“Into Which =~ = . ‘ O )
. Students.:Migrate*” - 'ﬂ o Control
Public ‘ Private
*  New England .. 20.1% o 79.9%
Mid East . . 27.9% 72.1% -
- Great Lakes . 7 53.4% ' , o 46.6%
Plains” - 50.3% 49.7 .
Southeast : x ‘ 60.0% - ' ' 49.0%
Southwest ' . 71.9% - - 28.1% v
~ Rocky Mountains : t  60.7% . 3923% 7
.'Far West x ' 70.8% : o 29.2% T
"> Qutlying Areas (a11,regions) - 52.2% 47.8%
A]] Regions — : 51. % T - 48.7%

*The states def1n1nq the reg1ons are as fo]]ows ©

. 1., New Eng]and (Connect1cut Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampsh1re, -
-, + Rhode Island, Vermont) o

2. Mid- East (De]aware;‘D1str1ct of Co]umb1a EMary]and New Jersey,
New York Pennsy?van1a)

e
-,

S ffﬂe ,.3l';Great Lakes® (11]1no1s, Indiana, Mic h1ga . Ohio, NJECOnSJn)* |

Plains (Iowa, Kansas s M1nnesota, Missopri Nebraska, North DakOta;
South Dakota) . B

Southeast (A]abama, Arkansas, F]or1da, Georg1a, KentuchK\iduisjana,

e -~

. - Misgsissippi, North. Car011na, -South Caro11na, Tennessee, \Virginia,
- . West Virginia) ' . . o
" Southwest (Arizona, New !sx1co, Ok1ahoma,, ‘Texas) *%.

Rocky Mountains (Co]oraﬂo Idaho,- Montana, Utah, wyom1ng)

‘Far West (A]aska, Ca11forn1a, ‘Hawaiis. Nevada, -Oregon,- Na§h1ngtdh)”w;e

0 N o

American Samoa, Trust Territory) .

P

y_Fall 1979 T T

fOut1y1ng ‘Areas (Cana] Zone, Guam, Puerto R1co, V1rg1n Is]ands _



| Tab1e 12 “
S Percentage Of A]l First Tine Students* EnrolTing At Ar Out 0f-State”

Inst1tut1on_by NCHENSe01ass1f1cat1on of.Students by~Reg1on— -

s C1assification L
| Major . Gemeral ot
- Region © Doctoral Comprehens1ve Bacca1aureate Tio- Year Med/Prof Unc .- Total .

leErglnd k8 A8 . 7E 910¢Lm-e, 165 0.0 10,0
CMidESt a4 T 1608 00 2 92 01 0000 -+
Clrest Lakes 4503 19.00 1844 88 8 07% 10008
SPains oAb 1858 9% LB WaE 03 10003

Csauthesst - 2826, 2048 220 WA 500 015 10001

CSoutest .65 1803 1280 2904 51 L4 0008
hocky Mounta1ns SR8 IS 9% 280 05 10000
Mt o A% Al B0 0N B8Ol W0

oiblying breas 000 0% 508 -« 500 31 0. o000
- W0 Regions 6L 1951 BT BAL 031 100.0%

Py

 *Incluges foreign student'enrellment

Lo .




! q‘ ' Tab]e h . I ! "

i - ,
. ‘ (‘

"

