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HIGHLIGHTS

Enrollment in All Postsecondary Institutions

This report focuses on degree-granting postsecondary institutions that were eligible for
Title 1V federa financial aid in 1996, rather than on postsecondary institutions that were
accredited at the college level by an agency recognized by the Secretary, U.S.
Department of Education (ED). Among postsecondary institutions, almost 9 percent
more were degree-granting eligible institutions in 1996 than were accredited higher
education ingtitutions in 1995. This difference in the number of institutions translates
into a difference in total enrollment of about 0.5 percent in 1996. For more information
on the change in universe definition, please see the introduction to the report and the
Methodology section.

= |n the fal of 1996, 14.8 million students were enrolled in the nation's 6,404
postsecondary ingtitutions that were eligible for Title IV financial aid. Of these, 97
percent were enrolled in degree-granting institutions, that is, institutions that award at
least an associate’' s degree (table 1-1).

= Of the U.S. citizens and resdent adiens who were enrolled in any eligible
postsecondary ingtitution, 73.5 percent were white, non-Hispanic; 11.1 percent were
black, non-Hispanic; 8.6 percent were Hispanic; 5.9 percent were Asian or Pacific
Islander; and 1.0 percent were American Indian or Alaskan Native (table 1-2).

= Minority students represented a higher proportion of students in non-degree-granting
postsecondary institutions than in degree-granting institutions (table 1-2).

Enrollment in Degree-Granting Postsecondary Institutions

= Black students composed 11.0 percent of undergraduates but only 7.2 percent of first-
professional and 7.2 percent of graduate students. Hispanics composed 8.8 percent of
undergraduates but only 4.7 percent of first-professiona and 4.2 percent of graduate
students (table 1-3). Asians, on the other hand, accounted for 10.5 percent of first-
professional students, although they composed only 5.8 percent of all students.

= Women composed the majority of all students in degree-granting institutions (55.8
percent) in 1996 as well as the majority of undergraduate (56.0 percent) and graduate
(56.4 percent) students (table 1-4). However, women made up only 42.1 percent of
first-professional students.

Types of Institutions

= Among all students, 77.4 percent attended public degree-granting institutions in 1996
(table 2-1). Of undergraduates, 80.6 percent attended public institutions, as did 61.3
percent of graduate students. However, only 39.1 percent of first-professiona
students attended public institutions.



The mgjority of students (61.3 percent) attended 4-year institutions, as did more than
half of al undergraduates (54.9 percent) (figure 2-1). However, among
undergraduates attending public institutions, more than half (53.5 percent) attended
2-year institutions. Among students attending private institutions, 92.3 percent
attended 4-year ingtitutions, as did 89.6 percent of undergraduates.

Private institutions were less likely to enroll minority students and more likely to
enroll nonresident aliens than were public institutions when both undergraduate and
postbaccalaureate students are considered (table 2-2).

Hispanic, Asian, and American Indian undergraduates were more likely to attend
public institutions (ranging from 83.7 percent for Asians to 88.0 percent for
American Indians) than were white and black undergraduates (79.9 percent and 80.2
percent, respectively) (table 2-3). In addition, while the magority of white, black,
and Asian undergraduates attended 4-year institutions (ranging from 53.2 percent for
blacks to 56.9 percent for whites), only 39.1 percent of Hispanic and 44.5 percent of
American Indian undergraduates attended 4-year institutions.

Attendance Status

Overall, 59.2 percent of undergraduate students, 89.6 percent of first-professiona
students, and 42.3 percent of graduate students attended school full time (table 3-1).

Over three-fourths of undergraduates in private institutions and in 4-year ingtitutions
attended school full time (table 3-1). This compares with 54.6 percent of
undergraduates in public institutions and 37.3 percent of students in 2-year
ingtitutions who attended full time. Of all types of institutions, public 2-year
institutions served the smallest percentage of full-time students—35.2 percent.

Among undergraduates, Asian/Pacific Islanders were most likely to attend full time
(61.1 percent) (table 3-2). Barely half (50.5 percent) of Hispanic undergraduates
attended full time. Men were more likely to attend school full time than women.

Changesin Enrollment

In degree-granting, Title 1V-eligible institutions, enrollment increased between 1995
and 1996 by 0.6 percent (table 4-1b). This was the first increase in enrollment since
1992. This increase in enrollment between 1995 and 1996 was observed in every
institutional sector except for public 4-year institutions and private, nonprofit 2-year
institutions.

There was a decline in public 4-year institutions' enrollment between 1995 and 1996.
However, there was an increase in public 2-year institutions' enrollment resulting in
an overall increase of 0.3 percent in public institutions (table 4-1b).

Among degree-granting private ingtitutions, private, for-profit 4-year institutions
experienced a 46.9 percent increase in enrollment from 1992 to 1996, while private,
nonprofit 4-year ingtitutions' enrollments rose 3.7 percent (table 4-1b). On the other
hand, private, nonprofit 2-year institutions have seen declining enrollments every



year since 1994, for a total decline of 5.6 percent among degree-granting private,
nonprofit 2-year ingtitutions.

First-professional enrollment increased by 0.7 percent between 1995 and 1996 in
degree-granting institutions (table 4-3b). Graduate student enrollment also increased
between 1995 and 1996 by 0.7 percent in degree-granting institutions. Over the
period 1992 to 1996, first-professiona enrollments increased by 8.4 percent in
degree-granting institutions while graduate enrollments increased 3.9 percent.

Even though total undergraduate enrollment and enrollment of minority
undergraduates increased between 1995 and 1996, the enrollment of white
undergraduates continued to decline (tables 4-4a and 4-4b). Minority enrollments
increased in almost every ingtitutional sector between 1995 and 1996, and also
between 1992 and 1996.

The increase in enrollment between 1995 and 1996 occurred only among full-time
students (table 4-5b). The number of part-time students decreased by 0.6 percent in
degree-granting institutions, with a declining number of part-time students in public
and private nonprofit 4-year institutions and private nonprofit 2-year ingtitutions.

Enrollment by State

Over 77 percent of all students enrolled in degree-granting institutions were enrolled
in public degree-granting institutions, with 40.4 percent enrolled in 4-year institutions
and 37.0 percent enrolled in 2-year institutions (table 5-1). By state, the percentage
of undergraduates in public institutions ranged from a high of 97.8 percent in Nevada
to alow of 17.4 percent in the District of Columbia, with 18 states and the District of
Columbia below the national average (table 5-2).
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Fall Enrollment in
Postsecondary I nstitutions, 1996

Introduction

This report presents detailed tabulations for fall 1996, and historical comparisons with
previous years of student enrollment in postsecondary education ingtitutions in the
United States. The report focuses primarily on higher education institutions defined in
this report as degree-granting ingtitutions that are digible for Title IV federal financia
aid. Summary data are also presented for non-degree-granting eligible institutions.! The
data are from the Fall Enrollment survey, a component of the Integrated Postsecondary
Education Data System (IPEDS) of the U.S. Department of Education’s National Center
for Education Statistics (NCES).

This report is a significant departure from previous reports on enrollment in
postsecondary education published by NCES. Previous reports were concerned primarily
with enrollment in postsecondary institutions that were accredited at the college level by
an agency recognized by the Secretary, U.S. Department of Education (ED). This
change from reporting on higher education institutions as defined by accreditation status
to reporting on higher education institutions as defined by degree-granting status and
Title 1V dligibility is necessary because ED no longer distinguishes among institutions
based upon accreditation status. Thus, it is no longer possible for NCES to obtain
updated lists of “higher education” institutions as defined in previous reports. In lieu of
this designation, NCES has subsetted the postsecondary institutional universe on the basis
of whether or not institutions grant a degree, information that is available directly from
IPEDS data. In addition, because digibility for Title 1V federal financia aid has
reporting implications and is of particular policy interest, the postsecondary institution
universe is further subdivided into those schools that are digible for Title IV federal
financial aid and those that are not, based on lists of eligible ingtitutions maintained by
ED’ s Office of Postsecondary Education (OPE).

NCES has published annual data on fall enrollment in higher education since 1966. The
changes in the reporting universe noted above could represent a significant discontinuity
in college and university enrollment trends. To examine the effect of changes in the
reporting universe on enrollment trends, table A indicates the number of schools and their
enrollments that were classified as institutions of higher education (IHE) in 1995, the last
year accreditation was used as the criterion, and the number that were degree-granting,
eligible® postsecondary ingtitutions in 1995. In 1995 there were 5 percent more degree-
granting, eligible higher education institutions than accredited higher education
institutions. While this difference in the number of schools may seem large, it represents
only a small difference in total enrollment. For example, in 1995 NCES reported a total
fall enrollment in higher education of 14,261,781 based on institutions accreditation

! In the remainder of the report institutions that are eligible for Title IV federal financial aid will be designated simply as
“eligible.”

2 Eligibility in 1995 is based on 1996 eligibility; degree-granting status is as of fall 1995.



status. |If NCES had reported fall enrollment in higher education based on degree-
granting, eligible institutions, the reported enrollment would have been 14,279,299 or a
difference of about 0.1 percent. Public ingtitutions’ enrollment would have been affected
to an even lesser extent (0.06 percent) by the change in reporting universe, while
enrollment in private institutions would have been about 0.8 percent higher. As table A
indicates, most of the differences observed in the private institutional sector are due to the
relatively large increase in enrollments in private, for-profit institutions (13 percent).

Table A.—Differences in enrollment in postsecondary institutions accredited at a
college level by an agency recognized by the Secretary, ED, and

enrollment in degree-granting, Title [V-eligible postsecondary
institutions, fall 1995 and 1996
Postsecondary institutions Enrollment
Eligible In eligible
Levgl an_d C_OerI Accredited degree- Percent accr:arc]ii ted degree- Percent
of institutions institutions granting difference | 7o granting difference
IO ingtitutions | . 2.7 .
institutions institutions
1995
All ingtitutions........ 3,676 3,862 5.06 14,261,781 14,279,299 0.12
Public................. 1,649 1,651 0.12 11,092,374 11,085,746 -0.06
Private................ 2,027 2,211 9.08 3,169,407 3,193,553 0.76
Nonprofit....... 1,697 1,661 -2.12 2,929,044 2,922,033 -0.24
For-profit....... 330 550 66.67 240,363 271,520 12.96
4-year.....ccceeeeenene 2,226 2,210 -0.72 8,769,252 8,764,924 -0.05
Public......c.......... 607 610 0.49 5,814,545 5,813,690 -0.01
Private................ 1,619 1,600 -1.17 2,954,707 2,951,234 -0.12
Nonprofit....... 1,511 1,482 -1.92 2,853,890 2,845,135 -0.31
For-profit....... 108 118 9.26 100,817 106,099 5.24
2-YEAl oo 1,450 1,652 13.93 5,492,529 5,514,375 0.40
Public......c.......... 1,042 1,041 -0.10 5,277,829 5,272,056 -0.11
Private................ 406 611 49.75 214,700 242,319 12.86
Nonprofit....... 186 179 -3.76 75,154 76,898 2.32
For-profit....... 222 432 94.59 139,546 165,421 18.54
1996
All ingtitutions........ 3,647 3,956 8.47 14,300,255 14,367,520 0.47
i 1,644 1,693 2.98 11,090,171 11,120,499 0.27
2,003 2,263 12.98 3,210,084 3,247,021 1.15
Nonprofit....... 1,684 1,679 -0.30 2,940,557 2,942,556 0.07
For-profit....... 319 584 83.07 269,527 304,465 12.96
2,243 2,249 0.27 8,802,835 8,804,193 0.02
609 613 0.66 5,806,904 5,806,036 -0.01
1,634 1,636 0.12 2,995,931 2,998,157 0.07
Nonprofit....... 1,513 1,498 -0.99 2,871,693 2,867,181 -0.16
For-profit....... 121 138 14.05 124,238 130,976 5.42
1,404 1,707 21.58 5,497,420 5,563,327 1.20
1,035 1,080 4.35 5,283,267 5,314,463 0.59
369 627 69.92 214,153 248,864 16.21
171 181 5.85 68,864 75,275 9.31
For-profit....... 198 446 125.25 145,289 173,489 19.41

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education

Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1995 and 1996.




Among 4-year and 2-year institutions changing from accredited higher education
institutions to degree-granting, eligible institutions affects 2-year ingtitution enrollments
much more than 4-year institution enrollments. Enrollment in 4-year institutions would
have been 0.05 percent lower in 1995, while enrollment in 2-year ingtitutions would have
been 0.4 percent higher. However, within the 2-year sector, enrollmentsin private 2-year
institutions would have been almost 13 percent higher, with private, nonprofit institutions
2.3 percent higher, and private, for-profit 2-year institutions aimost 19 percent higher.

Table A also shows the number of institutions in 1996 that were classified as higher
education institutions in 1995 because of their accreditation status and the number of
degree-granting, eligible institutions in 1996. In 1996 almost 9 percent more schools
were degree-granting, eligible institutions than were accredited ingtitutions in 1995. This
difference in the number of institutions trandlates into a difference in total enrollment of
about 0.5 percent. So, in 1996 there were 14,367,520 students enrolled in the nation’s
degree-granting, eligible ingtitutions as compared to 14,300,255 students enrolled in
accredited higher education institutions.

