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Executive Summary

The number of bachelor's degrees awarded  Profile of 1999—-2000 Bachelor’s
annually has increased over the past few decadesheqgree Recipients
reaching 1.2 million in 1999-2000 (U.S.

Department of Education 2002)n addition, the The percentage of bachelor's degrees awarded
length of time students took to complete a to women increased steadily from the mid-1980s
bachelor's degree after high school completion (U.S. Department of éication 2001). A majority
increased from the 1970s to the early 1990s of 1999-2000 college graduates were women (57
(McCormick and Horr996; Tinto 1993). Did percent). The bachelor’'s degree recipients came

this trend in the time between high school and from diverse racial/ethnic backgrounds. About
bachelor's degree completion continue throughouthree-quarters (74 percent) were White; 8 percent
the 1990s? The 2000/01 Baccalaureate and were Black or African American; 9 percent were
Beyond LongitudinaStudy (B&B:2000/01), Hispanic or Latino; ad 6 percent were Asian.
which surveys a nationally representative sample One percent or fewer were Native Hawaiian or

of undergraduates who Comp|eted a bachelor’'s other Pacific |S|ander, Aarican Indian or Alaska
degree between July 1, 1999, and June 30, 2000,Native, some other race, or more than one race.

affords the opportunity to address this question.
About half (49 percen®f the students who

This report provides a basic demographic completed a bachelor’s degree in 1999-2000 did
profile of 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree recipientsSO by age 22. However, 9 percent were ages 30-39
and examines the institutional paths they took to during their last year of college, and 7 percent
complete the baccalaureate. It also describes the Were age 40 or older.
amount of time it took them to do so, assessed

from both the time they completed high school Among 1999-2000 college graduates, 28
and the time they entered postsecondary percent had parents who did not attend college,
education. Estimates of time to degree are also including 4 percent whose parents did not
compared with those for 1992—-93 bachelor’s complete high school and 24 percent whose

degree recipients. A table compendium provides Parents completed high school but did not attend
more detailed information about the demographic college. In addition, one-quarter (25 percent) had
characteristics, undergraduate experiences, and at least one parent who completed a bachelor’s

current activities of these college graduates as of degree, 16 percent had a parent with a master’s
2001. degree, and 11 percent had a parent with a

doctoral or professional degree.

IThis number includes multiple degrees awarded to the same
students.



Executive Summary

The Institutional Path to a at nondoctorate-granting institutions, and 35
Bachelor's Degree percent at doctorate-grang institutions (figure
A). An additional one-fifth (20 percent) began at
The undergraduate enroliment path that public 2-year colleges. Fifteen percent began
students follow is an important precursor to college at private not-for-profit 4-year
examine when investigating time to degree. Manynondoctorate-granting institutions, and 12 percent
factors influence students’ first entry into at private not-for-profit doctorate-granting

postsecondary education, and some students do jnstitutions. Relatively few students began at

not expect or plan to complete a bachelor's degregyivate for-profit institutions or other institutions
when they first attend college (Berkner, He, and (1 percent each).

Forrest Cataldi 2002). Students who begin at

certain types of institutions, such as community College graduates whose parents had more
colleges, have to transfer to complete the education were more likely than those whose
bachelor’s degree; as a result, their path to parents had less education to have begun at private

completion may take longer. This section and  not-for-profit 4-year institutions. On the other
subsequent sections of the report are restricted tohand, parents’ educational attainment was
first-time bachelor’s degree recipients—those whqnyersely related to the likelihood of beginning at
had not already completed a bachelor's degree 3 public 2-year institution or a private for-profit
before earning one in 1999-2000. institution. In addition, younger students were

o more likely than older students to have first
Among 1999-2000 first-time bachelor’s degreeenrolled at public or private not-for-profit

recipients, one-half began postsecondary doctorate-granting 4-year institutions and were
enroliment at public 4-year institutions: 15 percentess Jikely to have begun at public 2-year
institutions.

Figure A. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 firs-time bachelor’'s degee recipients according to first
institution type

Private for-profit Other
1% 1%

Private not-for-profit
doctorate-granting Public 2-year

Private not-for-profit 4-
year nondoctorate-granti

Public 4-year
nondoctorate-granting

Public doctorate-granting

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National CenteEélrcation Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureate and Beyond Longituding Stud
(B&B:2000/01).
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The majority of bachelor's degree recipients in their undergraduate years. About one-fifth of
1999-2000 completed the degree at public 1999-2000 first-time bachelor’'s degree recipients
institutions (figure B). Overall, 65 percent had obtained a certificate an associate’s degree
graduated from public institutions, and one-third prior to completing the bachelor's degree (2
(33 percent) graduated from private not-for-profit percent had a certificate, and 17 percent had an
institutions. The remainder, 1.5 percent, received associate’s degree). In addition, many students
a bachelor’s degree from private for-profit took at least 4 months off from postsecondary
institutions. A larger proportion completed a enrollment before compiieg the degree. While a
degree at public doctorate-granting institutions  majority (64 percent) of 1999-2000 first-time
than at public nondoctorate-granting institutions, bachelor’s degree recgaits did not stop out, 11
but the reverse was true among graduates of percent took off 4—11 months, 6 percent took off
private not-for-profit institutions. 12-23 months, 4 percent took off 24—-35 months,

and 16 percent interrupted their enroliment for at
least 36 months.
Time to Degree

Most students who decide to enroll in college
do so within 1 year of completing high school
(U.S. Department of @ucation 2001). For those
who delay entering college, however, the time to
bachelor’'s degree completion might be reflected
more accurately in the time between entering
postsecondary education and completing a
" bachelor’s degree. This report examined three

time periods: the time between high school

Some students’ paths to the bachelor’'s degree
involved more stops along the way than those of
other students. Forty-one percent of first-time
bachelor’s degree recipients in 1999-2000
reported having enrolled in only one
undergraduate institution. An additional 35
percent of all graduates attended two institutions
16 percent attended three institutions, and 8
percent attended at least four institutions during

Figure B. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 firs-time bachelor’s degee recipients according to degree-granting
institution type

Private for-profit Public
2% nondoctorate-
Private not-for-profit granting

doctorate-granting
14% 20%

Private
not-for-profit
nondoctorate-

granting

Public
doctorate-granting

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahdddegytudinal Study
(B&B:2000/01).
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completion and postsecondary entry, the time
between high school completion and bachelor’s
degree completion, and the time between
postsecondary entry and bachelor’'s degree
completion.

A majority (83 percent) of first-time bachelor’'s

1999-2000 first-time bachelor’'s degree recipients
took 4 years or less to complete a bachelor’s
degree, and 72 percent finished in 6 years or less
(figure C)4 Fourteen percent took more than 10
years to do so. However, compared with 1992-93
bachelor’s degree completers, the 1999-2000
cohort was more likely to complete the degree in 4

degree recipients in 1999-2000 enrolled in colleggears or less (39 vs. 35 percent) and less likely to

less than 1 year after they had completed high
school? Six percent took 1-2 years to enroll in
college, and another 5 percent took 2-5 years to
do so. Another 6 percent did not enroll in

take 4-5 years between postsecondary entry and
graduation (24 vs. 28 percent).

A final component of the analysis was

postsecondary education until at least 5 years aftaestricted to first-time bachelor’'s degree recipients

they had completed high school. Compared with

who had not interrupted their postsecondary

1992-93 bachelor’'s degree recipients, 1999-200@&nroliment longer than 6 months. The average

college graduates were less likely to enroll in
college within 1 year of finishing high school (83
vs. 90 percent).

When considering the total time that elapsed

time between postsecondary entry and bachelor’'s
degree completion for these graduates was 4 years
and 7 months (55 month3gnd it was longer for
graduates of public institutions (57 months) than
for graduates of private not-for-profit institutions

between completing high school and finishing the (51 months).

bachelor’s degree, one-third (33 percent) of first-
time bachelor’s degree recipients in 1999-2000
completed a bachelor’s degree within 4 years of
their high school graduatichAnother 23 percent

A number of other factors were related to the
average amount of time between postsecondary
entry and degree completion. Parents’ educational

took 4-5 years, 11 percent took 56 years, and 1@mttainment was inversely related to students’ time
percent took 6-10 years to do so. About one-fifth to degree: as parents’ education increased,

(19 percent) took evewhger after high school to
finish college.

students’ average time to complete a degree
decreased. In addition, there was an inverse
relationship between students’ cumulative grade-

Taking into account the delayed entry of many point average and the time it took them to finish a

students and examining only the time between
postsecondary entry and bachelor’'s degree
completion, about two-ftihs (39 percent) of

2For ease of reading, “less than 1 year” refers to
postsecondary enroliment in 11 months or less; “1-2 years”
refers to enroliment in 12—23 months; “2-5 years” refers to
enroliment in 24-59 months; and “at least 5 years” refers to
enrollment in 60 months or more after high school
completion.

3“Within 4 years” refers to completion of the bachelor's

degree. This relationghiwas found both overall
and for graduates of public institutions, but no
difference was detected for graduates of private
not-for-profit institutions. Delaying enrollment in

4The phrase “4 years or less” refers to completion of the
bachelor’s degree in 48 months or less from postsecondary
entry; “4-5 years” refers to completion in 49-60 months; “up
to 6 years” or “6 years or less” refers to completion in 72
months or less; and “more than 10 years” refers to completion
in more than 120 months.

degree in 48 months or less after high school completion; “4->The mean for all 1999—2000 bachelor’s degree recipients
5 years” refers to 49-60 months; “5-6 years” refers to 61-72 was 6 years and 9 months (81 months), with a median of 4

months; and “6-10 years” refers to 73—120 months.

years and 7 months (55 months).

Vi
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Figure C. Percentage distribution 0f1992-93 and 1999-2000 first-time bachelor’'s deg recipients according to time
between postsecondary entry and bachelor’'s degree completion

W 1992-930 1999—200q

Percent
100 -

80 ~

60

39
40 35

28
24

20 11 10 120 14 14 14

: m | N

Within 4 years 4-5 years 5-6 years 6-10 years More than 10 years

Time between postsecondary entry and bachelor’'s degree completion

NOTE: “Within 4 years” refers to 48 months or less between postsecondary entry and bachelor's degree completion; “4-férgears” re
49-60 months; “5-6 years” refers to 61-72 months; “6—10 years” refers to 73—120 months; and “more than 10 years” reféngmo more
120 months after postsecondary entry. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National CenteEélrcation Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureate and Beyond Longituding Stud
(B&B:2000/01).

postsecondary education after completing high Postbaccalaure$e Activities
school was also associated with the time it took
students to complete a bachelor’s degree once
they enrolled: students who delayed entry took
longer to complete a degree once enrolled. Finall - _
those who enrolled in more institutions took graduates had families and independent

longer to complete a degree, even when graduate@0USeholds by spring of 2001. While about two-
who had extended enrollment interruptions thirds (66 percent) had never been married, 30

between institutions were excluded. For example, PErcent were married as of 2001. In addition, 9
graduates who attended only one institution percent had one child, and another 10 percent had
completed the degree in an average of 4 years anfjV 0" more children. Approximately one-quarter

3 months (51 months), while those who attended (24 Percent) owned their own homes, and 16

two institutions took bout 8 months longer, on  Percentwere living with their parents. Most
average (59 months) graduates (69 percent) resided in the same state

where they had received a bachelor’'s degree.
While 57 percent lived less than 50 miles from the

The table compendium of this report provides
information about many other aspects of the lives
)pf 1999-2000 graduates after college. Many

vii
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high schools they had attended, 15 percent lived the average amount borrowed was $17,800, of

500 miles or more away. which an average of $15,100 was still owed as of
2001.
A majority (87 percent) of 1999-2000
bachelor's degree recipients were working in About one-fifth (22 percent) of all bachelor’'s
2001: about three-quarte(77 percent) were degree recipients had enrolled in a graduate or

working full time and another 11 percent were  advanced degree program since completing the
working part time. Five percent were unemployed.bachelor’s degree. As of 2001, 14 percent were
Among those who were employed, business and currently enrolled full time in some kind of degree
education were the most common occupations: or certificate progam, including both

one-quarter (25 percent) worked in business and undergraduate and graduate programs. Of those
management, while 18 percent were educators who had enrolled in graduate school, 74 percent
(including K-12 teachemand other instructors). were enrolled in a master’s degree program. One-
Overall, graduates earned, on average, $33,100, half (50 percent) of 1999-2000 college graduates
with a median annual salary of $29,800. A had not yet applied to graduate school but planned
majority (71 percent) athose who were employed to attend in the future.

considered their current job to be the start of their

career. Twenty-two percent of graduates had an Beyond employment and enrollment, 1999—

occupational license, and 11 percent had a 2000 bachelor’s degree recipients were also active
professional certification. members of their communities. Forty-three
percent reported doing community service in the
Some 1999-2000 graduates carried debt year since completing college, with 8 percent

burden from their undergraduate education. Sixty-reporting tutoring or educational work with kids,
two percent of graduates had borrowed to help pagnd 11 percent reporting other volunteering with
for their undergraduate education. Among these, kids.

viii



Foreword

This report profiles studentgho received a bachelortiegree from U.S. postsecondary
institutions in academic year 1999-2000. It isdzhon data from the 2000/01 Baccalaureate and
Beyond Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01), arsp 2001 follow-up of bachelor’'s degree
recipients from the 1999-2000 National Postselary Student Aid Study (NPSAS:2000). This
is the second Baccalaureate and Beyond cohorh#isabeen surveyed by the National Center for
Education Statistics, U.®epartment of Education. €Hirst study examined 1992-93
bachelor’s degree recipients from the 1992—-93 NPSAS, with follow-ups in 1994 and 1997. A
third follow-up for that cohort began in spring 2003.

The report begins by analyzing thesltademographic characteristics of 1999-2000
bachelor’s degree recgnts and examining the time thesdexge graduate®©bk to complete a
bachelor’s degree. In particular, it explores the relationship of institution type, attendance at
multiple institutions, and stopping out duginndergraduate eduaan to the overall time
between postsecondary entry andrde completion. It also examines whether the time to degree
has changed since the 1992—-93 cohort of coliggeuates. The essay is followed by a
compendium of tables that provides a comprehensive overview of the demographic and family
characteristics, undergraduate experiences,@m@nt and communityervice, and graduate
enrollment experiences of 1999-20@&belor’'s degre recipients.

The estimates presented in teport were produced using tNEES Data Analysis System
(DAS), a microcomputer application that allousers to specify and generate tables for the
B&B:2000/01 study. The DAS produces the design-adgistandard errors necessary for testing
the statistical significance offéerences in the estimates. Foore information about the DAS,
readers should consuppendix B of this report.
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Introduction

The number of bachelor’'s degrees awaraedually has increased over the past three
decades, climbing from nearly 800,000 in 1969—70 to over 1.2 million in 1999-Q0@0
Department of Education 2002). As of thelyd090s, the average number of years between
high school graduation and completion of a ledahs degree had been increasing (Tinto 1993).
For example, the percentage of bachelor’'s degree completers graduating within 4 years after high
school declined from 45 percent to 31qesit between 1977 and 1990 (McCormick and Horn
1996; U.S. Department of Eduman 1993). At the same time, tpercentage of students taking
more than 6 years after highhsol graduation to complete adhelor's degree increased from 25
percent to 32 percent (McCormick and H&896; U.S. Departmermif Education 1993).

Time required to complete a bachelor’'s degm@atinues to be of pacular interest to
students, parents, policymakeand administrators. McQuarck and Horn (1996) suggested
several costs associated with extending the time to complete a bachelor’s degree. Costs for
individuals may involve pagg additional tuition or givig up earnings while enrolled.
Institutions may incur greater support or otbests for students who complete a bachelor’s
degree in more than 4 years than for studehts eomplete the degree within 4 years. Finally,
society may also face costs due to the longer period needed to obtain returns on the investment of
public funds in undergradteeducation. This repinvestigates the time to degree completion
for bachelor’s degree recipients in 1999-2000.

Purpose and Organization of Report

Using data from the 2000/01 Baccalkeate and Beyond Longitudinal Study
(B&B:2000/01), this report updates the infoima on time to degree awpletion described by
McCormick and Horn (1996) for 1992-93 bachelalégree recipients. The report begins with a
brief profile of the demographic and acade characteristics of 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree
recipients. Next, it describes thges of institutions in whicthis cohort begaand completed
their undergraduate education. The finakisecanalyzes the amount of time that 1999-2000
college graduat@took to complete the bachelor's degegel compares their results with those

1This figure includes multiple degrees awarded to the same students.

2For ease of presentation, the terms “bachelor’s degree recipients” and “college graduates” are used interchangeably in this
report.




Introduction

of 1992-93 graduates totdemine whether the time to degrhas increased during the 1990s.
The analytic portion of the publication is foled by a detailed compdium of tables and
bulleted findings dividedhto four sections:

» Demographic and family characteristics;
* Undergraduate experiences;
* Employment and community service; and

* Debt burden and graduate enrollment.

Data

The estimates and statistics reported in the tables and figures of this report are based on
data from the 2000/01 Baccalaureate and Beyomditudinal Study (B&B:2000/01), a spring
2001 follow-up of bachelor’'s degree re@pts from the 1999-2000 National Postsecondary
Student Aid Study (NPSAS:2000). The B&B:20004Hta provide a comprehensive picture of
the 1999-2000 cohort of college graths including degree recipients who have been enrolled
sporadically over their lives as well as those who entered college right after completing high
school. The data set contacemprehensive data on elineent, attendace, and student
demographic characteristicadhprovides a unique opportunity understand the immediate
transitions of college gdmates into work, graduasehool, or other endeavors.

The B&B:2000/01 data contain all the cpaments of the NPSAZ000 data (including
institutional data, financial aid records, national loan files, and student interviews), as well as
additional information from a second studenémiew conducted in 200Y.ariables presented
throughout the report are defined in the glosgappendix A). Most of these variables are from
the 2001 follow-up student interview, in whiabout 10,000 students who received a bachelor’s
degree in the 1999-2000 academic year were inteedeFor more information about the data,
consult the methodology report for the B&B:200Dktudy (U.S. Deptament of Education
2003).




A Profile of 1999-2000 College Graduates

In order to put time to degree into cortekis profile of 1999—2000 bachelor’s degree
recipients focuses first on their demographic and academic characteristics as well as the
relationships among these characteristics. Demographic characteristics include gender,
race/ethnicity, age at degree completion, paents’ educationattainment. Academic
characteristics include undgaduate major and grade-point average (GPA).

Demographic Characteristics

The proportion of bachelor’'s degrees awartieddomen has increased steadily since the
mid-1980s (U.S. Department Blucation 2001). A majoritgf 1999-2000 college graduates
were women (57 percent; table Ir) particular, there were mmwomen than men among the
youngest graduates (age 22 ougger) and among the oldesaduates (age 30 or older). A
larger proportion of Black gradtes than White or Asian gradea were female (65 vs. 56 and
54 percent, respectively; figure 3).

About three-quarters (74 percenf)college graduates weYehite; 8 percent were Black or
African American; 9 percent were Hispanic otiha; and 6 percent wersian (table 1). One
percent or fewer were Native Waiian or other Pacific Islandedmerican Indian or Alaska
Native, some other race, or more than one radatger percentage of men than women were
White (75 vs. 72 percent) and aalhar percentage were Black\8. 9 percent). Also, graduates
age 22 or younger were generally more likely thimier graduates to W&hite and generally less
likely to be Black.

Many bachelor’s degree recipients are sfiltraditional college age. About half (49
percent) of the students who completed a bkels degree in 1999-2000 did so by age 22 (table
2 and figure 2). However, 9 ment were age 30—39 during thieist year of college, and 7
percent were age 40 or olderr@&as’ educational attainment was related to the age at which

3Respondents were asked to identify whether they were of Hispanic or Latino ethnicity, and also to identify one or more racial
groups to which they belonged. Those who indicated that they were Hispanic or Latino are grouped together for this report,
regardless of the racial group(s) they also selected. Other groups (such as Asians and Whites) refer only to those who selected
that racial group and did not also report that they were of Hispanic or Latino origin. For brevity, however, “White” is used to
refer to White, non-Hispanics; “Black” for Black, non-Hispanics; and so forth.



Table 1. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’'s degree recipients according tgender and race/ethnicity, by age and gender

Race/ethnicity

Black/

African American Native
White, American, Indian/  Hawaiian/
Student Gender non- non- Hispanic Alaskan Pacific Other More than
demographic characteristics Male Female Hispanic Hispanic  or Latino Asian Native Islanderracé one race
Total 42.6 57.4 73.7 8.0 8.6 5.8 0.6 0.7 1.4 1.4
Age as of 12/31/99
22 or younger 39.7 60.3 78.0 5.9 6.7 5.8 0.2 0.4 1.4 1.6
23-24 51.7 48.3 70.7 9.2 9.8 6.4 0.9 0.7 1.1 1.3
25-29 45.7 54.3 65.3 7.5 13.6 8.5 0.8 1.3 2.0 11
30-39 415 58.5 71.2 11.9 7.9 3.6 1.1 1.2 1.7 1.3
40 or older 33.2 66.8 72.2 14.4 9.3 1.4 0.9 0.2 0.6 1.1
Gender
Male 100.0 0.0 75.3 6.5 7.8 6.2 0.6 0.7 15 1.4
Female 0.0 100.0 72.5 9.1 9.1 5.5 0.6 0.6 1.3 1.4

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Estimates based on B&B:2000/01 will differ from IPEDS data on bachelor’s degree recipients for the 1999-2000 ye&&:C08#01 is based on a sample of students who
self-reported their race, while IPEDS data are collected from a census of institutions, which report race from institaisoiDegad may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtdddgytudinal Study (B&B000/01).
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Figure 1. Percentage of 1999-2000 bachelordegree recipients who were female, by race/ethnicity
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'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tiaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

graduates completed a bachelor’s degree. Inrgkrtle higher the parents’ education, the more
likely graduates were to be B2 younger and the less likelyeyhwere to be 40 or older.

Many aspects of education are associatéial parental educatiohattainment (Choy 2001;
Warburton, Bugarin, and Nufiez 2001). Amdrg®9-2000 college graduate€8 percent had
parents who did not attend colledepercent had parents who diot complete high school, and
24 percent had parents who con@tehigh school but did not atie college (table 3 and figure
2). In addition, one-quarter (2fercent) had at least one patrevho completed a bachelor’s
degree, 16 percent had a paneith a master’s degree, and fgdrcent had a parent with a
doctoral or praéssional degree.

4Information about the income or socioeconomic status of the family of origin was not available for a period prior to the final
year of college in this study; given the range of ages and life stages of graduates, income or socioeconomic status in the
graduation year is not very useful as an indicator eif thackground. Although it is a somewhat different measure of
background, parents’ education is less likely to have changed significantly.
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Table 2. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dgee recipients according to age at bachelor’s
degree completion, by gender, race/ethnicityand parents’ educatonal attainment

Age at bachelor’'s degree completion

22 or 40
Student demographic characteristics younger 23-24 25-29 30-39 or older
Total 49.2 20.2 14.0 9.2 7.5
Gender
Male 45.8 24.5 15.0 8.9 5.8
Female 51.7 17.0 13.3 9.4 8.7
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 52.1 19.4 12.4 8.9 7.3
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 36.4 23.3 131 13.8 135
Hispanic or Latino 38.2 23.1 22.2 8.4 8.1
Asian 49.5 22.3 20.6 5.8 1.8
American Indian/Alaska Native 194 31.6 19.1 18.0 11.9
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 32.6 20.5 27.6 17.1 2.2
Other rack 49.7 15.5 20.1 11.4 3.3
More than one race 56.8 18.1 11.1 8.4 5.6
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 17.0 15.3 185 17.3 31.9
High school or equivalency 34.0 21.3 16.5 14.5 13.8
Some postsecondary education 50.6 19.7 135 10.2 6.1
Bachelor’'s degree 58.8 195 12.4 6.2 3.2
Master’s degree or equivalent 63.6 19.5 9.9 4.9 21
Doctoral/professional degree 73.2 135 8.0 3.2 2.2

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtiddejtudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).

A larger proportion of men than womendha parent who completed a master’s or
doctoral/professional degree. Hispagraduates were more likely than White, Black, or Asian
graduates to have pats who did not complete high schd¢dB percent vs. 2, 10, and 5 percent,
respectively). White and Asian graduates were generally more likely than Black and Hispanic
graduates to have a parerttsmcompleted an advanced degrege was related to parents’
educational attainnmt: older graduates were nedikely than younger g@duates to hee parents
with no education beyond high school, and theyewess likely to havparents who completed a
bachelor’s degree or more.
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Figure 2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 lihelor’s degree recipients according to age and parents’
educational attainment

Age?
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Parents’ educational attainment
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professional  high school
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degree High school
or equivale or equivalent

Some
Bachelor’s 25% postsecondary
degree education

'Refers to age as of 12/31/99.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

Academic Characteristics

The academic characteristics of college graduate of interest because they describe a
pool of potential entrants into the labor forBesearch shows that among full-time workers who
did not enroll in graduate school, collegedyrates who majored irpplied fields such as
engineering, business, computer science, nuraimgjpther health fieldsarn higher than average
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Table 3. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’'s dage recipients according to parents’
educational attainment, by age, gender, and race/ethnicity

Parents’ educational attainment

Less than High Some post- Master’s Doctoral/
Student high schoolor  secondary Bachelor's degree or professional
demographic characteristics school equivalency education degree  equivalent degree
Total 4.3 24.1 19.8 24.5 16.4 10.9
Age as of 12/31/99
22 or younger 1.4 15.8 194 27.9 20.1 154
23-24 3.5 26.9 20.4 24.9 16.7 7.6
25-29 6.2 30.6 20.6 23.5 12.5 6.7
30-39 8.4 39.2 22.6 17.0 8.9 3.9
40 or older 19.0 45.7 16.6 10.7 4.8 3.2
Gender
Male 3.5 22.9 18.0 25.4 17.9 12.2
Female 4.9 25.0 21.2 23.9 15.2 9.8
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 2.1 22.6 204 254 17.9 11.6
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 9.9 32.6 235 20.4 104 3.2
Hispanic or Latino 18.2 32.7 18.1 16.0 7.8 7.1
Asian 5.5 23.0 10.2 29.8 14.9 16.7
American Indian/Alaska Native 4.3 31.3 7.0 204 27.3 9.7
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 2.9 26.8 14.1 38.9 6.1 11.2
Other rack 4.8 18.4 18.4 27.3 22.0 9.1
More than one race 6.3 134 24.1 22.6 19.7 13.9

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtiddejtudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).

salaries (Horn and Zahn 2001). Guates who majored mpplied fields are also very likely to
work in jobs related to their majors.

What professions were the 1999-2000 collegelgates prepared for? Business was more
popular than almost any other undergradumajor among 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree
recipients, with about one-fiftt2{ percent) choosing this majgable 4). AlImost one-fifth (18
percent) of college gdmates had majored in teecial sciences. Sixteen percent of the cohort
had majored in the humanities, and 9 percent or fewer graduates had completed other majors.
Gender differences in undergratiianajor were consistentitiv historical patterns (U.S.
Department of Educath 2001): men were more likely thanmven to have mayed in business,
engineering, physical sciences, computet mmformation scienceand vocational/technical



Table4. Percentagedistribution of 1999-2000bachelor’s degree recpients accoding to undergraduate mgor, by student demographic and

academic characteristics

Undergraduate major

Business Othe Computef
and technicdl  Social infor-
Student demographic manage- Engi- Vocatibnal profes- behavioral Human- Life Physical Mathe- mation
and academic characteristics ment Education neering Hetdthnical sional sciences ities ences sciences matics  science
Total 21.1 8.9 5.8 7.9 2.4 7.6 18.3 16.5 6.0 1.7 1.0 2.9
Gende
Male 25.3 4.9 11.4 4.4 3.4 6.9 154 14.3 6.2 2.1 0.9 4.8
Female 17.9 11.8 1.7 10.5 1.6 8.1 20.5 18.0 5.8 1.4 1.0 1.6
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 21.1 9.7 5.5 8.2 2.4 7.9 17.1 171 5.8 1.7 1.1 2.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 22.8 8.9 4.0 9.2 4.4 7.8 22.0 11.2 5.5 1.1 0.2 3.0
Hispanic or Latino 19.0 9.2 5.7 5.8 2.0 6.3 22.4 19.7 4.7 0.8 0.3 4.1
Asian 23.8 0.9 12.5 5.9 0.6 4.7 16.1 13.8 8.9 2.3 1.8 8.8
American Indian/Alaska Native 10.8 8.7 8.5 5.3 0.7 8.1 30.2 9.8 8.9 2.5 1.1 54
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islande 15.9 1.2 1.4 15.5 0.5 10.5 27.8 16.6 8.6 # # 2.0
Other rack 16.2 1.3 6.9 7.8 # 6.5 26.3 15.7 12.3 2.8 # 4.4
More than one race 23.9 3.7 5.3 7.5 2.0 8.9 28.1 9.4 4.6 4.7 0.5 1.4
Parents’ educational attainment
High school or less 24.1 11.0 5.7 9.7 2.8 5.6 17.9 14.0 4.1 1.0 0.7 3.4
Some postsecondary education 19.6 10.1 4.7 8.9 3.3 7.1 19.6 16.6 5.2 1.6 0.6 2.7
Bachelor’'s degree 22.8 7.8 6.2 6.9 2.4 9.1 171 15.3 7.1 1.7 1.0 2.7
Master’s degree or equivalent 18.7 7.4 6.3 55 2.5 8.1 20.3 18.3 6.6 2.4 1.0 3.0
Doctoral/professional degree 15.1 4.5 7.2 5.7 0.3 7.3 20.7 23.0 8.6 3.3 2.1 2.2
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.50 27.2 5.0 5.3 5.2 2.4 10.4 225 13.1 5.1 1.0 0.3 25
2.50-2.99 22.2 8.0 8.1 7.1 2.9 9.2 19.2 13.3 5.1 15 0.7 2.8
3.00-3.49 20.9 10.2 5.2 9.3 2.3 7.2 17.0 154 6.7 15 1.0 3.3
350 orhigher 18.7 9.7 4.8 8.2 2.0 5.8 17.2 206 6.1 25 1.3 2.9

#Rounds to zero.

“Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtdd®gytudinal Study (B&B000/01).
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fields. Women were more likelydm men to have majored in @@tion, health, social sciences,
humanities, and other technical/professional fields. There also were some differences in
undergraduate major by race/ettity. Asian graduatewere less likely than White, Black, or
Hispanic graduates twave majored in edutan (1 vs. 9—10 percent but were more likely to
have majored in engingeg (13 vs. 4—6 percent).

At increased levels of pareneducational attainment, graduates were less likely to have
majored in business and more likely to have majored in the humanities. Cumulative GPA also
was related to graduating imamber of majors. Students witigher GPAs were more likely
than those with lower GPAs to have majored in the humanities, physical sciences, or education,
and they were less likely ttave majored in business.

Among 1999-2000 college graduates, their Gietheir undergraduate major was higher
than their cumulative undergraduate GPA ol¢Ba34 vs. 3.16 on a 4-point scale; table 5).
Previous research on 1992-93 collggaduates found that womentperformed men in terms of
the grades they earned while in college@drmick and Horn 1996). Consistent with this
finding, women’s average GPA (both cumulativel avithin the major) was higher than men’s
average GPA among 1999-2000 graduates.

Students who were older when they entgrestsecondary education had higher GPAs than
younger students, on average. In addition, geligraduates whoserpats had a doctoral or
professional degree generally averaged highateg both within their majors and overall than
those whose parentsd less education.

5 When a comparison is made to multiple groups, the figures are sometimes summarized as a range from the lowest to highest
figures for the specific groups included in the comparison. In this instance, for example, 9 percent of Black graduass, 9 perc
of Hispanic graduates, and 10 percent of White graduates majored in education, for a range of 9—10 percent.

10
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Table 5. Grade-point average overall and in major field of study for 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree
recipients, by student demograplg and academic characteristics

Student demographic
and academic characteristics

Cumulative
undergraduate GPA

GPAn
undergraduate major

Total

Undergraduate majo
Business/management
Education
Engineering
Health
Other technical/professional
Social/behavioral sciences
Humanities
Life sciences
Physical sciences
Mathematics
Computer/information science
Vocational/technical

Age at postsecondary entry
18 or younge
19-20
21-24
25 or olde

Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.50
2.50-2.99
3.00-3.49
3.50 or highe

Gender
Male
Female

Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic
Black/African American, non-Hispanic
Hispanic or Latino
Asian
American Indian/Alaska Native
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
Other rack
More than one race

Parents’ educational attainment
High school or less
Some postsecondary education
Bachelor’'s degree
Master’s degree or equivalent
Doctord/professond degree

3.16

3.11
3.22
3.11

3.23

3.06

3.11
3.24
3.20

3.28
3.34

3.19

3.11

3.16
3.13
3.11

3.32

2.23
2.76
3.24

3.73

3.09
3.21

3.20
2.89
3.08
3.15
3.09
3.05

3.11
3.25

3.15
3.15
3.16
3.20
3.27

3.34

3.29
3.48
3.18
3.35

3.31

3.33
3.45
3.27

3.28
3.34

3.36
3.32

3.33
3.32
3.38

3.51

2.88
3.05
3.36

3.70

3.28
3.39

3.37
3.19
3.26
3.28
3.40
3.12

3.33
3.49

3.33
3.33
3.33
3.35
3.42

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahdd®egytudinal Study

(B&B:2000/01).
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The Institutional Path to a Bachelor's Degree

The undergraduate enroliment path thatlstts follow, which may involve multiple
institutions, is an important precursor to ingating time to degree. Many factors influence
students’ first entry into postsecondary ediarg as the Beginning Postsecondary Students
(BPS) Longitudinal Studies hademonstrated. In fact, someidéents do not expect or plan to
complete a bachelor’'s degree wtibay first go to college, including a small proportion of those
who enter 4-year institutions (Berkner, led Forrest Cataldi 200 ecause students who
began at certain types of institutions, such as community colleges, have had to transfer in order to
complete the bachelor’'s degree, their patbampletion may have been longer. Even those
students who began at 4-year institutions may have completed either a certificate or associate’s
degree while working toward the bachelat&gree: 11-14 percent of those who completed a
bachelor’s degree in 1992—-93 did so (McCormic#t Blorn 1996). This section examines where
the 1999-2000 college graduates began thetsposndary education and the background
characteristics that may have beelated to that choice of firgstitution. It also examines how
prevalent prior attainment wastims population, and how these faxs were related to the types
of institutions at which studemntompleted a baccalaureate degree.

This section and subsequent sections of the report are restricted to first-time bachelor’s
degree recipients—those who haat already completed a bachelor’s degree prior to the one
earned in 1999-2000 (about 2 percent of the ¢dtaat previously completed a bachelor’s
degree; see compendium table 11.7). This procedure ensures that the effects of institutional paths
to the bachelor's degree descdldeere are not confused withe effects of other undergraduate
experiences.

Among 1999-2000 first-time bachelor’'s degreeipients, one-half began postsecondary
education at public 4-year institutions, with percent starting abndoctorate-granting
institutions and 35 percent at doctorate-granting institutions (table 6). An additional one-fifth (20
percent) began at public 2-year institutions. Fifteen percent began college at private not-for-profit
4-year nondoctorate-granting fitstions, and 12 percent atiyate not-for-profit doctorate-
granting institutions. Relatively few students began at private for-profit institutions or other
institutions (1 percent each).
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The Institutional Path to a Bachelor's Degree

Table 6. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 ffst-time bachelor’'s degree recipients according to first
institution type, by student demographic and academic characteristics

First institution type

Private not-
Public for-profit Private not-
4-year non- Public 4-year non-  for-profit
Student demographic Public doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- Private
and academic characteristics 2-year granting granting granting granting for-profit Other
Total 20.0 14.8 35.4 15.2 12.3 15 0.8
Gender
Male 20.3 13.2 36.7 15.1 12.8 11 0.8
Female 19.9 16.1 34.5 15.2 11.8 1.7 0.9
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 19.5 14.5 35.4 17.2 11.4 1.0 1.0
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 14.9 18.8 38.1 111 12.3 4.2 0.5
Hispanic or Latino 25.6 17.0 315 8.7 13.9 3.2 0.1
Asian 21.6 9.0 43.4 4.8 19.3 1.4 0.5
American Indian/Alaska Native 36.3 14.3 26.3 8.0 13.2 1.9 #
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 36.8 6.8 29.2 13.7 12.2 # 1.2
Other rack 24.8 13.2 29.2 9.3 235 # #
More than one race 22.3 24.0 24.8 12.7 15.1 1.1 #
Parents’ educational attainment
High school or less 28.4 17.7 28.9 13.7 6.9 3.2 1.3
Some postsecondary education 23.7 17.2 32.5 14.7 9.9 1.1 0.9
Bachelor’'s degree 17.1 14.1 38.4 14.9 14.3 0.7 0.5
Master’s degree or equivalent 15.0 12.6 38.9 17.2 151 0.6 0.6
Doctoral/professional degree 7.0 6.2 42.2 18.9 245 0.3 0.9
Age at postsecondary entry
18 or younger 14.4 15.0 38.5 16.2 14.4 0.8 0.7
19-20 21.4 14.9 35.6 14.9 10.7 1.8 0.8
21-24 35.0 13.1 29.7 10.0 8.2 2.6 14
25 or older 41.4 15.1 17.7 14.4 6.9 3.6 1.0
Combined SAT scorés
No exam taken or no score reported 42.4 14.5 20.2 11.0 6.1 4.3 1.7
Below 1000 19.7 20.3 37.4 13.8 7.3 0.8 0.9
1000-1200 9.2 15.3 43.6 18.7 12.7 0.2 0.4
Above 1200 3.7 7.5 43.4 17.8 27.4 0.1 0.3

#Rounds to zero.
'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.
?Derived from institution- or student-reported SAT or ACT scores, where available. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahdd®eytudinal Study
(B&B:2000/01).
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The Institutional Path to a Bachelor's Degree

Parents’ educational attainment was related to the type of institution at which these
students began their studies.llEge graduates whose pareh#l more education were more
likely than those whose paremiad less education tave begun at private not-for-profit 4-year
nondoctorate- or doctoragganting institutions. For examplehile 7 percent of graduates
whose parents did not atteadllege began at private nfur-profit doctorate-granting
institutions, 25 percent of those whose parents had doctoral or professional degrees did so.
Conversely, bachelordegree recipients whose parents lesg education were more likely than
those with more educated parents to have begun at public 2-year institutions. Twenty-eight
percent of college graduates whgzsarents did not attend collegeghe at these colleges, while 7
percent of graduates whose paseheld doctoral gorofessional degreeBd so. In addition,
graduates whose parents had Heglels of educational attainmemnere less likely to have begun
at a private for-profit institution.

The age at which college graduates began positelary education wasso related to the
type of institution in which they first enrotle Younger students wengore likely than older
students to have enrolled at public or private not-for-profit doctorate-granting institutions, and
they were less likely to hawntered postsecondary educatiopwatilic 2-year institutions. About
two-fifths (38 percent) of gduates who began postseconaamollment at age 18 or younger
began at public doctorate-gitang institutions, while 14 peent began at public 2-year
institutions. On the other hand, 18 percemgraiduates who began pescondary education at
age 25 or older began at pubdioctorate-granting institutions, babout two-fifths (41 percent)
began at public 2-year institutions.

About one-fifth of 1999-2000 first-time bachetdegree recipients had obtained a
certificate or an associate’s degree prior tmpleting the bachelor’'s degree (2 percent had
earned a certificate, and 17 percent had compéetexbsociate’s degree; figure 3). Graduates
who began at public or private not-for-profit 4-year institutions were less likely than others to
have completed a credential prtorobtaining the bachelor’'s geee. About one-half (49 percent)
of public 2-year entrants, twofts (43 percent) of private fgrofit entrants, and 55 percent of
other (less-than-4-year) entrants had completed an associate’s degree prior to earning a
bachelor’s degree in 1999-2000. However, 5—10gerof graduatesho began at public or
private not-for-profit 4-year institutions had nevertheless completed an associate’s degree before
obtaining the baccalaureate degree.

More bachelor’'s degree r@egnts in 1999-2000 graduated from public than from private
institutions (table 7). Overall, 65 percent of college graduates finished a bachelor’'s degree at
public institutions, and one-third (33 percent) graduated from private not-for-profit institutions.
The remainder, 1.5 percent, received the backalegree from private for-profit institutions. A
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The Institutional Path to a Bachelor's Degree

Figure 3. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000$t-time bachelor's degree recipients according to highest
prior attainment, by first institution type

Percent
100+
10 9 2 0
17 1 1
801 2 43
49 55
E Associate’s degree
60 O Certificate
3 9 M No prior attainment
95
3
40 -
48 48
20 4
0 B
Total Public Public Public  Private not-Private not- Private Other

2-year 4-year non- doctorate- for-profit for-profit  for-profit
doctorate- granting 4-year non- doctorate-
granting doctorate- granting*
granting

Type of first institution attended

*The percentage of students in this category who had previously obtained a certificate rounds to less than 1 percent.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtddeytudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).

larger proportion completed the bachelor’s éegat public doctorate-granting than at public
nondoctorate-granting institutiorisyt the reverse was true amagrgduates of private not-for-
profit institutions.

The majority of graduates whmegan at public and private riotr-profit 4-year (doctorate-
and nondoctorate-granting) institis graduated from the same tyenstitution at which they
began. About one-third (32 mant) of college graduateshw began at private for-profit
institutions also completed the bachelor’s degree at for-profit institutions, a larger percentage
than among those who began in any other tfpestitution. Graduatesho began at public 2-
year institutions were less likely than average to finish at private doctorate-granting institutions
(8 vs. 14 percent), and they were more likbgn average to finish at public nondoctorate-
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Table 7. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 ffst-time bachelor’s degree recipients according to degree-
granting institution type, by student academic and enrollment characteristics

Student academic
and enrollment characteristics

Public

Private not-for-profit

Non- Doc-
doctorate  torate
Total granting granting

Non- Doc-
doctorate  torate
Total granting granting

Private
for-profit

Total

First institution type
Public 2-yea
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting
Public doctorate-granting

Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting

Private for-profit
Othe

Undergraduate majo
Business/management
Education
Engineering
Health
Vocational/technical
Other technical/professional
Social/behavioral sciences
Humanities
Life sciences
Physical sciences
Mathematics
Computer/information science

Combined SAT scorés
No exam taken or no score reported
Below 1000
1000-1200
Above 1200

Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.50
2.50-2.99
3.00-3.49
3.50 or highe

Highest prior attainment
No prior attainment
Certificate
Associate’s degree

65.3 19.5 45.8

70.2 24.6 45.6
90.3 77.5 12.7
93.5 4.4 89.2
14.7 5.2 9.5
11.4 3.3 8.1
40.7 17.0 23.6
62.1 11.6 50.4

60.8 20.4 40.4
68.5 30.1 38.4
78.2 10.6 67.6
67.3 19.0 48.3
70.6 30.4 40.2

73.6 20.6 53.0

64.4 17.3 47.2
59.1 19.1 40.0
69.2 145 54.7

66.7 171 49.6
66.2 17.2 49.0

62.3 18.6 43.7

61.6 24.7 36.8
74.6 25.2 49.4
67.5 16.7 50.8
56.1 8.3 47.8

76.9 255 51.4

74.0 22.3 51.8

65.1 194 45.7
54.5 15.6 38.9

65.5 18.1 47.4
57.9 20.6 37.4
65.3 26.2 39.1

33.1 19.1 14.0

27.3 19.2 8.1
8.3 5.4 2.9
6.0 3.9 2.1
84.8 81.5 3.3
88.3 3.4 84.9
27.8 20.5 7.3
38.0 14.0 24.0

34.4 22.5 11.9
31.3 24.7 6.6
215 6.3 15.2
32.5 18.9 13.6
29.5 20.9 8.6

25.7 12.3 134

35.6 18.5 17.1
39.6 21.3 18.3
30.8 171 13.7

33.3 18.5 14.8
33.9 18.5 154

30.0 18.0 12.0

33.9 23.6 10.3
25.0 16.1 9.0
32.3 19.0 13.3
43.8 16.3 27.6

22.1 13.9 8.2

25.4 14.3 11.0

33.6 194 14.1
42.7 24.5 18.2

33.6 18.4 15.2
325 25.0 7.5
31.2 22.3 8.9

15

2.5
15
0.5
0.6
0.3
31.6
#

4.8
0.2
0.4
0.2

#

4.6
0.4
0.3
0.1

11
0.6
1.3

2.8

1.0
9.6
3.6

#Rounds to zero.

‘Derived from institution- or student-reported SAT or ACT scores, where available. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahdd®ejtudinal Study

(B&B:2000/01).
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The Institutional Path to a Bachelor's Degree

granting institutions (25 vs. 20 percent). First-time bachelor’'s degree recipients who had
previously completed a certificate or associate’s degree were generally less likely than those with
no prior attainment to finish college at public or private not-for-profit doctoral institutions, but
they were more likely to finish at privafer-profit institutions. Cmulative undergraduate GPA

was also related to the type of institution at which graduates completed a bachelor’s degree.
Students with higher GPAs were more likely thiaose with lower GPAs tbnish at private not-
for-profit doctoral or nondoctoral gtitutions and were less likelyg do so at public doctoral or
nondoctoral institutions.
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Time to Degree

As indicated earlier, the avage number of years betwdagh school graduation and
completion of a bachelor’s deee increased from the 1970s through the early 1990s (McCormick
and Horn 1996; Tinto 1993). However, the timéA®En high school and college completion is
not sufficient as the only measure of time tgrée because it does natéanto account delayed
entry into and temporary withdrawals frgrastsecondary educati (McCormick and Horn
1996). Instead, it represents axmaum estimate of time to baccalaureate completion. This span
of time can be broken downtmthe time between highlssol completion and postsecondary
entry, and the time between postsecondaiyemd bachelor's degree completion. Most
students who decide to enroll in college enralinediately after completing high school, so the
first component of this time period is neglilg for those studeat(U.S. Department of
Education 2001). For those who delay, howetres time to bachelor’s degree completion might
be reflected more accurately in the timénmen entering postsecondary education and
completing the bachelor’s degree. All three periods of time are described in this section of the
report.

Time to Bachelor'sDegree Completion

Most high school students enroll in collegghm 1 year of high school completion (U.S.
Department of Edud¢®an 2001). A majority (83 percentf first-time bachelor’s degree
recipients in 1999-2000 enrolled in college less thgear after they had completed high school
(figure 4)8 Six percent took 1-2 years to enroll illege, and another 5 percent took 2-5 years
to do so. Another 6 percent did not enroll intsesondary education unét least 5 years after
they had completed high school. Compangtth 1992—93 bachelor’s degree recipients, 1999—
2000 college graduates wdess likely to enroll in college $s than 1 year after finishing high
school (83 vs. 90 percent).

College graduates in 1999-2006abegan at public or private not-for-profit 4-year
institutions were more likely than those wibegan at public 2-year or private for-profit

6For ease of reading, the following phrases are used to describe the time between high school completion and postsecondary
entry: “less than 1 year” refers to postsecondary enrollment within 11 months or less; “1-2 years” refers to enrollmeht in 12—-2
months; “2-5 years” refers to enrollment in 24-59 months; and “at least 5 years” refers to enrollment in 60 months or more afte
high school completion.
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Time to Degree

Figure 4. Percentage distribution of 1992-93 and 1999-20004f-time bachelor’'s degree recipients
according to time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

Percent W 1992-930 1999—ZOOd

100 -

90
83

80 ~

60 -

40 -

20

Less than 1 year 1-2 years 2-5 years 5 years or more

Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

NOTE: “Less than 1 year” refers to postsecondary enrollment within 11 months or less; “1-2 years” refers to enrollment in
12-23 months; “2-5 years” refers to enrollment in 24-59 months; and “5 years or more” refers to enrollment in 60 months or
more after high school completion. Detail may not sum to totadadse ofaunding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tiaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

institutions to enroll in college less thawydar after completing high school (table’ 8)he type

of institution from which graduasereceived a bachelor’s degreesvedso related to time between
high school completion and postsecondaryyertt both public and private not-for-profit
institutions, graduates of doctorate-granting institutions were more likely than graduates of
nondoctorate-granting institutiots have enrolled in collegeithin 1 year of high school
completion. Graduates of privdta-profit institutions were ledikely than graduates of any
other type of institution to begipostsecondary education withims 1-year time frame (62 vs.
80-88 percent).

"While it appears that graduates who had first enrolled at padigrivate not-for-profit 4-yeanstitutions were also more
likely than those who had started at other institutions to hggtsecondary education within this time frame, the standiand e
for this group is large and the differences were not statistically significant.
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Table 8. Percentage distribution of 1999—-2000 fét-time bachelor’s degree recipients according to time
between high school grduation and postgcondary entry, by first institution type and degree-
granting institution type

Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

First institution type and Less than 1-2 2-5 5 years
degree-granting institution type 1 year years years or more
Total 83.3 5.9 5.1 5.7

First institution type

Public 2-year 71.6 8.0 8.9 11.6
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 83.7 5.6 5.6 5.1
Public doctorate-granting 87.6 6.0 3.6 2.8
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 87.1 3.6 29 6.4
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 90.5 4.4 2.4 2.7
Private for-profit 63.4 5.6 12.9 18.0
Othet 71.1 14.8 8.2 5.9

Degree-granting institution type

Public 83.6 6.2 5.3 5.0
Nondoctorate-granting 79.8 6.6 6.5 7.2
Doctorate-granting 85.2 6.1 4.7 4.0

Private not-for-profit 83.8 5.1 4.6 6.5
Nondoctorate-granting 80.8 5.5 5.2 8.5
Doctorate-granting 87.8 4.6 3.8 3.8

Private for-profit 61.5 10.5 6.7 21.3

This group contains 1-2 percent of the total population, and standard errors associated with these estimates are very large.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. See the glossary for exa@mebhthe time span category ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtddeytudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).

Overall, first-time bachelor’'s degreecipients in 1999-2000 varied in the number of
months that elapsed between completing hidgjosicand earning a bacloels degree (figure 5).
One-third (33 percent) completed a bacheldeégree within 4 years of their high school
graduatiorf Another 23 percent took 4-5 years, licpat took 5-6 years, and 15 percent took
6—10 years to do so. About one-fifth (19 percémk even longer after high school. Compared
with 1992-93 bachelor’s degree recipients, 1899-2000 cohort was lesseliik to complete a
bachelor’s degree in 4-5 years (23 vs. 28 pereamt)more likely to do so within 6-10 years (15

vs. 13 percent) of gh school graduation.

8«Within 4 years” refers to completion of the bachelor's degree in 48 months or less after high school completion; “4-5 years”
refers to 49—-60 months; “5—6 years” refers to 61-72 months; “6-10 years” refers to 73—-120 months; and “more than 10 years”

refers to more than 120 months after high school graduation.
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Figure 5. Percentage distribution of 1992-93 and 1999-20004i-time bachelor’'s degree recipients
according to time between hgh school graduation and bahelor’'s degree completion

Percent | M1992-93011999-2000
100 -

80 -

60 -

40 A 4 33

28
23
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11 11 13
; m N
Within 4 years 4-5 years 5-6 years 6-10 years More than 10 years

Time between high school graduation and bachelor’'s degree completion

NOTE: “Within 4 years” refers to completion of the bachelor’'s degree in 48 months or less after high school completion; “4-5
years” refers to 49—60 months; “5-6 years” refers to 61-72 months; “6—10 years” refers to 73—120 months; and “more than 10
years” refers to more than 120 months after high school graduation. Detail may not sum ted¢atas bfounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tilaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

Both the first and last institution at which college graduates were enrolled were related to
the total time that elapsed between completigh school and earning a bachelor’s degree (table
9). Graduates who had first enrolled at private not-for-profit 4-year institutions were more likely
than those who had first enrolled at all other types of institutions to complete the bachelor’s
degree within 4 years of high school graduatteor. example, 60 percent of graduates who began
at private not-for-profit doctorate-granting institutions finished within 4 years, compared with 33
percent of those who began at public doctorate-granting institutions. Graduates who began at
public or private not-for-profit 4-year institutions were less likely than those who began at other
institutions to take more than 10 years to finish a bachelor's degree. Among those who began at
4-year institutions, 11 to 19 percent of those Wwhgan at public institutions and 7 to 12 percent
of those who began at private not-for-profit ingtdas took this long to complete the bachelor’s
degree. In contrast, 37 percent of those who began at public 2-year institutions, 64 percent of
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Table 9. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 ffst-time bachelor’'s degree recipients according to time
between high school gaduation and degee completion, by first institution type and degree-

granting institution type

Time between high school graduation and degree completion

Within 6 years More
First institution type and Within 4-5 5-6 than
degree-granting institution type Total 4 years years years6—10 years 10 years
Total 66.3 32.7 22.9 10.8 14.8 18.9
First institution type
Public 2-year 37.6 8.6 13.7 15.3 25.7 36.7
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 65.8 23.9 29.9 12.0 14.8 19.3
Public doctorate-granting 75.6 334 30.2 12.0 13.2 11.2
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 80.8 56.5 18.5 5.8 6.9 12.3
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 84.5 60.3 18.3 6.0 8.2 7.3
Private for-profit 22.5 15.0 2.3 5.1 13.7 63.8
Othet 27.8 2.5 14.3 11.0 32,5 39.8
Degree-granting institution type
Public 66.0 255 26.9 13.6 16.7 17.3
Nondoctorate-granting 57.8 19.0 25.0 13.9 17.9 24.3
Doctorate-granting 69.6 28.3 27.7 13.5 16.1 14.3
Private not-for-profit 69.1 47.7 15.8 55 11.0 20.0
Nondoctorate-granting 63.1 44.5 14.1 4.5 10.5 26.5
77.3 52.2 18.2 6.9 11.6 11.1

Doctorate-granting
Private for-profit 20.9 11.8 3.1 6.0 19.7 59.4

This group contains 1-2 percent of the total population, and standard errors associated with these estimates are very large.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. See the glossary for exdmehif the time span category ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtiddejtudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).

those who began at private for-profit institutions, and 40 percent of those who began at other
institutions took more than 10 years.

Graduates of both dtaral and nondoctoral public itisitions were less likely than
graduates of doctorahd nondoctoral private not-for-profit itigitions to complete a bachelor’s
degree within 4 years of high school gratitva (28 and 19 percens. 52 and 44 percent,
respectively). In addition, gdaiates of public doctal and nondoctoral itisutions were more
likely than graduates of othemtys of institutions to completebachelor’'s degree 4-5 years after
high school graduation. Amongagtuates of both publiend private not-for-profit institutions,
those at nondoctorate-grantingtingions were more likely thatimose at doctorate-granting
institutions to take more than 10 years to finish a bachelor’s degree. However, graduates of

23



Time to Degree

private for-profit institutions were more likely than graduates of all other institution types to take
this long (59 vs. 11-26 percent).

Differences in delay between high schooipletion and postsecondary entry may
contribute to these differences by institutiopeyn total time betweecompleting high school
and earning a bachelor’s degree. The time betwpostsecondary entry and bachelor’'s degree
completion varied among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degr@pients as well (figure 6). About two-
fifths (39 percent) of colleggraduates in thisahort completed a bachelor’s degree within 4
years of postsecondary enfrifourteen percent took more than 10 years to do so. However,

Figure 6. Percentage distribution of 1992-93 and 1999-2000df-time bachelor’'s degree recipients
according to time betweerpostsecondary enty and bachelor's degree completion

Percent W 1992-93011999-2000
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Within 4 years 4-5 years 5-6 years 6-10 years More than 10 years

Time between postsecondary entry and bachelor's degree completion

NOTE: “Within 4 years” refers to 48 months or less between postsecondary entry and bachelor’'s degree completion; “4-5 years
refers to 49-60 months; “56—6 years” refers to 61-72 months; “6-10 years” refers to 73—-120 months; and “more than 10 years”
refers to more than 120 months after postsecondary entry. Detail may not sum teetztatemfounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

Sawithin 4 years” refers to 48 months or less between postsecondary entry and bachelor's degree completion; “4-5 years” refers
to 49-60 months; “5—6 years” refers to 61-72 months; “within 6 years” refers to 72 months or less; “6—10 years” refers to 73—
120 months; and “more than 10 years” refers to more than 120 months after postsecondary entry.
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compared with 1992—-93 bachelor’'s degree deteps, the 1999-2000 cohevas more likely to
complete the degree within 4 years of posisdary entry and less liketo take 4-5 years to
graduate.

Looking only at the time after postsecondartrgrowever, the relationship between first
institution type and time to bachelor’'s degree completion resembled that for time between high
school and bachelor’s degree completion. Gregtaho had first enrolled at private not-for-
profit 4-year institutions were more likely than other graduates to complete the bachelor’'s degree
within 4 years of postsecondary entry (table Foy example, 64 percent of those who began at
private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-grantingtitutions finished within 4 years, compared
with 30 percent of those who began at puitigear nondoctorate-granting institutions. At the

Table 10. Percentage distribution of 1999—20001it-time bachelor's degree recipients according to time
between postsecondary entry andegree completion, by first insitution type and degree-granting

institution type

Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Within 6 years More
First institution type and Within 4-5 5-6 than
degree-granting institution type Total 4 years years years6—10 years 10 years
Total 72.0 38.7 235 9.9 13.6 14.4
First institution type
Public 2-year 45.7 10.8 19.4 15.5 26.6 27.8
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 72.2 30.1 31.8 10.3 12.7 15.2
Public doctorate-granting 80.5 41.0 29.3 10.2 10.7 8.8
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 86.0 63.9 17.8 4.3 6.2 7.9
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 88.3 66.4 16.2 5.8 6.4 53
Private for-profit 334 16.2 7.9 9.3 215 45.1
Othet 30.2 6.0 15.3 8.9 35.5 34.4
Degree-granting institution type
Public 72.0 31.6 28.2 12.2 15.1 12.9
Nondoctorate-granting 64.9 23.8 27.8 13.3 16.4 18.7
Doctorate-granting 75.1 34.9 28.4 11.7 14.5 10.5
Private not-for-profit 73.7 53.7 14.9 52 10.4 15.9
Nondoctorate-granting 68.4 50.1 14.0 4.3 10.2 215
Doctorate-granting 81.1 58.6 16.2 6.4 10.7 8.3
Private for-profit 34.4 12.9 8.8 12.7 21.7 43.9

This group contains 1-2 percent of the total population, and standard errors associated with these estimates are very large.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. See the glossary for exdmehif the time span category ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtiddejtudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).
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other end of the spectrum, graduates whgaheat public or private not-for-profit 4-year

institutions were generally less likely than those who began elsewhere to take longer than 10
years to finish. The relationship between bachelor’'s degree-granting institution type and time to
degree after postsecondary entry also middhe relationship between degree-granting

institution type and time tdegree after high school.

