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Enrollment Trends
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Cl Fall 2015 Total Enrollment
by Student Type

New PBAC Continuing .
Other, 1.0% PBAC MA, Transitory

[v)

Undergraduate Headcount Percent PBAC Otbher, New PBAC
Continuing UGRD 3993 65% 1.6% \ MA, 0.5%
New Transfer 997 16% Transitory . ——— _a
Firt-Time Freshmen 905 15% UGRD, 0.4%
Transitory UGRD 23 0.4%

Total Undergraduate 5918 96% First-Time
Postbaccalaureate Headcount Percent Freshmen,

0,
Continuing PBAC Other 101 1.6% 15%
New PBAC Other 62 1.0%
Continuing PBAC MA 43 0.7% New
New PBAC MA 32 0.5% Transfer
Transitory PBAC 11 0.2% 16% ¢
Total Postbaccalaureate 249 4.0% ¢ Continuing

UGRD, 65%

Campus Total 6,167
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Our 3 main student types are Continuing UGRD, New Transfer and First-Time Freshmen

We are growing consistently.   Last fall our total enrollment was at 5,979 and this past fall our total was 6,167 with an increase of close to 200 students.

Our enrollment population is primarily undergraduates, however next year we should see an increase in the PBAC area with a new graduate program coming on board

We had an increase in retention from the previous fall which Bob will speak about shortly


Fall 2014 Enrollment

Returning 	3564	 62%
New Transfer 	1128 1	9%
FTF 	962 	16%
New PBAC 	99 	2%
Transitory 	36 	1%

Total 5879





Undergraduate Enrollment by Admit Type
Fall 2009-Fall 2015

Percentage of First Time First Year

51%
50%

50% 0% 49y
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44%
Fall 2009 Fall 2010 Fall 2011 Fall2012 Fall2013 Fall 2014 Fall 2015

e First Time First Year

Total Enrollment by Student Level (Stateside)

Fall 2009 Fall 2010 Fall 2011 Fall 2012 Fall 2013 Fall 2014 Fall 2015

1663 1778 1966 2173 2409 2739 2940
47% 50% 49% 46% 49% 49% 50%
1912 1810 2018 2530 2516 2883 2955
53% 50% 51% 54% 51% 51% 50%

Freshmen

Transfer
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
The last few years we are trending upward; pretty consistent, getting closer towards an even split between freshmen and transfer

Incoming class is mainly transfer but we are seeing a catch up with our freshmen group.  We are approaching the 50% mark in both groups


Other Demographic Groups

Other Populations

70% 65%
60% > 53%
50%
40% 35%
30%
20%
10% 4%
0% ]
B Female (Total) M Male (Total) M First Generation* M Pell Eligible* W Veteran**
Other Populations Count Percent
Female (Total) 4027 65%
Male (Total) 2140 35%
First Generation* 3394 57%
Pell Eligible* 3159 53%
Veteran** 263 4%

*Undergrad Only

**Includes Dependents
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
As this other demographic chart shows,  our campus population is mainly female, pell eligible (our way of measuring low income) and first generation


Fall 2015 Total Enrollment by Ethnicity

Percent Total Race & Ethnic Composition

Black, 2% Native American/ International, 0.2%
Alaskan, 0.4%

Native Hawaiian/
Pacific Islander,
0.1%

|

Twoor More, 5% ——

Asian, 6% —
Total Race and Ethnic Composition Count Percent

Unknown, 6%

Hispanic 2966  48% 4

White 1980 32%

Unknown 378 6%

Asian 354 6% Hispanic, 48%
Two or More 307 5%

Black 143 2%

Native American/ Alaskan 23 0.4%

International 11 0.2%

Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander 5 0.1%
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Since the previous fall, we see a 3% growth in our Hispanic population, however Hispanics remain to be the highest represented ethnicity on the CSUCI campus.   

We continue to be a Hispanic Serving Institution

Other minorities are staying steady

There has been a drop in our First Time Freshmen black enrollment.  There was a 1% decrease in our total black population since last fall.