As with 1995 enrollments, the differences between reporting on degree-granting, eligible
higher education institutions and accredited institutions were largest among private
ingtitutions and 2-year institutions. By reporting on degree-granting, eligible institutions
rather than accredited institutions, private, for-profit institution enrollments were almost
13 percent higher and private 2-year institution enrollments were over 16 percent higher.

It must also be noted here that regardless of the definition of a higher education
ingtitution that is used to report fall enrollment statistics, a fal enrollment number
generally underestimates the number of students enrolled in postsecondary institutions
throughout the year, particularly for less-than-4-year institutions. For example, data from
the 1996 Ingtitutional Characteristics survey that collected full-year unduplicated
enrollments for the 1995-96 full year® indicate that fall enrollment in dligible
postsecondary institutions represented 69.5 percent of the full-year enrollment—79.9
percent for 4-year institutions and 58.8 percent for 2-year indtitutions. For degree-
granting ingtitutions, fall enrollment represented 70.3 percent of the full-year
enrollment—79.9 percent for 4-year institutions and 59.0 percent for 2-year institutions.

Information Covered by the Report

Some enrollment data are presented for all eligible postsecondary institutions, but the
primary focus of this report is on enrollment in degree-granting, Title 1V-eligible
postsecondary ingtitutions (institutions of higher education). A total of 6,404 eligible
ingtitutions in the 50 states and the District of Columbia were included in the report. Of
these, 3,956 were classified as degree-granting, eligible institutions and 2,448 as dligible
non-degree-granting institutions. All tables and figures are labeled to indicate whether
the information is for all eligible postsecondary institutions or for eligible degree-
granting institutions only.

% U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, |ntegrated Postsecondary Education Data System
(IPEDS), “Ingtitutional Characteristics” survey, 1996-97.



Students included in the Fall Enrollment survey fell in one of three categories:

= Enrolled in courses creditable toward a degree or other formal award;

=  Enrolled in courses that are part of a vocational or occupational program, including
those offered at off-campus centers; or

= Enrolled in high school and taking regular college courses for credit.

Information on resident alien status and race/ethnicity is presented for students enrolled
in all postsecondary institutions. For students in degree-granting institutions, the
following information is covered in this report.

= Race/ethnicity

= Sex

= Student level

= [ngtitution level (4-year, 2-year)

= Control of ingtitution (public; private, nonprofit; and private, for-profit)
= Attendance status (full or part time)

= Enrollment by state

1996 M ethodology

The 1996 Fall Enrollment survey was mailed out in July 1996, and survey results were
collected from November 1996 through June 1997. Postsecondary institutions completed
either the extensive “EF1” form (for 4-year, degree-granting institutions eligible for Title
IV financial aid programs or 4-year institutions offering a bachelor’'s, master’s, doctor’s
or first-professional degree that are not eligible for Title IV financia aid), or the “EF2,” a
less detailed form for al 2-year, degree-granting, eligible postsecondary institutions.
Enrollment data were also collected from al remaining Title 1V-eligible institutions not
receiving the Fall Enrollment survey viathe IPEDS Consolidated survey. For institutions
in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and outlying areas, the response rate was 95
percent for al postsecondary institutions and 96.4 percent for degree-granting
ingtitutions. Data were imputed for missing institutions and for institutions that had
missing individual items. (See technica notes in Appendix E for a description of study
methodology.)



Structure of the Report

The report presents the summary of survey findings in five maor sections. (1)
characteristics of enrolled students, (2) types of institutions attended, (3) attendance
status, (4) changes in enrollment, 1992-96, and (5) enrollment by state. Section 1
includes data for al postsecondary ingtitutions and for the subset of degree-granting
institutions. Sections 2 through 5 focus on degree-granting institutions.

Detailed statistical tables for degree-granting institutions are presented in Appendices A
through D of the report. Appendix E provides technical notes on study methodology.






Summary of Findings

|. CHaracTERISTICSOF ENROLLED STUDENTS

All Postsecondary I nstitutions

In the fall of 1996, 14.8 million students were enrolled in the 6,404 postsecondary
ingtitutions that were eligible for Title IV financia aid. Of these, 97 percent were
enrolled in degree-granting institutions, that is, institutions that award at least an
associate’s degree (table 1-1). Of the total enrollment in eligible postsecondary
institutions, 14.3 million were U.S. citizens or resident aliens and about 0.5 million were
nonresident aliens, or individuals who are in the United States on temporary visas (table
1-1). Of the U.S. citizens and resident aliens who were enrolled in any €digible
postsecondary ingtitution, 73.5 percent were white, non-Hispanic; 11.1 percent were
black, non-Hispanic; 8.6 percent were Hispanic; 5.9 percent were Asian or Pacific
Islander; and 1.0 percent were American Indian or Alaskan Native (table 1-2). As shown
by the racial/ethnic distribution of U.S. citizens and resident aiens in table 1-2, it is
evident that minority students represented a higher proportion of students in non-degree-
granting postsecondary institutions than in degree-granting institutions.

Table 1-1—Total enrollment and percent distribution of students in eligible
postsecondary institutions, by residence status and by degree-granting
status: 50 states and the District of Columbia, fall 1996

U.S. citizens and

Degree}gr]]rsi\irltllJ Eg r?tatus of All students resident aliens Nonresident alien
Number | Percent Number | Percent Number | Percent
TOtAl e 14,809,897 100.0 14,337,466 100.0 472,431 100.0
Eligible degree-granting ........ 14,367,520 97.0 13,901,261 97.0 466,259 98.7
Eligible non-degree-granting . 442 377 3.0 436,205 3.0 6,172 13

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” survey, 1996.

Table 1-2—Percent distribution of racial/ethnic enrollment of U.S. citizens and
resident aliens in dligible postsecondary institutions, by degree
granting status. 50 states and the District of Columbia, fall 1996

Minorities
Degreeugrapﬂ ng status of Total White, Black, Asian/ Ame_ncan
institution non- . . e Indian/
number . . All non- Hispanic Pecific
Hispanic Hispanic Islander Alaskan
P Native
Total e 14,337,466 73.5 26.5 111 8.6 5.9 1.0
Eligible degree-granting ...... 13,901,261 73.8 26.2 10.8 84 6.0 1.0
Eligible non-degree-
granting.......oceeeeerveerereenens 436,205 61.3 38.7 19.7 14.0 4.0 1.0

NOTE: Because of rounding, details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.




Degree-Granting I nstitutions

Across all degree-granting institutions and across all students, whites composed 71.4
percent of the student population; minorities, 25.4 percent; and nonresident aliens, 3.2
percent (table 1-3). However, the racial/ethnic distribution of students within level is
somewhat different from the distribution as whole. For example, black students
composed 11 percent of undergraduates and 11.9 percent of first-time, first-year
undergraduates, but only 7.2 percent of first-professional and 7.2 percent of graduate
students. Similarly, Hispanics composed 8.8 percent of undergraduates and 9.1 percent
of first-time, first-year undergraduates, but only 4.7 percent of first-professional students
and 4.2 percent of graduate students. Enrollments of American Indians showed these
same disparities. Asians, on the other hand, accounted for 10.5 percent of first-
professional students, although they composed only 5.8 percent of al students.
Additionally, 10.5 percent of all graduate students were nonresident aliens.

Table 1-3.—Percent distribution of total enrollment in degree-granting institutions,
by racelethnicity and student level: 50 states and the District of
Columbia, fall 1996

White, | Black, Asay |American| o,

Total . . e Indian/ )
Student level non- non- Hispanic | Pacific resident
number | yispanic | Hispanic Idander | A1BKA | ien

P P Native

All students..........coceereeenenienene 14,367,520 71.4 10.5 8.1 5.8 1.0 3.2
Undergraduates.................... 12,326,948 71.1 11.0 8.8 5.8 1.0 2.2
First-time, first-year............ 2,274,319 70.4 11.9 9.1 5.5 11 19
Other undergraduates.......... 10,052,629 71.3 10.8 8.7 5.9 1.0 2.3
First-professiond .................. 298,312 74.3 7.2 4.7 10.5 0.7 2.6
Graduate .........coeeeereeuenerienne 1,742,260 73.0 7.2 4.2 45 0.5 10.5

NOTE: Because of rounding, percents may not add to 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.

Women composed the majority of all students in degree-granting institutions (55.8
percent) in 1996, as well as the mgjority of undergraduate (56.0 percent) and graduate
(56.4 percent) students (table 1-4). However, women made up only 42.1 percent of first-
professional students. Within each of the racial/ethnic groups, women composed the
majority of undergraduates as well as first-time, first-year undergraduates, although they
accounted for 51.4 percent of all Asian undergraduates.  Similarly, at the
postbaccalaureate level, women made up over half of the graduate students in each
racial/ethnic category except Asian, where they composed 49.8 percent of al graduate
students. It is notable that women made up more than two-thirds of all black graduate
students. At the first-professional level, the picture is quite different for all groups except
blacks. While women accounted for just 40.3 percent of white first-professional students,
45.7 percent of Asian students, and 45.2 percent of American Indians, they accounted for
56.3 percent of black first-professional students.



Table 1-4—Percent distribution of racial/ethnic enrollment in degree-granting
institutions, by sex and student level: 50 states and the District of
Columbia, fall 1996

White, Black, Asan | Amercn
Sex and student level Total Non- non- Hispanic Pacific Alaskan
Hispanic Hispanic Islander Native

Total men.....coccevecicnenne 44.2 44.4 375 434 49.0 41.6
Undergraduates.................. 44.0 444 37.8 435 48.6 414
First-time, first-year ........ 46.0 46.5 41.6 45.1 49.1 444
Other undergraduates...... 43.5 439 36.9 43.1 48.5 40.7
First-professional ............... 57.9 59.7 43.7 55.5 54.3 54.8
Graduate ........cccovveerernenene 43.6 41.6 32.8 40.6 50.2 40.0
Total women.........ccccevueuee 55.8 55.6 62.5 56.6 51.0 58.4
Undergraduates.................. 56.0 55.6 62.2 56.5 51.4 58.6
First-time, first-year ........ 54.0 53.5 58.4 54.9 50.9 55.6
Other undergraduates...... 56.5 56.1 63.1 56.9 51.5 59.3
First-professional ............... 421 40.3 56.3 445 45.7 45.2
Graduate .......cooereieiennenene 56.4 58.4 67.2 59.4 49.8 60.0

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.

Il. TvpresorInsTiTuTIONS ATTENDED

This section examines the types of postsecondary institutions students attended in 1996.
These types are defined in terms of highest level of ingtitution (4-year or 2-year) and
control (public; private, nonprofit; or private, for-profit). Private, nonprofit and private,
for-profit institutions are distinguished in all the tables since there are a significant
number of degree-granting private, for-profit institutions. Interesting differences between
the private, nonprofit and private, for-profit sectors are noted in the text.

This section also looks at the interaction between the characteristics of students and the
types of institutions they attended. This information can inform many policy questions
that are important at the federal, state, and ingtitutional levels. For example, access to
higher education has been a significant national issue for many years. As a result, the
federal government has increased amounts of student financial aid through legislation
such as the Higher Education Act. States also support a wide range of higher education
ingtitutions that have relatively low tuition and required fees, offer a wide range of
program and degree options, and are strategically placed in the state to afford geographic
accessibility. In addition, many institutions have significantly increased ingtitutional
financial aid over the past severa years in an effort to establish a diverse student body
that reflects the college-age population of the nation.  While an examination of the
characteristics of students enrolled in various types of institutions cannot evaluate these
policies, it does provide an indicator of where racia/ethnic minorities, women, and
individuals who historically have had limited access to higher education are attending
college. Changesin enrollment by student characteristics and institutional type, the focus
of Section 1V, provide additional datathat can inform this issue.

‘us. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Financial Satistics of Higher Education
Institutions: 1994.



Enrollment by Type of Institution

About 77 percent of all students attending a degree-granting institution attended a public
degree-granting institution in 1996, probably reflecting both their lower cost and greater
availability (table 2-1). Among all students, 22.6 percent attended private institutions and
20.5 percent attended nonprofit institutions. Almost 81 percent of undergraduate students
attended public institutions, although first-time freshmen were less likely to attend public
schools than were all other undergraduates (76.1 percent versus 81.6 percent). Among
postbaccalaureate students, only 39.1 percent of first-professional students attended

public institutions, and 61.3 percent of graduate students attended public institutions.