Factors Related toTime to Degree

Previous research has shown that transfgrrom one postsecondary institution to another
may prolong the time it takeés complete a bachelor’'s degree (McCormick 1997). Yet while
transferring may prolong the time to bachela&gree completion, it is also associated with a
decreased likelihood of early attrition from pestsndary education (Bidaurn 2002). In addition
to transferring between one institution and another, students may enroll at multiple institutions
for other reasons. For exampleyjd#gnts may elect to take onemore courses somewhere other
than their primary institution to accommodate stthimg or work conflicts, to pick up an extra
course not offered at the primangstitution, or to reduce cost. iBhcan be done concurrently or
during summers or othégrms of nonenrollment.

How common was enroliment at multipiladergraduate institutions among 1999-2000
bachelor’s degree recgnts? Forty-one percent of thishort of college grduates reported
enrolling in only one undergraduate instituti Approximately one-dlf (52—-53 percent) of
students who began at public 4-year institutiand 51-59 percent of their private not-for-profit
counterparts attended ordye institution (figure 7). An adtbnal 35 percent oéll graduates
had attended two institutions, 16 percent had attended three institutions, and 8 percent had
attended at least four institutiodaring their undergraduate years.

As expected, the number of institutions attended was related to time from entering
postsecondary education to completing a bactsetlegree (table 11). The more institutions
bachelor’s degree recipientschattended, the less likely they were to have completed the
bachelor’'s degree within 4 years or within 4¢ears of their first enroliment. For example, 58
percent of studentstw attended only one undeaguate institution had completed a bachelor’s
degree within 4 years of first enroliment; in contrast, 10 percent of those who had enrolled in four
or more institutions had done so.

Many students also take time off from thgiudies (Horn 1998). Students who “stop out”
during their undergraduate enrollment leave galéut eventually return. This analysis
examined the prevalence of stopping out for spéllst least 4 months. This minimum length of
time for an interruption of undgraduate enroliment does naunit summers as stopout periods
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Figure 7. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000t-time bachelor's degree recipients according to the
number of institutions attended, by first institution type
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NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tiaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

because many students are not expected to enroll during the summer months. A majority (64
percent) of 1999-2000 first-time bachelor’'s aéegrecipients did n@&xperience any stopouts
lasting 4 months or longer (figure 8). HoweVvEl percent took off 4-11 months, 6 percent took
off 12—23 months, 4 percent took off 24—35 mon#émsl 16 percent interrupted their enrollment
for a period of at least 36 mdrst Those stopouts lasting at least 1 year were more common
among students who had attended multiple institutions. For example, 12 percent of graduates
who had attended only omestitution stopped out, comparedh83 percent of graduates who

had attended four or more institutions.
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Table 11. Percentage distribution of 1999—20001it-time bachelor's degree recipients according to time

between postsecondary entry andegree completion, by number ofnstitutions attended and total
number of months stopped out

Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Within 6 years More
Number of institutions and Within 4-5 5-6 than
months stopped out Total 4 years years years 6-10years 10 years
Total 72.0 38.7 235 9.9 13.6 14.4
Number of institutions attended
One 92.2 57.9 27.0 7.3 5.6 2.2
Two 69.8 32.4 25.7 11.7 16.2 13.9
Three 48.1 17.8 17.0 134 23.7 28.2
Four or more 25.8 9.8 8.5 7.5 22.4 51.9
Months stopped out
No stopouts lasting 4 months or more 92.5 53.8 29.4 9.4 5.7 1.8
4-11 months 75.3 28.4 29.6 17.3 20.5 4.1
12-23 months 46.7 9.4 15.7 21.6 44.9 8.4
24-35 months 26.3 5.5 8.8 11.9 59.0 14.7
36 months or more 7.4 3.7 24 1.4 17.7 74.9

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. See the glossary for exa@mebhthe time span category ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtddeytudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).

Because stopping out is an important compboétime to degree that does not reflect
progress while enrolled, the remainder of the analysis is restricted to first-time bachelor’'s degree
recipients who had stopped out for less thamoBiths. This ensures that remaining factors
associated with time to degree are not due t@tbpensity of different grups of students to take
long or frequent absences from college (H®®98). Among this grougf college graduates,
approximately one-half (58ercent) had completed the bachslalegree within 4 years of first
enrollment, and an additional d@rcent had done so with#r-5 years (table 12). Background
characteristics were relatedtte time students took between eimg college and completing a
bachelor’'s degree. Women were more likely than men to complete the degree within 4 years (56
vs. 48 percent). On the othemiga men were more likely to takle-5 years (34 vs. 27 percent).
Graduates whose parentglimore education were also mdikely than those with less educated
parents to complete the degree within 4 years.

Among first-time bachelor’'s dgee recipients who had stopped out for less than 6 months,
those who had delayed initial enrolintdonger after high school weless likely to complete the
bachelor’s degree within 4 years of initial enrollment, and they were more likely to take more
than 6 years to do so. Once enrolled, other academic characteristics were also associated with
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Figure 8. Percentage distribution of 1999-20001ft-time bachelor’s degree recipients according to number
of months stopped out, by number of institutions attended
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tiaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

time to degree. For example, ungiaduate major was associateith completing a bachelor’'s
degree within 4 years of first enrollment: graduates who had majored in social sciences,
humanities, life sciences, and ploaisciences were more likelyan education, engineering, or
health majors to finish the degree within ttime period. Graduatesitiv higher grades were
more likely than those with lower grades to complete a bachelor’s degree within 4 years of
postsecondary entry.

Even when looking only at students who did siip out for 6 months or more during their
undergraduate enroliment, first aladt institution type weressociated with time to degree.
About three-quarters (76—78 percentpathelor's degree recipients wheganat private not-
for-profit 4-year institutions completed the degree within 4 years of first enroliment, compared
with 40 to 50 percent of those who began atlipubyear institutions and one-fifth (20 percent)
of those who began at public 2-year institutions. Similgngduatesof private not-for-profit
institutions were more likely #n graduates of public oripate for-profit institutions to
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Table 12. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 ffst-time bachelor’s degree recipients with less than 6

months of stopout accordingo time between postsecondargntry and degree completion,

by student demographic, academic, and enrollment characteristics

Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Within 6 years More
Within 4-5 5-6 than
Student characteristics Total 4 years years years 6-10years 10 years
Total 91.8 52.6 29.6 9.7 6.3 1.9
Gende
Male 92.3 47.9 33.6 10.8 6.3 1.4
Female 915 56.1 26.6 8.8 6.3 2.2
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 93.1 54.5 30.2 8.4 4.9 2.0
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 89.6 41.7 35.2 12.7 8.7 1.8
Hispanic or Latino 82.9 42.2 24.8 15.9 151 2.0
Asian 89.9 53.5 26.0 10.4 8.8 1.3
American Indian/Alaska Native i ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islande i ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Other rack 90.6 54.3 20.1 16.2 9.4 #
More than one race 91.5 63.1 215 6.9 7.3 1.2
Parents’ educational attainment
High school or less 85.0 39.6 32.7 12.7 10.8 4.2
Some postsecondary education 92.2 48.9 32.7 10.6 6.2 1.6
Bachelor’s degree 94.4 54.8 31.2 8.5 4.3 1.3
Master’s degree or equivalent 95.6 62.4 26.5 6.7 3.6 0.8
Doctoral/professional degree 97.0 71.6 21.2 4.2 2.6 0.5
Undergraduate majo
Business/management 91.2 51.1 30.1 10.0 6.0 29
Education 91.7 39.0 38.1 14.7 6.4 1.9
Engineering 92.0 36.3 41.7 14.1 7.0 0.9
Health 88.8 43.9 32.6 12.3 8.6 2.6
Vocational/technical 88.6 51.0 28.3 9.3 6.1 5.3
Other technical/professional 93.2 51.3 33.4 8.5 6.5 0.3
Social/behavioral sciences 92.7 62.7 23.4 6.6 5.6 1.7
Humanities 92.4 57.5 26.4 8.5 5.9 1.8
Life sciences 91.1 57.6 25.9 7.6 7.5 1.4
Physical sciences 93.8 64.0 17.9 11.9 5.0 1.2
Mathematics 93.9 50.1 30.7 4.1 6.1 #
Computer/information science 92.9 47.4 33.4 12.1 5.7 15
Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry
Less than 12 months 934 54.2 29.8 9.4 5.3 1.3
12-23 months 87.8 50.0 30.6 7.2 9.1 3.0
24-59 months 70.5 28.7 25.5 16.3 20.3 9.2
60 months or more 71.2 30.6 26.4 14.2 19.4 9.5

See notes at end of table.
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Table 12. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 ffst-time bachelor’s degree recipients with less than 6
months of stopout accordingo time between postsecondargntry and degree completion,
by student demographic, academic, and enrollment characteristics—Continued

Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Within 6 years More
Within 4-5 5-6 than
Student characteristics Total 4 years years years 6-10years 10 years
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.50 84.9 28.2 41.0 15.7 12.3 2.8
2.50-2.99 90.3 43.5 33.4 134 8.3 15
3.00-3.49 93.8 55.0 30.4 8.4 4.7 15
3.50 or highe 92.9 65.6 21.0 6.3 4.7 2.4
Combined SAT scorés
No exam taken or no score reported 60.2 21.7 17.8 20.7 27.7 12.2
Below 1000 93.2 45.2 32.8 15.3 6.0 0.8
1000-1200 98.2 59.4 33.2 5.6 1.8 #
Above 1200 98.8 68.3 27.4 3.2 1.2 #
First institution type
Public 2-yea 73.1 19.7 32.3 21.2 19.8 7.1
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 92.1 39.7 42.1 10.2 6.1 1.8
Public doctorate-granting 94.8 50.4 34.4 10.0 4.3 0.9
Private not-for-profit 4-year
nondoctorate-granting 96.5 75.8 18.1 2.7 25 1.0
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 97.5 78.0 15.8 3.8 2.0 0.5
Private for-profit 82.5 54.6 14.9 13.0 135 4.0
Othe ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ t t
Degree-granting institution type
Public 90.8 42.2 36.1 12.5 7.2 1.9
Nondoctorate-granting 88.7 35.3 39.7 13.6 8.9 25
Doctorate-granting 91.7 44.8 34.8 12.1 6.6 1.8
Private not-for-profit 94.4 73.2 17.3 4.0 4.0 1.7
Nondoctorate-granting 93.7 72.5 18.0 3.3 3.6 2.6
Doctorate-granting 95.2 73.9 16.4 4.8 4.4 0.5
Private for-profit 64.1 33.9 134 16.8 28.1 7.8
Number of institutions attended
One 96.7 62.4 27.9 6.4 3.1 0.3
Two 88.5 44.1 325 11.9 8.7 2.8
Three 82.9 35.1 29.1 18.6 12.3 4.9
Four or more 67.5 24.1 28.5 14.9 20.7 11.9

#Rounds to zero.

FReporting standards not met.

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

Derived from institution- or student-reported SAT or ACT scores, where available. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. See the glossary for exa@mebhthe time span category ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtddeytudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).
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complete the degree within 4 years of enroliment (73 vs. 42 and 34 percent, respectively).
Graduates of public institutions were more likely than private not-for-profit graduates to take
more than 4 and up to 10 years to completachélor's degree. Graduatef private for-profit
institutions were the most likely of adlie graduates to take 6—10 years to do so.

Finally, the number of institutions attended was related to time to degree among first-time
bachelor’s degree recipients who had stoppedasdéss than 6 months. The more institutions
students attended, the less likely they were to complete a bachelor’s degree within 4 years or less
of postsecondary entry, and the more likely theyewte take more thaf years to complete the
degree.

Table 13 shows how the variables presented in table 12 were associated with time to
degree. This time, however, the table displaysatregagenumber of months between
postsecondary entry and degree clatipn, as well as the averagesparately fograduates of
public and private not-for-profit institutions. Masit the differences degbed above in table 12
were also found for the overall average timeégree and for both public and private not-for-
profit institutions, but not all of the differences. For example, women were more likely than men
to complete the degree in 4 years and men wene likely to take 4-5 years (table 12). When
looking at the overall average number of monbwwvever, no differences were detected between
men and women overall or separately for graduates of public or private not-for-profit institutions
(table 13).

Other relationships shown inble 12 remained in table 13.M#@ats’ educatnal attainment
and grade-point average were still inversely related to time to degree. As parents’ education
increased, students’ average time to complete the degree decreased. Also, as grade-point average
increased, average time to degree decreasedeVw, this relatiortip was found overall and
for graduates of public institutions, but not for graduates of private not-for-profit institutions.
Delayed enrollment in postsecondaducation after high schocbmpletion was also associated
with time taken to complete a bachelor’s degree once enrolled: those who delayed enrollment
took longer than those who did not delay to ctatgthe degree. Thigas true both overall and
for graduates of public and private not-for-profit institutions separately.

As also shown in table 12, the first institutj last institution, and number of institutions in
which graduates enrolled werdated to the average lengthtohe they took between first
enrolling in college and completing a bachelor’'s degree. Overall, bachelor’s degree recipients
who hadfirst enrolled at private not-for-profit 4-yeanstitutions generally took less time to
finish a bachelor’s dgee than those who had begun atligubstitutions. In addition, overall
and among graduates of both public and private not-for-profit institutions, the number of
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Table 13. Among 1999-2000 first-time bahelor’s degree recipients with less than 6 months of stopout
between institutions, average number of months between postsecondary entry and degree
completion, by degree-grantingnstitution type and student demographic, academic, and
enrollment characteristics

Degree-granting institution type

Student characteristics Total" Public Private not-for-profit
Total 554 57.2 515
Gender
Male 55.4 56.8 52.6
Female 55.5 57.5 50.6

Race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 54.8 56.6 51.3
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 57.8 57.8 55.6
Hispanic or Latino 60.2 63.6 53.1
Asian 54.5 56.6 47.8
American Indian/Alaska Native ¥ ¥ ¥
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander ¥ ¥ ¥
Other raceé 54.7 58.1 48.8
More than one race 54.2 51.5 51.8

Parents’ educational attainment

High school or less 61.8 62.7 58.3
Some postsecondary education 55.7 57.6 51.8
Bachelor’s degree 53.6 54.8 50.9
Master’s degree or equivalent 51.4 52.9 48.7
Doctoral/professional degree 49.6 51.2 47.1

Undergraduate major

Business/management 57.9 56.9 58.1
Education 56.9 50.1 52.4
Engineering 56.9 59.6 48.2
Health 58.5 59.8 55.4
Vocational/technical 58.9 56.8 65.2
Other technical/professional 53.0 53.7 51.0
Social/behavioral sciences 53.2 56.6 47.8
Humanities 54.8 58.2 49.8
Life sciences 54.0 56.4 49.4
Physical sciences 53.2 56.8 47.1
Mathematics 50.2 52.2 46.9
Computer/information science 53.7 55.4 47.9

Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

Less than 12 months 54.3 56.3 50.4
12-23 months 57.2 58.4 51.6
24-59 months 72.5 74.0 70.2
60 months or more 69.6 66.8 71.9

See notes at end of table.
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Table 13. Among 1999-2000 first-time bahelor’s degree recipients with less than 6 months of stopout
between institutions, average number of months between postsecondary entry and degree
completion, by degree-grantingnstitution type and student demographic, academic, and
enrollment characteristics—Continued

Degree-granting institution type
Student characteristics Total" Public  Private not-for-profit

Cumulative undergraduate GPA

Less than 2.50 61.2 63.6 54.1
2.50-2.99 57.1 59.0 51.8
3.00-3.49 54.2 56.1 50.0
3.50 or higher 53.8 53.8 52.7
Combined SAT scorés
No exam taken or no score reported 82.2 83.7 78.9
Below 1000 55.1 56.8 50.0
1000-1200 50.0 51.5 47.1
Above 1200 48.6 50.5 46.4
First institution type
Public 2-year 71.1 68.7 74.5
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 56.6 56.0 71.6
Public doctorate-granting 53.8 53.6 61.5
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 50.4 68.6 48.5
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 48.8 62.7 47.6
Private for-profit 60.3 ¥ t
Other I I t
Degree-granting institution type
Public
Nondoctorate-granting 59.0 59.0 ¥
Doctorate-granting 56.5 56.5 ¥
Private not-for-profit
Nondoctorate-granting 52.8 ¥ 52.8
Doctorate-granting 49.9 ¥ 49.9
Private for-profit 77.2 ¥ t
Number of institutions attended
One 50.7 52.9 47.0
Two 58.9 59.5 56.7
Three 63.4 64.0 59.5
Four or more 80.7 83.3 70.7

fReporting standards not met.
Yncluded in the total but not shown separately are graduates of private for-profit institutions.

“Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.
3Derived from institution- or student-reported SAT or ACT scores, where available. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtddeytudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).
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institutions bachelor’s degree recipients had attended was associated with time to degree
completion. Graduates whtad attended more institutions tdokger to complete a bachelor’s

degree. For example, graduates who had attended only one institution completed the degree in an
average of 4 years and 3 months (51 months), while those who had attended two institutions took
about 8 months longeon average (59 months).
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Summary and Conclusions

The majority of bachelor’'s degree re@pts in 1999-2000 completed the degree at public
institutions. A larger proportion of degree recipgehad completed the bachelor’'s degree at public
doctorate-granting institutions than at public nondi@ate-granting institutions, but the reverse was
true among graduates of prieatot-for-profit institutions: a lagg proportion had completed the
bachelor's degree at pate not-for-profit nondoctorate-grantingtitgtions than at private doctorate-
granting institutions. The types of institutions tigegduated from were rédal to the amount of time
it took them to complete the giee: graduates of public instians took longer from postsecondary
entry to degree completion, on average, thadggtes of private not-for-profit institutions.

Many students had takeiifferent routes to complete th@chelor's degree. A minority (41
percent) of first-time bachelor's degneipients in 1999-2000 had enrolled in only one
undergraduate institution, includirrgpproximately halbf students who had begun at public 4-
year institutions (52-53 percent). About one-fiffithe first-time bachek’s degree recipients
had obtained a certificate or an associate’s degree prior to completing the bachelor’s degree. This
event was more common amongdyates who had begun at pulitigear, private for-profit, or
“other” institutions than among those whayka at public or private not-for-profit 4-year
institutions. Many students took at leashdnths off from postsecondary enrollment. Even
among those who had not interrupted their enroliment for more than 6 months, attendance at
multiple undergraduate institutiomgas associated with arlger time between postsecondary
entry and degree completion.

A number of other factonsere related to the avage amount of time between
postsecondary entry and degree completion. Aspgireducation increased, students’ average
time to complete the degree decreased. Asments who delayed mtiment in postsecondary
education after high school completion took loridp@an other students to complete a bachelor’'s
degree once enrolled. In addition, the higherdbmulative GPA, the shorter was the time to
degree completion overall and for graduates of public institutions. However, this relationship was
not detected for graduates of private not-for-profit institutions.

Finally, 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipmenok more time between high school
completion and postsecondary entry than 199288uates. However, compared with 1992-93
bachelor’'s degree completers, the later cohostmvare likely to complete the degree within 4
years or less after entering college.
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Section I: Demographic and Family Characteristics

Demographic Characteristics

The majority (57 percent) of 1999-2000 belcin's degree recipients were female
(table I.1).

Among graduates of boftublic and private not-for-profit institutions in 1999-2000,
graduates of doctorate-granting institutions were more likely to be male than were
graduates of nondoctdeagranting institutions (table 1.1).

The gender of employed 1999-2000 collegelgates differed byccupation (table
1.1). Engineers/architects, computer stiign, and mechanic#d laborers were more
likely to be male than female, while@cators, medical professionals, human and
protective services professials, administrative and clerical workers, and service
workers were more likely to be female than male.

Of 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree recipient®se parents did not complete high
school, 36 percent were Whitegn-Hispanic and 35 percent igeHispanic (table 1.2).
Bachelor’s degree recipientose parents did not colafe high school were less
likely than others to be White, non-Hegc and more likely to be Hispanic.

Twenty-one percent of 1999-2000 collegedgietes who had begun at private for-
profit institutions were Black or AfricaAmerican (table 1.2). Among those who
began at public 4-year institutions, 9-10qgemt were Black, and among those who
began at public 2-year institutions, 6 percent were Black.

In addition, 21 percent of college gratesmin 1999-2000 who first enrolled at private
for-profit institutions were Hispanic (t&bl.2). Among students who began at public
or private not-for-profit 4-year institutiong—9 percent were Higpic. Ten percent of
students who began at public 2-year institutions were Hispanic.

Black/African American, Hispanic/Latinond Asian bachelor’'s degree recipients in
1999-2000 were more likely than their Whitauoterparts to havesident alien or
student visa status (table 1.3). Hispamd #sian graduates wea¢éso more likely than
White, non-Hispanic graduates be fluent in a language other than EngliShaduates
whose parents had not comptétegh school were more likethan others to be fluent
in a non-English language.

Students who completed the bachelor'grde at postsecondary institutions in the
Northeast and in the West in 1999-2000 wereentigely than those in the Midwest to
be resident aliensr have studentisas (table 1.3).

43



Table Compendium—Section |: Demayginic and Family Characteristics

Those 1999-2000 college graduates who weee2@gr younger were generally more
likely than older graduates t@ave parents with advancddgrees and were less likely
to have parents who had ndlege education (table 1.4).

Fifty-six percent of 1999-2000 bachelor'gydee recipients had begun postsecondary
education by age 18 or earlier (table 1Aj).additional 27 percent had done so at age
19-20. Female bachelor’'s degree recipienteweore likely than male recipients to
have entered postsecondaducation at age 18 or younger (58 vs. 52 percent).
However, men were more 8ky to have entered posteaciary education at age 19 or
20 (31 vs. 24 percent).

Bachelor's degree recipients who graduated from institutions in the Northeast were
more likely than recipients from the Migst, South, or West to have entered
postsecondary education by age 18 (table I.5).

Fifty-two percent of White, non-Hispani@abhelor's degree recgts had received a
bachelor’s degree by age 22 (table 1.6), a rate higher than that for Black/African
American graduates (36 qpent) and Hispanic/Latd graduates (38 percent).

Those bachelor’'s degree recipients whoenamployed as medical professionals in
2001 were less likely than recipients workingnost of the other occupations to have
earned a bachelor's degree by age 22 or yauigble 1.6). For example, 38 percent of
medical professionals hadceived a bachelor’s degree by age 22 or younger,
compared with 48 percent of thosebmsiness and managent, 49 percent of
educators, and 52 percent of engineers and architects.

Family Formation

In 2001, about two-third66 percent) of 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipients had
never been married, and 30 ant were married (tabler). Male bachelor’'s degree
recipients were more likely to be single than female recipients.

Asian bachelor’s degree recipients were mibey than most of their peers from other
racial/ethnic groups to bergjle and never married in 20Qthble 1.7). Eighty percent

of Asian graduates we single, never married, compamgih 64 percent of Whites, 67
percent of Blacks/African Americarsnd 64 percent of Hispanics/Latinos.

Bachelor’s degree recipients whose pareats attained a bachelor’s degree or higher
were much less likely to be married (tahl8 lor have children (table 1.8) in 2001 than
recipients whose parentschaot completed high school.

Eighty-two percent of 1999-2000 collegaduates did not ke children in 2001.
Nine percent had one child, 6 percend hao children, and 3 percent had three or
more children (table 1.8). Male 1999-200échelor’'s degree rquents were more
likely than female recipida to be childless in 2001.
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Table Compendium—Section I: Demayginic and Family Characteristics

Current Residence

* In 2001, about one-quarte24 percent) of 1999-2000 collegeaduates owned their
home, and 58 percent paid rent (table. |49) additional 16 peent reported that they
were living with their parents.

» Bachelor's degree recipienthose parents had less trahigh school education were
more likely to own a home in 2001 than belcir’'s degree recipnts whose parents
had a high school degree or more educdtaipie 1.9). In fact, bachelor’s degree
recipients whose parents attained sqostsecondary education, a bachelor’'s degree,
or a master’'s degree were more likely tlaomse whose parents had less than a high
school education to live at home with their parents.

» Bachelor’'s degree recipientgho worked in engineering or architecture in 2001 were
less likely than average to live at home with their parents (table 1.9). In fact, those who
worked in these fields were less likely to live at home with their parents than
educators, business amdnagement employees, editors/writers/performers,
administrative/clerical/legal workers, and service workers.

» Bachelor’'s degree recipients in 1999-200tbvinad completed the bachelor’'s degree
by age 22 or younger were more likely thhair older counterparts to live in the
Northeast in 2001 (table 1.10).

* Most graduates (69 percent) residethie same state where they had received a
bachelor’s degree (tablelD). Bachelor’'s degree recipients who had completed the
degree in 1999-2000 at the age of 22 or younger were less likely than average to live in
the state where they had received thegrde. On the other hand, bachelor’s degree
recipients who had completed their degrethatage of 25 or older were more likely
than average to live in the same state as their degree-granting institution.

* In 2001, graduates of publicygar nondoctorate-granting titations were more likely
than graduates of other public or private not-for-profit institutions to live in the same
state where they had received their degree, whereas graduates of private not-for-profit
doctorate-granting institions were least likely to do so (table 1.10).

* A majority (57 percent) of 1999-2000 bach&alegree recipients in 2001 lived less
than 50 miles from where they lived wheeytattended high school (table 1.11). On
the other end of the spectrum, 15 perdied 500 miles or more from their residence
during high school.

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipi@m2001, women were more likely than
men to live less than 50 miles from where\thived while in high school, and they
were less likely to live 50files or more away from that location (table 1.11).

* Those 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipiemts had no children in 2001 were less
likely than those who had one or two children to live less than 50 miles from where
they lived when they attended high school (table 1.11).
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Table Compendium—Section |: Demayginic and Family Characteristics

Military Experience

While most 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreeipients (94 percent) had no military
experience, male graduates were more likedy tfemale graduates be veterans or in
active military duty (table 1.12).