Total Non:;r\esidents by State and Instituhon Tnpe ,
~ (Control' PUBLIT) : A
- Major Doctoral Comprehensive Gcneral\Bn : Tuo-Year Med/Prof UnclageiTied— Total -
* ALABANA 3,370 40,9 2,897 .80 T3 4T 166120, 0%, 0 0,00 0ORLn &R 100,08 b
ALASKA S 00 000 5 93,04 0 0,02 4 4072%. -7 19 ¢ 0,08 3100, 08
ARIZONA 4,816 41,44 91 e 0 Nl 6,026 51,80 .0 0.0 0 0,00 11,633 100,08
—aRKANSRS A 656 288 - gm0 (70 285 13.0% 8§ 2 00.0% @160 000
CALIFORNIA | 3,063 13,50 2,008 7. 0 - 0,00 20,078 78,04 197 08h_ 0 0w - 05700, 00
£OLORADO - 4,942 %907 483 s.8% 1,306 16,20 1,272, 15.2 309 3.7 w06 0En 8, F7e oo
CONNECTICUT 881 44,74 571 29.0% 00,07 493 25,07 150,87 e 0100 (A
. DELAWARE | 2,248 08.4% S0 0,02 191 7.24 "8 4.4 0 00 0 0sbE. 687 100, 0
DL L 00.0n o 149 100,02 0 GlE 0 0.0 0004 0 0.0n 48 {00, 0%
FLURIDA 2,987 24.20 1,020 83 0 0,07 8,323 67,54 000 0 Oy u,_:n\lou o
.GEORGIA 3,083 60,14, 1,113 21,9% < 141 2:80 ¢51 12,8 N8 2,34 o 0.0% 5,076 1?0\0..
HAWAIL 738 Th 0 *0.02 94 9.2% 192.. 18.8% 0 0,02 0 0.0% 1,024 100,06 N
R I 729 30.6n 1,209 4.2 140 5.92. 221 9.3 0 0,07 0 0,0nm 2,379 100,00
« ILLINOIS 1,933 4272 . 1,50 32 - 0 0,04 - 1,01 22,32 TN 0 00n 4,528 100, uf.
-, INDIANR * 5,265 7574 1,229 1n.7% 123 1.8 253 3.6% 83 1.2 b0 6,553 100,08 |
. JoNR 2,957, 77,3 128 3.3 0 0.0% 638 17,24 ¢ 00 - B4 228 &7 00
KANSAS - - 2,131 35,74 931 15.64 §99. 15,04 1,905. 31,92 100 174 0 0,0n 5,567 10000
) KENTUCKY © 1,848 41,50 2,140 48,12 339 7,60 m 2,74 0 0.0 0 0.0 4,448 100, o,.,\
, LovISTANe - - 633 W5, 2,014 67,24 20 0.7% ?e 2,64 3 o1 o o0 oo g e 100,08 1
' MAINE C 808 61,71 161 12,34 112 8.6% \ 3.5 - 180 13.8% 2 0.0 ;1,3w £90, 05\
HARYLAND 2,191 4450 973 19.80 - 930 .18.92 567 (1,34 270 8.5 O 0.0% 4921 100,08
MASSACHUSETTS 884 29.2% 523 17.% 296 9.8 1,219 40,24 108 3,62 0 0.0% 3,030 10005
MICHIGAN 5,458 74,08 917 12,47 232 3% m..M.1uo‘.A4'/._M._ﬁ,_o...,i o.0n 0 bon TP N00.08
MINNESOTA . 1,924 41,32 2,106 45,3 249 547 0 I 8.0 0G0 0.0n @RI 0ETT
N MISS1SSIPPI "y,526 50.2% 473 1560 129 4.2 50 24,72 16l- S - D 0,07 T3 T T00v R
N NISSORI o 1,539 26,74 2,466 42,81 .+ 2N 4.8n. 807 14.0n 68 11,84 00 0.0 §,767 100, 0%
© WoNTANA . - 859 S1dn . 590 2.9, 73 44 Dospoo3n o 139 8 Co00n 1,672 100,07
- NEBRASKA . S 56t 30,40 516 34,57 43 2,9 184 12,3 126 8.4% 69 4,60 1,500 100,04
' NEVADA “ 0 0.0% 992 69,54 0 0.0z ' 435 30,52 0 0,02 oo 1,487 100»0/
e NEU- HAMPSHIRE - ““""-1;‘263’:-""'50";??.~-‘"“~-*~-'-~~396*ﬁ-1_5-.57."‘-—---’--'~‘—~~0*‘~—-~'-0-v.-0?.‘ 280 12 e 56222 6 e el Y L S o,.\__
NEW JERSEY - 1,020 37.0% - 672 o447 831 30,24 144 5.2 89 3.2 0 0,08 2,756 100,07
NEU MEXICO 1,792 62,12 533 18,54 000 562 19,54 ¢ oo 0 bk 2,467 100,00 7
~=TUREN YORK [ 1146 198 967 13.4% 3,360 46,54 1,480 20,5% a72 3.8 0 00A 7026100, 0%
' NORTH CAROLINA. . 2,543 31.6% 2,430 30,24 W9 e 240 29.9%. 97 2 00,00 8,056 100,0%
NORTH DAkOTA . 789 34.34 807 35,12 174 765 . 460 20,0 68 3,02 0 0.0 2,298 100:0%"
ORIO . e 5,671 77,58 ds4 660 . 246 3.4 g62 I1.8% 3020 45 Gén o 7,30 100, o
OKLAHONA . 1,697 SaLonT 7303 00,34 <476 16,30 389 I2dE RN N T 2,428 100,02
OREGON+ 2,934 51,3 2.3 . 8 18 1,658 .29, 04 YR DA T AR T S
PENNSYLYANIA 2,699 43.1n 1,878 0,00 772 1.3 s 9,3 . 35 San - 0 0.0k §,259 100,08
RHODE ISLAND . .. 989 673 30 aan 0l 0,00 171 108R 0 0,04 00,08 1,470:000.08
SOUTH CAROLINA ~ . 2,177 59.92 342 14,97 37 1014 470 12,90 78 LA 0 0.0n 3,634 100,00
SOUTH DAKOTA . 579 39,74 5{) 35.04 . 183 12,64 0 0,04 184 12,64 000 1,657 10(:‘0/.‘,:
TENNE3SEE 1,939 40.8% 1,93 40.7 147 3.0% 0 668 14,07 66 1.dn 0 L0 §,756 100500
TEXAS o 5632 40,3 2,395 1. 4 0,37 570 IL0% o 61 d.da 109 0.8 13,962 100,05
U 1,788 ens o g0y 423 14.6n 0 695 23,9% 0. 0,04 0 0,0% : 2,306 100,00
~ YERMONT 1,90 P07 0 0.0y . 5332800 93 4 0o 00n o0 0 2,136 10000
~ VIRGINIA CLo37 R 458 9,5 W7 8.3 2,238 19.50 0 0,02, 00,07 11,478.100:0
~ URSHINGTON 1810 42,00 1,784 )97 28 2.9 - 3085 a0 ThO 0 :0.0n B 04d 100,00
\EST VIRGINIA . 1,839 45,3 . 383 9.4 1,492 %74 3%, 851 403 0 - 0.0n 4, 08410004
‘ ‘ldIaCUNGIN Cog,440 33470 3,364 d6da 2,3 1,328 1‘8.2?.‘*_ 0008 00 wTJSfII 1oa-u
' o a 0/”" ,"o 0 u