Table 2-1.—Percent distribution of studentsenrolled in degree-granting institutions,
by student level and by level and control of institution: 50 states and the

District of Columbia, fall 1996

Undergraduate

Control and level All — First-
of institution students Total First-time, Other professional Graduate
first-year
All institutions ....... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
4-year ... 61.3 54.9 514 55.7 100.0 100.0
2-Y€A . 38.7 451 48.6 44.3 0.0 0.0
Public.......cccovevrinnn. 77.4 80.6 76.1 81.6 39.1 61.3
4-year.......oeuee. 40.4 375 32.6 38.6 39.1 61.3
2-Y€A . 37.0 431 435 43.0 0.0 0.0
Private ......cccouevenen. 22.6 19.4 239 18.4 60.9 38.7
4-year.......oeuee. 20.9 17.4 18.8 17.1 60.9 38.7
2-YEal . 1.7 2.0 51 1.3 0.0 0.0
Nonprofit......c.c.e.... 20.5 17.1 18.8 16.8 60.3 37.3
4-year ... 20.0 16.5 17.6 16.3 60.3 37.3
2-Y€A . 0.5 0.6 1.2 0.5 0.0 0.0
For-profit......cccce.... 21 2.3 51 1.6 0.6 1.3
4-year ... 0.9 0.9 1.2 0.8 0.6 1.3
2-Y8A e 1.2 1.4 3.9 0.8 0.0 0.0

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education

Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.
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Among all students in degree-granting institutions, 61.3 percent attended 4-year
ingtitutions, as did more than half of all undergraduates (54.9 percent) (figure 2-1).
Among al students attending public institutions, more than half (52.2 percent) attended
4-year institutions. However, among undergraduates attending public institutions, more
than half (53.5 percent) attended 2-year ingtitutions. In contrast, among all students
attending private ingtitutions, 92.3 percent attended 4-year ingtitutions, as did 89.6
percent of undergraduates. Finally, of the undergraduates attending 4-year institutions,
68.3 percent attended public ingtitutions; of those attending 2-year institutions, 95.5
percent attended public institutions (figure 2-2).

Figure 2-1.—Percent of undergraduate and all studentsin degree-granting 2- and 4-
year institutions, by control of institution: 50 states and the District of
Columbia, fall 1996

38.7

All All 613 W 2-year
ingtitutions 4.1 O-year
Undergraduate 549
: All —ﬂis
. Eubl!c 52.2
Institutions Undergraduate 535
4655
7.7
All private All F ]92.3
institutions Undergraduate 104 |
89.6
Private, 26
d All
nonpr ofit F 36 1974
institutions Undergraduate lo6.4
Private, Al _57.0
forprofil e | —— -
ingtitutions ndergraduete 37.9 i
0 20 40 60 80 100

Per cent of students

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.
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Figure 2-2—Percent of undergraduate students attending public and private
degree-granting institutions, by level of institution: 50 states and the
District of Columbia, fall 1996

4-year ingtitutions 2-year ingtitutions

Private
45

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.

Enrollment by Student Characteristics

Table 2-2 presents the distribution of undergraduate, first-professional, and graduate
students by race/ethnicity within different types of institutions. These data illustrate the
degree to which the distribution of students within institutions reflects the college-going
population as a whole. For example, private institutions were less likely to enroll black,
Hispanic, Asian, and American Indian students than were public institutions.

When only undergraduates are considered, blacks composed a dightly higher percentage
of the undergraduate students in private institutions than in public institutions, primarily
because of the high percentage of black students in private, for-profit ingtitutions (16.9
percent). Hispanics, on the other hand, composed 8.8 percent of the total undergraduate
population in 1996, but only 5.9 percent of those in private ingtitutions and 5.1 percent of
those in private, nonprofit institutions.

These differences between public and private institutions are not as striking among 4-year
ingtitutions, athough many are dill evident. Two-year institutions enrolled higher
concentrations of black, Hispanic, and American Indian undergraduates than did 4-year
ingtitutions, and lower concentrations of white undergraduates. Public 2-year institutions
had especialy high concentrations of Hispanic undergraduates (11.9 percent compared to
8.8 percent Hispanic undergraduates in all institutions) while private 2-year institutions
had higher concentrations of black students (15.5 percent compared to 11 percent black
undergraduates in al ingtitutions). The distribution of postbaccalaureate students by
race/ethnicity was fairly similar in public and private institutions, athough public
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institutions tended to serve dlightly higher proportions of black, Hispanic, and American
Indian students than did private institutions (table 2-2).

Table 2-2—Percent distribution of racial/ethnic enrollment in degree-granting
institutions, by student level and level and control of institution:
50 states and the District of Columbia, fall 1996

. . American
Student level and level and White, | Black, | Asav Indian/ Non-
N non- non- Hispanic Pacific resident
control of ingtitution . ] h : Alaskan )
Hispanic Hispanic Islander . dien
Native
All students
Al INSHTULIONS ..o 714 10.5 8.1 5.8 1.0 3.2
PUDIIC ... 70.8 10.6 89 59 11 2.7
PrIVALE ..ot 73.7 10.1 54 52 0.6 5.0
Nonprofit.. . 74.6 9.5 48 53 0.6 53
FOr-Profit......cocvneeneeneenceneneenenennens 65.1 16.3 114 43 0.8 21
73.6 9.9 5.8 57 0.8 43
73.3 10.0 6.2 59 0.9 37
74.2 9.7 5.0 54 05 53
4.7 94 4.7 54 05 54
64.0 15.5 10.6 53 0.8 37
68.0 114 118 59 13 17
68.0 11.2 11.9 6.0 13 17
. 67.3 15.5 10.6 38 14 13
NONPrOfit......covveereereereeniereieeerenenns 70.7 12.2 75 44 29 22
FOr-Profit.......ocvneeneeneeneeneeeenennennens 65.9 16.9 11.9 3.6 0.8 0.9
Undergraduate
Al INSHTULIONS ..o 711 11.0 8.8 5.8 1.0 22
PUDIIC ... 70.5 11.0 9.4 6.0 11 19
Private.... 73.8 11.2 59 49 0.6 35
Nonprofit.. 75.0 10.5 51 5.0 0.6 38
For-profit.. 64.4 16.9 11.9 4.2 0.8 19
73.8 10.7 6.2 5.8 0.8 2.7
734 10.7 6.6 6.1 1.0 22
74.5 10.7 54 5.0 05 3.8
75.2 104 51 5.0 05 3.8
62.0 16.7 117 51 0.9 35
68.0 114 118 59 13 17
68.0 11.2 11.9 6.0 13 17
67.3 15.5 10.6 38 14 13
NONPrOfit......covveereereereeniereieeeeenenns 70.7 12.3 75 44 29 22
FOr-Profit.......ocnneeneeneeneeneneenenennens 65.9 16.9 11.9 3.6 0.8 0.9
First-professional
All institutions . 74.3 7.2 4.7 10.5 0.7 2.6
Public......... . 75.1 7.2 49 10.5 0.9 14
Private 73.8 7.2 45 10.6 0.6 33
Nonprofit.. . 73.8 7.2 45 10.6 0.6 33
FOr-Profit.......ocvneeneenceneeneeeenennennens 70.8 59 117 10.6 0.9 0.1
Graduate
73.0 7.2 4.2 45 05 10.5
72.9 74 44 4.2 0.6 10.5
. 73.3 6.9 38 5.0 0.4 10.6
NONPrOfit......coeveereereereeneineieeeienenns 73.3 6.8 37 5.0 0.4 10.8
FOr-profit......coconnnieninsenisneneennns 72.2 10.8 55 6.0 0.6 4.8

NOTE: Because of rounding, percents may not add to 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” survey, 1996
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The enrollment patterns of students in different racial/ethnic groups varied somewhat
from the undergraduate population as a whole and from each other (table 2-3). For
example, Hispanic, Asian, and American Indian undergraduates were more likely to
attend public institutions (ranging from 83.7 percent for Asians to 88 percent for
American Indians) than were white and black undergraduates (79.9 percent and 80.2
percent, respectively). In addition, while the maority of white, black, and Asian
undergraduates attended 4-year institutions (ranging from 53.2 percent for blacks to 56.9
percent for whites), only 39.1 percent of Hispanic and 44.5 percent of American Indian
undergraduates attended 4-year ingtitutions.

Table 2-3.—Percent distribution of racial/ethnic enrollment within level and control
of degree-granting institutions, by student level: 50 states and the
District of Columbia, fall 1996

) . American
Student level and level and White, | Black, o Asiay Indiarn/
N Total non- non- Hispanic Pacific
control of institution Hispanic Hispanic |slander Alaskan
Native
Undergraduate
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
80.6 79.9 80.2 86.9 83.7 88.0
194 20.1 19.8 131 16.3 12.0
171 18.1 16.3 10.1 14.7 10.2
2.3 2.1 35 31 16 1.8
54.9 56.9 53.2 39.1 54.4 445
375 38.7 36.3 28.4 39.4 35.2
. 174 18.2 16.9 10.7 15.0 9.3
Nonprofit... . 16.5 175 15.6 9.5 14.2 8.5
FOr-profit.......ccccoernennenenenieniennens 0.9 0.7 13 11 0.8 0.7
45.1 431 46.8 60.9 45.6 55.5
431 41.2 44.0 58.5 442 52.8
2.0 1.9 2.8 2.4 13 2.8
. 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.5 0.5 1.7
FOr-profit........cccoernernennenensineeenens 14 13 2.2 1.9 0.9 11
First-professional
AllINSHEULIONS ......cecvcveveiecciceeeeeeeieias 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
i 39.1 395 39.1 40.8 39.0 49.1
60.9 60.5 60.9 59.2 61.0 50.9
60.3 59.9 60.5 57.8 60.5 50.2
0.6 0.5 0.5 14 0.6 0.7
AllINSHEULIONS ......cecvcveveiececceeeeeeieias 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Public........ . 61.3 61.2 62.8 65.2 57.1 72.3
Private.... 38.7 38.8 37.2 34.8 42.9 21.7
Nonprofit... . 37.3 375 35.2 33.0 411 26.2
FOr-profit......cccoooesninisnisncssins 1.3 1.3 2.0 1.8 1.8 15

NOTE: Because of rounding, details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” survey, 1996
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Of those undergraduates attending 4-year institutions, a higher percentage of Hispanic,
Asian, and American Indian students (72.5 percent to 79.2 percent) attended public
institutions, compared to 68.0 percent of white and 68.2 percent of black undergraduates
(figure 2-3).

Figure 2-3—Percent of undergraduates enrolled in 4-year degree-granting
institutions attending public institutions, by race/ethnicity: 50 states
and the District of Columbia, fall 1996

100 1
79.2
807 726 725
68.3 68.0 68.2
60 1
40 -
20 1
0
Total White, non- Black, non- Hispanic Asian/ American Indian/
Hispanic Hispanic Pacific Alaskan Native
Islander

Race/ethnicity

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” survey, 1996.

Graduate students were more likely to attend public than private institutions (61.3 percent
versus 38.7 percent) (table 2-3). In contrast, first-professional students were more likely
to attend private rather than public ingtitutions (60.9 percent versus 39.1 percent).
However, lower percentages of white and Asian graduate students (61.2 percent and 57.1
percent, respectively) attended public institutions than graduate students in other minority
groups (62.8 percent to 72.3 percent).

The attendance patterns of men and women indicate that undergraduate men were
somewhat more likely than undergraduate women to attend public ingtitutions (80.9
percent versus 80.4 percent), and they were more likely to attend 4-year ingtitutions (56.5
percent versus 53.6 percent) (table 2-4). At the first-professional and graduate levels,
however, women were more likely than men to attend public institutions.

15



Table 2-4.—Percent distribution of students enrolled in degree-granting institutions,
by student level, sex, and by level and control of institution: 50 states
and the District of Columbia, fall 1996

Level and control of institutions Undergraduate First-professional Graduate
Men | Women Men | Women Men | Women

AlLINSHULIONS ..o 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

PUBIIC ..o 80.9 80.4 36.9 421 60.0 62.3

e (V7 (OO 191 19.6 63.1 57.9 40.0 37.7
BoYBI ..o 56.5 53.6 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

PUBIIC ..o 39.2 36.1 36.9 421 60.0 62.3

e (V7 (OO 17.3 175 63.1 57.9 40.0 37.7
2-Y R .o 435 46.4 0.0 0.0

PUBIIC ..o 41.6 44.3 0.0 0.0

PrIVALE. ..o 1.9 2.1 0.0 0.0

-- Less than 0.05 percent
NOTE: Because of rounding, details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.

I1l1. ATteEnDANCE STATUS

This section examines full- and part-time attendance at degree-granting higher education
ingtitutions from two perspectives. Firgt, it presents the distribution of students by
attendance status within different types of institutions to address the question of whether
certain ingtitutions tend to serve full- or part-time students. Second, it examines the
attendance patterns of students characterized by racial/ethnic status and sex to determine
whether certain types of students are more likely to attend college full time or part time.

Attendance by Type of Institution

Overall, 59.2 percent of undergraduate students, 89.6 percent of first-professional
students, and 42.3 percent of graduate students attended school full time (table 3-1). The
percentage of full-time students varied significantly by type of institution, especially
among undergraduates. In private ingtitutions and in 4-year ingtitutions, over three-
fourths of undergraduate students attended full time. This compares with only 54.6
percent of undergraduates in public institutions and 37.3 percent of students in 2-year
institutions who attended full time. Of al types of ingtitutions, public 2-year institutions
served the smallest percentage of full-time students—35.2 percent.