Graduates who were older when they reat@dachelor’'s degree were more likely to
have had military service than those whoeived a degree when they were younger
(table 1.12). For examplehdse who received their degreeage 30 or older were more
likely to be veterans in 2001 than thoseoweceived their degree at age 24 or younger.
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Table I.1. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to gender, by
selected student and institution characteristics

Gender
Student and institution characteristics Male Female
Total 42.6 57.4
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 43.6 56.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 34.5 65.5
Hispanic or Latino 39.0 61.0
Asian 45.7 54.3
American Indian/Alaska Native 41.2 58.8
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 47.6 52.4
Other race 47.2 52.8
More than one race 41.9 58.1
Disability status
Does not have a disability 43.1 56.9
Has a disability 36.7 63.3
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 34.6 65.4
High school or equivalency 40.6 59.4
Some postsecondary education 38.9 61.1
Bachelor's degree 44.2 55.8
Master’s degree or equivaten 46.8 53.3
Doctoral/professional degree 48.1 51.9
Age at bachelor’s completion
22 or younger 39.7 60.3
23-24 51.7 48.3
25-29 45.7 54.3
30-39 41.5 58.5
40 or older 33.2 66.8
Current marital status
Single, never married 45.2 54.8
Married 39.8 60.2
Separated 31.6 68.4
Divorced 24.9 75.1
Widowed ¥ T
Current number of children
None 43.8 56.2
One 38.7 61.3
Two 40.4 59.6
Three or more 32.6 67.4
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 40.1 59.9
50-199 miles 43.2 56.8
200-499 miles 45.1 54.9
500 miles or more 48.1 51.9

See notes at end of table.
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Table I.1. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to gender, by

selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Gender
Student and institution characteristics Male Female
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 40.1 59.9
50-199 miles 43.4 56.7
200-499 miles 48.2 51.8
500 miles or more 45.3 54.7
First institution type
Public 2-year 43.3 56.7
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 37.2 62.8
Public doctorate-granting 441 55.9
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 42.5 57.5
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 44.7 55.3
Private for-prof 32.8 67.2
Other 38.6 61.4
Degree-granting institution type
Public 42.9 57.2
Nondoctorate-granting 38.8 61.2
Doctorate-granting 44.5 55.5
Private not-for-profit 42.2 57.8
Nondoctorate-granting 40.0 60.0
Doctorate-granting 45.2 54.8
Private for-profi 431 57.0
Degree-granting institution region
Northeas 42.5 57.5
Midweg 43.0 57.0
South 42.3 57.7
Weg 42.6 57.4
Outlying areas 46.0 54.0
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 26.4 73.6
Business and managenen 46.0 54.0
Engineering/architecture 82.0 18.0
Computer science 69.4 30.6
Medical professionals 18.4 81.6
Editors/writers/performers 40.9 59.1
Human/protective service professionals 38.3 61.7
Research, scientists, technical 57.8 42.2
Administrative/clerical/legal 294 70.6
Mechanics, laborers 78.3 21.8
Service industries 40.7 59.3
Other 69.0 31.0

tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hihelor’s degree recipients according to racethnicity, by selected student and instittibn

characteristics
Race/ethnicity
Black/
African American Native
White, American, Indian/ Hawaiian/ More
non- non-  Hispanic Alaska Pacific Other than
Student and institution characteristics Hispanic  Hispanic  or Latino Asian Native Islander racé  one race
Total 73.7 8.0 8.6 5.8 0.6 0.7 1.4 1.4
Gender
Male 75.3 6.5 7.8 6.2 0.6 0.7 15 1.4
Female 72.5 9.1 9.1 55 0.6 0.6 1.3 14
Disability status
Does not have a disability 74.2 8.1 8.2 5.6 0.5 0.6 15 1.3
Has a disability 76.5 6.1 7.2 1.9 1.8 0.4 25 3.7
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 35.5 17.9 34.8 7.1 0.6 0.4 1.6 2.1
High school or equivalency 69.4 10.6 11.2 5.3 0.8 0.6 1.1 0.8
Some postsecondary education 76.5 9.3 7.6 2.9 0.2 0.4 1.3 1.8
Bachelor's degree 76.9 6.5 5.4 6.8 0.5 0.9 1.6 1.3
Master’'s degree or equivalent 81.0 5.0 4.0 5.1 1.1 0.2 1.9 1.8
Doctoral/professional degree 79.4 2.3 5.4 8.6 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.9
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 78.0 5.9 6.7 5.8 0.2 0.4 14 1.6
23-24 70.7 9.2 9.8 6.4 0.9 0.7 1.1 1.3
25-29 65.3 7.5 13.6 8.5 0.8 1.3 2.0 1.1
30-39 71.2 11.9 7.9 3.6 11 1.2 1.7 1.3
40 or older 72.2 14.4 9.3 1.4 0.9 0.2 0.6 1.1

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hihelor’s degree recipients according to racethnicity, by selected student and instittibn

characteristics—Continued

Race/ethnicity
Black/
African American Native
White, American, Indian/ Hawaiian/ More
non- non-  Hispanic Alaska Pacific Other than

Student and institution characteristics Hispanic  Hispanic  or Latino Asian Native Islander racé  one race
Current marital status

Single, never married 72.0 8.2 84 7.1 0.4 0.8 1.6 1.6

Married 7.7 6.6 8.8 3.8 1.0 0.3 0.8 1.0

Separated 67.2 12.8 16.6 # # 1.9 1.2 0.3

Divorced 73.8 14.1 7.1 0.8 1.0 0.9 0.4 2.0

Widowed s s ¥ s s ¥ ¥ ¥
Current number of children

None 75.6 6.3 7.7 6.5 0.5 0.6 14 14

One 66.7 17.1 9.4 2.4 0.7 1.0 1.1 1.7

Two 70.7 14.2 11.0 1.3 1.6 0.3 0.6 0.3

Three or more 67.8 14.4 8.0 3.9 1.2 1.3 0.8 2.8
Distance from high school to current residence

Less than 50 miles 73.8 8.3 8.9 5.1 0.7 0.7 1.1 15

50-199 miles 83.1 6.0 4.7 3.3 0.3 0.5 1.2 1.0

200-499 miles 77.4 9.3 7.3 3.5 0.8 0.3 0.5 0.9

500 miles or more 80.5 5.7 6.5 4.0 0.3 0.7 1.0 1.4
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence

Less than 50 miles 69.8 8.6 10.6 6.6 0.5 0.8 1.6 1.7

50-199 miles 81.1 6.2 5.0 4.4 1.0 0.5 0.9 1.0

200-499 miles 75.4 8.7 7.5 5.0 0.7 0.3 0.8 1.7
500 miles or more 76.4 7.9 7.6 5.2 0.5 0.6 1.1 0.8

See notes at end of table.

50



Table 1.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hihelor’s degree recipients according to racethnicity, by selected student and instittibn

characteristics—Continued

Race/ethnicity

Black/
African American Native
White, American, Indian/ Hawaiian/ More
non- non-  Hispanic Alaska Pacific Other than
Student and institution characteristics Hispanic  Hispanic  or Latino Asian Native Islander racé  one race
First institution type
Public 2-year 72.8 6.4 10.2 5.7 1.0 1.1 1.3 1.5
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 73.5 9.9 9.1 3.6 0.5 0.3 0.9 2.2
Public doctorate-granting 74.6 8.5 7.2 6.5 0.5 0.6 1.1 1.0
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 82.4 5.6 7.3 1.9 0.3 0.6 0.7 1.3
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 70.0 8.1 9.0 8.2 0.6 0.6 2.0 1.6
Private for-profit 51.7 21.3 20.8 4.6 0.7 # # 1.0
Other 90.5 4.9 0.7 2.9 # 0.9 # #
Degree-granting institution type
Public 73.1 8.3 8.2 6.3 0.6 0.7 15 1.3
Nondoctorate-granting 72.4 9.5 8.6 4.4 0.8 0.9 1.7 1.8
Doctorate-granting 73.4 7.7 8.0 7.2 0.6 0.7 14 1.1
Private not-for-profit 75.8 7.0 8.8 4.6 0.5 0.6 1.2 1.6
Nondoctorate-granting 80.4 6.8 8.1 2.0 0.6 0.5 0.6 1.0
Doctorate-granting 69.2 7.2 9.8 8.2 0.4 0.7 2.0 2.6
Private for-profit 54.3 17.5 19.8 7.4 # # 04 0.7
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 72.9 8.7 6.8 7.4 0.2 0.4 1.9 1.8
Midwest 85.7 5.8 2.9 3.5 0.6 0.2 0.8 0.6
South 73.1 12.1 8.6 3.1 0.7 0.3 0.9 1.3
West 64.6 3.2 12.4 12.1 0.9 2.4 2.4 2.1
Outlying areas 0.2 # 96.6 # # # 3.2

See notes at end of table.

51



Table 1.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hihelor’s degree recipients according to racethnicity, by selected student and instittibn

characteristics—Continued
Race/ethnicity
Black/
African American Native
White, American, Indian/ Hawaiian/ More
non- non-  Hispanic Alaska Pacific Other than
Student and institution characteristics Hispanic  Hispanic  or Latino Asian Native Islander racé  one race
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 76.5 8.1 11.2 1.4 0.6 0.4 0.7 1.1
Business and management 75.2 8.0 7.0 5.1 0.5 0.9 1.3 2.0
Engineering/architecture 74.0 54 6.3 10.5 0.9 0.2 1.3 15
Computer science 67.5 7.9 7.5 14.3 0.4 0.6 0.9 0.9
Medical professionals 76.3 9.7 5.4 4.4 0.7 0.9 1.0 1.6
Editors/writers/performers 75.2 3.3 121 5.4 # 0.3 1.3 2.3
Human/protective service professionals 69.1 15.1 9.0 3.3 0.4 0.9 1.0 1.2
Research, scientists, technical 73.8 5.7 9.5 7.7 0.4 0.9 0.9 1.1
Administrative/clerical/legal 73.8 9.9 7.0 4.2 0.9 0.4 2.3 15
Mechanics, laborers 80.8 5.6 7.1 3.8 0.8 0.4 1.4 0.1
Service industries 79.1 5.4 7.7 3.7 0.5 0.9 1.3 1.4
Other 74.4 14.9 1.3 7.5 # 0.7 # 1.2

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tiaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyd Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.3.  Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to citizenship
status,and percentage fluent in a no-English language, by seleed student and institution

characteristics

Citizenship status Speaks
Resident alien/ non-English
Student and institution characteristics U.S. citizen student visa language
Total 96.3 3.7 21.8
Gender
Male 96.0 4.0 21.3
Female 96.6 3.4 22.2
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 98.8 1.9 12.7
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 94.7 58 16.6
Hispanic or Latino 93.9 6.2 69.5
Asian 77.3 22.7 68.3
American Indian/Alaska Native 95.3 4.y 24.0
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 90.9 In 27.2
Other racé 76.2 23.8 62.5
More than one race 92.3 7.1 26.3
Disability status
Does not have a disability 96.2 38 21.2
Has a disability 98.0 2.0 20.0
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 94.9 54 51.8
High school or equivalency 96.8 3.p 18.1
Some postsecondary education 98.0 .0 17.2
Bachelor's degree 96.2 3.8 20.4
Master’'s degree or equivalent 96.2 38 19.6
Doctoral/professional degree 96.6 3l4 27.4
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 97.0 3.4 19.8
23-24 95.8 4.2 23.9
25-29 93.8 6.2 29.7
30-39 96.3 3.7 19.3
40 or older 97.9 2.1 17.1
Current marital status
Single, never married 96.0 4.0 22.6
Married 96.9 3.1 20.3
Separated 100.0 0.4 28.9
Divorced 97.7 2.3 16.8
Widowed ¥ T ¥

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.3.  Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to citizenship
status,and percentage fluent in a no-English language, by seleed student and institution
characteristics—Continued

Citizenship status Speaks
Resident alien/ non-English
Student and institution characteristics U.S. citizen student visa language
Current number of children
None 96.1 3.9 22.2
One 98.0 2.0 18.4
Two 97.4 2.6 19.3
Three or more 95.7 4.3 24.2
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 98.4 1.6 19.4
50-199 miles 99.6 0.4 14.8
200-499 miles 99.5 0.5 17.3
500 miles or more 99.3 0.7 21.6
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 95.7 4.8 24.1
50-199 miles 97.9 2.1 155
200-499 miles 96.7 3.4 19.9
500 miles or more 96.9 3.] 23.2
First institution type
Public 2-year 96.6 3.4 19.8
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 98.8 1.2 18.4
Public doctorate-granting 97.6 2.4 20.2
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 96.6 B.4 16.2
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 96.7 3(3 30.5
Private for-profit 91.8 8.3 27.2
Other 97.4 2.6 20.7
Degree-granting institution type
Public 96.6 3.4 21.2
Nondoctorate-granting 97.9 2.1 19.9
Doctorate-granting 96.0 4. 21.8
Private not-for-profit 96.2 3.8 225
Nondoctorate-granting 97.2 2.8 15.2
Doctorate-granting 94.8 5.2 32.6
Private for-profit 88.7 11.3 31.2
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 94.9 5.1 25.8
Midwest 97.7 2.3 13.3
South 97.1 2.9 17.9
West 94.9 5.1 32.8
Outlying areas 96.2 3.9 81.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.3.  Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to citizenship
status,and percentage fluent in a no-English language, by seleed student and institution
characteristics—Continued

Citizenship status Speaks
Resident alien/ non-English
Student and institution characteristics U.S. citizen student visa language
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 97.4 4.6 229
Business and management 96.1 3.9 20.5
Engineering/architecture 94.0 6.p 28.8
Computer science 93.6 6.4 24.4
Medical professionals 97.3 2.7 16.8
Editors/writers/performers 95.6 4.4 23.2
Human/protective service professionals 97.8 p .2 18.0
Research, scientists, technical 94.9 51 24.6
Administrative/clerical/legal 98.6 1.4 22.7
Mechanics, laborers 98.4 1.6 155
Service industries 98.1 1.9 17.6
Other 99.0 1.0 17.1

tReporting standards not met.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.4. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to parents’
educational attainment, by selected student and institution characteristics

Student and institution characteristics

Parents’ educational attainment

Less High Some Master's Doctoral/
than school postsec- Bach-  degree profes-
high orequi- ondary elor's  or equi- sional
school valent education degree valent  degree

Total

Gender
Male
Female

Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic
Black/African American, non-Hispanic
Hispanic or Latino
Asian
American Indian/Alaska Native
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
Other rack
More than one race

Disability status
Does not have a disability
Has a disability

Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younger
23-24
25-29
30-39
40 or older

Current marital status
Single, never married
Married
Separated
Divorced
Widowed

Current number of children
None
One
Two
Three or more

4.3 24.1 19.8 24.5 16.4 10.9

3.5 22.9 18.0 25.4 17.9 12.2

4.9 25.0 21.2 23.9 15.2 9.8
2.1 22.6 20.4 254 17.9 11.6
9.9 32.6 23.5 20.4 10.4 3.2

18.2 32.7 18.1 16.0 7.8 7.1

5.5 23.0 10.2 29.8 14.9 16.7
4.3 31.3 7.0 20.4 27.3 9.7
2.9 26.8 141 38.9 6.1 11.2

4.8 18.4 18.4 27.3 22.0 9.1

6.3 13.4 24.1 22.6 19.7 13.9

4.2 22.4 20.3 25.6 18.4 9.0
5.6 25.3 20.1 22.4 17.6 9.1
1.4 15.8 194 27.9 20.1 154
3.5 26.9 20.4 24.9 16.7 7.6
6.2 30.6 20.6 23.5 12.5 6.7
8.4 39.2 22.6 17.0 8.9 3.9

19.0 45.7 16.6 10.7 4.8 3.2

3.0 19.8 18.7 26.6 18.4 13.6

6.1 31.5 22.0 21.3 13.4 5.7

16.0 41.6 19.6 19.7 1.0 2.0

9.5 38.0 23.6 16.7 7.1 5.2
t t t t 1 1

3.2 20.7 19.1 26.5 18.2 12.3

9.5 35.1 25.7 17.2 8.4 4.1
9.3 40.7 22.6 14.3 9.2 3.9
9.8 36.5 20.3 18.5 11.9 3.0

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.4. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to parents’
educational attainment, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Parents’ educational attainment

Less High Some Master's Doctoral/
than school postsec- Bach-  degree profes-
high orequi- ondary elor's  or equi- sional
Student and institution characteristics school valent education  degree valent  degree
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 4.5 26.5 21.8 23.7 15.2 8.3
50-199 miles 3.1 21.4 21.1 25.7 18.6 10.0
200-499 miles 3.7 16.1 19.3 26.9 17.1 17.0
500 miles or more 3.1 16.6 17.6 24.9 19.8 18.0
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 5.9 28.6 21.2 23.1 13.2 8.2
50-199 miles 2.7 21.9 20.9 25.1 19.0 104
200-499 miles 2.8 15.2 17.1 28.7 20.4 15.9
500 miles or more 2.4 17.1 16.0 25.6 21.4 17.4
First institution type
Public 2-year 6.4 334 23.2 21.2 12.3 3.6
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 6.3 27.7 23.4 23.7 13.9 5.1
Public doctorate-granting 3.2 20.1 18.8 26.8 18.2 12.9
Private not-for-profit 4-year
nondoctorate-granting 2.1 23.8 19.1 23.5 18.5 13.1
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 1.7 14.1 15.7 27.3 20.0 214
Private for-profit 16.4 45.6 17.5 11.5 6.7 2.3
Other 4.6 36.4 20.9 14.4 13.4 104
Degree-granting institution type
Public 4.7 24.9 19.9 25.1 16.5 9.0
Nondoctorate-granting 6.4 28.8 23.0 23.8 13.6 4.5
Doctorate-granting 4.0 23.2 18.7 25.6 17.7 10.9
Private not-for-profit 3.3 22.3 19.5 235 16.6 14.7
Nondoctorate-granting 3.5 27.1 21.3 22.4 15.0 10.8
Doctorate-granting 3.1 15.8 17.0 25.2 19.0 20.0
Private for-profit 11.6 32.2 22.7 23.9 5.3 4.3
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 2.8 23.2 18.9 24.6 16.0 14.5
Midwest 2.8 26.3 21.0 24.7 16.2 9.1
South 5.7 24.6 20.4 24.1 16.9 8.4
West 5.9 20.0 19.2 25.0 17.1 12.9
Outlying areas 10.9 51.7 8.8 23.2 1.2 4.2

See notes at end of table.

57



Table 1.4. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to parents’
educational attainment, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Student and institution characteristics

Parents’ educational attainment

Less High Some Master's Doctoral/
than school postsec- Bach-  degree profes-
high orequi- ondary elor's  or equi- sional

school valent education degree valent  degree

Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors)
Business and management
Engineering/architecture
Computer science
Medical professionals
Editors/writers/performers
Human/protective service professionals
Research, scientists, technical
Administrative/clerical/legal
Mechanics, laborers
Service industries
Other

5.0 24.6 23.5 23.0 16.5 7.5

4.4 25.8 19.5 24.8 16.1 9.5
2.7 26.0 17.3 28.1 13.8 12.1
4.8 22.0 16.5 25.2 21.0 10.5

5.3 29.1 21.4 23.4 13.6 7.2
0.3 20.6 20.1 24.1 18.6 16.4
7.4 30.8 22.4 19.8 11.9 7.7

29 17.3 22.8 25.9 154 15.8
3.8 21.9 17.2 24.4 20.2 12.6
3.6 27.2 23.0 28.3 10.7 7.3
3.0 20.1 21.5 29.5 14.6 11.4

9.0 23.8 18.3 18.9 17.7 12.4

tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

58



Table 1.5. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to age at
postsecondary entry, by selected student and institution characteristics

Age at postsecondary entry

18 or 25
Student and institution characteristics younger 19-20 21-24 or older
Total 55.8 27.2 9.4 7.7
Gender
Male 52.2 31.1 10.4 6.4
Female 58.5 24.3 8.6 8.7
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 56.4 27.7 8.8 7.2
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 53.1 25.3 9.6 12.0
Hispanic or Latino 52.9 25.8 11.9 9.4
Asian 51.3 29.8 13.9 5.0
American Indian/Alaska Native 51.2 274 13.0 85
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 63.7 16.1 9.4 10.9
Other racé 62.5 24.3 5.3 8.0
More than one race 66.6 20.6 7.6 5.2
Disability status
Does not have a disability 59.9 27.9 6.2 6.1
Has a disability 52.2 26.8 7.7 13.3
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 354 27.1 14.3 23.3
High school or equivalency 47.9 26.1 13.7 12.3
Some postsecondary education 60.9 28.4 6.4 4.3
Bachelor's degree 63.5 30.1 4.1 2.4
Master’s degree or equivalent 66.6 27.4 3.9 2.1
Doctoral/professional degree 67.2 26.2 5.6 1.0
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 76.5 204 31 #
23-24 40.2 45.7 14.0 #
25-29 35.8 31.3 22.0 10.9
30-39 31.2 23.9 13.7 31.3
40 or older 28.7 18.5 9.0 43.9
Current marital status
Single, never married 61.8 27.7 8.2 2.3
Married 46.6 26.8 11.5 15.1
Separated 29.0 22.6 13.6 34.8
Divorced 34.6 21.9 111 325
Widowed i T T T

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.5. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to age at
postsecondary entry, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Age at postsecondary entry

18 or 25
Student and institution characteristics younger 19-20 21-24 or older
Current number of children
None 59.7 27.7 8.5 4.2
One 43.2 29.0 135 14.3
Two 35.8 28.8 10.1 25.3
Three or more 31.3 21.6 13.3 33.8
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 58.4 26.4 8.7 6.5
50-199 miles 59.8 28.7 7.2 4.3
200-499 miles 59.3 29.5 7.1 4.2
500 miles or more 56.5 27.6 9.2 6.7
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 53.4 26.2 10.3 10.1
50-199 miles 61.1 28.0 7.3 3.6
200-499 miles 57.3 295 9.0 4.3
500 miles or more 55.1 28.1 9.0 7.8
First institution type
Public 2-year 40.8 28.7 15.8 14.8
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 56.9 26.7 8.3 8.2
Public doctorate-granting 61.0 27.4 7.7 3.9
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 59.8 26.2 6.0 8.0
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 64.8 24.3 6.5 4.3
Private for-profit 36.5 31.7 14.9 17.0
Other 49.4 27.7 14.9 8.0
Degree-granting institution type
Public 55.4 27.6 10.4 6.7
Nondoctorate-granting 52.7 27.5 10.7 9.2
Doctorate-granting 56.6 27.6 10.2 5.6
Private not-for-profit 57.7 26.2 7.3 8.8
Nondoctorate-granting 54.7 27.4 6.8 11.2
Doctorate-granting 62.0 24.5 8.0 5.5
Private for-profit 30.7 33.0 10.2 26.1
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 63.9 221 7.8 6.2
Midwest 54.6 30.2 7.2 8.0
South 514 29.7 10.8 8.1
West 53.5 26.7 11.8 8.0
Outlying areas 64.4 10.5 12.9 12.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.5. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to age at
postsecondary entry, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Age at postsecondary entry

18 or 25
Student and institution characteristics younger 19-20 21-24 or older
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 56.4 26.0 10.5 7.2
Business and management 54.9 28.5 10.3 6.3
Engineering/architecture 63.9 25.0 6.0 5.1
Computer science 53.6 29.8 11.6 4.9
Medical professionals 52.5 24.8 9.4 13.3
Editors/writers/performers 55.0 27.7 11.9 5.4
Human/protective service professionals 58.2 27.4 5.3 9.1
Research, scientists, technical 57.7 27.4 8.2 6.7
Administrative/clerical/legal 59.6 28.5 5.5 6.4
Mechanics, laborers 45.9 34.4 8.6 111
Service industries 57.9 28.0 7.9 6.3
Other 45.9 29.7 104 14.0

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.6. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to age when
received bachelor's degree, by selecteiudent and institution characteristics

Age when received bachelor’s degree

22 or 40
Student and institution characteristics younger 23-24 25-29 30-39 orolder
Total 49.2 20.2 14.0 9.2 7.5
Gender
Male 45.8 24.5 15.0 8.9 5.8
Female 51.7 17.0 13.3 9.4 8.7
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 52.1 194 124 8.9 7.3
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 36.4 23.3 13.1 13.8 13.5
Hispanic or Latino 38.2 23.1 22.2 84 8.1
Asian 49.5 22.3 20.6 5.8 1.8
American Indian/Alaska Native 194 31.6 19.1 18.0 11.9
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 32.6 20.5 27.6 171 2.2
Other racé 49.7 15.5 20.1 11.4 3.3
More than one race 56.8 18.1 111 8.4 5.6
Disability status
Does not have a disability 49.8 20.1 13.5 9.4 7.2
Has a disability 35.8 14.4 14.4 14.9 20.5
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 17.0 15.3 18.5 17.3 31.9
High school or equivalency 34.0 21.3 16.5 14.5 13.8
Some postsecondary education 50.6 19.7 135 10.2 6.1
Bachelor's degree 58.8 19.5 12.4 6.2 3.2
Master’s degree or equivalent 63.6 195 9.9 4.9 2.1
Doctoral/professional degree 73.2 135 8.0 3.2 2.2
Current marital status
Single, never married 62.8 21.9 10.8 3.3 1.2
Married 27.1 18.3 19.8 18.2 16.5
Separated 2.8 15.5 25.0 26.1 30.5
Divorced 25 7.4 20.9 34.0 35.2
Widowed i ¥ ¥ ¥ T
Current number of children
None 57.6 21.8 12.4 4.4 3.9
One 18.7 22.7 25.2 17.1 16.4
Two 4.3 6.4 19.2 42.2 27.9
Three or more 3.3 3.8 19.7 38.7 34.7

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.6. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to age when
received bachelor's degree, by selected studeantd institution characteristics—Continued

Age when received bachelor’s degree

22 or 40
Student and institution characteristics younger 23-24 25-29 30-39 orolder
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 49.0 21.2 14.2 8.9 6.7
50-199 miles 58.9 20.0 10.1 6.8 4.2
200-499 miles 55.8 23.7 10.1 5.0 54
500 miles or more 52.5 17.9 14.9 8.4 6.4
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 40.9 20.0 16.4 12.2 10.5
50-199 miles 61.5 194 9.6 5.2 4.3
200-499 miles 57.6 22.5 125 3.9 3.5
500 miles or more 53.6 20.0 13.7 7.8 4.9
First institution type
Public 2-year 19.0 25.0 24.2 17.6 14.3
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 46.1 22.7 14.4 10.3 6.5
Public doctorate-granting 55.4 22.7 12.1 6.0 3.7
Private not-for-profit 4-year
nondoctorate-granting 66.4 135 7.3 6.1 6.7
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 72.6 141 6.4 4.2 2.7
Private for-profit 17.0 7.1 17.6 241 34.3
Other 13.7 17.6 33.3 16.1 19.3
Degree-granting institution type
Public 45.5 24.2 15.5 8.8 6.0
Nondoctorate-granting 37.9 24.3 17.2 11.8 8.9
Doctorate-granting 48.7 241 14.9 7.6 4.8
Private not-for-profit 58.1 12.9 10.7 9.1 9.2
Nondoctorate-granting 52.3 11.4 11.6 12.0 12.7
Doctorate-granting 66.2 15.0 9.6 5.0 4.3
Private for-profit 13.8 8.0 19.8 26.4 32.0
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 63.0 14.7 9.7 7.7 5.0
Midwest 49.9 20.3 12.4 9.0 8.4
South 43.7 22.8 15.4 9.7 8.4
West 39.5 22.3 19.4 10.8 8.1
Outlying areas 38.8 26.3 19.9 8.7 6.3

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.6. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to age when
received bachelor's degree, by selected studeantd institution characteristics—Continued

Age when received bachelor’s degree

22 or 40
Student and institution characteristics younger 23-24 25-29 30-39 orolder
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 48.8 23.3 12.6 8.6 6.7
Business and management 47.9 21.5 13.8 10.1 6.8
Engineering/architecture 52.3 25.4 9.8 7.7 4.8
Computer science 43.6 26.3 14.8 8.2 7.1
Medical professionals 37.7 16.1 17.9 14.1 14.2
Editors/writers/performers 55.6 18.6 13.8 7.3 4.6
Human/protective service professionals 45.3 15.9 18.8 9.7 10.3
Research, scientists, technical 54.1 195 12.8 7.0 6.6
Administrative/clerical/legal 56.2 18.9 10.0 6.7 8.3
Mechanics, laborers 35.6 26.5 17.0 12.1 8.8
Service industries 53.7 18.8 16.4 7.0 4.1
Other 40.1 14.4 14.8 17.6 13.1

$Reporting standards not met.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.7. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hihelor's degree recipients according to marital status,
by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Marital status

Single,
never
Student and institution characteristics married Married Separated Divorced Widowed
Total 65.5 29.7 0.8 3.8 0.2
Gender
Male 69.4 27.8 0.6 2.2 0.1
Female 62.6 31.2 0.9 5.0 0.4
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 64.0 31.3 0.7 3.8 0.2
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 67.3 24.7 1.3 6.7 0.1
Hispanic or Latino 64.0 30.5 1.5 3.1 0.9
Asian 79.9 194 # 0.5 0.2
American Indian/Alaska Native 44.0 49.4 # 6.6 #
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 78.5 14.2 2.3 5.1 #
Other racé 79.6 18.5 0.7 1.2 #
More than one race 73.3 20.6 0.2 5.4 0.5
Disability status
Does not have a disability 64.9 30.7 0.6 3.6 0.2
Has a disability 51.5 34.3 2.2 11.2 0.7
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 44.9 41.7 2.7 8.4 2.3
High school or equivalency 54.0 38.5 1.3 6.0 0.2
Some postsecondary education 62.0 32.6 0.7 4.5 0.2
Bachelor's degree 71.3 25.5 0.6 2.6 #
Master’'s degree or equivalent 74.0 24.1 0.1 1.6 0.2
Doctoral/professional degree 82.6 155 0.1 1.8 #
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 834 16.4 # 0.2 #
23-24 71.0 27.0 0.6 1.4 0.1
25-29 50.7 42.1 14 57 0.2
30-39 23.9 59.7 2.3 14.2 #
40 or older 10.5 65.8 3.2 17.9 2.6
Current number of children
None 76.6 20.4 0.4 2.4 0.2
One 21.3 65.6 2.4 10.2 0.5
Two 8.0 78.5 2.2 11.0 0.2
Three or more 2.7 84.3 2.8 9.3 1.0

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.7. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hihelor's degree recipients according to marital status,
by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Marital status

Single,
never
Student and institution characteristics married Married Separated Divorced Widowed
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 66.2 28.8 0.8 4.0 0.1
50-199 miles 65.7 315 0.4 2.2 0.2
200-499 miles 69.5 26.8 0.7 2.8 0.2
500 miles or more 66.6 29.2 0.6 35 0.1
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 59.7 34.1 1.0 4.8 0.4
50-199 miles 70.8 26.0 0.5 2.7 0.1
200-499 miles 76.3 20.1 0.7 3.0 #
500 miles or more 68.1 28.9 0.5 25 0.1
First institution type
Public 2-year 49.3 40.6 1.6 7.8 0.7
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 62.0 34.6 0.5 2.9 #
Public doctorate-granting 70.9 25.8 0.5 2.8 0.1
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 70.1 26.6 0.3 2.9 0.1
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 82.7 154 0.9 0.9 0.1
Private for-profit 41.0 41.3 25 14.8 0.5
Other 34.7 57.4 1.3 6.6 #
Degree-granting institution type
Public 65.4 30.0 0.8 3.6 0.2
Nondoctorate-granting 58.4 35.2 1.1 5.0 0.2
Doctorate-granting 68.4 27.8 0.7 2.9 0.2
Private not-for-profit 66.9 28.2 0.7 4.0 0.3
Nondoctorate-granting 58.8 34.8 0.8 5.3 0.3
Doctorate-granting 78.2 19.0 0.6 21 0.2
Private for-profit 38.8 49.0 1.6 10.7 #
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 79.7 17.0 0.8 2.4 0.1
Midwest 62.5 33.2 0.4 3.7 0.1
South 58.3 36.0 11 4.3 0.4
West 63.0 31.0 0.8 5.0 0.3
Outlying areas 61.5 32.8 # 5.2 0.5