Fall 2014 data

Hispanic	2652	45%
White	2043	35%
Asian	315	5%
Two or More	272	5%
Black	161	2.7%
Native American/ Alaskan	7	0.12%
Native Hawaiian/ Pacific Islander	13	0.2%
International	13	0.2%
Unknown	390	7%







New Undergraduate by Geographic
Origin

First Time Freshmen County of Origin New Transfer County of Origin
w 3% % 0.3% oo o m Los Angeles
(1) (1)
(] zty (1]
_\ < °/ m Ventura

5%

5%

|

1% m Monterey & North

4% m Orange & Riverside
m ® San Bernardino

m San Diego & Imperial

m Santa Barbara

m Kern & San Luis Obispo

m Other

INSTITUTIOMAL

RESEARCH,
PLANNING &
EFFECTIVEMESS

California State CHAMNMNE.L
University I 3 L ANIDS



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Where are our new undergraduates coming from?

Our First Time Freshmen are coming from LA County, while our New Transfer students are coming from Ventura County.

Our 3 main geographic regions where are students are coming from are Ventura County, LA County and Monterey County




Undergraduate Student Success




CY 2014-15 Degrees Conferred

Undergraduate Degrees Conferred
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Last year we awarded more bachelors degrees than we ever have.  By a lot
	


Undergraduate Degrees by Major

Undergraduate Degrees by Major

Frequency Percent

PSYCHOLOGY 260 18%
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 206 14%
COMMUNICATION, COMMUNICATION STUDIES 133 9%
LIBERAL STUDIES 105 7%
BIOLOGY 102 7%
SOCIOLOGY / APPLIED SOCIOLOGY 98 7%
ART 83 6%
NURSING, PRE-LICENSURE 78 5%
ENGLISH 42 3%
POLITICAL SCIENCE / GOVERNMENT 39 3%
HISTORY 32 2%
EARLY CHILDHOOD STUDIES 29 2%
ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE 29 2%
NURSING (RN-TO-NURSING DEGREE) 29 2%
ECONOMICS 27 2%
COMPUTER SCIENCE 22 2%
CHEMISTRY 21 1%
PERFORMING ARTS 21 1%
SPANISH 20 1%
MATHEMATICS 19 1%
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 17 1%
ANTHROPOLOGY 15 1%
APPLIED PHYSICS 4 <1%
CHICANO / LATINO STUDIES 4 <1%
Total 1435
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Biggest Degree granters by department – This is not that different from a lot of schools


GRD Degrees Conferred, by App Type
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Really not much change in percentage.  The differences in number reflect total number of degrees awarded.


UGRD Degrees Conferred, by Gender
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Same here, not much change


Degrees Conferred, by URM

Under Represented Minorities vs Not URM
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
We are doing good here.  From 2010 the trend is clearly up for URM.  In the year we dipped overall, we didn’t dip in URM.  Yay us.


Degrees Conferred, by First Generation Status

First Generation Students vs Not First Generation Students
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
We have bounced around the last five years in this area.  We’re back to about 2011 percentages.


First Time Freshmen Graduation
Rates

First-Time, Full Time Freshmen Graduation Rates

70.0%

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

. /‘\\/\‘\/

10.0%

Fall 2003 Fall 2004 Fall 2005 Fall 2006 Fall 2007 Fall 2008 Fall 2009 Fall 2010 Fall 2011
=@=Graduated in 4 24.5% 25.5% 26.6% 23.0% 20.7% 27.0% 24.4% 20.3% 25.4%
==@==Graduated in 5 46.4% 54.1% 46.5% 43.1% 45.9% 55.4% 48.2% 52.2%
Graduated in 6 52.3% 58.8% 54.0% 51.1% 51.6% 61.3% 56.2%
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Some bad news.  Our 6 year grad rate is down.  The good news, the 5 year and the 4 year are up.  Let’s unpack this.