In al institutions, first-professional students overwhelmingly attended school full time,
although the percentage was somewhat lower in private institutions than in public
institutions (85.6 percent versus 95.7 percent). On the other hand, the mgority of
graduate students attended school part time, except for those in private, for-profit
institutions.
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Table 3-1.—Percent distribution of studentsenrolled in degree-granting institutions,
by student level and attendance status, and by level and control of

institution: 50 states and the District of Columbia, fall 1996

Level and control All students Undergraduate First-professional Graduate
P Full- Part- Full- Part- Full- Part- Full- Part-
of ingtitution . . . . . . . .

time time time time time time time time
All institutions.........cccccvineenne 57.8 42.2 59.2 40.8 89.6 104 42.3 57.7
PUBIIC..ceeecceee 53.8 46.2 54.6 454 95.7 4.3 41.4 58.6
Private.......cccoovneieeninene 71.6 284 784 21.6 85.6 144 43.7 56.3
Nonprofit .. ... 10.6 294 77.9 221 86.1 139 42.6 57.4
For-profit .......ccoeeeeencnnenens 81.0 19.0 81.6 184 39.0 61.0 75.9 241
QYA .. 70.8 29.2 77.3 22.7 89.6 104 42.3 57.7
Public..... 70.7 29.3 76.9 231 95.7 4.3 41.4 58.6
Private........ 70.9 29.1 78.1 21.9 85.6 144 43.7 56.3
Nonprofit .. 70.5 295 78.1 21.9 86.1 139 42.6 57.4
For-profit ..... 784 21.6 79.5 20.5 39.0 61.0 75.9 241
2V e 37.2 62.8 37.3 62.7 0.0 0.0 16.5 835
PUBIIC..ceeviccee 35.2 64.8 35.2 64.8 0.0 0.0 - 100.0
i ... 805 195 80.5 195 0.0 0.0 73.8 26.2
NONProfit ....cccoevveeveererienens 74.9 251 74.9 251 0.0 0.0 73.8 26.2
For-profit.....ccccooceeeninnenns 82.9 17.1 82.9 17.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

-- Less than 0.05 percent.

NOTE: Because of rounding, percents may not add to 100.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education

Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” survey, 1996.

Attendance by Student Char acteristics

Among undergraduates, Asian students were more likely to attend school full time than
were undergraduates in any other racial/ethnic category (61.1 percent versus 50.5 percent
to 59.7 percent), and Hispanic and American Indian undergraduates were less likely to
attend full time than were white or black undergraduates (table 3-2). In fact, barely half
(50.5 percent) of Hispanic undergraduates attended school full time.

Table 3-2—Percent distribution of undergraduate students in degree-granting
institutions, by race/ethnicity, and sex and attendance status: 50 states
and the District of Columbia, fall 1996

White, | Black, Asan/ | Amencan
Sex and attendance status Tota non- non- Hispanic Pacific Alaéxan
Hispanic Hispanic Islander Native

All StUENES......c.cviieieiereceee e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Full-time 59.2 59.7 59.3 50.5 61.1 56.5
Part-time 40.8 40.3 40.7 495 38.9 435
MBIttt 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Full-time 61.6 62.4 61.0 50.5 62.1 58.2
Part-time 384 37.6 39.0 495 379 41.8
WOMEN ..ottt 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Full-time 57.3 575 58.2 50.6 60.2 55.3
Part-time . 42.7 425 41.8 49.4 39.8 447

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education

Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.
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Undergraduate men were more likely than undergraduate women to attend school full
time (61.6 percent versus 57.3 percent). This was true for all racial/ethnic groups except
Hispanics, among whom men and women were equally likely to attend full time.

V. ChHancesin EnroLLmenT: 1992-96

The change in the definition of higher education institutions from “institutions accredited
at the college level by an agency recognized the Secretary of the U.S. Department of
Education” to “degree-granting institutions eligible to participate in the Title IV federal
financial aid programs’ that occurred between 1995 and 1996 clearly will confound any
observed differences in enrollment between 1995 and 1996, since it is difficult to sort out
if observed changes are due to actual enrollment increases or decreases or to changes in
the institutional universe. However, because of the importance of continuing trends in
enrollment in higher education, this chapter presents fall enrollment statistics from 1992
to 1996 based on both universe definitions. 1t must be noted, however, that this approach
does have some difficulties because institutions were not distinguished on the basis of
their accreditation status in 1996, and eligibility for Title IV financial aid programs was
not identified with the IPEDS universe until 1996. As a result, 1996 enrollments for
ingtitutions of higher education based on accreditation status are the reported 1996
enrollments of those higher education ingtitutions identified as accredited higher
education institutions in 1995; enrollments for 1992-95 are based on higher education
ingtitutions with recognized higher education accreditation status in those years.
Enrollments for 1996 degree-granting, eligible institutions are based on degree-granting
and eligibility status in 1996. Enrollments in degree-granting institutions in 1992-95 are
based on dligibility statusin 1996 and degree-granting status in 1992-95.

Between 1995 and 1996, total enrollment in all accredited institutions of higher education
increased by 0.3 percent (table 4-1a), the first increase in enrollment since 1992. This
small increase in enrollment was not sufficient to offset the declines since 1992, and total
enrollment in these ingtitutions declined between 1992 and 1996 by 1.3 percent. In
degree-granting, eligible institutions, enrollment also decreased every year between 1992
and 1995, but increased between 1995 and 1996 by 0.6 percent (table 4-1b). The increase
in enrollment between 1995 and 1996 was observed in every institutional sector except
for public 4-year ingtitutions and private, nonprofit 2-year institutions, regardless of
which universe definition is examined (tables 4-1a and 4-1b).

Enrollment Changes by Type of Institution

Overall, enrollment in accredited public ingtitutions stayed the same between 1995 and
1996, while public 4-year institutions enrollments decreased by 0.1 percent and public 2-
year ingtitutions’ enrollments increased by 0.1 percent (table 4-1a). Enrollment in public,
2-year degree-granting institutions increased by 0.8 percent between these 2 years (table
4-1b). Between 1992 and 1996, enrollments decreased by 3.7 percent in accredited
public 2-year ingtitutions and by 1.6 percent in accredited public 4-year ingtitutions (table
4-13). In public, degree-granting 2-year institutions enrollment decreased by 2.6 percent
between 1992 and 1996, while in public, degree-granting 4-year ingtitutions it declined
by 1.6 percent (table 4-1b).
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Table 4-1a—Total enrollment in accredited institutions, by level and control of
institution: 50 states and the District of Columbia, fall 1992 through

fall 1996
Level and Number in thousands Percent change

control of 1992- | 1993- | 1994- | 1995- | 1992-
institution 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 93 o4 %5 % %
All ingtitutions.... 14,487 14,305 14,279 14,262 14,300 -1.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.3 -1.3
Public ......ccuc. 11,385 11,189 11,134 11,092 11,090 -1.7 -0.5 -04 -0.0 -2.6
Private.............. 3,103 3,116 3,145 3,169 3,210 0.4 0.9 0.8 13 35
Nonprofit...... 2,873 2,889 2,910 2,929 2,941 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.4 24
For-profit...... 230 227 235 240 270 -15 3.6 2.3 12.1 17.0
4-year .....cconeuene 8,765 8,739 8,749 8,769 8,803 -0.3 0.1 0.2 0.4 0.4
Public .....cccuee 5,900 5,852 5,825 5,815 5,807 -0.8 -0.5 -0.2 -0.1 -1.6
Private.............. 2,865 2,887 2,924 2,955 2,996 0.8 13 11 14 4.6
Nonprofit...... 2,789 2,803 2,825 2,854 2,872 0.5 0.8 1.0 0.6 3.0
For-profit...... 76 85 99 101 124 118 17.4 15 23.2 64.1
5,722 5,566 5,530 5,493 5,497 -2.7 -0.6 -0.7 0.1 -39

5,485 5,337 5,308 5,278 5,283 -2.7 -0.5 -0.6 0.1 -3.7

238 229 221 215 214 -39 -3.2 -3.0 -0.3  -10.0

83 86 86 75 69 37 -09 -122 -84  -17.3

For-profit...... 155 142 136 140 145 -8.0 -4.6 2.9 4.1 -6.0

NOTE: Because of rounding details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” surveys 1992-96.

Table 4-1b.—Total enrollment in degree-granting institutions, by level and control

of institution:

through fall 1996

50 states and the District of Columbia, fall 1992

Level and Number in thousands Percent change

control of 1992- | 1993- | 1994- | 1995- | 1992-
ingtitution | 1992 | 1993 | 1994 ] 1995 | 1996 | "ot | Tgs | o5 | 95 | o6
All ingtitutions.... 14,453 14,319 14,280 14,279 14,368 -0.9 -0.3 -0.0 0.6 -0.6
Public .....cocuee 11,356 11,186 11,125 11,086 11,120 -15 -0.5 -04 0.3 21
Private.............. 3,097 3,134 3,155 3,194 3,247 12 0.7 12 17 4.9
Nonprofit...... 2,845 2,863 2,897 2,922 2,943 0.6 12 0.8 0.7 34
For-profit...... 252 271 258 272 304 7.5 -4.9 5.4 12.1 20.9
8,745 8,742 8,765 8,804 -0.1 -0.0 0.3 0.4 0.6

5,851 5,824 5,814 5,806 -0.8 -0.5 -0.2 -0.1 -1.6

2,894 2,918 2,951 2,998 14 0.8 11 16 5.1

Nonprofit...... 2,765 2,780 2,814 2,845 2,867 0.6 12 11 0.8 37
For-profit...... 89 114 103 106 131 276 9.1 25 234 46.9
2-y€ar ..oveene 5,574 5,538 5,514 5563 -2.2 -0.6 -04 0.9 -24
Public .. 5,335 5,301 5,272 5314 -22 -0.6 -0.5 0.8 -2.6
Private........ 240 237 242 249 12 -0.9 21 2.7 2.6
Nonprofit 83 83 77 75 34 0.8 -7.6 -20 -5.6
For-profit 157 154 165 173  -35 -1.8 7.3 4.9 6.6

NOTE: Because of rounding details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” surveys 1992-96.
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Among private institutions, there has been a steady increase in enrollment in private 4-
year ingtitutions since 1992. Based on accredited institutions, this increase was 4.6
percent (table 4-1a); based on degree-granting institutions, this increase was 5.1 percent
(table 4-1b). Both private, nonprofit 4-year institutions and private, for-profit 4-year
institutions had these steady increases, although the rate of enrollment increases in for-
profit 4-year institutions was significantly higher than in the private, nonprofit 4-year
sector, with a 64.1 percent increase for accredited private, for-profit 4-year institutions
and a 3 percent increase for accredited private nonprofit institutions over this time period
(table 4-1a). Among degree-granting private institutions, private, for-profit 4-year
institutions experienced a 46.9 percent increase in enrollment from 1992 to 1996, while
private, nonprofit 4-year institutions enrollments rose 3.7 percent (table 4-1b). On the
other hand, private, nonprofit 2-year institutions have seen declining enrollments every
year since 1993, for a total decline of 17.3 percent (table 4-1a) among accredited private,
nonprofit 2-year institutions and a 5.6 percent decline among degree-granting private,
nonprofit 2-year ingtitutions (table 4-1b).

The change in universe definition from accredited higher education institutions to degree-
granting higher education institutions seems to have affected enrollment data for the
private, for-profit 2-year sector significantly more than other sectors. In particular,
among accredited for-profit 2-year ingtitutions, enrollments between 1992 and 1996
declined by 6 percent, while among eligible degree-granting, for-profit 2-year
ingtitutions, enrollments increased between 1992 and 1996 by 6.6 percent (tables 4-1a
and 4-1b).

As with total enrollment, undergraduate enrollment increased between 1995 and 1996 by
0.2 percent, the first increase since 1992. Changes in undergraduate enrollment in the
various institutional sectors mirrored quite closely the changes in total enrollment
described above (table 4-2a and 4-2b).