CWMING e 0l S W %R




ALABAMA

ALASKA . -

 ARIZONA
. ARKANSES

CALIFORNIA

COLORADO

. CONMECTICUT
" DELAWARE’

' DOCO

© FLORIDA

- GEORGIA
HAWALT °
10AHO

©ILLINO(S
INDIANR -

10A
- KANSAS
KENTUCKY

. LOUISIANA -
“NAINE " "

MARYLAND.

'MASSACHUSETTS -

MICHIGAN
MINNESOTA

MISSISSIPPI .

MISSOURT
HONTANR
NEBRASKA
NEYADA

e HANPSHIRE -
NEW JERSEY
- —NEN" nex1c0"*“'“"
- NEW YORE
NORTH CAROLINA
NORTH DAKOTH

C0HIO
OKLAHONA
OREGON

PENKSYLYANIA
* RHODE. ISLAND

: 1,634 )
R N M - A

N

1,037

19,386

179

0

0
2,308

0

RN
0

1,265
"5” 11 da
w’”ﬂ?f N4
10,328, 42 4,

1,086
0
© 632

4,856

Sy 38.?% 
“o‘ ,

‘54 ) "445
- GOUTH CAROLINA '
" SOUTH DAKOTA
. TENNESSEE e
- TEXAS 2,138
oy 6613
- * UVERNONT < 0.
”_,.'vxncluxn 0
. WASKING TON—em -—0
TV UEST VIRGINIA 0
- UISCONSIN -
"", NTUMING