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.7. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hihelor's degree recipients according to marital status,
by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Marital status

Single,
never
Student and institution characteristics married Married Separated Divorced Widowed
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 57.9 37.0 1.4 3.6 0.1
Business and management 66.6 27.8 0.8 4.4 0.4
Engineering/architecture 66.3 31.6 0.2 1.9 #
Computer science 67.7 28.1 0.7 3.3 0.3
Medical professionals 48.4 43.8 0.9 6.6 0.3
Editors/writers/performers 78.0 19.8 0.5 15 0.3
Human/protective service professionals 59.2 34.4 0.7 5.6 0.1
Research, scientists, technical 69.8 26.8 0.5 2.8 #
Administrative/clerical/legal 70.6 24.7 0.6 3.7 0.3
Mechanics, laborers 66.0 30.4 1.1 2.5 #
Service industries 73.6 22.3 1.0 3.1 #
Other 49.0 44.2 # 6.8 #

#Rounds to zero.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.8. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to number of
children, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Number of children

Three
Student and institution characteristics None One Two or more
Total 81.8 8.7 6.3 3.2
Gender
Male 83.7 7.9 6.0 2.4
Female 80.3 9.4 6.6 3.8
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 83.2 7.8 6.0 29
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 64.3 18.7 11.3 5.8
Hispanic or Latino 78.1 10.2 8.6 3.2
Asian 92.7 3.6 1.5 2.2
American Indian/Alaska Native 65.9 10.5 17.3 6.4
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 78.7 12.4 2.5 6.4
Other race 88.3 7.0 2.8 1.9
More than one race 82.3 10.2 1.4 6.2
Disability status
Does not have a disability 81.5 8.7 6.6 3.1
Has a disability 73.3 12.4 9.4 4.9
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 60.0 19.7 13.5 6.8
High school or equivalency 71.5 13.1 10.8 4.6
Some postsecondary education 78.4 11.5 7.1 3.0
Bachelor’s degree 87.9 6.2 3.7 2.2
Master’s degree or equivalent 89.9 4.5 3.5 2.1
Doctoral/professional degree 93.5 34 2.3 0.8
Age at bachelor’s completion
22 or younger 95.9 3.3 0.6 0.2
23-24 87.7 9.7 2.0 0.6
25-29 715 155 8.6 4.4
30-39 40.1 16.6 29.7 13.7
40 or older 42.3 19.2 23.7 14.9
Current marital status
Single, never married 96.2 2.9 0.8 0.1
Married 55.5 19.1 16.5 9.0
Separated 42.0 27.9 18.5 11.6
Divorced 51.3 23.0 18.0 7.7
Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.8. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to number of
children, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Number of children

Three
Student and institution characteristics None One Two or more
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 80.8 9.8 6.5 3.0
50-199 miles 85.7 7.7 4.5 2.1
200-499 miles 87.1 6.8 4.2 1.9
500 miles or more 84.1 7.1 5.0 3.8
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 76.3 115 8.3 3.9
50-199 miles 86.6 6.9 3.9 2.6
200-499 miles 89.5 5.0 3.7 1.7
500 miles or more 86.9 5.0 5.2 3.0
First institution type
Public 2-year 71.0 13.9 9.6 5.5
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 76.8 11.0 9.3 2.9
Public doctorate-granting 86.3 7.3 4.4 2.0
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 87.8 4.7 4.4 3.1
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 90.7 5.2 2.6 1.5
Private for-profit 55.8 9.6 21.3 13.3
Other 64.1 16.1 9.7 10.1
Degree-granting institution type
Public 82.2 9.0 6.1 2.6
Nondoctorate-granting 75.2 12.2 9.6 3.1
Doctorate-granting 85.2 7.7 4.6 24
Private not-for-profit 82.2 7.6 6.3 3.9
Nondoctorate-granting 77.9 8.5 8.6 5.0
Doctorate-granting 88.0 6.4 3.2 24
Private for-profit 53.5 19.3 14.9 124
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 87.6 5.6 4.5 2.3
Midwest 82.0 8.1 7.3 2.7
South 78.1 10.6 7.3 4.1
West 80.6 10.5 5.4 3.5
Outlying areas 69.8 10.7 16.2 3.3

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.8. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to number of

children, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Number of children

Three
Student and institution characteristics None One Two or more
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 77.3 10.2 9.0 3.5
Business and management 82.2 9.2 5.1 35
Engineering/architecture 86.4 4.9 7.4 1.4
Computer science 81.5 11.3 5.9 1.3
Medical professionals 71.6 11.4 10.9 6.1
Editors/writers/performers 91.0 5.2 3.8 #
Human/protective service professionals 77.1 10.5 8.8 3.7
Research, scientists, technical 87.3 5.3 4.0 3.4
Administrative/clerical/legal 87.2 6.5 3.6 2.7
Mechanics, laborers 81.2 8.5 6.2 4.2
Service industries 87.9 7.4 3.8 0.9
Other 69.9 8.0 12.7 9.4

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.9. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to housing type,
and percentage living with parents, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Housing type Living with
Student and institution characteristics Owns home Pays rent Neither parents
Total 24.3 57.5 18J2 16.2
Gender
Male 21.6 61.7 167 14.7
Female 26.2 54.4 194 17.3
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 25.6 57.7 16.7 14.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 20.4 59.6 20.0 18.6
Hispanic or Latino 24.5 51.9 23.6 21.7
Asian 13.8 58.8 2715 26.3
American Indian/Alaska Native 34.3 57.7 8.0 6.1
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 30.0 39.7 30.3 29.3
Other racé 16.3 61.3 22.4 20.8
More than one race 20.2 66.9 1p.9 11.0
Disability status
Does not have a disability 24.8 56.9 18.4 16.3
Has a disability 32.0 53.6 14.4 12.3
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 45.6 43.2 1.2 9.9
High school or equivalency 33.1 49.7 17.3 15.2
Some postsecondary education 25.5 56.0 18.5 17.0
Bachelor's degree 195 61.8 1B.8 16.4
Master’s degree or equivalent 16.6 63.0 P0.5 18.4
Doctoral/professional degree 12.0 71.3 16.7 13.9
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 10.9 65.2 23.9 21.7
23-24 18.3 62.8 19|0 17.7
25-29 31.6 55.7 127 10.2
30-39 58.4 34.6 710 4.3
40 or older 74.6 22.8 2|6 15
Current marital status
Single, never married 7.4 67.5 2b.2 235
Married 59.3 36.9 38 1.6
Separated 35.6 50.5 14.0 8.7
Divorced 35.8 52.1 121 7.8
Widowed ¥ ¥ I t

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.9. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’'s degree recipients according to housing type,
and percentage living with parerts, by selected student andhstitution characteristics:
2001—Continued

Housing type Living with
Student and institution characteristics Owns home Pays rent Neither parents
Current number of children
None 16.1 63.4 20(5 18.6
One 50.0 41.5 815 6.8
Two 70.0 25.7 4.4 1.4
Three or more 73.5 22.9 3.6 0.5
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 27.2 43.7 2p.0 27.8
50-199 miles 22.6 73.1 43 2.4
200-499 miles 14.8 80.6 4.7 1.7
500 miles or more 16.4 77.0 6.6 2.9
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 31.0 50.1 1B.8 17.4
50-199 miles 20.5 59.2 2Q.3 19.0
200-499 miles 13.8 68.8 17.4 14.9
500 miles or more 14.6 74.0 11.4 7.2
First institution type
Public 2-year 37.0 49.1 13.9 12.4
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 28.4 53.4 18.2 16.7
Public doctorate-granting 20.2 61.5 18.4 16.5
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 19.9 58.2 21.8 18.1
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 11.5 65.6 22.9 211
Private for-profit 42.2 45.0 12(9 9.4
Other 40.9 49.7 94 4.9
Degree-granting institution type
Public 24.4 58.2 1714 15.7
Nondoctorate-granting 29.3 52.8 17.8 16.1
Doctorate-granting 22.3 60.5 1y.2 15.5
Private not-for-profit 22.9 57.2 19.9 17.4
Nondoctorate-granting 29.8 51.6 1B.5 15.7
Doctorate-granting 13.3 64.9 21.8 19.8
Private for-profit 46.7 35.6 177 10.3
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 14.7 58.6 2.7 251
Midwest 28.2 56.5 15)3 13.2
South 28.6 57.0 1414 11.7
West 24.5 59.9 15|15 13.9
Outlying areas 23.2 34.4 42.4 41.5

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.9. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’'s degree recipients according to housing type,
and percentage living with parerts, by selected student andhstitution characteristics:
2001—Continued

Housing type Living with
Student and institution characteristics Owns home Pays rent Neither parents
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 28.2 53.1 18.7 16.5
Business and management 25.0 58.3 16.8 15.5
Engineering/architecture 23.2 68.7 8.1 7.5
Computer science 28.0 60.2 1L.8 10.9
Medical professionals 39.9 45.1 16.1 13.8
Editors/writers/performers 13.6 64.8 21.5 21.0
Human/protective service professionals 25.9 55.8 18.3 14.5
Research, scientists, technical 18.0 71.1 10.9 10.1
Administrative/clerical/legal 18.3 64.1 17.6 16.2
Mechanics, laborers 229 55.0 2p.1 19.0
Service industries 20.7 60.9 18.4 16.6
Other 26.7 54.4 18]9 6.0

$Reporting standards not met.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.10. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to region
of current residence, and percerdge living in same state aBachelor’'s degree-granting
institution, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Same
Region of current residence state as
Outlying  bachelor’s
Student and institution characteristics Northeast Midwest South West areas institution
Total 25.0 22.8 31.7 19.2 2 69.2
Gender
Male 24.8 22.8 31.5 19.7 3 66.8
Female 25.2 22.8 31.9 18.9 .2 71.0
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 24.8 26.3 314 17.4 # 67.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 29.2 17.6 45.0 8.1 0.2 68.5
Hispanic or Latino 19.0 9.1 324 26.2 B.2 80.0
Asian 30.2 12.7 19.8 37.3 A 72.5
American Indian/Alaska Native 4.2 23.8 38.1 33.9 # 79.2
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 14.8 11.4 11.2 61.0 1.6 82.9
Other rack 34.5 8.3 26.7 30.5 i# 70.5
More than one race 32.4 8.9 29.3 26.7 2.8 75.7
Disability status
Does not have a disability 24.7 23.4 31.8 18.9 1.1 69.6
Has a disability 22.7 19.7 32.1 23.6 D.0 74.3
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 16.8 15.5 40.5 24.1 3.2 86.0
High school or equivalency 25.3 24.6 32.7 15.5 2.0 76.7
Some postsecondary education 23.9 24.8 32.6 18.2 0.4 73.9
Bachelor’s degree 25.8 22.3 314 19.7 0.7 67.6
Master’s degree or equivalent 25.2 22.5 30.3 21.8 0.1 60.8
Doctoral/professional degree 32.6 18.9 26.8 21.4 0.4 55.9
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 31.6 23.2 28.0 16.3 0.9 62.8
23-24 19.0 22.3 34.7 22.4 1.6 71.5
25-29 17.8 21.0 35.7 23.8 1.8 75.4
30-39 20.9 23.2 34.6 20.1 1.3 78.1
40 or older 16.8 24.3 37.3 20.5 .1 82.2
Current marital status
Single, never married 30.3 21.8 27.8 18.9 1.2 66.1
Married 14.9 25.1 39.4 194 1.2 75.0
Separated 24.8 14.5 44.5 16.2 # 82.4
Divorced 14.4 24.5 36.1 23.2 1.9 75.5
Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ T - T

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.10. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to region
of current residence, and percerdge living in same state asachelor's degree-granting
institution, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Same
Region of current residence state as
Outlying  bachelor’s
Student and institution characteristics Northeast Midwest South West areas institution
Current number of children
None 26.1 23.1 30.5 19.8 0.5 66.8
One 16.1 22.0 39.0 22.1 Q.9 83.7
Two 18.1 27.7 37.6 15.2 14 77.7
Three or more 16.9 18.4 43.9 20.1 0.7 80.3
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50 miles 28.9 25.1 27.9 17.2 0.9 83.5
50-199 miles 21.3 28.0 36.2 14.4 D.2 75.7
200-499 miles 19.5 25.4 38.1 17.0 # 51.6
500 miles or more 14.8 14.6 37.2 33.0 0.4 30.0
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 27.3 22.6 29.6 18.5 2.1 95.3
50-199 miles 23.8 29.6 34.7 11.8 D.1 72.2
200-499 miles 24.4 19.5 36.5 19.6 # 32.7
500 miles or more 16.8 15.8 32.3 34.5 0.6 1.0
First institution type
Public 2-year 15.8 19.9 36.0 28.2 D.2 79.4
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 29.3 22.6 31.3 15.8 1.0 76.4
Public doctorate-granting 18.7 251 374 18.1 0.7 69.4
Private not-for-profit 4-year
nondoctorate-granting 32.6 26.0 24.8 12.7 4.0 60.9
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 43.0 17.8 17.9 20.1 1.2 53.6
Private for-profit 21.7 221 33.4 22.8 # 67.7
Other 20.6 19.9 29.9 25.9 3.7 70.5
Degree-granting institution type
Public 20.1 22.5 35.9 20.8 q.7 74.0
Nondoctorate-granting 27.8 19.9 29.2 22.3 0.7 78.7
Doctorate-granting 16.8 23.6 38.8 20.1 0.7 72.0
Private not-for-profit 35.6 23.5 22.7 15.8 P.3 59.7
Nondoctorate-granting 29.9 28.4 25.3 13.1 3.4 63.5
Doctorate-granting 43.7 16.7 19.2 19.6 0.9 54.5
Private for-profit 5.2 18.3 48.3 28.2 # 73.0
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 87.8 2.3 6.0 3.9 # 64.2
Midwest 4.2 82.1 8.0 5.7 # 66.0
South 4.9 4.2 86.0 4.6 g.2 70.9
West 3.8 3.5 4.1 88.4 0.2 76.5
Outlying areas 2.9 3.4 54 # 88.3 86.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.10. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to region
of current residence, and percerdge living in same state asachelor's degree-granting
institution, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Same
Region of current residence state as
Outlying  bachelor’s
Student and institution characteristics Northeast Midwest South West areas institution
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 22.1 234 35.7 18.0 0.8 75.7
Business and management 25.7 23.4 31.9 18.6 0.4 71.3
Engineering/architecture 24.2 25.4 27.0 23.2 0.2 60.1
Computer science 26.1 21.1 29.5 23.2 0.1 69.9
Medical professionals 20.2 32.7 33.2 13.5 0.5 76.1
Editors/writers/performers 32.2 19.0 27.2 21.1 0.5 68.3
Human/protective service professionals 25.2 22.7 325 194 0.3 77.1
Research, scientists, technical 23.5 19.3 32.0 23.8 15 59.0
Administrative/clerical/legal 28.0 20.1 32.3 19.1 0.6 69.5
Mechanics, laborers 19.3 29.5 30.6 19.6 1.0 72.7
Service industries 23.5 23.6 31.7 20.7 0.5 67.3
Other 15.0 24.6 47.5 12.2 Q.7 37.4

#Rounds to zero.
$Reporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.11. Percentage distribution of 1999-20006achelor’s degree recipients according to distance from
high school to current residence, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50-199 200-499 500 miles

Student and institution characteristics 50 miles miles miles or more
Total 56.9 17.0 10.9 15.2
Gender
Male 53.8 17.4 11.6 17.2
Female 59.2 16.8 104 13.7
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 54.7 18.4 11.0 15.9
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 62.0 134 13.3 11.3
Hispanic or Latino 66.3 10.5 10.4 12.9
Asian 65.1 12.6 8.5 13.7
American Indian/Alaska Native 65.9 9.7 15.5 8.8
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 64.9 14.0 4.8 16.4
Other rack 59.5 19.6 5.9 15.0
More than one race 64.7 13.0 7.0 154

Disability status

Does not have a disability 57.2 17.3 11.3 14.2
Has a disability 57.9 15.2 9.6 17.3
Parents’ educational attainment

Less than high school 64.0 135 10.5 12.0
High school or equivalency 65.3 16.0 7.8 10.9
Some postsecondary education 59.4 175 10.3 12.8
Bachelor's degree 54.6 18.0 12.2 15.2
Master’'s degree or equivalent 51.5 19.2 11.4 17.9
Doctoral/professional degree 42.7 15.6 17.2 24.5

Age at bachelor’'s completion

22 or younger 53.7 19.3 11.7 15.3
23-24 58.1 16.4 12.4 13.1
25-29 61.4 131 8.3 17.2
30-39 63.1 14.4 6.7 15.8
40 or older 62.7 11.7 9.7 15.9

Current marital status

Single, never married 56.6 16.9 114 15.2
Married 56.3 18.5 10.0 15.2
Separated 66.4 9.8 10.5 13.3
Divorced 65.2 10.8 8.7 15.3
Widowed b s T T

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.11. Percentage distribution of 1999-20006achelor’s degree recipients according to distance from
high school to current residence, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

—Continued
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50-199 200-499 500 miles
Student and institution characteristics 50 miles miles miles or more
Current number of children
None 55.5 17.7 11.4 154
One 64.1 15.1 8.5 12.3
Two 65.1 13.5 8.1 13.4
Three or more 59.4 12.9 7.5 20.3
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 70.3 15.1 7.1 7.5
50-199 miles 57.8 30.7 7.0 4.5
200-499 miles 37.8 13.4 40.2 8.7
500 miles or more 17.6 4.6 6.9 71.0
First institution type
Public 2-year 63.5 15.3 7.9 13.3
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 62.2 16.7 10.0 111
Public doctorate-granting 53.7 18.7 11.6 16.0
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 55.5 20.0 11.7 12.8
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 51.0 13.3 12.2 23.6
Private for-profit 62.7 10.9 14.5 11.9
Other 63.8 10.6 7.6 18.0
Degree-granting institution type
Public 57.3 18.2 10.5 14.0
Nondoctorate-granting 64.4 16.3 8.8 10.6
Doctorate-granting 54.2 19.1 11.2 15.5
Private not-for-profit 56.0 15.1 11.7 17.3
Nondoctorate-granting 58.6 16.2 11.9 13.3
Doctorate-granting 52.3 13.4 114 22.8
Private for-profit 63.5 8.4 8.2 19.9
Degree-granting institution region
Northeast 65.8 14.4 9.2 10.6
Midwest 554 18.6 11.6 14.5
South 51.5 20.0 12.3 16.2
West 56.1 13.3 9.9 20.7
Outlying areas 76.8 4.7 # 18.5

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.11. Percentage distribution of 1999-20006achelor’s degree recipients according to distance from

high school to current residence, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

—Continued
Distance from high school to current residence
Less than 50-199 200-499 500 miles
Student and institution characteristics 50 miles miles miles or more
Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 63.3 17.2 8.9 10.6
Business and management 59.9 15.1 11.1 13.9
Engineering/architecture 41.3 23.0 16.8 18.9
Computer science 53.4 16.1 145 16.0
Medical professionals 58.5 17.6 10.5 13.4
Editors/writers/performers 56.9 15.7 7.9 19.6
Human/protective service professionals 68.2 14.7 7.3 9.8
Research, scientists, technical 39.7 20.7 14.1 25.6
Administrative/clerical/legal 56.3 17.8 10.7 15.3
Mechanics, laborers 62.8 13.8 8.3 15.2
Service industries 54.4 21.4 8.8 15.4
Other 35.8 13.4 12.6 38.2

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 1.12. Percentage distributionof 1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients according to military status,
by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Military status

Active No military
Student and institution characteristics Veteran duty/reserves service
Total 35 2.2 94.3
Gender
Male 6.4 4.3 89.3
Female 14 0.6 97.9
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 3.4 2.0 94.6
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 4.8 5.0 90.2
Hispanic or Latino 5.1 1.6 93.3
Asian 1.3 2.3 96.4
American Indian/Alaska Native 4.2 2.7 93.1
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 1.2 35 95.3
Other racé 2.6 0.6 96.8
More than one race 2.1 1.4 96.5
Disability status
Does not have a disability 3.1 2.0 94.9
Has a disability 11.9 15 86.6
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 12.3 2.0 85.7
High school or equivalency 6.5 2.9 90.6
Some postsecondary education 4.1 2.2 93.7
Bachelor's degree 1.7 2.0 96.3
Master's degree or equivalent 1.7 1.4 96.9
Doctoral/professional degree 1.0 1.2 97.8
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 0.1 1.2 98.7
23-24 1.0 2.3 96.7
25-29 6.7 3.0 90.3
30-39 11.7 5.6 82.7
40 or older 17.0 2.4 80.6
Current marital status
Single, never married 1.1 1.3 97.6
Married 7.0 3.8 89.2
Separated 15.2 5.6 79.1
Divorced 12.0 3.2 84.9
Widowed ¥ T T

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.12. Percentage distributionof 1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients according to military status,
by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Military status
Active No military

Student and institution characteristics Veteran duty/reserves service

Current number of children

None 2.0 1.7 96.3
One 8.4 3.6 88.0
Two 12.7 4.3 83.0
Three or more 9.0 6.8 84.1

Distance from high school to current residence

Less than 50 miles 2.2 1.1 96.7
50-199 miles 3.2 1.9 94.9
200-499 miles 4.0 2.2 93.8
500 miles or more 55 5.9 88.6
Distance from bachelor’s institution to current residence
Less than 50 miles 4.0 1.6 94.4
50-199 miles 25 1.2 96.3
200-499 miles 3.1 2.2 94.7
500 miles or more 4.5 6.4 89.1

First institution type

Public 2-year 5.7 2.7 91.6
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 2.8 1.7 95.5
Public doctorate-granting 2.7 2.2 95.1
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 29 2.8 94.4
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 1.1 1.4 97.5
Private for-profit 17.7 # 82.3
Other 7.3 # 92.7

Degree-granting institution type

Public 3.4 2.2 94.5
Nondoctorate-granting 4.2 1.7 94.1
Doctorate-granting 3.0 2.4 94.6

Private not-for-profit 3.4 2.2 94.4
Nondoctorate-granting 4.6 2.8 92.7
Doctorate-granting 1.8 1.4 96.8

Private for-profit 14.6 1.9 83.5

Degree-granting institution region

Northeast 2.5 13 96.2

Midwest 3.3 2.6 94.1

South 4.4 3.0 92.6

West 3.7 1.4 94.9

Outlying areas 1.0 3.4 95.6

See notes at end of table.
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Table 1.12. Percentage distributionof 1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients according to military status,

by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Military status

Active No military

Student and institution characteristics Veteran duty/reserves service

Occupation
Education (K-12 and other instructors) 1.9 0.5 97.6
Business and management 4.3 2.3 93.5
Engineering/architecture 3.5 3.3 93.2
Computer science 6.9 1.2 91.9
Medical professionals 4.4 1.9 93.7
Editors/writers/performers 1.3 1.2 97.6
Human/protective service professionals 5.2 4.5 90.4
Research, scientists, technical 4.3 3.5 92.2
Administrative/clerical/legal 3.0 1.7 95.4
Mechanics, laborers 5.8 2.8 91.4
Service industries 1.9 0.7 97.4
Other 6.3 48.2 45.5

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Section II: Undergraduate Experiences

Undergraduate Major

Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipiemies were more lédy than females
to have majored in businédssanagement, engineering,cational/technical fields, and
computer/information sciences, while females were more likely to have majored in
education, health, social/behaviosalences, and humanities (table 11.1).

Asian bachelor’s degree recipients were niiady to have majored in engineering but
less likely to have majorad education than their White, non-Hispanic, Black, non-
Hispanic, or Hispanic coungeairts. However, no differencegere detected among the
latter three racial/ethaigroups (table 11.1).

Bachelor’s degree recipients age 40 aleolwere more likely than those who were
under 30 to have majored in busss/management (table I1.1).

Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipigthisse with scores above 1200 on the
SAT were less likely than otheto have majored inther business/management or
education (table 11.1).

Undergraduate Performance

Among 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree recipiemts) were more likely than women to
have a cumulative undergraduate grapdext average (GPA) of 2.00-2.99, but less
likely to have a GPA of 3.50 or higheafde 11.2). Similar gendeelationships were
observed for their GPA in thaimdergraduate major (table 11.3).

Bachelor’s degree recipients who graduated from public institutions were more likely
than those who graduated from private not-for-profit institutions to have a cumulative
GPA of 2.00-2.99. The reverse was true f@RA of 3.50 or higher (table 1.2). A
similar pattern was found for ggluates’ GPA in their undeapuate major (table 11.3).

Compared with 1999-2000 bachelor’s degespients under age 40, those who were
40 years old or older were less likéb have a GPA of 2.50-3.49 in their
undergraduate major and mdikeely to have a GPA of 3.50 or higher (table 11.3).

Institutions and Enrollment

Compared with graduatego were not disabled999-2000 college graduates with
disabilities were less likely thave begun postsecondadueation at public doctorate-
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Table Compendium—Section Il: Undergraduate Experiences

granting institutions and more likely tovedone so at public 2-year, private for-
profit, or other institutions (table 11.4).

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipigtisse with higher combined SAT
scores were more likely than those with loweores to have emesl college at private
not-for-profit doctorate-granting institutions and less likely to have first enrolled at
public 2-year institutions (table 11.4). However, those with the highest SAT scores
(above 1200) were more likely beegin at public doctorate-gnting institutions than at
any other type of institution.

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipiehisse whose parents had a bachelor’s
degree or above were less likely thanrtieeunterparts to have stopped out for 36
months or more (table 11.5).

* Among 1999-2000 graduates, those who mdjardusiness/magament or health
were more likely than gduates overall to hav&opped out for 36 months or more,
and those with life science and other technical/professional majors were less likely
than average to have done so (table II.5).

* Those 1999-2000 college graduates whoest@000 or above on their SATs were
more likely than their counterparts tovieshad no stopouts lasting 4 months or more
and were less likely to ka stopped out for 1 year or more (table 11.5).

» Bachelor’'s degree recipients in 1999-2000 \whad a disability were more likely than
their counterparts without shbilities to havattended three anore undergraduate
institutions before attaining a bachelor’'s degree and less likely to have attended only
one institution (table 11.6).

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipigtisse who did not take the SAT or
did not report their scores were more likdlan their counterpts to have attended
two or more undergraduaitastitutions and less likelp have attended just one
institution (table 11.6). In contrast, thesvith combined SAT scores above 1200 were
less likely to have attended more than one institution and more likely to have attended
one institution.

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipiehisse who had a disability were more
likely than others to have attained sodegree or certificate before finishing the
bachelor’s degree. In particular, graduates with disabilities were more likely than
others to have earned assaciate’s degree before completing the bachelor’s degree
(table 11.7).

* Those 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degreeipients whose parerttad a bachelor’'s degree
or above were more likely than those wihks educated pareritshave had no prior
attainment and less likely to have completed an associate’s degree (table 11.7).

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree reamps, those whose parents had a
doctoral/professional degree wenere likely than theira@unterparts to graduate from
private not-for-profit doctorate-granting institutions. However, they were less likely to
graduate from public nondtmrate-granting institutions (table 11.8).
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Table Compendium—Section Il: Undergraduate Experiences

» Compared with the average of 1999—-2000 baxtetiegree recipients, those who had
majored in education were less likely to graduate from public doctorate-granting
institutions. Those whose undergraduatgor was engineering, other
technical/professional fields, or life sciences were more likely than average to receive
their degree from such institutions (table 11.8).

» Those 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recigi@rho had borrowed more than $30,000
were more likely than those whoséaloundergraduate dettas $5,000 or less to
obtain their degree from private not-for-profit institutions. They were less likely to
have graduated from public institutions (table 11.8).

Time to Degree

* Compared with 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degreeorents without disabilities, those with
disabilities were less likely tenter postsecondary educatiwithin 1 year of high
school graduation and more likeétytake 5 years or more @émter college (table 11.9).

* Those 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degreeipients who did not take the SAT exam or did
not report their scores weless likely than their countergia with reported SAT scores
to enter postsecondary education less thgeat after high school graduation, and they
were more likely to wait agar or longer (table 11.9).

* Those 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degreeipients who graduated from private for-profit
institutions were more likelio have delayed their posteaciary education for 5 years
or more and less likely to tx@ enrolled less than 1 yesdter high school graduation,
compared with those who received a bagtigldegree from public or private not-for-
profit institutions (table 11.9).

* Female college graduates were more likely than male graduates to have completed the
bachelor’'s degree within 4 years of higghool completion (table 11.10). Women were
also more likely than men to have contptea bachelor's degree within 4 years of
entering postsecondarg@cation (table 11.11).

» Bachelor’'s degree recipients who had botrowed for their undergraduate education
were generally more likely than thosé@avhad borrowed to complete the bachelor’s
degree within 4 years of higithool completion (table 11.10).