Table 4-2a—Undergraduate enrollment in accredited institutions, by level and
control of institution: 50 states and the District of Columbia, fall 1992
through fall 1996

Level and Number in thousands Percent change
control of 1992- | 1993- | 1994- | 1995- 1992-
ingtitution | 1992 | 1993 1| 1994 11 1995 | 1996 | Tg3" | "94 | 95 | 96 96
All ingtitutions... 12,538 12,324 12,263 12,232 12259 -1.7 -0.5 -0.3 0.2 -2.2
Public.............. 10,216 10,012 9,945 9,904 9,905 -20 -0.7 -04 0.0 -3.0
Private............. 2,321 2,312 2,317 2,328 2354 -04 0.2 0.5 11 14
Nonprofit.... 2,102 2,099 2,100 2,105 2,108 -0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3
For-profit ... 220 213 217 223 246 -3.1 19 29 10.3 12.2
d-year ... 6,815 6,758 6,733 6,740 6,763 -0.8 -04 0.1 0.3 -0.8
Public.............. 4,732 4,675 4,637 4,626 4,622 -12 -0.8 -0.2 -0.1 -2.3
Private............. 2,084 2,084 2,096 2,113 2,140 0.0 0.6 0.8 13 2.7
Nonprofit.... 2,018 2,013 2,015 2,030 2,039 -03 0.1 0.7 0.5 1.0
For-profit ... 65 71 81 84 101 8.7 15.0 3.0 20.7 55.3
2-Y€ar . 5,722 5,566 5,530 5,492 5,497 -2.7 -0.6 -0.7 0.1 -39
Public.............. 5,485 5,337 5,308 5,277 5,283 -2.7 -0.5 -0.6 0.1 -3.7
Private............. 238 229 221 215 214 -39 -3.2 -3.0 -0.3 -10.0
Nonprofit ... 83 86 86 75 69 37 -0.9 -12.2 -85 -17.5
For-profit .... 155 142 136 140 145 -8.0 -4.6 2.9 4.1 -6.0

NOTE: Because of rounding details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” surveys 1992-96.
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Table 4-2b.—Undergraduate enrollment in degree-granting institutions, by level
and control of institution: 50 states and the District of Columbia, fall
1992 through fall 1996

Level and Number in thousands Percent change
control of 1992- | 1993- | 1994- | 1995- [ 1992-
intitution | 1992 | 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1996 | ot | "oy | o5 | Tg5 | og
All ingtitutions..... 12,501 12,345 12,268 12,253 12,327 -1.2 -0.6 -0.1 0.6 -14
Public............... 10,188 10,008 9,936 9,897 9,935 -18 -0.7 -04 0.4 -25
Private............... 2,313 2,337 2,332 2,357 2,392 1.0 -0.2 11 15 34
Nonprofit ...... 2,084 2,083 2,093 2,103 2,112 -0.0 0.5 0.5 0.4 13
For-profit ...... 229 253 239 254 279 106 -5.8 6.4 10.0 21.9
d-year ... 6,801 6,771 6,730 6,740 6,764 -04 -0.6 0.1 0.4 -0.5
Public................ 4,731 4,674 4,636 4,625 4,621 -12 -0.8 -0.2 -0.1 -2.3
Private........ 2,071 2,097 2,094 2,115 2,143 13 -0.1 1.0 13 35
Nonprofit ...... 2,004 2,001 2,010 2,026 2,037 -02 0.5 0.8 0.5 16
For-profit ...... 66 96 84 88 106 452 -124 4.7 19.7 59.5
2-year.... 5,700 5,574 5,538 5,514 5563 -2.2 -0.6 -04 0.9 -24
Public.. ... 5457 5,334 5,301 5,272 5314 -22 -0.6 -0.5 0.8 -2.6
Private........ 243 240 237 242 249 12 -0.9 21 2.7 25
Nonprofit ...... 80 83 83 77 75 34 0.8 -7.6 21 -5.8
For-profit ...... 163 157 154 165 173 -35 -1.8 7.3 4.9 6.6

NOTE: Because of rounding details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” surveys 1992-96.

First-professional enrollment was unchanged between 1995 and 1996 when accredited
institutions are considered and increased by 0.7 percent between these 2 years in degree-
Graduate student enrollment increased
between 1995 and 1996 by 0.6 percent and 0.7 percent in accredited and degree-granting
ingtitutions, respectively. Over the period 1992 to 1996, first-professional enrollments
increased by 6.0 percent in accredited institutions and 8.4 percent in degree-granting
institutions. Graduate enrollments increased by 4.5 percent in accredited institutions and
3.9 percent in degree-granting institutions over this 5-year period.

granting institutions (tables 4-3a and 4-3b).

Table 4-3a—Percent change in first-professonal and graduate enrollment in
accredited institutions, by race/ethnicity: 50 states and the District of
Columbia, fall 1992 through fall 1996

White, | Black, Asiay | American
Student level and year Tota non- non- Hispanic Pacific Alaskan

Hispanic Hispanic Islander Native
First-professional students
1992-93.....ee s 4.1 24 11.0 6.8 11.2 14.0
1993-94.....coi s 0.8 -0.8 25 4.9 104 10.0
1994-95 1.0 -0.4 3.7 3.2 7.0 17.4
1995-96 - -1.0 -0.2 0.9 6.2 0.8
1992-96 6.0 0.3 17.8 16.6 395 48.3
Graduate students
1992-93..... 1.2 0.5 8.6 4.7 6.0 4.7
1993-94.....cor s 2.0 1.0 8.2 10.3 11.2 11.0
1994-95 0.6 -0.3 7.2 6.5 4.2 3.9
1995-96 0.6 -0.7 5.8 6.8 45 51
1992-96 4.5 0.5 333 314 284 26.8

--Less than 0.05 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” surveys, 1992-96.
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Table 4-3b.—Percent change in first-professonal and graduate enrollment in
degree-granting institutions, by race/ethnicity: 50 states and the
Digtrict of Columbia, fall 1992 through fall 1996

White, | Black, Asiay | American
Student level and year Tota non- non- Hispanic Pacific Alaskan

Hispanic Hispanic Islander Native
First-professional students
1992-93 4.4 2.8 114 6.6 111 141
1993-94 17 - 2.8 6.7 115 9.8
1994-95 14 - 4.4 33 7.8 18.0
1995-96 0.7 -0.3 0.0 15 6.8 13
1992-96 84 2.6 194 19.3 42.7 49.8
Graduate students
1992-93 0.6 - 7.8 4.3 3.3 4.1
1993-94 2.0 1.0 8.2 10.0 114 11.3
1994-95 0.6 -0.5 7.0 6.5 4.2 3.9
1995-96 0.7 -0.6 59 7.1 4.9 52
1992-96 3.9 -- 32.3 30.9 25.7 26.6

--Less than 0.05 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” surveys, 1992-96.

Enrollment Changes by Race/Ethnicity

It is noteworthy that even though total undergraduate enrollment increased between 1995
and 1996 and the enrollment of minority undergraduates increased, the enrollment of
white undergraduates continued to decline (tables 4-4a and 4-4b). In fact, the number of
white undergraduates declined 0.8 percent between these 2 years and declined 7 percent
in accredited ingtitutions in the period from 1992 to 1996 (table 4-4a). In degree-granting
ingtitutions, white enrollment decreased 0.5 percent between 1995 and 1996 and 6.4
percent in the 5 years between 1992 and 1996 (table 4-4b). Only in the for-profit sector
did white enrollment increase between 1995 and 1996 and over the 5-year period.

Minority enrollments, on the other hand, increased in amost every institutional sector
between 1995 and 1996 and also between 1992 and 1996. The only observed decreases
in  minority undergraduate enrollment occurred among blacks, Hispanics, and
Asian/Pacific Islander in accredited 2-year for-profit institutions and among American
Indian/Alaskan Natives in private, nonprofit 2-year institutions (table 4-4a). Generally,
the increases in minority undergraduate enrollments were larger in degree-granting
institutions than in accredited institutions.

From 1995 to 1996, the number of Hispanic undergraduates increased by over 5 percent
for all types of institutions, and ranged from a decrease of 14.8 percent in accredited 2-
year for-profit institutions to a 42.6 percent increase in accredited for-profit 4-year
ingtitutions (table 4-4a). Across the 5 years from 1992 to 1996, the number of Hispanic
undergraduates increased by 20 percent in accredited ingtitutions and by 21.4 percent in
degree-granting institutions. Over this same 5-year period, the number of Asian
undergraduates increased by 16.4 percent and 17.1 percent in accredited and degree-
granting institutions, respectively, while the number of American Indian undergraduates
increased by 10.9 percent and 12.9 percent, and the number of black undergraduates
increased by 5.6 and 7.8 percent.
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Table 4-4a—Percent change in undergraduate enrollment in accredited institutions, by
race/ethnicity and by level and control of institution: 50 states and the District of
Columbia, fall 1995 to 1996 and 1992 to 1996

1995 to 1996 1992 to 1996
Level and white | Black | | Adav | AT e | Black | | Asay | ATene
e non- non- Hispanic Pacific non- non- Hispanic Pacific
institution Hispanic | Hispanic Islander Alas_kan Hispanic | Hispanic Islander Alas_kan
Native Native
All ingtitutions........ -0.8 14 5.3 3.0 18 -7.0 5.6 20.0 16.4 10.9
Public.....cc.ccovenunee. -1.2 13 5.4 3.0 2.0 -8.2 5.6 19.6 15.3 11.8
i .. 05 2.0 4.6 34 0.3 -1.9 5.8 231 222 4.7
Nonprofit.......... -0.6 15 4.1 3.0 -15 -3.2 6.5 24.0 21.6 22
For-profit.......... 12.3 4.6 7.2 7.4 16.7 12.9 2.4 19.1 29.1 28.8
4-Y@a ... -0.5 16 4.4 35 19 -5.1 6.5 23.0 20.7 21.0
Public... -0.9 1.0 35 34 21 -6.9 5.4 20.7 19.9 20.3
Private........ccocoeune. 0.5 2.8 7.0 35 13 -11 9.0 29.4 22.7 24.2
Nonprofit.......... -0.1 13 3.9 2.7 0.3 -24 6.3 23.9 21.2 20.9
For-profit.......... 16.1 27.1 42.6 239 14.8 47.2 57.4 109.5 64.6 84.7
2-Y€a .o -14 13 5.9 25 17 -9.4 4.6 18.2 115 3.6
Public... -15 16 6.4 2.6 2.0 -9.4 5.7 19.1 115 6.5
Private...... .14 -39 -9.4 12 -37 -9.4 -12.7 -8.4 14.0 -39.6
Nonprofit -13.2 7.8 6.9 21.4 -11.0 -23.1 10.1 26.2 43.6 -47.8
For-profit.......... 10.2 -7.6 -14.8 -7.8 19.1 -1.0 -18.8 -17.7 1.8 -5.3

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS),
“Fall Enrollment” surveys, 1992 and 1996.

Table 4-4b.—Percent change in undergraduate enrollment in degree-granting institutions, by
race/ethnicity and by level and control of institution: 50 states and the District of
Columbia, fall 1995 to 1996 and 1992 to 1996

1995 to 1996 1992 to 1996
Level and White | Black Asan | AT | white | Black Asay | Amerion
control non- non- Hispanic Pacific non- non- Hispanic Pacific
of intitution Hispanic | Hispanic Idlander Alas_kan Hispanic | Hispanic Idlander Alas_kan
Native Native

-05 22 57 35 15 -6.4 7.8 214 171 12.9
-0.8 18 55 3.2 16 -1.7 6.8 20.0 15.6 13.0
0.4 41 7.3 5.0 0.7 -0.9 118 30.8 255 125
Nonprofit........ -0.3 21 4.7 41 -2.0 -24 8.7 25.7 23.6 6.8
For-profit........ 75 14.5 16.7 14.9 19.5 14.9 29.6 50.9 459 62.6
4-Year.....cconennenns -05 17 4.4 35 2.0 -4.9 71 23.2 20.8 21.2
Public.......cccveene -0.9 1.0 35 34 21 -6.9 54 20.7 19.9 20.3
i .. 05 32 7.0 35 15 -04 10.9 30.5 233 24.7
Nonprofit........ -0.1 17 3.9 2.7 0.3 -1.9 7.9 245 214 20.8
For-profit........ 15.3 25.9 42.2 214 17.6 52.7 65.0 117.8 74.4 97.9
2-Y€ar .o -0.7 29 6.6 3.6 12 -8.3 85 20.2 13.0 71
Public.......cccveene -0.7 25 6.5 3.0 13 -84 8.0 19.7 12.0 8.6
Private........ccceu... -0.5 9.3 83 25.9 -1.7 -4.9 17.8 32.3 57.7 -15.2
Nonprofit........ -8.1 11.6 20.3 73.2 -11.9 -14.9 28.8 53.5 179.8 -324
For-profit........ 3.5 8.7 5.4 9.8 20.9 0.6 14.7 275 27.9 44.4

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS),
“Fall Enrollment” surveys, 1992 and 1996.
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These percentage increases in the number of minority undergraduates are encouraging.
However, they do not reflect the increases in the number of high school graduates of
Hispanic or black origin. For example, from 1991 to 1995 the number of Hispanic high
school graduates increased from 154,000 to 288,000, or 87 percent, while the number of
black high school graduates increased from 320,000 to 356,000, or 11.2 percent. The
number of white high school graduates aso increased during this period, from 1,867,000
to 2,088,000, or 12 percent.’

Postbaccalaureate enrollments increased for all racial/ethnic groups between 1995 and
1996 except for whites in both accredited and degree-granting institutions and for blacks
in accredited ingtitutions (tables 4-3a and 4-3b).

Enrollment Changes by Attendance Status

The increase in enrollment between 1995 and 1996 occurred only among full-time
students in both accredited and degree-granting institutions (tables 4-5a and 4-5b). The
number of part-time students decreased by 0.8 percent and 0.6 percent in accredited and
degree-granting institutions, respectively, between 1995 and 1996. In accredited
ingtitutions, the increase in full-time enrollment was evident in all sectors except for
private 2-year ingtitutions. In degree-granting institutions, the increase in the number of
full-time students was evident in all ingtitutional sectors. The decreases in part-time
enrollment were experienced by public 4-year and 2-year ingtitutions and by private,
nonprofit 4- and 2-year institutions. For-profit institutions, in contrast, had an increase in
part-time enrollment of almost 19 percent (table 4-5a). Among degree-granting
ingtitutions, part-time enrollment decreased in public and private nonprofit 4-year
ingtitutions and private nonprofit 2-year ingtitutions, but increased in for-profit
institutions and public 2-year institutions (table 4-5b).