s ) cent of non-resident studcntf tnrolled in stste {

g Major Doctoral Comprchtnsive E
~Destination State | : ‘

0 0.0
0" l.i

1,663 30 g
'""1’362 TESSh . 863

1,50

<Control=PRIVATEJ :
Gcncral BA - Tuo=Year
" N Nooon
. ' ! ‘\ '
g7 3.8% “1,016”“41{92 430 18,5
0,0 6 18,87 u5 7800
0.0 . 84 1304 8 1.
0,00 1,270 84,3 132 8,60
2042 1,322 10,02 57 4,3%
o.0% - 903 3.0 220 6.3
50.0% 35 S a7 LM
0,0% 73 1,004 9.7
0.0% W42 0 00
24,30 2,406 28,08 278 3.2
4,60 2,269 37,64 509 8,47
0.0% 864 97.6% - 0 0,04
o o 458 16 7R 2,209 83,34
5.9% 2,56 2548 TR
\s,7 0 3,807 68,20 280 4.3
0,00 2,068 79,20 468 18,04
094 1,432 ST 23 BTE
20,60 809 17,40 424
o f,696 8edx 20 0
1305 1,159 3.9 130,47
10,92 4,302 1495 2,461 B.64.
13,7 1,30 4n2n 302 904
58 2,476 8.2 129 2.7%
30,50 Ny M6 135 14T
43 3662 3.3 - 2/ 2%
~34ﬂ62; 1, 424 56,14 133 5,20
N AT /9? 100,02 . 0 002
3,00 1,539 %206 6,40
S0 14e 40k 190 4,94
0. 0% 271 96.4% 00,02
| -19;92 4,647 19500 N, 446 5,92
10,28 T,942 9508 1,004 15,42
0,04 .91 2904 135 49.4d
"28,9% 4,290‘ 45,7 . 193 2.1
4..26.4% 4,235 68,84 214
3,00 0,090 37.8% 18 414
Y95 7,445 40,00 . M5 2,20
0N 040079 T 0 0k
~p onT U968 28,30 U393 1054
0.0 - 631 -50.0% 29 2.3,
" 4,0% 4,990 98,64 777 9%
25 W 1,303 7.2 15 2.0
0,02 640 11.9% . 122 .3
qss 331,089 4500 07 37
2 96555, 0/~-———489—-9 s
28, e¢ 112 3.7%
0% 1,660 93.9%. 72 408
0.7% 1 463 4512, I 1.4
o 04 S S0

Total Hon-rcsldent: W State and Institution Tmpa

”““"274

txcluding students of}forexgn origin)

Bl

._.,5.0.7---0". 0o -

Med/Prof~ Unclassified Total
1 B C N
43 1.8k . 00 2dee 00,00,
‘ 13 < 0.0N 3 |00l‘(|;2'”' :
530 62,9 2,7% 639 100, 00
104 619 0,04 1,506 100,04
4,986 37,84 d.2i 13,183 100,00
230 8.9 3 2,509 000,08
104" 162 0,07 6,554 100,08,
0 0,08 0, 0% 1911 100, 0 L
1,086 62n " %8 0.3 a7 100, 00
1,614 18,84 g2 1.0n 8,608 100,04
1,205 21,38 0 0,0% 6,040 100,08
o 247 - 0 008 - -885Y00.0%° -
0. 0,02 0 0.0n 2,73n100008

Q4T3 4% 1B 020 10,099 100,08

306 6,60 0008 7,640 100,08
g8 1,7 00 004 5,584 100002
73 2.8% 00,08 . 2,606 100,04
72 3.6% 0. 0,0 2,440100,08
108 3¢¢~,_,L_nmm.*%m4¢ww/,
272 1384 0 0.0 1,970000,00
- 449. 14,74 00300 3,057 100,08
3,599 12.8% 0 002 2, ?78“100§
677 20,24 | 10,50 3.346 100,04
1,872 39,54 00 474010008
167 18,20 00,02 317 100,07

C3,424 3mon A6 0.2k 10,000 100, i

48 17,50 0 0.0% 274 700,08
CH02 4,07 0, 0,08 2,598-100.00
S0 00 0 0.0m 87 100,02
1,004 25,60 0 .0 004 4,313 100, 0%