* Asian and White, non-Hispanstudents were more likely than Black, non-Hispanic
and Hispanic students to hasempleted a bachelor’s degree within 4 years of starting
postsecondary education (table 11.11). Rlagon-Hispanic and Hispanic students were
more likely than Asian and White, non-Hispastudents to haviaken more than 6
years to complete the degree.

* For 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipientsirgaa disability lengthened the time
between postsecondary entry and degreepbetion from 6 years and 9 months (81
months) to 9 years and 7 months (115 rhepton average (table 11.12). This longer
time to completion was also observedoan graduates wittisabilities from public
and private not-for-profit institutions separately.
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Table I1l.1. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients according taindergraduate major, by selected student and irngution

characteristics

Student and institution characteristics

Undergraduate major

Other  Social/

Business Voca- techni- beha-
manage- Edu- Engi- tional/ cal/pro- vioral
ment cation neering Heatthnical fessional sciences

Life Physical
ities sciences sciences

Compu-
ter/
infor-
mation
Math  science

Total

Gender
Male
Female

Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic
Black/African American, non-Hispanic
Hispanic or Latino
Asian
American Indian/Alaska Native
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
Other rack
More than one race

Disability status
Does not have a disability
Has a disability

Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school
High school or equivalency
Some postsecondary education
Bachelor’'s degree
Master’s degree or equivalent
Doctoral/professional degree

211 8.9 5.8 7.9 2.4 7.6 18.3
25.3 4.9 114 4.4 3.4 6.9 154
17.9 11.8 1.7 10.5 1.6 8.1 20.5
211 9.7 5.5 8.2 2.4 7.9 171
22.8 8.9 4.0 9.2 4.4 7.8 22.0
19.0 9.2 5.7 5.8 2.0 6.3 22.4
23.8 0.9 12.5 5.9 0.6 4.7 16.1
10.8 8.7 8.5 5.3 0.7 8.1 30.2
15.9 1.2 1.4 155 0.5 10.5 27.8
16.2 1.3 6.9 7.8 # 6.5 26.3
23.9 3.7 5.3 7.5 2.0 8.9 28.1
215 8.8 6.1 7.9 2.7 7.0 18.2
19.3 9.1 3.0 7.9 3.3 7.0 20.1
26.2 11.4 3.3 11.4 2.4 2.2 21.9
23.8 10.9 6.1 9.4 2.9 6.2 17.2
19.6 10.1 4.7 8.9 3.3 7.1 19.6
22.8 7.8 6.2 6.9 2.4 9.1 171
18.7 7.4 6.3 55 25 8.1 20.3
151 4.5 7.2 5.7 0.3 7.3 20.7

1.0 2.9
0.9 4.8
1.0 1.6
11 2.4
0.2 3.0
0.3 4.1
1.8 8.8
11 5.4
# 2.0
# 4.4
0.5 1.4
0.9 2.8
0.5 3.6
1.2 3.2
0.7 3.4
0.6 2.7
1.0 2.7
1.0 3.0
2.1 2.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.1.
characteristics—Continued

Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients according taindergraduate major, by selected student and irtgtution

Undergraduate major

Compu-
Other  Social/ ter/
Business Voca- techni- beha- infor-
manage- Edu- Engi- tional/ cal/pro- vioral Human- Life Physical mation
Student and institution characteristics ment cation neering Heefthnical fessional sciences ities sciences sciences Math  science
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younger 18.0 8.0 5.9 6.7 2.1 8.2 21.6 17.3 6.9 2.0 1.3 2.0
23-24 20.3 11.5 7.0 7.0 2.7 8.8 15.6 14.6 6.7 15 0.8 3.6
25-29 21.9 8.7 6.0 9.4 25 7.5 15.0 17.8 5.4 1.6 0.4 4.0
30-39 28.9 8.6 5.2 11.0 2.4 4.4 15.0 13.9 3.4 1.6 1.0 4.6
40 or older 32.2 7.8 3.0 12.3 3.0 4.5 14.3 16.6 2.1 0.5 0.4 3.2
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 26.1 6.9 5.4 9.5 25 5.7 15.5 17.3 4.5 1.4 0.5 4.8
Below 1000 21.1 15.8 3.1 8.4 4.0 10.0 17.4 13.1 3.9 0.6 0.5 21
1000-1200 204 9.1 54 7.9 1.8 8.7 20.5 15.3 6.6 1.6 0.9 1.7
Above 1200 13.5 2.9 10.8 4.6 0.8 6.0 20.9 21.2 10.3 3.7 25 2.9
First institution type
Public 2-year 23.0 11.6 5.2 7.8 2.9 7.5 16.8 13.7 6.2 1.2 0.3 3.8
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 21.3 13.6 3.1 8.7 3.5 7.6 15.8 16.5 4.7 1.7 0.9 2.6
Public doctorate-granting 20.7 6.8 8.1 8.7 2.0 9.1 18.1 14.4 6.6 1.6 1.3 2.6
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-gragtin  20.4 10.7 2.4 6.6 2.6 5.5 19.6 21.0 6.1 2.3 1.0 1.9
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 16.2 3.8 7.6 6.2 1.3 6.9 24.9 21.4 6.0 1.9 15 25
Private for-profit 43.8 5.4 2.7 4.5 2.3 8.0 15.3 9.4 2.8 # # 5.8
Other 16.5 9.9 2.0 20.6 3.3 5.5 134 22.6 4.5 # 0.7 1.0
Number of institutions attended
One 18.4 84 7.0 6.4 25 8.2 204 16.6 6.5 1.7 1.3 2.6
Two 23.6 9.7 5.5 8.5 21 7.6 17.1 14.5 6.1 1.8 0.9 2.8
Three 204 8.3 4.7 9.2 25 7.1 17.1 19.3 54 1.3 0.5 4.2
Four or more 25.3 8.7 35 114 2.8 5.2 15.3 18.9 3.7 2.2 0.3 2.8

See notes at end of table.
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Table I1l.1. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients according taindergraduate major, by selected student and irntsution

characteristics—Continued

Undergraduate major

Compu-
Other  Social/ ter/
Business Voca- techni- beha- infor-
manage- Edu- Engi- tional/ cal/pro- vioral Human- Life Physical mation
Student and institution characteristics ment cation neering Heefthnical fessional sciences ities sciences sciences Math  science
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 16.1 154 2.6 1.8 1.0 9.1 28.3 21.9 11 # # 2.8
2.00-2.49 28.1 4.2 5.5 5.4 25 10.5 22.1 12.4 5.4 11 0.3 25
2.50-2.99 22.2 8.0 8.1 7.1 2.9 9.2 19.2 13.3 5.1 15 0.7 2.8
3.00-3.49 20.9 10.2 5.2 9.3 2.3 7.2 17.0 154 6.7 15 1.0 3.3
3.50 or higher 18.7 9.7 4.8 8.2 2.0 5.8 17.2 20.6 6.1 25 1.3 2.9
Degree-granting institution type
Public 19.8 9.3 7.0 8.3 2.6 8.6 18.0 14.7 6.4 1.7 1.0 2.8
Nondoctorate-granting 221 14.0 3.1 7.7 35 7.9 15.9 16.1 4.7 15 0.8 2.8
Doctorate-granting 18.8 7.4 8.6 8.5 2.2 8.9 18.9 14.1 7.1 1.8 1.0 2.8
Private not-for-profit 21.8 8.3 3.8 7.6 2.1 5.7 19.8 20.1 55 1.7 1.0 2.7
Nondoctorate-granting 249 11.3 2.0 7.6 2.6 4.7 17.8 18.6 5.2 1.7 0.8 3.0
Doctorate-granting 17.4 4.2 6.4 7.5 1.4 7.1 22.7 221 5.9 1.7 1.3 24
Private for-profit 60.6 1.0 15 2.0 # 5.9 # 14.2 # # # 14.9
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 23.4 7.5 7.1 7.1 2.2 7.2 16.5 16.6 6.5 2.0 1.2 2.7
$5,000 or less 21.3 10.6 5.1 7.4 2.2 7.8 18.0 16.6 5.9 1.0 0.4 3.7
$5,001-10,000 20.5 8.9 5.9 7.9 2.7 7.8 195 13.6 6.6 2.1 0.5 4.0
$10,001-20,000 211 9.7 4.7 7.1 2.4 7.1 20.4 16.1 6.0 1.9 1.0 2.7
$20,001-30,000 171 10.5 6.3 10.3 2.8 7.7 184 16.0 5.7 1.1 1.2 3.0
More than $30,000 13.3 9.8 5.3 13.1 3.1 8.2 18.4 19.6 3.8 15 0.9 3.2

#Rounds to zero.
'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National CenteEdlrcation Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureate and Beyond Longitudingl @&8:2000/01).
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Table I1.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to cumulative
undergraduate grade-point average, by selected student and institution characteristics

Cumulative undergraduate grade-point average

Less than 3.50
Student and institution characteristics 2.00 2.00-2.49 2.50-2.99 3.00-3.49 or higher
Total 0.7 9.5 24.9 36.0 29.0
Gender
Male 0.7 12.3 28.1 35.3 23.6
Female 0.7 7.4 22.5 36.5 32.9
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.3 8.2 23.8 36.5 31.1
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 3.8 20.3 30.2 29.3 16.4
Hispanic or Latino 1.4 10.3 29.7 35.2 23.4
Asian 0.5 9.1 25.2 38.4 26.8
American Indian/Alaska Native # 17.3 27.8 32.7 22.2
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander # 6.0 38.0 38.3 17.6
Other racké 0.9 13.8 22.6 29.8 32.9
More than one race # 5.9 16.4 46.0 31.7
Disability status
Does not have a disability 0.6 8.8 24.0 36.2 30.4
Has a disability 0.6 9.1 25.5 33.6 31.2
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 1.6 12.2 25.0 37.1 24.2
High school or equivalency 0.8 10.2 25.2 34.2 29.7
Some postsecondary education 1.0 9.1 25.4 37.9 26.7
Bachelor's degree 0.3 9.1 26.5 35.7 28.4
Master’s degree or equivaten 0.5 8.6 22.8 36.1 32.1
Doctoral/professional degree 0.2 4.6 22.2 36.8 36.3
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 0.3 6.6 24.2 39.2 29.7
23-24 0.7 14.3 31.4 36.4 17.3
25-29 15 14.8 28.2 29.9 25.7
30-39 1.6 8.7 18.0 32.0 39.7
40 or older 1.0 6.3 14.1 30.0 48.6
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 0.5 125 26.0 354 25.5
Education 1.2 4.4 22.2 40.8 314
Engineering 0.3 9.0 34.5 32.2 24.0
Health 0.2 6.4 22.0 41.8 29.7
Other technical/professional 0.8 13.1 30.0 33.9 22.1
Social/behavioral sciences 1.1 115 26.4 33.7 27.4
Humanities 1.0 7.3 20.5 34.3 36.9
Life sciences 0.1 8.5 21.3 40.2 29.8
Physical sciences # 6.0 21.0 30.9 42.1
Math # 3.0 18.2 38.6 40.2
Computer/information science 0.7 8.0 23.5 39.7 28.2
Vocational/technical 0.3 10.0 30.3 35.3 24.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table I1.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to cumulative
undergraduate grade-point average, by selected student and institution characteristics

—Continued
Cumulative undergraduate grade-point average
Less than 3.50
Student and institution characteristics 2.00 2.00-2.49 2.50-2.99 3.00-3.49 or higher
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 1.2 10.1 20.2 324 36.1
Below 1000 1.0 15.6 37.2 33.8 12.3
1000-1200 0.3 7.2 25.9 42.1 24.5
Above 1200 # 3.7 15.2 35.5 45.6
First institution type
Public 2-year 0.8 10.2 24.8 35.1 29.2
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 0.5 11.2 27.3 375 23.5
Public doctorate-granting 0.9 10.2 27.8 36.9 24.3
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 0.3 9.5 21.9 35.1 33.3
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 0.9 6.5 20.6 36.3 35.8
Private for-prof 1.9 8.4 14.1 39.9 35.7
Other # 2.7 16.9 40.9 39.5
Number of institutions attended
One 0.5 8.8 26.3 39.8 24.7
Two 0.4 9.9 25.4 334 30.8
Three 1.4 11.4 23.0 32.8 31.4
Four or more 1.7 7.3 19.3 33.9 38.0
Degree-granting institution type
Public 0.9 11.2 28.1 35.7 24.2
Nondoctorate-granting 0.9 12.4 28.2 35.3 23.3
Doctorate-granting 0.8 10.6 28.1 35.9 24.6
Private not-for-profit 0.4 6.4 194 36.7 37.1
Nondoctorate-granting 0.5 7.0 19.0 36.6 36.9
Doctorate-granting 0.2 5.5 20.0 36.9 37.5
Private for-prof 1.7 5.0 8.4 30.7 54.3
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 0.5 7.7 22.6 35.0 34.2
$5,000 or less 0.7 9.5 23.0 37.7 29.1
$5,001-10,000 1.3 10.8 24.3 34.1 29.6
$10,001-20,000 0.3 9.5 26.4 37.0 26.8
$20,001-30,000 1.0 11.7 28.7 33.2 25.3
More than $30,000 1.2 10.0 26.1 40.3 22.4

#Rounds to zero.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table I1.3. Percentage distribution of 1999—-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to grade-point

average inundergraduate major, by selected student and institution characteristics

Grade-point average in undergraduate major

Less than 3.50
Student and institution characteristics .0@ 2.00-2.49 2.50-2.99 @&-3.49 or highe
Total 0.3 2.3 13.4 35.1 49.0
Gender
Male 0.4 2.9 15.9 38.3 42.6
Female 0.2 1.9 11.6 32.6 53.8
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 0.3 2.2 11.5 34.6 51.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 0.3 3.4 24.0 36.7 35.6
Hispanic or Latino 0.3 3.0 17.6 37.2 42.0
Asian 0.1 1.9 18.6 33.6 45.9
American Indian/Alaska Native # 2.8 7.5 44.7 45.0
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islande # 3.2 17.6 58.5 20.7
Other rack # # 20.5 30.5 49.0
More than one race # 1.2 5.6 35.5 57.8
Disability status
Does not have a disability 0.2 2.2 13.4 35.6 48.5
Has a disability 0.6 2.4 12.8 30.1 54.2
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school # 3.3 19.7 32.7 44.3
High school or equivalency 0.2 3.2 13.8 32.7 50.1
Some postsecondary education 0.5 2.2 13.3 36.0 48.0
Bachelor’'s degree 0.3 1.7 14.4 36.5 47.1
Master’s degree or equivalent 0.2 2.0 12.0 36.9 48.9
Doctoral/professional degree # 1.8 9.5 31.7 57.1
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younge 0.1 2.2 12.7 35.8 49.2
23-24 0.8 2.7 18.1 39.6 38.9
25-29 0.2 3.2 16.0 34.9 45.7
30-39 0.3 1.7 9.6 30.7 57.7
40 or olde 0.2 11 6.5 25.6 66.6
Undergraduate major
Business/management 0.3 3.2 16.4 35.8 44.4
Education # 0.6 7.7 31.2 60.6
Engineering # 4.7 23.8 38.6 33.0
Health 0.1 1.4 12.9 38.2 47.4
Other technical/professional 0.2 2.1 14.7 38.1 44.9
Social/behavioral sciences 0.4 2.6 134 35.6 48.1
Humanities 0.3 1.1 7.6 28.9 62.2
Life sciences 0.2 2.4 17.6 38.3 41.5
Physical sciences 0.5 4.8 13.7 35.9 45.1
Math # 6.0 9.3 32.8 52.0
Computer/information science # 1.3 12.8 394 46.6
Vocational/technical 15 2.2 115 39.1 45.7

See notes at end of table.
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Table I1.3. Percentage distribution of 1999—-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to grade-point
average inundergraduate major, by selected student and institution characteristics

—Continued
Grade-point average in undergraduate major
Less than 3.50
Student and institution characteristics .02 2.00-2.49 250-2.99 @®-3.49 or highe
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 0.2 2.4 11.3 31.2 54.9
Below 1000 0.5 3.6 20.5 40.0 35.5
1000-1200 0.2 15 13.3 39.0 46.0
Above 1200 0.2 1.6 8.3 29.8 60.1
First institution type
Public 2-yea 0.4 2.6 12.6 36.4 48.1
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 0.2 1.9 13.1 37.8 47.0
Public doctorate-granting 0.2 29 15.2 35.5 46.3
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 0.2 2.7 114 34.8 50.9
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 0.1 11 12.9 31.6 54.3
Private for-profit 1.1 0.3 10.7 30.4 57.5
Othe 0.5 1.2 13.0 35.6 49.7
Number of institutions attended
One 0.2 2.3 14.5 36.7 46.3
Two 0.3 2.2 13.7 33.3 50.5
Three 0.3 3.2 11.8 35.3 49.5
Four or more 0.2 0.9 10.1 34.7 54.2
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 2.7 8.2 25.1 25.4 38.6
2.00-2.49 1.9 12.0 36.7 35.7 13.8
2.50-2.99 0.2 4.2 29.7 47.4 18.5
3.00-3.49 # 0.3 6.9 49.0 43.9
3.50 or highe # 0.3 1.4 9.7 88.7
Degree-granting institution type
Public 0.3 2.6 15.1 36.4 45.6
Nondoctorate-granting 0.4 25 14.3 36.1 46.6
Doctorate-granting 0.3 2.7 154 36.6 45.1
Private not-for-profit 0.2 1.8 10.6 32.9 54.6
Nondoctorate-granting 0.1 2.2 10.0 32.6 55.1
Doctorate-granting 0.2 1.2 11.4 334 53.9
Private for-profit # # 55 253 69.2
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 0.1 1.6 12.5 32.7 53.1
$5,000 or less 0.4 1.2 134 33.6 51.5
$5,001-10,000 0.3 3.2 114 36.6 48.5
$10,001-20,000 0.3 2.2 14.1 36.6 46.7
$20,001-30,000 0.3 2.9 12.8 38.5 45.4
More than $30,000 0.6 3.5 16.5 35.1 44.3

#Rounds to zero.
'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahd Bey
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 11.4. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hizhelor’s degree recipients according to first institution
type, by selected student and institution characteristics

First institution type

Public Private not- Private
4-year for-profit not-
non- Public 4-year non- for-profit
Public doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- Private

Student and institution characteristics  2-year  granting  granting granting  granting for-profit Other

Total 19.5 14.6 35.7 15.6 12.3 15 0.8
Gender

Male 19.8 12.8 37.0 15.6 13.0 1.2 0.7

Female 19.2 16.0 34.7 15.6 11.9 1.7 0.8
Race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 19.0 14.4 35.7 17.2 11.6 1.0 1.0

Black/African American, non-Hispanic 15.6 18.3 38.2 11.0 12.5 4.0 0.5

Hispanic or Latino 23.6 15.7 30.5 13.4 131 3.7 0.1

Asian 20.9 9.8 43.1 55 19.0 1.3 0.4

American Indian/Alaska Native 33.1 13.0 33.0 7.3 12.0 1.7 #

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 345 6.4 31.9 14.6 11.5 # 1.2

Other rack 22.7 12.2 34.1 9.4 21.6 # #

More than one race 21.4 23.0 25.6 14.4 14.5 1.1 #
Disability status

Does not have a disability 19.8 14.7 35.4 16.0 121 1.3 0.8

Has a disability 24.3 14.4 27.9 16.2 11.0 3.9 2.3
Parents’ educational attainment

Less than high school 30.6 21.9 27.8 8.0 51 5.7 1.0

High school or equivalency 27.4 16.5 29.4 15.4 7.4 2.7 13

Some postsecondary education 23.0 16.9 33.2 14.9 9.9 1.2 0.9

Bachelor’s degree 17.1 13.9 38.8 14.9 14.1 0.7 0.5

Master’s degree or equivalent 14.7 12.2 39.1 17.5 15.3 0.6 0.7

Doctoral/professional degree 6.6 6.8 41.9 18.7 24.8 0.3 0.8
Age at bachelor's completion

22 or younger 7.4 135 39.7 20.7 18.0 0.5 0.2

23-24 23.9 16.3 39.8 10.3 8.5 0.5 0.7

25-29 34.6 15.5 31.8 8.3 5.8 1.9 1.9

30-39 37.9 16.6 23.8 10.6 5.8 4.0 14

40 or older 39.3 13.5 18.5 14.8 4.6 7.2 2.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.4.

type, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Percentage distribution of 1999—-2000 kihelor’'s degree recipients according to first institution

First institution type

Public Private not- Private
4-year for-profit not-
non- Public 4-year non-  for-profit
Public doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- Private
Student and institution characteristics  2-year  granting  granting granting  granting for-profit Other
Undergraduate major
Business/management 21.4 14.9 35.3 15.2 9.5 3.1 0.6
Education 25.2 22.2 27.0 18.7 5.2 0.9 0.9
Engineering 17.8 8.0 50.4 6.5 16.3 0.7 0.3
Health 19.4 16.1 39.1 13.0 9.6 0.9 21
Other technical/professional 19.0 14.5 42.2 11.2 11.0 1.6 0.6
Social/behavioral sciences 17.7 125 34.9 16.5 16.6 1.2 0.6
Humanities 16.2 14.7 31.3 19.9 16.0 0.9 1.1
Life sciences 20.0 115 39.2 15.9 12.2 0.7 0.6
Physical sciences 14.3 14.9 35.2 21.3 14.3 # #
Mathematics 5.9 13.6 45.9 15.6 18.5 # 0.5
Computer/information science 27.1 13.7 33.9 10.5 11.4 3.1 0.3
Vocational/technical 23.1 21.2 30.0 16.5 6.6 1.4 1.1
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 39.8 14.2 21.2 12.7 6.6 4.1 15
Below 1000 19.0 19.9 37.8 14.1 7.5 0.9 0.8
1000-1200 8.9 15.2 44.3 18.6 12.5 0.2 0.4
Above 1200 3.7 7.5 43.1 17.6 27.7 0.1 0.3
Number of institutions attended
One # 18.6 44.2 19.3 17.2 0.7 #
Two 34.3 11.9 29.0 12.4 9.4 1.8 1.3
Three 35.0 10.1 31.4 12.0 8.3 1.7 15
Four or more 311 13.7 26.5 16.2 6.5 4.4 1.7
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 21.6 10.2 44.0 5.5 14.8 3.9 #
2.00-2.49 20.6 17.0 37.7 15.0 8.2 1.3 0.2
2.50-2.99 19.4 16.1 39.6 13.4 10.1 0.8 0.5
3.00-3.49 18.9 15.2 36.3 14.8 12.2 1.6 0.9
3.50 or higher 20.3 12.3 30.8 18.1 155 1.9 1.1
Degree-granting institution type
Public 20.9 20.3 51.1 3.6 24 0.9 0.8
Nondoctorate-granting 24.7 50.1 8.3 4.2 2.1 1.2 0.5
Doctorate-granting 19.4 4.1 69.1 3.4 2.5 0.8 0.9
Private not-for-profit 16.1 3.6 6.5 394 32.3 1.1 0.9
Nondoctorate-granting 19.7 4.1 7.3 64.9 2.1 1.4 0.6
Doctorate-granting 111 2.9 5.4 3.7 74.9 0.7 1.3
Private for-profit 315 13.2 14.1 55 2.5 33.1 0.3

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.4. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 hizhelor’s degree recipients according to first institution
type, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

First institution type

Public Private not- Private
4-year for-profit not-
non- Public 4-year non-  for-profit
Public doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- doctorate- Private
Student and institution characteristics  2-year  granting  granting granting  granting for-profit Other
Total undergraduate debt

Did not borrow 17.9 15.6 40.8 11.7 12.0 11 0.9
$5,000 or less 23.9 20.4 36.2 10.5 6.7 1.3 1.0
$5,001-10,000 255 13.3 37.0 134 8.5 14 1.0
$10,001-20,000 19.5 14.7 32.0 19.8 12.2 14 0.5
$20,001-30,000 19.6 11.9 32.0 16.8 17.1 1.8 0.9
More than $30,000 23.5 10.7 25.4 18.6 16.9 3.6 14

#Rounds to zero.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National €efur Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureate and Beyond

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table I11.5. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to total

number of months stopped out, by selected student and institution characteristics

Total number of months stopped out

No stop-
outs lasting 36
4 months 4-5 6-11 12-23 24-35 months

Student and institution characteristics ormore months months months months or more

Total 64.1 5.3 5.5 5.8 3.6 15.7
Gender

Male 63.6 5.4 6.2 6.1 4.2 14.6

Female 64.5 5.3 5.0 5.6 3.1 16.5
Race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 64.8 54 54 54 3.7 154

Black/African American, non-Hispanic 56.6 4.3 6.0 6.5 3.8 22.9

Hispanic or Latino 64.7 5.5 4.1 8.9 3.0 13.9

Asian 69.0 6.3 7.6 6.6 3.0 7.5

American Indian/Alaska Native 47.1 1.9 3.9 7.8 3.1 36.2

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 51.0 2.9 2.0 8.6 8.6 26.8

Other racé 62.0 2.7 7.9 3.3 2.6 21.6

More than one race 62.7 8.5 7.0 4.5 2.7 14.7
Disability status

Does not have a disability 63.8 5.6 5.4 5.6 3.3 16.2

Has a disability 49.1 4.5 6.1 5.8 5.0 29.5
Parents’ educational attainment

Less than high school 42.4 4.7 2.7 8.8 4.5 37.0

High school or equivalency 55.4 4.8 5.8 6.0 4.0 24.0

Some postsecondary education 64.9 5.4 4.8 5.8 3.5 15.7

Bachelor's degree 68.5 6.1 6.4 5.4 3.1 10.4

Master’'s degree or equivalent 71.7 6.5 5.3 4.9 3.0 8.7

Doctoral/professional degree 76.2 4.6 4.4 4.0 2.3 8.5
Age at bachelor’'s completion

22 or younger 88.2 6.0 3.7 1.6 0.3 0.2

23-24 67.1 7.0 10.6 9.9 3.8 1.7

25-29 29.1 4.6 8.7 16.2 154 26.1

30-39 19.9 2.9 2.3 4.3 3.4 67.2

40 or older 15.7 0.6 1.9 4.7 2.8 74.3

See notes at end of table.
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Table I11.5. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to total
number of months stopped out, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Total number of months stopped out

No stop-
outs lasting 36
4 months 4-5 6-11 12-23 24-35 months
Student and institution characteristics ormore months months months months or more
Undergraduate major
Business/management 59.0 5.3 5.2 4.8 3.9 21.8
Education 66.6 4.9 5.0 5.2 4.3 14.0
Engineering 69.3 3.3 7.2 55 2.6 12.1
Health 57.7 5.6 57 57 2.5 23.0
Other technical/professional 67.7 5.3 5.6 8.1 5.0 8.3
Social/behavioral sciences 67.3 5.8 4.8 6.7 3.3 12.2
Humanities 62.3 51 6.7 6.7 3.2 16.0
Life sciences 74.3 4.9 4.5 5.0 3.9 7.4
Physical sciences 68.7 11.3 1.4 4.0 1.3 13.5
Mathematics 71.0 4.1 9.8 15 3.8 9.9
Computer/information science 55.6 6.5 6.8 3.4 4.1 235
Vocational/technical 63.8 4.1 3.9 6.0 54 16.9
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 30.8 4.8 5.9 9.5 6.7 42.4
Below 1000 71.6 4.9 6.4 6.1 3.7 7.3
1000-1200 81.6 5.9 4.4 3.7 1.6 2.8
Above 1200 83.4 5.8 54 2.6 14 14
First institution type
Public 2-year 41.4 8.7 7.3 9.7 5.6 27.3
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 66.4 4.6 5.2 5.1 3.6 15.1
Public doctorate-granting 72.3 3.5 5.2 51 3.0 11.0
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 72.8 6.7 4.0 4.2 2.2 10.1
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 76.4 5.1 51 35 2.7 7.2
Private for-profit 31.9 31 51 2.6 8.0 49.3
Other 18.0 4.8 8.9 12.8 19.9 35.6
Number of institutions attended
One 89.2 2.4 3.1 2.1 1.1 2.0
Two 56.9 8.5 7.1 7.0 3.8 16.6
Three 35.8 6.3 7.9 10.5 7.4 32.1
Four or more 16.9 4.3 6.3 111 8.7 52.7
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 42.1 9.0 7.3 2.0 9.2 30.5
2.00-2.49 57.0 6.3 6.9 10.0 5.3 14.6
2.50-2.99 66.4 6.4 6.1 6.0 3.2 11.9
3.00-3.49 68.0 4.6 5.8 4.9 3.4 134
3.50 or higher 59.0 5.1 4.3 5.4 3.7 22.5

See notes at end of table.