Over the 5-year period from 1992 to 1996, total full-time enrollment increased less than 1
percent in accredited institutions and by 1.8 percent in degree-granting ingtitutions. At
the same time, however, full-time enrollment decreased in accredited 2-year institutions
by 4.5 percent and by 0.8 percent in degree-granting institutions. Part-time enrollment
decreased 3.8 percent and 3.7 percent in accredited and degree-granting institutions,
respectively (tables 4-5a and 4-5b).

®U.S. Department of Labor, College Enrollment of High School Graduates, various years, in U.S. Department of Education, National
Center for Education Statistics, Digest of Education Statistics, 1996, table 179, p. 187.
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Table 4-5a—Total enrollment in accredited ingtitutions, by attendance status, and
by level and control of ingtitution: 50 states and the District of

Columbia, fall 1992 through fall 1996

Attendance Number in thousands Percent change
status and level
and control of 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1%%2' 1%%13' 1%%4' 1%965' 1%962'
institution
Full-time students
All ingtitutions........ 8,162 8,128 8,138 8,129 8,213 -0.4 0.1 -0.1 1.0 0.6
Public... 6,011 5,963 5,951 5,925 5,964 -0.8 -0.2 -0.4 0.7 -0.8
Private......... .. 2,151 2,165 2,187 2,204 2,249 0.6 1.0 0.8 21 4.6
Nonprofit......... 1,986 2,006 2,022 2,043 2,075 1.0 0.8 11 15 45
159 165 160 174 -3.9 41 -3.1 8.9 5.6
6,084 6,106 6,152 6,227 0.0 0.4 0.7 12 24
4,074 4,065 4,085 4,106 -05 -0.2 0.5 0.5 0.3
Private.................. 1,987 2,010 2,041 2,067 2,121 12 15 13 2.6 6.7
Nonprofit......... 1,930 1,946 1,963 1,989 2,025 0.8 0.8 14 18 4.9
For-profit......... 56 64 78 78 96 134 225 -0.8 23.6 70.2
2,043 2,032 1,977 1,987 -18 -0.6 -2.7 0.5 -4.5
1,889 1,886 1,841 1,858 -14  -01 -2.4 1.0 -3.0
155 146 136 129 -59 57 -6.5 -5.8 -21.8
60 59 54 50 77 -16 -85 -7.1 -9.9
For-profit......... 109 95 87 82 78 -12.8 -8.3 -5.2 -5.0 -28.0
Part-time students
All ingtitutions........ 6,325 6,177 6,141 6,133 6,087 -23  -0.6 -0.1 -0.8 -3.8
Public......ccceveueen. 5,374 5,227 5,183 5,167 5,126 -27 -0.8 -0.3 -0.8 -4.6
i .. 952 951 958 966 961 -0.1 0.8 0.8 -0.5 1.0
Nonprofit......... 886 883 888 886 865 -0.4 0.7 -0.3 -2.3 -2.4
For-profit......... 65 68 70 80 95 45 25 15.1 18.6 46.2
2,655 2,643 2,617 2,576 -11  -04 -1.0 -1.6 -4.0
1,778 1,760 1,730 1,701 -15 -1.0 -1.7 -1.7 -5.8
877 883 888 875 -0.1 0.7 0.5 -14 -0.3
856 862 864 847 -0.3 0.6 0.3 -2.0 -14
21 21 23 28 7.0 18 10.0 21.9 46.1
AL 3,642 3,523 3,498 3,515 3,511 -33  -07 0.5 -0.1 -3.6
Public......ccceveue. 3,569 3,449 3,423 3,437 3,425 -34 -0.8 0.4 -0.4 -4.0
Private......... 73 74 75 78 86 0.5 21 3.9 9.4 16.6
Nonprofit......... 28 26 27 21 19 -4.5 0.9 -206  -116 -32.4
For-profit......... 46 a7 49 57 67 3.4 2.8 17.3 17.2 46.2

NOTE: Because of rounding, details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education

Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” surveys, 1992-96.
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Table 4-5b.—Total enrollment in degree-granting institutions, by attendance status,
and by level and control of ingtitution: 50 states and the District of

Columbia, fall 1992 through fall 1996

Attendance Number in thousands Percent change
status and level
and control of 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1%%2' 1%%13' 1%%4' 1%965' 1%962'
institution
Full-time students
8,153 8,158 8,168 8,180 8,303 0.1 0.1 0.1 15 18
5,998 5,961 5,947 5,923 5,978 -0.6 -0.2 -0.4 0.9 -0.3
2,155 2,197 2,221 2,258 2,324 2.0 11 16 3.0 7.9
1,965 1,986 2,012 2,039 2,078 11 13 13 19 5.7
190 211 209 219 246 11.0 -0.9 4.8 12.8 30.0
6,064 6,085 6,103 6,150 6,231 0.3 0.3 0.8 13 2.8
4,096 4,074 4,065 4,085 4,106 -0.5 -0.2 0.5 0.5 0.3
1,968 2,011 2,037 2,065 2,124 2.2 13 14 2.9 7.9
Nonprofit....... 1,912 1,930 1,955 1,983 2,022 0.9 13 14 19 5.7
For-profit....... 56 81 82 82 103 43.6 12 0.2 25.0 82.0
AL G 2,089 2,073 2,065 2,030 2,072 -0.8 -0.4 -1.7 21 -0.8
Public................. 1,903 1,887 1,882 1,838 1,872 -0.8 -0.3 -2.3 19 -1.6
Private................ 187 186 184 192 200 -0.2 -1.3 4.7 4.2 7.4
Nonprofit....... 53 57 57 56 56 6.2 0.8 2.1 1.0 5.9
For-profit....... 133 130 127 136 144 -2.7 -2.3 7.7 5.4 8.0
Part-time students
All ingtitutions...... 6,300 6,161 6,112 6,099 6,065 -2.2 -0.8 -0.2 -0.6 -3.7
Public................. 5,358 5,224 5,178 5,163 5,142 -25 -0.9 -0.3 -0.4 -4.0
Private......... . 942 937 934 936 923 -0.5 -0.3 0.2 -14 -2.0
Nonprofit ....... 880 877 885 883 865 -0.3 1.0 -0.2 2.1 -1.7
For-profit....... 62 60 49 53 58 -33 -187 8.1 9.5 -6.9
4-Y€ar....covvrrennnns 2,689 2,660 2,639 2,615 2,574 -11 -0.8 -0.9 -1.6 -4.3
Public... ... 1,804 1,777 1,759 1,729 1,700 -15 -1.0 -1.7 -1.7 -5.8
Private................ 886 883 880 886 874 -0.3 -0.3 0.6 -14 -1.3
Nonprofit....... 853 851 859 862 846 -0.3 1.0 0.4 -1.9 -0.9
For-profit....... 33 33 22 24 28 0.1 -344 115 182 -135
3,611 3,501 3,473 3,484 3,491 -3.0 -0.8 0.3 0.2 -3.3
3,555 3,448 3,419 3,434 3,442 -3.0 -0.8 0.5 0.2 -3.2
56 53 54 50 49 -4.7 0.5 -6.8 -29 -133
27 26 26 21 19 -2.2 0.7 -196 -100 -287
For-profit ....... 29 27 27 29 30 -7.0 0.3 5.5 2.3 0.5

NOTE: Because of rounding, details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” surveys, 1992-96.
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V. ENROLLMENTBY STATE

Enrollment by Type of Institution

| T was noted previously that over 77 percent of al students enrolled in degree-granting
institutions were enrolled in public degree-granting institutions. Of this 77.4 percent,
40.4 percent were enrolled in 4-year institutions and 37.0 percent were enrolled in 2-year
ingtitutions (table 5-1). However, the percentage of students enrolled in public 4- and 2-
year ingtitutions varied considerably by state. This variation probably results from a
confluence of state policies, including the following: the level of state support for public
higher education, the relative number and capacities of public 4-year and 2-year
ingtitutions, the tuition and fees charged in states' public institutions, and the availability
and portability of state financial aid. The distribution of public and private institutions
within each state also affects student enrollment patterns.

The distribution of undergraduate enrollment by control of institution (public or private)
provides an indicator of many of these state policies. Nationally, almost 81 percent of
undergraduates were enrolled in public institutions, 37.5 percent in 4-year public
ingtitutions and 43.1 percent in 2-year public institutions (table 5-2). By state, the
percentage of undergraduates in public institutions ranged from a high of 97.8 percent in
Nevada to a low of 17.4 percent in the District of Columbia, with 18 states and the
District of Columbia below the national average. Additionally, although 43.1 percent of
all undergraduates in the nation attended public 2-year ingtitutions, within states this
percentage varied from a high of 66.6 percent in California to a low of 2.8 percent in
Alaska.

Minority Enrollment

The distribution of minority® enrollment in the individual states probably reflects to a
great extent the distribution of minority residents within each state. To illustrate, in 1996
states differed greatly in the distribution of minority and white students, both from the
national average and from each other. For example, in California fewer than half of the
students enrolled in its colleges and universities were white, while blacks, who had a 10.5
percent share of enrollment in the nation, composed only 7.7 percent of California's
enrollment (appendix table B-1b). On the other hand, Hispanics composed 20.4 percent
of California's enrollment, and Asians another 17.4 percent. Similarly, in Alabama, the
Didtrict of Columbia, Georgia, Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, and South Carolina,
blacks' share of enrollment was more than double their share in the nation as a whole (22
to 30.5 percent). In New Mexico and Texas, Hispanics composed 32.7 and 21.3 percent
of total enrollment, respectively, compared to their 8.1 percent share of enrollment in the
nation as a whole. In Hawaii, Asian/Pacific Islanders composed almost 59.8 percent of
total enrollment, while in Alaska, Arizona, Montana, New Mexico, North Dakota,
Oklahoma, and South Dakota, American Indians had a significant share of total
enrollment (4.0 percent to 10 percent).

® Non-resident aliens are not included in minority enrollment, but are categorized separately.
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Table 5-1.—Percent of all students enrolled in public degree-granting institutions,
by level of institution and by state: 50 states and the District of

Columbia
State .All'pu'blic 4-year public 2-year public
institutions

774 40.4 37.0
91.5 433 48.2
96.6 94.0 2.6
90.0 35.6 54.4
89.7 57.2 325
85.5 26.6 58.9
85.6 54.7 30.9
62.7 36.2 26.5
81.6 55.1 26.5

District of Columbia... 10.9 10.9 *
FLOMdAL ... 82.0 32.7 49.3
(€1 o o= USRS 76.5 52.9 23.7
Hawaii ... 75.4 345 40.9
ldaho...... 82.4 68.4 14.0
Illinais.... 73.8 26.7 47.2
INIANAL. ... 76.1 63.0 131
JOW@L. et 704 37.2 33.2
KaNSAS ..o 90.0 49.7 40.3
KENEUCKY ...ttt 824 58.3 24.1
Louisiana... 86.6 68.8 17.8
i 68.3 55.3 13.0
83.6 44.4 39.2
42.2 24.7 175
83.8 47.4 36.4
74.8 41.4 335
91.2 48.1 431
64.7 39.9 24.7
87.3 72.8 145
82.6 47.4 35.2
97.2 41.9 55.3
56.5 41.2 152
80.6 41.9 38.7
93.7 45.8 47.9
55.9 323 23.6
81.2 42.0 39.3
89.4 68.2 21.2
74.8 475 27.3
Oklahoma... 87.1 52.9 34.2
Oregon ......... 84.9 38.6 46.2
Pennsylvania.... 57.1 39.5 175
Rhode [Sland ..o 51.8 30.7 21.0
SOUth CaroliNg.......c.ccereeiiienie e 85.1 50.1 35.0
South Dakota... 825 71.2 11.3
Tennessee...... 78.4 46.6 31.8
LIS U UT PSSPt 87.4 431 443
UtBN e 74.7 534 21.3
Vermont..... 56.3 43.5 12.7
Virginia...... 82.3 47.2 35.1
Washington... 86.5 28.8 57.7
West Virginia .. 86.2 78.1 8.1
Wisconsin..... 81.8 47.1 34.8
WYOMING -t 97.4 36.5 60.8

* State does not have public 2-year degree-granting institutions.
NOTE: Because of rounding, details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enrollment” survey, 1996.
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Table 5-2—Percent of undergraduates enrolled in public degree-granting
institutions, by level of ingtitution and by state: 50 states and the
District of Columbia