S 42 17,60 0 D 0.0n 3,841 100,04
BRI N R N T 281.100,0%
~@A93,w [V [ Y 24,502 10004

296 4,05, .0 0,02 7,157.100, oo
68217 0 0,04 314 100,00
1,550 16.6% 0007 3,364 100,00

PR S 6,153 100,04

439 20,20 @8 104 2,8837100,

2,48 129% - 15 Da 19 596 100,07
2,653. 45,61 0 7000 05,818 100, 0
s ean 00,027 3 426,100, 07

602 47,72 0 0.0% 1,262 1000

738,60 32 0.4% 8,517 100, 0%

: 1;391" 18.an . 667 B.8% 7,554 100,02

0/ 0.0% 0 0,05 5,375 100,00
B TL ST VA B wwwzeu&1owm/g
EENAPR 0 0,02 00,0%:

3331108 22 074
32,0 000

467 14 % .5 o |

e 0,08 _Juﬁu¢too
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fulut ML mnulan*a bw Ur:uln Etaba el D@sbinafxcu lnraxbut~nn T“p

‘ e - m...nc.]a PUBLIEY ' L
‘7 . . . . . ) ' " [
SR nestingtion Instatution Tppc A | .
Mejor Dectorsl Lamprehansive General BA - Tuo~Yfear Ma'de Prof Unclazeified CTatat, g
framn State Nk NooRo 0 Nk ‘N U N Noooa M h
¢ ' ) s ! . ) [} Lo ! : ' oo .
pLRkAE {05 3680, 849 2.6 gp men 9% wW . & S A S < .a,a'.f-zutru.\u:{‘ |
aike N ey 33An M7 M Ca0 500 417 36k 58 30 R I A LI A
| HRIZOA © a4y 2860 /010,68 w0 674 18! 5548 4 1L I B S Lou,
*RRKANSAS, §16 3.2 . 87 anaw . 106 44 477 36.8M S 1 B R U
AL AFURNTA 6,315 46,30 ) LMl N2 07 T4 (3608 6.4 34T 750 19, 0,14 !3',640 100, 0
©LOLORADD IR Y g 7.3 3 3,00 1207 3.6 R S N A T 100 o
LONMECTIEUT Cp,818 Stdn s 1630 496 8,9% - 1,089 18,9 300 540 9 0.2 “r.?'*‘ R
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Glossary

Def Inl+lons Used In the Fall 1979
Resldence and Migration Survey

Homo State. The state In which a student legally raesldes when flrst admitted
to tho Instltutlon at the current level. (Note t+ihat Institutional :
pol Icles and state laws may differ In deflnlng & resldent,)

Forelgn Student. A student-who Is & cltizen of @ couﬁ%ry other than the Unlted
States and who Is In the Unlted States on a temporary basls -

Flrsféflme students. Students enrolled at the Institution at the T
undergraduate, graduate, first-professional, or unclesslfled level, who ‘
have never been enrolled In the Instl|fution before ‘

Undergraduate, Students enrolled In a four= or f Ilve~year bachelor's degree
program, an assoclate's degree program, or a vocatlional or technlcal
program; undergraduate students are furfher'dlylded Into:

(1) Flrst=-time freshmen. Enferlng freshmen who héQe not previously
attendud 2ny col lege; thls category Includes students who. flrst
enrolled at fhe’lnsflfpflon In fhg summer of 1979 , .

(2) Undergraduate frénsferﬁsfudenf.‘Sfudenfs transferflné from another
Instltution without a baccalaureate degree o

and who are worklng toward a master's or doctor's.degree ' .

> R S

N - . h © T
Graduate students. Students holding a bachelor's or flrst- professlonal degree,

'

F[rst:professloﬁal. 'Students enrolled In a professlional program'whlch quuqu§
at least two years of prevlous educatlion for entrance and a total of at . ™
least six years for a degree Ce . S

Unclassfled. Sfﬁdenfs nét enrolled for a.degree, guf enrolled In regular
credlt courses: . ' " ,

Full-tIme students. Students enrolled wlth a course load of- at least 75 T
percent of the 'normal ful I-time load K ' o . . .

Part-time students. Students enrolled with a course load of less than 75’
percent of the normal full-time | oad - ' o

b
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