97



Table I11.5. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to total
number of months stopped out, by selected student and institution characteristics—Continued

Total number of months stopped out

No stop-
outs lasting 36
4 months 4-5 6-11 12-23 24-35 months
Student and institution characteristics ormore months months months months or more
Degree-granting institution type
Public 64.3 51 6.3 6.5 35 14.4
Nondoctorate-granting 59.4 4.4 6.1 6.8 4.3 19.1
Doctorate-granting 66.4 5.4 6.4 6.3 3.2 12.4
Private not-for-profit 64.9 5.9 4.1 4.7 3.8 16.7
Nondoctorate-granting 61.6 5.0 3.8 4.6 3.4 21.6
Doctorate-granting 69.4 7.2 4.7 4.7 4.3 9.8
Private for-profit 39.5 2.9 15 2.9 51 48.1
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 65.2 5.2 5.6 6.0 3.4 14.6
$5,000 or less 57.5 5.9 7.9 6.6 3.7 18.4
$5,001-10,000 52.7 5.8 6.8 8.3 4.4 22.0
$10,001-20,000 65.6 5.9 5.9 5.3 3.5 13.9
$20,001-30,000 62.3 4.6 4.3 4.7 4.2 20.0
More than $30,000 51.1 6.3 5.5 9.2 6.7 21.2

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table I1.6. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to number of
institutions attended, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Number of institutions attended

Four or
Student and institution characteristics One Two Three more
Total 41.7 34.8 15.9 7.6
Gender
Male 43.6 33.8 15.4 7.1
Female 40.3 35.5 16.3 7.9
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 42.2 34.3 16.1 7.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 38.0 36.1 15.0 10.9
Hispanic or Latino 43.4 36.1 14.2 6.3
Asian 42.0 36.1 17.1 4.8
American Indian/Alaska Native 27.8 33.8 22.9 15.6
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 28.9 335 19.7 17.9
Other rack 36.8 43.2 12.7 7.4
More than one race 43.9 32.9 14.3 8.9
Disability status
Does not have a disability 41.3 35.3 15.9 7.6
Has a disability 29.5 34.3 22.6 13.6
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 26.7 41.5 20.3 115
High school or equivalency 34.7 38.0 18.3 9.0
Some postsecondary education 41.3 35.3 15.4 7.9
Bachelor’s degree 447 32.7 15.6 7.0
Master’'s degree or equivaten 44.4 36.4 13.6 5.7
Doctoral/professional degree 54.8 29.2 11.6 4.4
Age at bachelor’s completion
22 or younger 61.2 29.7 7.5 1.6
23-24 35.9 41.2 18.2 4.7
25-29 17.0 43.3 26.3 13.5
30-39 12.1 35.3 31.3 21.3
40 or older 11.8 34.7 26.6 26.9
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 36.5 39.0 15.4 9.1
Education 39.7 37.9 14.9 7.4
Engineering 50.1 325 12.8 4.6
Health 33.5 37.3 18.4 10.9
Other technical/professional 44.9 35.0 15.0 5.2
Social/behavioral sciences 46.4 324 14.8 6.3
Humanities 42.0 30.6 18.7 8.7
Life sciences 45.6 354 14.4 4.7
Physical sciences 42.0 36.1 11.9 9.9
Mathematics 56.2 335 7.8 25
Computer/information science 37.1 32.7 23.0 7.2
Vocational/technical 43.6 30.6 16.9 8.9

See notes at end of table.
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Table I1.6. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to number of
institutions attended, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Number of institutions attended

Four or
Student and institution characteristics One Two Three more
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 14.5 41.1 27.1 17.3
Below 1000 46.4 35.1 14.2 4.4
1000-1200 53.7 32.5 10.5 3.3
Above 1200 64.1 27.3 7.2 1.5
First institution type
Public 2-year # 60.3 28.1 11.6
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 54.5 27.9 10.8 6.8
Public doctorate-granting 52.9 27.9 13.8 5.4
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 53.1 27.2 12.1 7.6
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 59.7 26.0 10.5 3.8
Private for-profi 18.8 41.5 18.2 21.5
Other # 55.6 29.0 154
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 29.6 21.1 31.3 18.0
2.00-2.49 38.4 36.4 194 5.8
2.50-2.99 43.7 35.6 14.8 5.9
3.00-3.49 45.8 32.4 14.6 7.2
3.50 or higher 354 37.2 174 10.0
Degree-granting institution type
Public 40.2 36.2 16.6 7.0
Nondoctorate-granting 40.2 34.1 17.9 7.9
Doctorate-granting 40.2 37.1 16.1 6.7
Private not-for-profit 45.9 314 14.4 8.3
Nondoctorate-granting 41.6 32.1 16.1 10.2
Doctorate-granting 51.9 30.4 12.1 5.6
Private for-prof 16.9 47.5 19.8 15.9
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 41.9 35.5 13.9 8.8
$5,000 or less 33.6 39.9 16.6 9.9
$5,001-10,000 32.8 35.3 23.4 8.6
$10,001-20,000 42.6 35.0 15.3 7.1
$20,001-30,000 39.6 36.1 18.3 6.0
More than $30,000 28.8 35.6 27.0 8.6

#Rounds to zero.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table Il.7. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to prior
attainment, by selected student and institution characteristics

Prior attainment

No prior Associate’s Bachelor’s
Student and institution characteristics attainment Certificate degree degree or highe
Total 79.4 15 16.8 24
Gender
Male 80.8 0.9 15.8 25
Female 78.4 19 17.4 2.3
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 80.1 1.3 16.4 2.2
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 76.5 3.7 18.0 1.8
Hispanic or Latino 76.9 1.2 19.3 2.6
Asian 83.7 1.3 114 3.6
American Indian/Alaska Native 70.5 4.6 18.7 6.2
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 71.0 # 24.8 4.2
Other rack 74.0 1.1 21.3 35
More than one race 71.9 0.8 26.1 1.3
Disability status
Does not have a disability 79.6 15 16.4 2.4
Has a disability 70.9 2.4 23.8 3.0
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 63.9 3.6 30.5 2.0
High school or equivalency 711 2.2 23.9 2.9
Some postsecondary education 77.0 1.7 19.6 1.7
Bachelor’'s degree 83.8 0.7 13.6 2.0
Master’s degree or equivalent 87.7 1.0 8.9 2.4
Doctoral/professional degree 91.6 0.4 5.6 2.4
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younger 93.5 0.3 5.8 0.3
23-24 83.5 0.8 15.0 0.7
25-29 61.5 1.7 30.2 6.7
30-39 51.7 4.2 37.6 6.5
40 or older 43.6 7.1 42.4 6.9
Undergraduate major
Business/management 74.3 1.0 22.7 2.0
Education 76.0 2.0 20.0 2.0
Engineering 82.7 15 125 3.3
Health 69.6 4.1 19.4 7.0
Other technical/professional 80.7 1.8 16.4 1.1
Social/behavioral sciences 84.9 0.9 13.3 0.9
Humanities 81.9 15 14.5 2.2
Life sciences 86.3 0.7 12.1 1.0
Physical sciences 88.4 0.5 5.8 5.3
Mathematics 89.2 # 7.4 3.4
Computer/information science 75.1 1.6 17.4 5.9
Vocational/technical 75.4 1.2 214 2.1

See notes at end of table.
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Table Il.7. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to prior
attainment, by selected student and institution characteristics —Continued

Prior attainment

No prior Associate’s Bachelor’s
Student and institution characteristics attainment Certificate degree degree or higher
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 55.0 3.6 35.3 6.1
Below 1000 83.3 1.2 14.5 1.1
1000-1200 92.0 0.3 7.1 0.6
Above 1200 96.4 # 3.1 0.5
First institution type
Public 2-year 47.3 2.5 48.2 2.0
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 87.4 1.2 10.2 1.2
Public doctorate-granting 90.6 0.8 6.1 25
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 87.3 1.3 9.1 2.3
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 92.0 0.3 53 2.4
Private for-profit 46.5 8.7 41.9 2.9
Other 41.0 3.2 53.7 2.0
Number of institutions attended
One 96.7 0.4 2.7 0.2
Two 73.0 1.6 225 2.9
Three 64.5 2.4 28.7 4.3
Four or more 52.9 4.4 36.3 6.5
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 63.4 0.7 29.6 6.3
2.00-2.49 82.3 1.1 14.7 1.9
2.50-2.99 83.4 1.0 14.0 1.6
3.00-3.49 81.0 1.4 15.7 2.0
3.50 or higher 73.4 2.0 21.0 3.6
Degree-granting institution type
Public 79.4 1.3 16.7 2.6
Nondoctorate-granting 73.7 1.6 22.5 2.3
Doctorate-granting 81.8 1.2 14.2 2.7
Private not-for-profit 80.9 1.5 15.9 1.8
Nondoctorate-granting 76.4 1.9 195 2.2
Doctorate-granting 87.1 0.8 10.8 1.3
Private for-profit 49.2 9.0 38.0 3.8
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 79.8 1.6 15.7 29
$5,000 or less 76.4 1.7 20.0 2.0
$5,001-10,000 73.5 1.2 235 1.8
$10,001-20,000 82.5 0.9 15.5 1.1
$20,001-30,000 79.9 1.9 155 2.7
More than $30,000 76.2 2.9 15.5 5.4

#Rounds to zero.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National €efur Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 11.8. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 lihelor's degree recipients according to degregranting institution type, by selected sident and

institution characteristics

Degree-granting institution

Public Private not-for-profit
Nondoctorate- Doctorate- Mdoctorate- Doctorate- Private
Student and institution characteristics Total granting granting Total granting granting for-profit
Total 65.2 19.3 45.8 33.2 194 13.8 1.6

Gender

Male 65.5 17.6 47.9 329 18.2 14.7 1.6

Female 64.9 20.6 44.3 33.5 20.3 13.2 1.6
Race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 64.7 19.0 45.7 34.2 21.2 13.0 1.2

Black/African American, non-Hispanic 67.4 23.0 44.4 29.1 16.6 12.5 3.6

Hispanic or Latino 62.2 19.3 42.8 341 18.3 15.8 3.7

Asian 71.6 14.7 56.8 26.4 6.7 19.7 2.1

American Indian/Alaska Native 72.0 25.3 46.6 28.0 18.8 9.2 #

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 70.9 26.0 44.9 29.1 15.1 14.0 #

Other racé 70.5 23.4 47.1 29.1 9.0 20.1 0.5

More than one race 60.7 25.0 35.7 38.6 13.3 25.3 0.8
Disability status

Does not have a disability 64.7 19.4 45.3 33.8 20.1 13.7 15

Has a disability 61.4 24.2 37.2 36.8 24.0 12.8 1.8
Parents’ educational attainment

Less than high school 70.1 28.3 41.8 25.9 15.9 10.1 4.0

High school or equivalency 66.8 23.0 43.8 313 21.9 9.4 2.0

Some postsecondary education 65.2 22.3 42.8 33.2 21.0 12.2 1.7

Bachelor’s degree 66.2 18.7 47.5 324 17.8 14.6 1.4

Master’s degree or equivalent 65.2 15.9 49.3 34.3 17.9 16.5 0.5

Doctoral/professional degree 53.7 7.9 45.8 45.7 19.5 26.2 0.6

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.8. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 lihelor's degree recipients according to degregranting institution type, by selected sident and

institution characteristics—Continued

Degree-granting institution

Public Private not-for-profit
Nondoctorate- Doctorate- Mdoctorate- Doctorate- Private
Student and institution characteristics Total granting granting Total granting granting for-profit
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 60.3 14.9 454 39.2 20.6 18.6 0.5
23-24 78.1 23.3 54.8 21.3 11.0 10.3 0.7
25-29 72.3 23.7 48.6 25.4 16.0 9.4 2.3
30-39 62.6 24.8 37.7 32.8 25.2 7.5 4.7
40 or older 52.1 22.9 29.2 41.0 33.1 7.9 6.9
Undergraduate major
Business/management 61.1 20.3 40.8 34.3 22.9 11.4 4.7
Education 68.6 30.6 38.1 31.2 24.6 6.5 0.2
Engineering 77.9 10.3 67.6 21.7 6.5 15.2 0.4
Health 67.8 18.7 49.1 31.8 18.6 13.2 0.4
Other technical/professional 73.9 20.2 53.7 249 11.9 13.0 1.3
Social/behavioral sciences 64.1 16.8 47.3 35.9 18.8 17.1 #
Humanities 58.1 18.9 39.2 40.5 21.9 18.6 1.4
Life sciences 69.6 15.2 54.5 30.4 16.8 13.6 #
Physical sciences 66.8 16.7 50.1 33.3 19.6 13.7 #
Mathematics 64.7 15.7 49.0 35.3 16.9 18.4 #
Computer/information science 61.0 18.2 42.8 30.8 19.6 11.3 8.2
Vocational/technical 70.8 28.6 42.2 29.2 21.1 8.1 #
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 61.5 24.0 37.4 34.0 24.3 9.7 4.5
Below 1000 73.9 24.8 49.1 25.5 16.3 9.2 0.5
1000-1200 67.8 16.7 51.2 31.9 18.7 13.3 0.2
Above 1200 55.9 8.2 47.7 44.0 16.1 27.9 0.1

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.8. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 lihelor's degree recipients according to degregranting institution type, by selected sident and

institution characteristics—Continued

Degree-granting institution

Public Private not-for-profit
Nondoctorate- Doctorate- Mdoctorate- Doctorate- Private

Student and institution characteristics Total granting granting Total granting granting for-profit
First institution type

Public 2-year 70.0 244 45.6 27.5 19.7 7.9 25

Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 90.4 77.8 12.7 8.2 5.4 2.8 1.4

Public doctorate-granting 93.3 4.5 88.8 6.1 4.0 2.1 0.6

Private not-for-profit 4-year

nondoctorate-granting 15.2 5.2 9.9 84.3 81.0 3.3 0.6

Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 12.4 3.2 9.2 87.3 3.3 84.0 0.3

Private for-profit 40.2 15.8 24.5 25.2 18.6 6.6 34.5

Other 62.2 11.3 51.0 37.2 13.9 23.3 0.6
Number of institutions attended

One 62.8 18.6 44.2 36.6 19.3 17.2 0.7

Two 67.8 18.9 48.9 30.0 17.9 12.1 2.2
Three 67.9 21.7 46.2 30.1 19.6 10.5 2.0

Four or more 60.4 20.1 40.3 36.2 26.0 10.2 34
Cumulative undergraduate GPA

Less than 2.00 78.8 24.1 54.8 17.3 13.0 4.3 3.9
2.00-2.49 77.0 25.5 51.5 22.2 14.2 8.0 0.9
2.50-2.99 73.8 22.0 51.7 25.7 14.7 111 0.6
3.00-3.49 64.9 19.1 45.8 33.7 19.6 14.1 1.4
3.50 or higher 54.6 15.7 38.9 42.3 24.5 17.8 31

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.8. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 lihelor's degree recipients according to degregranting institution type, by selected sident and

institution characteristics—Continued

Degree-granting institution

Public Private not-for-profit
Nondoctorate- Doctorate- Mdoctorate- Doctorate- Private
Student and institution characteristics Total granting granting Total granting granting for-profit
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 69.8 20.2 49.6 29.3 15.2 14.1 0.9
$5,000 or less 81.3 32.0 49.3 17.7 12.7 5.0 1.0
$5,001-10,000 72.5 23.0 49.4 26.8 18.0 8.8 0.7
$10,001-20,000 60.8 17.6 43.2 37.9 24.4 135 1.3
$20,001-30,000 59.2 16.8 42.4 36.7 19.1 17.6 4.1
More than $30,000 45.0 8.3 36.7 50.5 25.7 24.8 4.5

#Rounds to zero.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tiaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bewyd Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 11.9. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 fét-time bachelor’s degree recipients according to time
betweenhigh school graduation and postsecondary entry, by selected student and institution
characteristics

Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

Less than 1-2 2-5 5 years
Student and institution characteristics 1 year years years or more
Total 83.3 5.9 5.1 5.7
Gender
Male 82.7 6.5 5.8 5.0
Female 83.7 5.5 4.5 6.3
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 84.6 5.7 4.3 54
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 78.6 6.0 6.4 9.0
Hispanic or Latino 78.6 6.3 8.0 7.1
Asian 79.6 9.2 7.9 34
American Indian/Alaska Native 78.6 1.2 6.2 14.0
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 82.3 7.3 6.4 4.0
Other race 82.2 10.1 4.4 3.3
More than one race 84.7 15 8.5 5.3
Disability status
Does not have a disability 84.5 5.1 4.7 5.7
Has a disability 74.9 4.9 8.5 11.6
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 60.4 8.8 11.8 18.9
High school or equivalency 74.8 6.1 8.1 11.1
Some postsecondary education 86.8 4.8 4.1 4.3
Bachelor's degree 90.5 5.2 2.3 2.0
Master’'s degree or equivalent 90.8 4.3 3.2 1.8
Doctoral/professional degree 92.0 4.9 1.4 1.6
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 96.4 3.2 04 #
23-24 87.5 7.7 4.8 #
25-29 70.5 9.9 12.6 7.0
30-39 51.9 9.4 14.9 23.8
40 or older 42.6 8.1 11.7 37.6

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.9. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 fét-time bachelor’s degree recipients according to time
betweenhigh school graduation and postsecondary entry, by selected student and institution

characteristics—Continued

Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

Less than 1-2 2-5 5 years
Student and institution characteristics 1 year years years or more
Undergraduate major
Business/management 80.1 6.4 6.0 7.6
Education 83.3 6.3 4.6 5.9
Engineering 84.6 8.2 4.8 24
Health 81.6 51 57 7.7
Other technical/professional 87.8 4.4 4.2 3.7
Social/behavioral sciences 85.9 5.1 3.5 5.5
Humanities 83.3 5.8 5.4 5.4
Life sciences 84.6 6.8 4.2 4.4
Physical sciences 88.0 25 5.1 4.5
Mathematics 91.2 5.3 3.2 0.3
Computer/information science 74.4 8.0 10.3 7.3
Vocational/technical 79.3 8.3 6.3 6.2
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 61.1 9.8 12.2 16.9
Below 1000 89.1 4.7 3.9 2.3
1000-1200 93.3 4.6 15 0.6
Above 1200 95.7 35 0.6 0.3
First institution type
Public 2-year 71.6 8.0 8.9 11.6
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 83.7 5.6 5.6 5.1
Public doctorate-granting 87.6 6.0 3.6 2.8
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 87.1 3.6 29 6.4
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 90.5 4.4 24 2.7
Private for-profit 63.4 5.6 12.9 18.0
Other 71.1 14.8 8.2 5.9
Number of institutions attended
One 91.8 3.7 21 25
Two 79.1 7.4 6.3 7.2
Three 76.2 7.2 7.7 8.9
Four or more 72.5 8.7 9.3 9.5
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 74.2 8.4 135 3.9
2.00-2.49 84.8 7.4 4.7 3.2
2.50-2.99 87.1 5.5 4.0 3.5
3.00-3.49 84.2 6.2 5.1 4.5
3.50 or higher 79.4 5.5 5.6 9.5

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.9. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 fét-time bachelor’s degree recipients according to time
betweenhigh school graduation and postsecondary entry, by selected student and institution
characteristics—Continued

Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

Less than 1-2 2-5 5 years
Student and institution characteristics 1 year years years or more
Degree-granting institution type
Public 83.6 6.2 5.3 5.0
Nondoctorate-granting 79.8 6.6 6.5 7.2
Doctorate-granting 85.2 6.1 4.7 4.0
Private not-for-profit 83.8 5.1 4.6 6.5
Nondoctorate-granting 80.8 55 5.2 8.5
Doctorate-granting 87.8 4.6 3.8 3.8
Private for-profit 61.5 10.5 6.7 21.3
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 84.4 5.6 4.5 5.6
$5,000 or less 81.9 7.0 6.0 5.2
$5,001-10,000 85.8 3.9 6.1 4.2
$10,001-20,000 83.4 7.1 4.5 5.0
$20,001-30,000 80.8 6.5 4.9 7.7
More than $30,000 76.9 6.0 8.6 8.5

#Rounds to zero.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseoninding. See the glossary for exact definitions of the time span category ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 11.10. Percentage distribution of 1999—-2000 ffst-time bachelor’'s degree recipients according to time

between high school gaduation and degee completion, by selectedtudent and irstitution

characteristics

Time between high school graduation and degree completion

Within 4-5 5-6 6-10 More than
Student and institution characteristics 4 years years years years 10 years
Total 32.7 22.9 10.8 14.8 18.9
Gender
Male 28.6 25.2 12.8 16.4 171
Female 35.8 21.1 9.3 13.6 20.1
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 34.7 24.3 10.0 13.0 18.1
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 225 19.2 12.5 15.4 30.4
Hispanic or Latino 24.8 16.4 15.0 235 204
Asian 34.7 215 12.7 22.0 9.1
American Indian/Alaska Native 16.4 14.9 16.3 119 40.6
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 21.0 124 12.0 35.1 19.6
Other racé 25.7 24.6 13.2 18.4 18.1
More than one race 40.1 18.2 7.0 18.8 16.0
Disability status
Does not have a disability 33.9 23.0 10.5 13.9 18.7
Has a disability 22.4 16.3 8.4 155 374
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 7.8 10.5 11.2 19.9 50.7
High school or equivalency 20.0 18.9 11.8 17.4 31.9
Some postsecondary education 30.9 25.4 10.9 13.8 19.1
Bachelor's degree 38.7 28.2 9.8 12.4 11.0
Master’'s degree or equivalent 455 25.0 10.5 10.5 8.5
Doctoral/professional degree 55.0 24.6 5.6 8.4 6.4
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 64.7 34.2 11 0.1 #
23-24 1.6 27.7 48.7 21.9 #
25-29 0.2 0.3 15 75.5 22.5
30-39 0.1 0.1 # 0.6 99.2
40 or older # 0.3 0.3 0.9 98.5

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.10. Percentage distribution of 1999—-2000 ffst-time bachelor’'s degree recipients according to time

between high school gaduation and degee completion, by selectedtudent and irstitution
characteristics—Continued

Time between high school graduation and degree completion

Within 4-5 5-6 6-10 More than
Student and institution characteristics 4 years years years years 10 years
Undergraduate major
Business/management 28.8 20.0 9.6 15.6 26.1
Education 25.7 25.4 15.3 15.5 18.1
Engineering 23.7 32.2 15.2 15.0 13.9
Health 26.3 22.3 10.8 14.2 26.5
Other technical/professional 34.6 27.3 12.0 13.9 12.2
Social/behavioral sciences 41.2 21.7 8.8 12.9 155
Humanities 35.7 20.7 10.5 15.6 17.6
Life sciences 38.8 25.0 8.5 17.4 10.4
Physical sciences 45.8 18.9 11.4 13.6 10.3
Mathematics 39.8 30.7 9.9 115 8.1
Computer/information science 22.0 215 12.9 16.8 26.8
Vocational/technical 28.2 22.8 11.6 13.3 24.2
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 4.2 3.9 9.6 26.6 55.7
Below 1000 30.8 25.0 18.8 18.1 7.4
1000-1200 47.4 34.9 8.5 7.1 2.0
Above 1200 58.0 31.9 5.9 35 0.7
First institution type
Public 2-year 8.6 13.7 15.3 25.7 36.7
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 23.9 29.9 12.0 14.8 19.3
Public doctorate-granting 33.4 30.2 12.0 13.2 11.2
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 56.5 18.5 5.8 6.9 12.3
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 60.3 18.3 6.0 8.2 7.3
Private for-profit 15.0 2.3 51 13.7 63.8
Other 2.5 14.3 11.0 325 39.8
Number of institutions attended
One 51.8 28.6 8.4 6.9 4.3
Two 25.6 23.4 13.2 18.3 195
Three 12.9 15.1 12.8 23.8 35.4
Four or more 5.9 6.6 8.2 215 57.9
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 18.8 10.4 15.6 23.5 31.8
2.00-2.49 14.0 26.2 17.6 25.2 17.0
2.50-2.99 28.1 25.9 14.2 18.2 13.7
3.00-3.49 35.3 255 10.1 13.3 15.8
3.50 or higher 39.1 16.4 6.9 104 27.3

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.10. Percentage distribution of 1999—-2000 ffst-time bachelor’'s degree recipients according to time
between high school gaduation and degee completion, by selectedtudent andinstitution
characteristics—Continued

Time between high school graduation and degree completion

Within 4-5 5-6 6-10 More than
Student and institution characteristics 4 years years years years 10 years
Degree-granting institution type
Public 25.5 26.9 13.6 16.7 17.3
Nondoctorate-granting 19.0 25.0 13.9 17.9 24.3
Doctorate-granting 28.3 27.7 135 16.1 14.3
Private not-for-profit 47.7 15.8 55 11.0 20.0
Nondoctorate-granting 445 14.1 4.5 10.5 26.5
Doctorate-granting 52.2 18.2 6.9 11.6 111
Private for-profit 11.8 3.1 6.0 19.7 59.4
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 374 23.6 9.6 12.6 16.8
$5,000 or less 26.3 25.0 11.3 14.8 22.7
$5,001-10,000 24.2 21.0 13.2 17.9 23.7
$10,001-20,000 34.9 23.0 12.4 14.3 15.4
$20,001-30,000 25.5 24.8 9.1 18.6 22.0
More than $30,000 24.5 15.3 12.3 20.2 27.7

#Rounds to zero.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseoninding. See the glossary for exact definitions of the time span category ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table I1.11. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 ff$t-time bachelor’'s degree recipients according to time

betweenpostsecondary entry and degee completion, by selectedtudent andinstitution

characteristics

Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Within 4-5 5-6 More than
Student and institution characteristics 4 years years years 6 years
Total 38.7 23.5 9.9 28.0
Gender
Male 35.2 26.3 11.5 27.0
Female 41.2 21.4 8.6 28.7
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 40.6 24.2 9.1 26.1
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 27.4 24.0 11.4 37.1
Hispanic or Latino 30.2 20.6 12.8 36.4
Asian 42.8 23.0 10.9 23.3
American Indian/Alaska Native 19.5 151 22.0 43.5
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 25.0 12.4 17.2 45.5
Other race 39.7 16.8 13.0 30.5
More than one race 46.8 17.4 7.7 28.2
Disability status
Does not have a disability 40.0 23.3 9.7 27.1
Has a disability 28.4 17.5 10.0 44.2
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 13.6 15.5 10.1 60.8
High school or equivalency 26.0 22.0 10.8 41.3
Some postsecondary education 35.3 25.6 10.2 28.9
Bachelor's degree 441 26.5 9.3 20.1
Master’s degree or equivaten 50.9 24.3 9.1 15.6
Doctoral/professional degree 60.7 21.4 5.2 12.7
Age at bachelor’s completion
22 or younger 70.9 28.5 0.5 0.1
23-24 8.2 37.5 39.8 14.5
25-29 6.0 5.4 7.7 80.9
30-39 3.9 5.7 2.6 87.8
40 or older 51 4.1 2.3 88.6
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 34.5 21.6 9.5 34.4
Education 29.8 29.4 14.0 26.8
Engineering 28.3 33.0 13.9 24.8
Health 30.7 24.2 10.4 34.7
Other technical/professional 40.0 27.7 9.9 22.4
Social/behavioral sciences 47.6 20.4 7.8 24.3
Humanities 41.6 21.3 8.9 28.3
Life sciences 47.3 24.1 8.3 20.4
Physical sciences 54.4 17.7 10.2 17.6
Mathematics 46.4 29.1 8.6 16.0
Computer/information science 31.3 22.4 12.7 33.6
Vocational/technical 36.1 21.5 9.5 32.9

See notes at end of table.
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Table I1.11. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000 ff$t-time bachelor’'s degree recipients according to time
betweenpostsecondary entry and degee completion, by selectedtudent andinstitution
characteristics—Continued

Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Within 4-5 5-6 More than
Student and institution characteristics 4 years years years 6 years
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 10.6 8.3 11.0 70.1
Below 1000 36.1 28.0 15.8 20.1
1000-1200 53.7 31.9 7.4 7.1
Above 1200 63.6 29.0 4.1 3.3
First institution type
Public 2-year 10.8 194 15.5 54.3
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 30.1 31.8 10.3 27.8
Public doctorate-granting 41.0 29.3 10.2 195
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 63.9 17.8 4.3 14.0
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 66.4 16.2 5.8 11.7
Private for-prof 16.2 7.9 9.3 66.6
Other 6.0 15.3 8.9 69.8
Number of institutions attended
One 57.9 27.0 7.3 7.8
Two 32.4 25.7 11.7 30.2
Three 17.8 17.0 134 51.9
Four or more 9.8 8.5 7.5 74.2
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 25.3 8.5 16.7 49.5
2.00-2.49 19.4 28.4 15.7 36.6
2.50-2.99 33.0 27.5 13.4 26.2
3.00-3.49 41.8 24.7 8.6 24.9
3.50 or higher 45.4 171 6.8 30.7
Degree-granting institution type
Public 31.6 28.2 12.2 28.0
Nondoctorate-granting 23.8 27.8 13.3 35.1
Doctorate-granting 34.9 28.4 11.7 25.0
Private not-for-profit 53.7 14.9 5.2 26.3
Nondoctorate-granting 50.1 14.0 4.3 31.7
Doctorate-granting 58.6 16.2 6.4 18.9
Private for-prof 12.9 8.8 12.7 65.6
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 43.7 23.6 8.3 24.4
$5,000 or less 32.2 24.9 11.9 30.9
$5,001-10,000 29.3 22.8 12.1 35.9
$10,001-20,000 41.6 24.4 10.1 23.9
$20,001-30,000 31.1 25.9 10.2 32.9
More tharn$30,000 29.0 15.8 12.9 42.4