All public . .
State ingtitutions 4-year public 2-year public
80.6 375 43.1
97.8 36.0 61.7
97.1 31.1 66.1
97.1 94.3 2.8
94.0 38.8 55.3
91.9 38.7 53.2
91.8 43.4 48.3
91.3 30.0 61.4
90.3 23.7 66.6
89.7 43.2 46.5
89.4 26.2 63.2
89.2 38.5 50.7
88.9 41.1 47.8
88.9 53.2 35.7
88.9 65.9 23.0
88.7 67.9 20.8
88.4 48.6 39.7
87.7 511 36.6
87.3 34.4 52.9
86.5 70.8 15.7
85.4 54.7 30.7
[ Lo [ = T 84.8 29.1 B5.7
West Virginia... 84.6 75.1 9.5
South Carolina. 84.3 43.5 40.8
Michigan.......... 84.2 41.5 42.6
New Jersey.... 83.8 38.3 45,5
Wisconsin .. 83.6 44.5 39.1
Nebraska.... 83.4 43.0 40.4
Virginia......... 82.6 41.1 41.6
North Carolina..... 82.5 38.2 44.3
Kentucky.......... 824 54.5 28.0
South Dakota 81.7 69.0 12.7
ldaho............. 80.9 64.9 15.9
lllinois.... 79.8 235 56.2
Tennessee... 79.6 43.1 36.6
Minnesota.. 79.5 40.4 39.2
Georgia...... 79.1 50.8 28.2
Ohio ... 76.0 44.2 31.8
Indiana.. 75.9 60.7 15.2
Hawaii 75.5 28.7 46.8
Utah .. 75.1 51.8 23.3
lowa ...... 70.9 32.8 38.2
Missouri . 69.6 39.8 29.8
Maine......... 69.2 545 14.7
Connecticut... 67.2 33.4 33.8
New York ............ 615 32.3 29.2
New Hampshire.... 59.8 41.8 18.1
Pennsylvania........ 59.8 38.9 21.0
Vermont........... 58.9 44.2 14.7
Rhode Island.... 52.2 27.7 24.5
Massachusetts............. 48.7 25.9 22.8
District of Columbia.........cccceeeevieeviieciicciecie e, 17.4 17.4 *

* State does not have public 2-year degree-granting institutions.
NOTE: Because of rounding, details may not add to totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education
Data System (IPEDS), “Fall Enroliment” survey, 1996.
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APPENDIX E

TECHNICAL NOTES

Data Sour ces

The enrollment statistics in this report are derived from information reported by all postsecondary
institutions through the Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS), "Fal Enrollment”
surveys 1992 through 1996. The major emphasis of this report is based on the subset of postsecondary
ingtitutions referred to as degree-granting institutions that are eligible for Title IV funds. Institutions that
do not award degrees are referred to as “eligible postsecondary ingtitutions.” This report includes only
those ingtitutions in the 50 states and the District of Columbia.

Survey Methodology 1996
Overview

The 1996 fall enrollment data collected by the National Center for Education Statistics that are
included on the public use data file represent 6,840 postsecondary institutions, of which, 6,535 are digible to
participate in Title IV programs (financial aid) in the United States and its outlying areas. There were 305
ingtitutions that had self-reported digibility and were found to be indligible based on the Office of
Postsecondary Education’s PEPS file of March 1997. The 1996 Fal Enroliment survey was sent to the
universe of ingtitutions that were accredited at the collegiate level as of the 1995-96 academic year and to dll
other eligible ingtitutions offering a bachelor's, master's, doctor's, or first-professona degree. Enrollment
data were collected from the ingtitutions not receiving the Fall Enrollment survey via the Consolidated
survey.” The Consolidated survey was sent to al remaining 4-year, 2-but-less-than-4-year, and less-than-2-
year ingtitutions eligible for Title IV funding. The enrollment data collected via the Consolidated survey
were merged into the Fall Enrollment survey data

Students included in the Fall Enrollment survey:
Students enrolled in courses creditable toward a degree or other formal award,;

Students enrolled in courses that are part of a vocational or occupational program, including
those enrolled in off-campus centers; and

Students enrolled in high school taking regular college courses for credit.

"The Consolidated survey is designed to collect information from noncollegiate institutions on fall enroliment, finance, fall staff, completions, and
occupationally specific enrollment.
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Students excluded from the Fall Enrollment survey:

Students enrolled exclusively in courses not creditable toward a formal award and who are not in a
postsecondary vocationa program;

Students enrolled exclusively in remedia courses;
Students exclusively auditing classes,

Students studying abroad (e.g., a aforeign university) if their enrollment at the ingtitution is only
an adminigtrative record and the fee is only nominal;

Studentsin any branch campus located in aforeign country; and
Students earning continuing education units (CEUS) only.

There are two versions of the Fall Enrollment survey. The most extensive form, “EF1,” is sent to 4-
year institutions that are accredited at the collegiate level in academic year 1995-96 and to other digible 4-
year inditutions offering a bachelor's, master's, doctor's, or first-professional degree that are not accredited at
the collegiate level in academic year 1995-96. The other version, "EF2," isless detailed and is sent to 2-year
postsecondary ingtitutions accredited at the collegiate level in the previous academic year. In addition,
enrollment data are collected from al remaining Title IV eligible ingtitutions via the Consolidated (CN) form.
The enrollment data collected via the Consolidated survey are integrated into the Fall Enrollment database.

Univer se, I nstitutions Surveyed, and Response Rates

A magjor subset of all postsecondary ingtitutions are those ingtitutions that are eligible to participate in
Title IV ad. It isthis group of ingtitutions that annually receive a fal enrollment survey. In past IPEDS
surveys, eligible ingtitutions were self-identified and included those institutions accredited at the college level
by an agency or association recognized by the Secretary, U.S. Department of Education. Any other
postsecondary ingtitution that has at least one program of 300 or more clock hours (or 8 credits) and was
established for at least 2 years was dso included in the subset of eigible ingtitutions. The latter group was
based on salf-reported responses to items on the Institutional Characteristics survey.

Beginning in 1996, the subset of eligible ingtitutions was validated by matching the IPEDS universe
with the Postsecondary Education Participation System (PEPS) file, which contains the “true” digibility
status of postsecondary ingtitutions. Thisfile is maintained by the Office of Postsecondary Education (OPE).
OPE grants eigibility to ingtitutions to participate in Title IV federal financia programs. Using the PEPSfile
asthe source for determining digibility, 7,024 ingtitutions were mailed Fall Enrollment survey forms.

Fall Enrollment survey forms were mailed in July 1996: (1) EF1 forms were mailed to 2,385
ingtitutions; (2) EF2 forms to 1,523 ingtitutions; and (3) CN forms to 3,116 ingtitutions. The survey results
were collected from November 1996 through June 1997. During this time period a total of 184 ingtitutions
determined to be out-of-scope were deleted from the universe. These deetions resulted from formal
notification by IPEDS state coordinators, the Department of Education digibility notices, and from followup
telephone calls. Included in the deletions were (1) duplicates of other ingtitutions on the file; (2) indtitutions
that closed or had merged with another ingtitution, and thus were no longer a legitimate ingtitution or branch;
(3) indtitutions that no longer offered postsecondary programs; or (4) schools that did not to conform to the
IPEDS definition of an ingtitution or branch. At the conclusion of this process, 6,840 ingtitutions represented
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the final 1996 fall enrollment universe. The final universe was also adjusted to reflect institutions that

changed from one sector to another subsequent to survey mailout.

Table E-1 shows the number of institutions that were mailed the 1996 Fall Enrollment survey (or
the Consolidated form) by level and control of ingtitution; the final in-scope universe of institutions
receiving either survey form; the number of in-scope institutions that responded; and the response rates.

Table E-1—Number of ingtitutions in the 1996 Fall Enrollment survey and survey response rates by
survey form, accreditation status, and sector of ingtitution

Survey form and sector Final Number Response
of ingtitution Mailed universe responded rate
All postsecondary .........ccccevvevenennne 7,024 6,840 6,495 95.0
EFL fOrmM....ccoieiceeeeie 2,385 2,383 2,275 95.5
EF2 fOrm......cccooveeiieeeeceee e 1,523 1,484 1,423 95.9
Consolidated form.........cccovveeeenen. 3,116 2,973 2,797 94.1
VORI ..o 2,427 2,435 2,323 95.4
PUDIC...c.veiiieccccc 630 631 624 98.9
Nonprofit 1,656 1,654 1,562 94.4
For-profit 141 150 137 91.3
2YEA i 2,248 2,481 2,391 96.4
PUDIC...ceeiiiccccc 1,242 1,244 1,223 98.3
Nonprofit 425 403 381 94.5
For-profit 581 834 787 94.4
Less-than-2-year..........ccoovevveinnnnnne 2,349 1,924 1,781 92.6
PUDIC...cveieieccccc 225 201 197 98.0
Nonprofit 99 88 86 97.7
FOr-profit ......ccooeevivennecnsienene 2,025 1,635 1,498 91.6
Table notes:

1. By definition, 4-year institutions offer a bachelor's degree or postbaccalaureate award of some kind; 2-year institutions offer at least one program

of at least 2 years duration; and less-than-2-year schools offer only programs of lessthan 2 years' duration. Other postsecondary institutions are

those accredited at the occupational/vocational level (not at the college level as higher education ingtitutions).

2. The sector of an ingtitution at the time of mailout may differ from its sector in the fina universe because a school's sector may change due to a
shift in the highest level of offering, or due to improper classification by sector the prior year. Because of this sector change, some 4-year

ingtitutions may return an EF2 form and some 2-year institutions may return an EF1 form.

3. Responserates were calculated as the ratio of the number of completed survey forms divided by the number of schoolsin thefinal universe. Any
ingtitution was considered a respondent if it supplied total enrollment by sex.
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In establishing the PEPS file, ED discontinued its tradition of distinguishing between institutions
that are accredited at the college level from other postsecondary institutions. Therefore, it is not possible
for NCES to maintain an updated subset of accredited institutions at the college level, aso known as
higher education ingtitutions.

On the 1996 and subsequent IPEDS files, institutions are identified as (1) degree-granting—those
that offer either an associate's, bachelor's, master's, doctor’s, or first-professional degree; and (2) non-
degree-granting (certificate only)—those institutions that offer only certificates at any level. Institutions
offering only postbaccalaureate, postmaster’s, or first-professiona certificates and ingtitutions offering
certificates of lessthan 4 years are included in this group.

Table E-2 provides the number of institutions and survey response rates by eligibility status and
degree-granting status by control and level of ingtitution. The digibility status of an institution was
updated in March 1997, and 305 institutions that were sent a Fall Enrollment survey lost eigibility status.
On the final file, there are 6,535 eligible institutions. Of these 4,034 are degree-granting. It isthis group
of ingtitutions that IPEDS will consider as higher education institutions in subsequent data collection
activities. The total enrollment of ingtitutions by eligibility and degree-granting status, by their 1995
higher education classification, is provided in table E-3.
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Table E-2—Number and survey response rates of postsecondary institutions, by Title 1V digibility, and by
degree-granting status and sector of ingtitution: 50 states, District of Columbia, and the outlying

areas, fall 1996
. All institutions Eligible Not eligible
Degree-granting status and - - -
o Fina Number | Response Fina Number | Response Fina Number | Response
sector of institution ) ) .
universe responded rate universe | responded rate Universe | responded rate
All ingtitutions.........c.ceevnee. 6,840 6,495 95.0 6,535 6,291 96.3 305 204 66.9
4-year, publiC......cccocrvvrerrirrinnns 631 624 98.9 629 622 98.9 2 2 100.0
4-year, nonprofit... . 1,654 1,562 94.4 1,563 1,494 95.6 91 68 74.7
4-year, for-profit........ccocovenennee 150 137 91.3 145 132 91.0 5 5 100.0
2-year, publiC.....c.ccoeurerrirrinnnne 1,244 1,223 98.3 1,234 1,214 98.4 10 9 90.0
2-year, nonprofit... . 403 381 94.5 367 350 95.4 36 31 86.1
2-year, for-profit.........c.cooeven. 834 787 94.4 804 765 95.1 30 22 73.3
Less-than-2-year, public......... 201 197 98.0 200 196 98.0 1 1 100.0
Less-than-2-year, nonprofit..... 88 86 97.7 87 86 98.9 1 0 0
Less-than-2-year, for-profit.... 1,635 1,498 91.6 1,506 1,432 95.1 129 66 51.2
Degree-granting .................. 4,155 3,981 95.8 4,034 3,889 96.4 121 92 76.0
4-year, publiC......cccocverrerrirninnns 628 621 98.9 627 620 98.9 1 1 100.0
4-year, NoNProfit........cccoveneenee 1,613 1,526 94.6 1,532 1,466 95.7 81 60 74.1
4-year, for-profit........ccccovenennee 146 133 911 141 128 90.8 5 5 100.0
2-year, publiC.....cccoeuevrirrinnnn. 1,098 1,081 98.5 1,092 1,075 98.4 6 6 100.0
2-year, nonprofit... . 199 187 94.0 185 176 95.1 14 11 78.6
2-year, for-profit.........cc.cooeven. 471 433 91.9 457 424 92.8 14 9 64.3
Non-degree-granting........... 2,685 2,514 93.6 2,501 2,402 96.0 184 112 60.9
4-year, publiC......cccocvevrerrirrinnns 3 3 100.0 2 2 100.0 1 1 100.0
4-year, nonprofit... . 41 36 87.8 31 28 90.3 10 8 80.0
4-year, for-profit........ccccovenennee 4 4 100.0 4 4 100.0 0 0 0
2-year, publiC.....cccovuerrirrirnnn. 146 142 97.3 142 139 97.9 4 3 75.0
2-year, nonprofit... . 204 194 95.1 182 174 95.6 22 20 90.9
2-year, for-profit.........cc.cooevn. 363 354 97.5 347 341 98.3 16 13 81.3
Less-than-2-year, public......... 201 197 98.0 200 196 98.0 1 1 100.0
Less-than-2-year, nonprofit..... 88 86 97.7 87 86 98.9 1 0 0
Less-than-2-year, for-profit.... 1,635 1,498 91.6 1,506 1,432 95.1 129 66 51.2
50 statesand D.C. ............... 6,704 6,369 95.0 6,404 6,170 96.3 300 199 66.3
Degree-granting............coeeeen. 4,072 3,905 95.9 3,956 3,818 96.5 116 87 75.0
Non-degree-granting............... 2,632 2,464 93.6 2,448 2,352 96.1 184 112 60.9
Outlying areas........cc.ccevnee. 136 126 92.6 131 121 92.4 5 5 100.0
Degree-granting............coc.een. 83 76 91.6 78 71 91.0 5 5 100.0
Non-degree-granting............... 53 50 94.3 53 50 94.3 0 0 -
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Table E-3.—Enrollment in postsecondary institutions, by Title IV digibility and higher education status, and
by degree-granting status and sector of institution: 50 states, District of Columbia, and the
outlying areas, fall 1996*