FTF Cohort Characteristics

First-Time, Full Time Underrepresented Enroliment
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Fall 2003 Fall 2004 Fall 2005 Fall 2006 Fall 2007 ' Fall 2008 | Fall 2009 | Fall 2010 | Fall 2011  Fall 2012  Fall 2013
® First Generation 40% 42% 43% 45% 48% 40% 41% 46% 50% 58% 56%
u Pell Eligible 20% 23% 25% 21% 28% 39% 43% 48% 50%
M Hispanic 21.8% 23.8% 18.8% 25.2% 30.3% 25.4% 31.9% 36.2% 41.2% 48.5% 52.9%

# Proficient in Neither Math Nor English = 46.4% 35.7% 25.8% 36.6% 39.1% 28.2% 30.0% 34.5% 22.8% 30.2% 29.6%
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Here we see the percentages of incoming cohorts according to some characteristics that we know have lower grad rates.  We are taking them in at higher rates.  Really beginning in 2008.  And that explains the drop in the 6 year rate.  But if we look at 2010, we have higher enrollment in all of these categories. Yet our five year rate is up.  If we look at 2011, we see that the proficiency is a big thing.  SO that bodes well for our future too.  The real test is in the coming years because as we can see, we have a lot more of these disadvantaged populations at CI.


FTF Grad Rate White vs Hispanic
Students
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is troubling.  We’re losing ground


Transfer Graduation Rates

NEW TRANSFER CONTINUATION AND GRADUATION: ALL STUDENTS

100%
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. \___.
60% /\_.\/'
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Fall 2003 Fall 2004 Fall 2005 Fall 2006 Fall 2007 Fall 2008 Fall 2009 Fall 2010 Fall 2011 Fall 2012 Fall 2013
==@==Grad in 2nd Year 31.8% 38.2% 31.0% 30.2% 25.0% 32.9% 36.8% 38.5% 33.3% 31.3% 42.5%
«=@==Grad in 3rd Year 59.9% 64.7% 59.9% 59.3% 56.7% 66.3% 67.3% 67.6% 62.5% 63.0%
Grad in 4th Year 69.0% 73.7% 68.4% 67.1% 64.7% 74.7% 75.8% 76.2% 68.9%
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Some decline, but pretty steady over last few years.


Transfer 3 year Grad Rates White v
Hispanic Students

80%
70% 56% 65%
60% 63%
61%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Cohort

—eo—White 3 year Grad Rate —eo—Hispanic 3 Year Grad Rate

IIIIIIIIIIIII

RESEARCH,
PLANNING 3
EFFECTIVEMNESS
California State EHARN E |
U ey s L 5



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Last year was good for us.  We closed gap for transfers


FTF 1 Year Retention Rate
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
This table is a little harder to read because we are all over the place.  If you look at Hispanic, we’ve really had different experiences for different cohorts.  But the most recent data suggests that we’re doing ok.


Fall 2014 FTF Cohort 1 Year Retention

Fall 2014 Enrolled

Cohort Fall 2015 %
All 929 731 79%
Gender
Female 655 524 80%
Male 274 207 76%
Pell Eligible
Y 526 407 77%
N 311 250 80%
Unknown 92 74 80%
First Generation
First Generation 559 440 79%
Not First Generation 327 260 80%
Unknown 43 31 72%
Ethnicity
White 247 192 78%
Black/African American 41 30 73%
Native American/Alaskan 5 3 60%
Asian 57 47 82%
Pacific Islander/Native Hawaiian 1 0 0%
Two or More 37 22 59%
Hispanic 511 413 81%
Unknown 29 24 83%
INSTITUTIONAL International 1 0 0%

RESEARCH,
PLANNING E
EFFECTIVEMESS

California State CHANRIME.IL

Univarsity I 5 A MW D 5


Presenter
Presentation Notes
Who is being retained.  Females more than males.  First gen gap is not there, not that big a gap for pell eligible, and for Hispanics, we actually bring back more Hispanics than any other ethnic group except Unknown.  Future looks good.
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