. Eligible Not eligible
Degree-granting status and o - -
o All ingtitutions Higher Other Higher Other
sector of ingtitution Tota ) Total )

education postsecondary education postsecondary
All institutions.......c.ccoceennee 15,107,632 15,006,080 14,418,583 587,497 101,552 63,332 38,220
4-year, publiC......cccouerrernirnnn. 5,874,883 5,873,619 5,873,221 398 1,264 1,252 12
4-year, nonprofit.. . 2,976,722 2,958,522 2,949,943 8,579 18,200 11,565 6,635
4-year, for-profit.........ccccvevnn. 138,279 134,458 125,909 8,549 3,821 1,363 2,458
2-year, publiC......cccoeurerrerninnnes 5,443,211 5,433,911 5,294,282 139,629 9,300 778 8,522
2-year, nonprofit.. . 95,432 91,998 68,895 23,103 3,434 801 2,633
2-year, for-profit.........coocvennee. 235,289 224,520 103,864 120,656 10,769 7,189 3,580
Less-than-2-year, public ......... 84,350 84,328 499 83,829 22 0 22
Less-than-2-year, nonprofit .... 20,123 20,119 242 19,877 4 0 4
Less-than-2-year, for-profit .... 239,343 184,605 1,728 182,877 54,738 40,384 14,354
Degree-granting................ 14,594,330 14,550,056 14,393,518 156,538 44,274 22,448 21,826
4-year, publiC......cccoeererrernn. 5,874,857 5,873,605 5,873,221 384 1,252 1,252 0
4-year, nonprofit.........cccoveeen. 2,974,647 2,956,996 2,949,398 7,598 17,651 11,121 6,530
4-year, for-profit.........ccocvevnn. 137,831 134,010 125,909 8,101 3,821 1,363 2,458
2-year, publiC......ccccoeurerrerrinnns 5,335,231 5,325,977 5,273,519 52,458 9,254 778 8,476
2-year, nonprofit.. . 80,224 77,241 67,723 9,518 2,983 745 2,238
2-year, for-profit.........coocvevnee. 191,540 182,227 103,748 78,479 9,313 7,189 2,124
Non-degree-granting............ 513,302 456,024 25,065 430,959 57,278 40,884 16,394
4-year, publiC......ccoeerernirnnn. 26 14 0 14 12 0 12
4-year, nonprofit.. . 2,075 1,526 545 981 549 444 105
4-year, for-profit........cccceeuene 448 448 0 448 0 0 0
2-year, publiC......cccovvrerrerninnns 107,980 107,934 20,763 87,171 46 0 46
2-year, nonprofit.. . 15,208 14,757 1,172 13,585 451 56 395
2-year, for-profit.........coocvevnee. 43,749 42,293 116 42,177 1,456 0 1,456
Less-than-2-year, public ......... 84,350 84,328 499 83,829 22 0 22
Less-than-2-year, nonprofit .... 20,123 20,119 242 19,877 4 0 4
L ess-than-2-year, for-profit .... 239,343 184,605 1,728 182,877 54,738 40,384 14,354

* Higher education status was derived from the 1995-96 Institutional Characteristicsfile.
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Survey Conduct and Editing

The Fall Enrollment survey carries a due date of November 15. Survey forms were collected via
paper or transmitted to NCES via the Internet. Some institutions did submit data on diskette. Data for
nonresponding CN ingtitutions were collected by the Postsecondary Education Telephone System
(PETS). All data, whether received on paper forms, diskettes, electronically via the Internet, or through
the PETS system, went through the same editing process.) Extensive followup for survey nonresponse
was conducted from November 1996 through April 1997. Initialy, reminder letters were mailed,
encouraging nonresponding ingtitutions to complete and return their forms; and subsequently, PETS was
used to collect only critical datafrom an institutional representative.

Survey responses were edited for internal and inter-year consistency. The following editing
procedures were used:

Part A: Enrollment by race/ethnicity

(@D All program entries (submissions by field) were checked for CIP code validity against the
1990 version of A Classification of Instructional Programs (CIP) and to confirm these
were the fields requested by the Office for Civil Rights (even numbered years only).

2 Addition checks were performed by adding down the columns and comparing generated
totals with reported totals. If the reported total differed from the generated total but was
within a designated range, the reported total was replaced by the generated total and the
cell was flagged with the proper impute code. If the difference exceeded the designated
range, institutions were contacted for verification/correction. Addition checks were aso
performed by generating totals for men and women across columns in each line of data
submitted on the form. These generated totals by sex were compared to the reported totals.
If the reported totals differed from the generated totals but were within a designated range,
a balance field was created containing the difference by sex and placed on the data file.
Reported detail and totals were not atered. If the difference exceeded the designated
range, institutions were contacted for correction.

3 Comparisons were also made with the number of students reported for selected items for
the prior year. If the differences were sufficiently large to trigger an edit flag, institutions
were contacted for verification.

Data Management and Imputation

Data for part A enrollment by race/ethnicity were imputed for nonresponding institutions. The
following imputation procedures were used:

For institutions with reported data on the prior year 1995 enrollment file: All ingtitutions
that reported data in both 1995 and 1996 were grouped by level of offering and control
of ingtitution. Enrollment data were then aggregated for each group and percent changes
were calculated. Then for each nonresponding institution in 1996 their 1995 enrollment
data were adjusted by the percent change of the group to which that institution belonged.

Imputations for all items for institutions with no prior year report were based on current
year group means or ratios derived for smilar ingtitutions with reported data in 1996.
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Groups were formed by combining institutions by level of offering and control of
institution.

Raking of racial/ethnic data

When data were reported by racial/ethnic categories on a detail line and the generated sum of these
enrollments did not equal the reported total enrollment and the difference between the generated total and
the reported total exceeded the designated range, the ingtitutions were contacted for correction. If the
difference was within the designated range "balance columns' were created. The balance columns were
then distributed in the same proportions as the reported racial/ethnic data for that detail line. If there were
no racial/ethnic data reported for any detail lines, but racial/ethnic data were reported for the subtotal lines
(8=undergraduate full-time, 14=postbaccalaureate full-time, 22=undergraduate part-time, and
28=postbaccalaureate part-time), the total from columns 15 and 16 (male, female ) of each detail line
were distributed in proportions as the racial/ethnic enrollments reported on the corresponding subtotal
line. If the institution did not report racial/ethnic data on the subtotal lines, but reported racial/ethnic data
on the grand total line (29), then line 29 was used to distribute the data on the detail lines. If the
institution only reported data in columns 15 and 16 on al lines, data were distributed among racial/ethnic
categories based on the distribution of totals of the imputation group in which the ingtitution was a
member. Groups were formed by aggregating lines 8, 14, 22, and 28 by survey form, control, and state
by sex.

Beginning in 1990, a “race/ethnicity unknown category” was incorporated into the Fall Enrollment
survey. To alow for analysis of enrollment trends by race/ethnicity, enrollment reported in the
race/ethnicity unknown category were raked across those columns that represent U.S. citizens, that is,
columns 3 through 12; race unknown was not distributed to nonresident aliens. The procedure used to
distribute the race/lunknown category among the race/ethnicity categories was the same procedure used
for distributing the balance columns. Note that raking may be done on data that are imputed as well as
the reported data. Total columns 15 and 16 were not altered by this process. The original race unknown
values are kept on the file as are the original balance columns. Table E-4 contains the enrollment
numbers by “race/ethnicity unknown” and balance categories.
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Table E-4.—Total enrollment by race/ethnicity unknown and balance, by Title IV eligibility, and by
degree-granting status and sector of institution: 50 states and the District of Columbia,

fall 1996
All institutions Eligible Not eligible
. Percent Percent Percent
Degree-granting status and
o Total race/ Percent Total race/ Percent Total race/ Percent
sector of institution . . .
enrollment ethnicity balance enrollment ethnicity balance enrollment ethnicity balance
unknown unknown unknown
Allingtitutions.........ccccceevuen. 15,107,632 3.9 0.1 15,006,080 3.6 0.1 101,552 55.2 0.2
4-year, publiC......cccocoerriririnenee 5,874,883 29 -- 5,873,619 29 -- 1,264 6.5 0.0
4-year, NoNProfit........cccevenene. 2,976,722 54 -- 2,958,522 53 -- 18,200 22.4 0.0
4-year, for-profit.........ccccevnene. 138,279 44 -- 134,458 22 -- 3,821 81.0 0.0
2-year, publiC.......ccocovvnerenunnns 5,443,211 33 -- 5,433,911 33 -- 9,300 0.0 0.0
2-year, nonprofit.. . 95,432 3.6 -- 91,998 34 -- 3,434 9.4 0.0
2-year, for-profit........ccoceeeunene 235,289 9.6 0.1 224,520 7.2 0.1 10,769 61.2 --
Less-than-2-year, public......... 84,350 2.6 6.2 84,328 2.6 6.2 22 0.0 0.0
Less-than-2-year, nonprofit..... 20,123 24.9 14 20,119 24.9 14 4 0.0 0.0
Less-than-2-year, for-profit..... 239,343 20.8 1.0 184,605 4.3 11 54,738 76.6 0.4
Degree-granting .................. 14,594,330 3.6 -- 14,550,056 35 -- 44,274 316 0.0
4-year, publiC......cccocoveciririnenee 5,874,857 29 -- 5,873,605 29 -- 1,252 6.4 0.0
4-year, nonprofit.. 2,974,647 54 -- 2,956,996 53 -- 17,651 23.1 0.0
4-year, for-profit.. 137,831 44 -- 134,010 22 -- 3,821 81.0 0.0
2-year, publiC.......ccocovvnerenunnns 5,335,231 3.2 -- 5,325,977 3.2 -- 9,254 0.0 0.0
2-year, NONProfit........coeeeunene 80,224 31 -- 77,241 2.8 -- 2,983 10.7 0.0
2-year, for-profit........ccoceeeunene 191,540 9.2 -- 182,227 6.2 -- 9,313 68.8 0.0
Non-degree-granting........... 513,302 135 16 456,024 6.0 17 57,278 735 0.4
4-year, publiC......cccocoveciririnenee 26 7.7 0.0 14 0.0 0.0 12 16.7 0.0
4-year, nonpProfit.........cccevenene. 2,075 0.4 0.0 1,526 0.5 0.0 549 0.0 0.0
4-year, for-profit.........ccceevnene. 448 2.0 0.0 448 2.0 0.0 - - -
2-year, publiC.......ccccovvnerenunnns 107,980 6.1 0.1 107,934 6.1 0.1 46 0.0 0.0
2-year, NONProfit........coeeeunene 15,208 6.2 0.0 14,757 6.4 0.0 451 0.4 0.0
2-year, for-profit........ccoceeeunnne 43,749 11.3 0.2 42,293 11.3 0.2 1,456 12.5 -0.1
Less-than-2-year, public......... 84,350 2.6 6.2 84,328 2.6 6.2 22 0.0 0.0
Less-than-2-year, nonprofit..... 20,123 24.9 14 20,119 24.9 14 4 0.0 0.0
L ess-than-2-year, for-profit..... 239,343 20.8 1.0 184,605 4.3 1.1 54,738 76.6 0.4

Table notes:

1. Datain table E-4 were compiled using line 29 (total enrollment only).

2. The enrollment in the balance column represents 181 institutions, which had its enroliments by race/ethnicity not equal to the reported total.
Thirty--one of these institutions reported no race/ethnicity data and did not report data in the race/ethnicity unknown category. Enrollments

imputed from allocating the balance columnsis very small, i.e., 0.1 percent.

3. The enrollment in the race/ethnicity unknown category represents 2,441 ingtitutions. Eighty-one of these institutions reported data only in the

race/ethnicity unknown category.

4. -- Less than 0.05 percent.
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