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding. See the glossary for exact definitions of the time span category
ranges.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tiaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table 11.12. Among 1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients, average and median number of months
betweenpostsecondaryentry and degree completion, by typef degree-granting institution
and selected studenand institution characteristics

Months between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Average Median
Private Private
not-for- not-for-
Student and institution characteristics Total Public  profit  Total Public  profit
Total 81.3 79.6 814 54.8 56.6 48.3
Gender
Male 78.2 75.8 79.4 56.8 56.9 49.3
Female 83.5 82.5 82.8 53.7 56.0 47.2
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 79.9 78.2 80.4 53.6 55.6 47.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 99.6 95.1 107.5 61.7 60.6 58.7
Hispanic or Latino 83.9 80.4 83.6 60.0 64.4 54.5
Asian 65.2 67.4 58.9 53.0 56.3 46.6
American Indian/Alaska Native 111.6 110.1 T 65.4 67.5 ¥
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 91.8 102.2 s 73.2 85.0 T
Other raceé 84.9 86.0 77.5 56.5 64.1 47.4
More than one race 78.5 82.8 66.7 51.1 53.7 45.5
Disability status
Does not have a disability 80.6 79.2 80.6 54.2 56.1 47.5
Has a disability 1149 110.7 116.6 66.9 70.3 57.6
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 143.3 129.6 166.9 93.1 83.9 127.0
High school or equivalency 101.3 97.3 107.7 63.1 62.4 60.3
Some postsecondary education 82.7 80.1 85.8 55.8 57.1 50.3
Bachelor’s degree 70.3 69.7 68.6 51.4 53.5 45.5
Master’s degree or equivalent 63.5 63.2 62.7 48.9 51.5 45.0
Doctoral/professional degree 60.2 61.6 57.2 47.5 50.7 46.8
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 47.6 48.6 46.2 45.7 46.2 44.6
23-24 62.8 62.8 62.7 63.2 63.3 61.4
25-29 93.2 92.6 94.4 93.3 92.4 93.9
30-39 158.6 158.9 158.7 162.7 162.4 163.2
40 or older 252.0 254.8 250.8 280.1 282.1 278.3

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.12. Among 1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients, average and median number of months
betweenpostsecondaryentry and degree completion, by typef degree-granting institution
and selected studenand institution characteristics—Continued

Months between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Average Median
Private Private
Public not-for- not-for-
Student and institution characteristics Total Public  profit  Total Public  profit
Undergraduate major
Business/management 94.0 79.3 109.3 57.2 55.7 59.7
Education 79.3 79.9 78.2 56.2 57.6 50.7
Engineering 73.6 76.2 64.8 58.7 58.1 48.3
Health 94.9 94.8 94.3 58.6 59.2 56.1
Other technical/professional 68.6 68.2 68.8 54.9 56.0 48.0
Social/behavioral sciences 74.8 80.8 63.9 50.4 54.9 45.1
Humanities 80.7 84.9 74.1 55.3 57.1 47.7
Life sciences 66.5 69.4 60.0 51.5 55.6 46.1
Physical sciences 65.7 71.4 54.4 47.4 56.8 45.5
Mathematics 64.6 69.3 55.4 50.8 54.5 45.4
Computer/information science 91.5 77.8 113.2 58.0 57.7 54.8
Vocational/technical 91.5 81.2 115.9 57.2 55.7 59.4
Combined SAT scores
No exam taken or no score reported 138.6 132.1 147.3 104.6 98.6 117.6
Below 1000 66.3 67.0 64.4 57.5 57.6 47.8
1000-1200 54.6 56.5 50.6 47.7 49.5 45.1
Above 1200 50.4 52.5 47.8 45.8 50.6 45.3
First institution type
Public 2-year 109.5 98.8 131.7 77.9 71.8 102.2
Public 4-year nondoctorateamting 81.8 74.4 137.8 56.0 55.4 104.5
Public doctorate-grantin 70.9 65.2 152.3 52.8 50.9 115.0
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 65.5 105.9 57.4 45.6 61.5 451
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 60.3 103.2 54.6 47.2 61.7 46.8
Private for-profit 1425 165.9 ¥ 1105 1351 ¥
Other 134.2 136.8 130.0 92.8 99.2 78.8
Number of institutions attended
One 55.0 58.5 48.9 45.8 51.7 44.2
Two 81.7 79.1 83.5 57.1 57.6 54.7
Three 109.6 102.8 120.2 76.9 72.4 82.0
Four or more 158.7 145.5 175.7 127.4 112.3 154.1
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 1135 128.6 i 71.4 87.9 ¥
2.00-2.49 83.5 83.6 82.2 63.7 65.8 55.4
2.50-2.99 75.7 76.8 70.4 56.4 57.3 48.9
3.00-3.49 77.2 77.2 75.1 52.8 54.7 46.5
3.50 or higher 91.1 84.5 94.8 52.6 54.9 48.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table 11.12. Among 1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients, average and median number of months
betweenpostsecondaryentry and degree completion, by typef degree-granting institution
and selected studenand institution characteristics—Continued

Months between postsecondary entry and degree completion

Average Median
Private Private
Public not-for- not-for-
Student and institution characteristics Total Public  profit  Total Public  profit
Degree-granting institution type
Public 79.6 79.6 ¥ 56.6 56.6 ¥
Nondoctorate-granting 90.1 90.1 I 60.4 60.4 ¥
Doctorate-granting 75.2 75.2 ¥ 55.3 55.3 ¥
Private not-for-profit 81.4 ¥ 814 48.3 ¥ 48.3
Nondoctorate-granting 90.7 ¥ 90.7 48.9 ¥ 48.9
Doctorate-granting 68.6 ¥ 68.6 47.8 T 47.8
Private for-profit 149.2 ¥ ¥ 107.8 ¥ t
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 80.0 76.2 86.1 52.6 54.5 48.1
$5,000 or less 87.6 84.5 97.0 57.3 58.8 53.1
$5,001-10,000 92.2 859 105.5 59.8 60.4 56.1
$10,001-20,000 74.2 72.7 73.6 53.3 58.1 48.1
$20,001-30,000 83.9 89.6 69.4 57.8 61.7 47.5
More than $30,000 88.1 94.7 81.2 64.4 73.2 58.3

tReporting standards not met.
Yincluded in total but not shown separatelythese who graduated frofor-profit institutions.
2Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tilaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Beyond
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Section IlI: Employment and Community Service

Employment

» Overall, 87 percent of 1999-2000 bachelor'grde recipients were employed in 2001
(table 111.1), including about 77 percent kking full time and 11 percent working part
time. Five percent were unemployed, 6 percent were out of the labor force, and the
remaining 1 percent were waiting to report to work or were laid off.

* Male bachelor’s degree recipients wererenlikely than female bachelor’s degree
recipients to be working full time (80 vs. 74 percent), while female recipients were
more likely to be working part time (12 vsp@rcent) or to be out of the labor force (8
vs. 5 percent; table I1l.1). No difference coblkl detected in the percentage of men and
women who were unemployed (5 percent each).

* Employed 1999-2000 bachelor’'sgilee recipients were more likely to be working in
business and managementeducation than in arther occupation (table 111.2).
Twenty-five percent of all employed bacbes$ recipients worked in business and
management in 1999-2000, andpE8cent were educatofiscluding K-12 teachers
and other instructors).

*  Women were more likely than menlie employed as educators or medical
professionals, and in administrative, atatj and legal positions (table 111.2). Men, on
the other hand, were more likely to @@mployed in business and management,
engineering/architecture, or computer science, or as mechanics and laborers.

* The average annual salary of employ®©89-2000 bachelor’s degree recipients was
about $33,100 in 2001; the medimmual salary was $29,800 (table3). On average,
male bachelor’s degreedaipients earned $7,000 more per year than their female
counterparts.

* Those 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degreeipients who had recstd a bachelor’s degree
from a private for-profit institution earned on average more than those who had
received their degree from either a publi@a@rivate not-for-profit institution (table
111.3).

» Thirteen percent of 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degecipients were not working in 2001,
among them, 8 percent had received unemployment compensationl(&bl®n
average, 14 months elapsed since thdse were not working last worked for pay.
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Table Compendium—Section Ill: Employment and Community Service

» College graduates witttisabilities were less likely thahose without disabilities to be
working (83 vs. 88 percenty,and on average those who were not working had been
out of work for longer periods of time (27 vs. 13 months; tdb#. However, no
difference could be detected in the percentage who received unemployment
compensation by disability status (about 9 percent for each group).

Opinions About Employment

* In 2001, more than two-thirds of enagked 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree recipients
said that their job was the start of theareer (71 percent; tablll.5). This was true
specifically for students who had earried degree from public and private not-for-
profit institutions (72 and 70 percent, respectively). Of students who had earned the
degree from private for-profit institutions, 59 percent agreed with this statement.

* The majority of employed 1999-2000 bachelalégree recipients said that their job
was closely related to their undeaguate major54 percent; tablél.5). No difference
could be detected in the pertage who said that their joloas not at alielated and the
percentage who said their job was somatwklated to theiundergraduate major.

* In 2001, employed 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degeeients who were married were
more likely to say that their job was the start of a career than those who were single,
never married (74 vs. 71 pert¢etable 111.5). In addition, thewere more likely to say
that their job was closely related tethundergraduate maj¢61 vs. 51 percent).

* Among employed 1999-2000 bachelor's degespients who did not consider their
current job to be the start of their caresdyout 38 percent saidey were just paying
the bills (tabldll.6). Nineteen percent said they ngevorking while deciding on future
plans, 11 percent said they were continumthe career in which they were already
working, and 10 percent said thexre exploring career options.

Occupational Licensingand Certification

* Twenty-two percent of 1999-2000 bachelalegree recipients had an occupational
license, and 11 percent hagbrofessional certificatidh(table 111.7). These
percentages were related to age at bachelor’'s degree completion: as age increased, so
did the likelihood of having aaccupational license ormofessional certification. For
example, 19 percent of students who wage 22 or younger when they received the
bachelor’'s degree had an occupational liceosmpared with 30 percent of those who
were 40 or older at degree completion.

* Bachelor’'s degree recipientgho received their degree from public and private not-for-
profit institutions were more likely than those who attended private for-profit

10The percentage working was calculated as the inverse of itenpege not working shown in the first column of table 111.4:
for graduates with disabilities, 100 — 17 = 83 percent; for graduates without disabilities, 100 — 12 = 88 percent.

11an occupational license is required by law in order to practice a given profession. A professional certification allows the
holder to qualify or advance in an occupational area but is not required by law.
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Table Compendium—Section Ill: Employment and Community Service

institutions to have an occupational licensewever, graduates ptiblic and private
not-for-profit institutions were less likely to have a professional certification (table
11.7).

Community Service

In 2001, 43 percent of all 1999-2000 bacheldegree recipients reported doing
community service in the year after they had completed college, with 8 percent
reporting tutoring or educational wowkth kids, and 11 peent reporting other
volunteering with kids (table 111.8). Womewere more likely than men to have
engaged in community service overallyadl as to have volusered more often in
tutoring or education-refed work with kids, or in health care/hospital work.
Conversely, men were more likely to had@ne other volunteering with kids, such as
coaching or mentoring.

Bachelor’s degree recipients living in the South were more likely than those living in
the Northeast or Midwest teave participated in comumity service (table I11.8).
Graduates in the West were also more likely than those in the Northeast to have
engaged in community service.
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Table lll.1. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’'s dege recipients according to their

employment status and the coesponding unemployment rate by selected student and
institution characteristics: 2001

Employment status

Working Out of Unem-
Full  Pat Unem- Laid labor ploymen
Student and institution characteristics Total time time ployed off force ! rate
Total 87.4 76.5 10.9 5.1 1.0 6.4 6.6
Gender
Male 89.2 804 8.8 5.2 0.7 4.9 6.2
Female 86.1 73.7 125 5.1 1.2 7.5 6.9
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 88.3 77.6 108 4.7 1.0 5.9 6.1
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 87.2 76.3 109 6.2 1.5 5.0 8.2
Hispanic or Latino 873 763 111 4.5 0.9 7.3 5.8
Asian 79.4 674 121 9.7 0.4 105 11.3
American Indian/Alaska Native 80.5 685 11.9 5.6 # 139 6.5
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 90.0 79.7 10.2 6.0 # 4.0 6.2
Other racé 77.2 642 13.0 6.9 1.4 14.4 9.8
More than one race 88.2 76.1 121 3.4 0.2 8.2 3.9
Disability status
Does not have a disability 885 77.0 114 4.5 0.9 6.1 5.8
Has a disability 83.0 70.0 13.0 7.1 1.9 8.1 9.7
Age at bachelor’s completion
22 or younger 86.3 743 120 5.6 1.0 7.0 7.2
23-24 90.8 80.6 10.2 4.2 0.8 4.2 5.2
25-29 87.2 78.0 9.3 5.6 0.8 6.3 6.9
30-39 88.3 78.1 10.3 4.5 0.7 6.5 5.5
40 or older 85.1 75.9 9.2 4.5 2.1 8.3 7.1
Current marital status
Single, never married 87.3 755 11.8 6.0 0.9 5.8 7.3
Married 879 78.9 9.0 3.2 1.0 7.9 4.6
Separated 94.4 87.3 7.0 1.8 0.9 3.0 2.8
Divorced 86.8 747 120 5.6 2.7 4.9 8.7
Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ T ¥ ¥ ¥
Region of current residence
Northeas 87.3 76.7 10.6 5.1 1.0 6.6 6.5
Midweg 89.4 78.6 10.8 4.8 1.1 4.7 6.2
South 88.0 779 10.2 4.1 1.0 6.8 5.6
Weg 855 73.0 125 6.7 0.7 7.1 8.0
Outlying areas 83.5 74.8 8.7 7.5 0.6 8.4 8.8

See notes at end of table.
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Table 111.1.

institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’s dege recipients according to their
employment status and the coesponding unemployment rate by selected student and

Employment status

Working Out of Unem-
Full  Pat Unem- Laid labor ploymen
Student and institution characteristics Total time time ployed off force ! rate
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 91.0 84.3 6.7 4.9 0.7 3.5 5.7
Education 94.4 84.8 9.6 1.2 0.8 3.6 2.1
Engineering 93.3 855 7.8 3.7 0.5 25 4.2
Health 87.8 74.1 137 3.6 1.7 6.9 5.7
Other technical/professional 879 795 8.4 6.2 1.1 4.9 7.7
Social/behavioral sciences 83.2 69.6 136 6.7 1.0 I 8.5
Humanities 845 69.0 155 7.4 15 6.7 9.5
Life sciences 75.1 599 152 5.1 1.6 18.3 8.2
Physical sciences 846 743 10.2 15 # 139 1.8
Mathematics 86.7 751 116 5.7 # 7.6 6.1
Computer/information science 91.2 86.7 4.5 5.0 0.4 3.4 55
Vocational/technical 95.2 90.7 4.5 2.8 0.8 1.3 3.6
Degree-granting institution type
Public 88.0 76.8 111 4.9 1.1 6.1 6.4
Nondoctorate-granting 88.8 78.6 10.2 6.1 0.6 4.6 7.0
Doctorate-granting 876 76.1 115 4.4 1.3 6.7 6.1
Private not-for-profit 86.3 75,5 10.9 55 0.9 7.2 7.0
Nondoctorate-granting 895 794 101 4.6 0.9 5.4 5.8
Doctorate-granting 819 70.0 12.0 6.9 1.0 10.3 8.7
Private for-profi 90.1 85.7 4.4 5.6 0.3 4.0 6.2
Total undergraduate deb
Did not borrow 85,5 73.6 12.0 5.4 0.8 8.3 6.8
$5,000 or less 89.1 78.1 11.0 5.0 1.0 5.4 6.2
$5,001-10,000 88.6 78.1 105 5.0 1.2 5.2 6.6
$10,001-20,000 89.2 78.7 10.6 4.6 0.9 3 5.8
$20,001-30,000 89.7 78.9 10.8 5.7 15 3.1 7.4
More than $30,000 88.0 78.7 9.3 7.3 1.1 3.7 8.7
Current enrollment status
Not currently enrolled 90.7 84.3 6.4 4.9 1.1 3.4 0.0
Enrolled part time 93.1 84.2 8.9 2.6 0.7 3.7 0.0
Enrolled full time 67.5 30.8 36.7 7.9 0.7 239 100.0

#Rounds to zero.
$Reporting standards not met.

The unemployment rate is constructed to approximate the definition of the unemployment rate used by the Bureau of Labor

Statistics. In this table, the rate is calculated as the number of people who are not working but looking for work, daigho are
off/waiting to report to work, divided by all those who arehia labor force (the two groupsentioned, plus those who are

working; respondents who are out of the labor force are excluded from the calculation). See the glossary for more information.
2Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table lll.2. Percentage distribution of empbyed 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreecipients according to occupation, by selected student and titation

characteristics: 2001

Occupation
Educa- Humah
tion protec-
(K=12 Business Engi- Editats tive/ Research, Adminis-
and othe and neering Medical writeré  service scien- trative, Me-  Service
instruc- manage- archi- Compute profes- per-  profes- tists, clerical, chanics, indus-
Student and institution characteristics tors) ment  tecture science  sionals formers  sionals technical legal laborers tries r
Total 18.1 25.3 4.8 6.8 7.0 35 5.9 5.1 6.7 3.8 11.8
Gende
Male 11.0 26.7 9.1 10.8 3.0 3.3 5.2 6.8 4.5 6.8 11.0
Female 23.6 24.2 15 3.7 10.1 3.7 6.5 3.8 8.4 15 12.4
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 18.4 25.4 4.7 6.1 7.1 35 5.5 5.0 6.6 4.1 12.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 18.4 25.4 3.3 6.7 8.6 15 11.3 3.7 8.3 2.7 8.1
Hispanic or Latino 24.9 22.1 3.7 6.3 4.7 5.3 6.6 6.0 5.8 3.3 11.2
Asian 5.0 25.7 9.9 19.1 6.1 3.8 3.9 7.8 5.6 2.9 8.6
American Indian/Alaska Native 21.3 20.9 7.8 4.7 9.3 # 4.7 3.7 11.2 5.6 10.9
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islande 10.5 33.3 1.7 6.1 9.7 1.5 7.6 6.3 4.2 24 15.7
Other rack 11.8 26.0 5.4 5.6 5.9 4.1 5.2 4.3 13.3 4.7 13.6
More than one race 13.4 35.1 4.9 4.3 7.8 5.7 5.1 3.9 7.1 0.2 11.6
Disability status
Does not have a disability 18.4 24.7 4.8 6.8 7.3 3.6 6.0 5.2 7.0 3.7 11.3
Has a disability 16.9 24.2 3.0 7.8 7.1 2.0 7.8 45 8.7 2.9 13.3
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younge 18.3 25.0 5.2 6.1 5.5 4.0 5.6 5.7 7.8 2.8 13.1
23-24 20.0 25.9 5.8 8.5 5.4 3.1 45 4.8 6.0 4.8 10.5
25-29 16.1 24.7 3.3 7.1 8.9 3.4 7.8 4.6 4.7 4.6 13.6
30-39 17.0 28.0 4.0 6.1 10.8 2.7 6.3 3.9 4.9 5.0 9.1
40 or olde 16.7 23.6 3.2 6.7 135 2.2 8.5 4.7 7.6 4.6 6.7

See notes at end of table.
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Table lll.2. Percentage distribution of empbyed 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreecipients according to occupation, by selected student and titation
characteristics: 2001—Continued

Occupation
Educa- Humah
tion protec-
(K=12 Business Engi- Editats tive/ Research, Adminis-
and othe and neering Medical writeré  service scien- trative, Me-  Service
instruc- manage- archi- Compute profes- per-  profes- tists, clerical, chanics, indus-
Student and institution characteristics tors) ment  tecture science  sionals formers  sionals technical legal laborers tries r Othe
Current marital status
Single, never married 16.2 26.0 4.9 7.0 5.2 4.2 5.4 5.6 7.3 3.9 13.4 0.9
Married 221 23.3 5.0 6.3 10.1 2.3 6.8 4.6 55 3.8 8.7 1.7
Separated 30.6 23.0 1.0 5.3 7.3 2.1 4.8 2.9 4.7 4.7 13.8 0.0
Divorced 16.8 29.2 24 5.7 11.7 1.3 8.6 3.8 6.5 2.5 9.4 21
Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ T
Region of current residence
Northeast 16.5 26.7 4.8 7.3 5.8 4.8 6.2 5.1 1.7 3.0 11.5 0.7
Midwest 17.9 25.0 51 6.1 9.7 29 5.7 4.2 5.7 4.8 11.8 1.2
South 20.0 25.0 4.0 6.2 7.1 3.0 6.0 5.2 6.6 3.6 11.6 1.7
West 16.9 24.3 5.7 8.2 4.9 3.8 6.0 6.4 6.6 3.9 12.7 0.8
Outlying areas 25.1 19.3 1.8 1.7 5.9 34 3.6 13.7 7.4 6.7 9.9 1.6
Undergraduate major
Business/management 3.6 54.0 1.1 8.8 0.9 0.9 1.4 15 6.6 4.0 16.2 1.1
Education 74.5 6.2 0.8 1.6 0.9 0.4 2.5 0.4 34 1.8 7.2 0.3
Engineering 3.2 10.9 51.2 10.7 1.0 0.5 # 13.2 1.7 3.8 2.9 0.9
Health 7.8 11.0 0.7 0.8 57.1 0.5 4.7 2.6 3.0 21 9.0 0.8
Other technical/professional 8.3 22.0 5.1 4.1 6.2 10.2 3.7 4.8 8.5 6.9 19.0 1.2
Social/behavioral sciences 18.3 25.3 0.5 3.2 3.4 1.6 16.7 4.1 9.8 3.0 12.6 15
Humanities 23.7 194 0.8 5.9 2.1 131 4.5 2.0 9.6 4.2 13.6 1.0
Life sciences 15.7 154 1.0 3.0 10.0 1.0 2.8 25.6 5.2 8.7 9.1 25
Physical sciences 16.5 10.6 2.3 5.7 5.7 0.5 3.3 44.2 15 1.7 4.3 3.7
Mathematics 42.8 23.0 4.1 7.7 # 0.3 1.8 6.8 2.8 24 6.0 2.3
Computer/information science 1.2 135 145 57.9 0.5 # 0.3 2.7 4.2 1.7 2.8 0.8
Vocational/technical 9.3 25.3 2.2 23 25 # 33.4 3.8 9.3 3.5 7.1 11

See notes at end of table.
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Table lll.2. Percentage distribution of empbyed 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreecipients according to occupation, by selected student and titation
characteristics: 2001—Continued

Occupation
Educa- Humah
tion protec-
(K=12 Business Engi- Editats tive/ Research, Adminis-
and othe and neering Medical writeré  service scien- trative, Me-  Service
instruc- manage- archi- Compute profes- per-  profes- tists, clerical, chanics, indus-
Student and institution characteristics tors) ment  tecture science  sionals formers  sionals technical legal laborers tries r
Degree-granting institution type
Public 18.1 25.2 5.7 7.1 6.8 2.7 5.8 5.4 6.2 4.1 12.0
Nondoctorate-granting 24.2 25.7 2.7 4.8 6.0 2.7 7.8 4.1 5.6 4.6 11.0
Doctorate-granting 15.5 25.0 7.0 8.0 7.2 2.7 4.9 6.0 6.5 3.9 12.4
Private not-for-profit 18.6 25.0 3.2 6.0 7.7 4.8 6.5 4.5 7.5 3.3 11.3
Nondoctorate-granting 21.4 23.1 1.8 5.3 7.8 4.1 7.7 4.0 7.2 4.3 115
Doctorate-granting 14.3 28.0 53 7.0 7.4 5.8 4.7 53 7.9 1.8 10.9
Private for-profit 7.1 34.9 2.4 11.9 1.0 9.3 0.8 5.8 10.5 3.0 135
Current employment status
Working full time 16.9 27.6 5.4 7.4 6.9 34 6.3 4.6 55 3.7 11.2
Working part time 26.2 9.8 0.8 2.6 7.8 3.9 3.1 8.7 14.6 4.3 16.1
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 16.4 27.1 5.9 6.3 6.4 35 4.2 5.6 6.2 45 12.4
$5,000 or less 20.3 28.3 4.4 7.4 7.2 1.9 6.2 3.9 6.2 4.3 9.2
$5,001-10,000 18.7 26.0 4.8 7.1 6.4 3.4 7.9 3.9 7.8 3.6 8.9
$10,001-20,000 20.0 24.7 35 7.4 5.9 3.3 6.6 5.7 7.2 3.0 11.8
$20,001-30,000 17.8 22.1 5.0 6.6 8.9 3.3 55 55 6.8 3.6 14.4
More than $30,000 16.0 23.0 4.6 5.3 12.8 4.8 7.9 4.4 5.0 3.1 11.1
Current enroliment status
Not currently enrolled 15.8 275 5.2 7.2 7.2 3.9 6.0 4.1 5.8 4.0 12.3
Enrolled part time 35.0 21.3 5.8 5.7 4.0 1.6 5.9 4.1 5.1 3.1 7.0
Enrolled full time 24.2 12.0 1.7 4.1 7.1 2.0 5.5 13.0 14.4 2.9 11.1

#Rounds to zero.
fReporting standards not met.
'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Includes only employed respondents (87 percent of total sample). Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtdd®gytudinal Study (B&B000/01).
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Table 111.3.

Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor’slegree recipients accordingo annual salary,and average and mdian annual sahry,
by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Annual salary

Less $60,000 Average Median
Not than  $20,000— $30,000— $40,000— $50,000— or annual annual
Student and institution characteristic working $20,000 29,999 39,999 49,999 59,999 more salar)} salar)}
Total 14.0 14.6 23.5 24.4 11.8 6.2 5.4 $33,130 $29,809
Gender
Male 12.2 11.7 185 24.4 15.3 9.7 8.3 37,256 33,726
Female 15.4 16.7 27.1 245 9.2 3.8 3.3 30,033 28,498
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 13.0 14.6 24.6 24.4 11.7 6.5 5.2 33,052 29,722
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 14.7 12.0 26.1 25.9 11.3 5.6 4.5 32,587 30,506
Hispanic or Latino 13.9 19.8 21.6 24.7 11.5 3.6 4.9 31,651 29,444
Asian 24.5 10.9 10.9 19.8 16.7 8.4 8.9 37,729 36,325
American Indian/Alaska Native 20.2 12.7 17.2 27.3 7.6 3.4 11.8 35,667 32,596
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 10.5 8.5 13.6 49.5 6.1 8.1 3.8 34,306 32,652
Other raceé 25.1 14.4 17.4 17.9 9.1 11.7 45 32,783 31,128
More than one race 16.4 13.1 24.7 26.6 8.7 1.5 9.1 32,199 30,206
Disability status
Does not have a disability 12.8 15.3 23.7 24.5 11.8 6.3 55 32,968 29,734
Has a disability 19.4 16.4 25.3 22.5 7.8 4.4 4.3 30,870 29,303
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younger 14.9 17.3 25.4 23.6 10.5 4.8 3.5 30,704 29,894
23-24 10.3 13.3 24.6 29.2 12.1 5.7 4.8 32,760 30,141
25-29 14.3 11.6 21.2 25.4 14.6 8.1 4.9 34,795 32,209
30-39 13.7 10.0 17.4 21.9 14.0 12.2 10.9 38,692 35,761
40 or olde 18.4 10.8 18.8 17.7 11.6 7.1 155 41,794 34,760

See notes at end of table.
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Table Ill.3. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients accordingo annual salary,and average and mdian annual sahry,

by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Annual salary

Less $60,000 Average Median
Not than  $20,000— $30,000— $40,000— $50,000— or annual annual
Student and institution characteristic working $20,000 29,999 39,999 49,999 59,999 more salar)} salar)}
Current marital status
Single, never married 14.1 16.3 23.1 24.7 11.7 5.7 4.5 32,003 29,580
Married 13.9 10.9 24.4 23.7 12.2 7.8 7.2 35,311 31,408
Separated 6.3 7.9 40.9 24.1 10.7 3.8 6.5 33,029 29,280
Divorced 14.1 14.8 21.8 26.1 10.2 5.8 7.4 33,290 31,543
Widowed 1 ¥ 1 T ¥ 1 ¥ T ¥
Region of current residence
Northeast 14.1 12.5 21.3 25.9 13.4 6.4 6.5 34,768 31,546
Midwest 11.9 15.3 24.5 26.3 11.8 6.6 3.6 31,872 29,608
South 135 14.4 26.9 23.9 11.3 5.1 4.8 32,855 29,358
West 15.7 13.3 21.3 23.6 11.2 7.3 7.6 34,132 31,687
Outlying areas 16.8 62.3 10.6 6.6 1.7 2.1 # 17,859 16,240
Undergraduate major
Business/management 10.6 7.3 15.5 30.4 18.9 9.1 8.2 39,531 34,933
Education 6.0 15.9 44 .4 28.4 3.3 1.4 0.7 26,780 26,983
Engineering 8.6 8.9 3.9 13.2 27.9 25.2 12.4 44,520 46,286
Health 13.8 115 17.7 25.0 185 6.6 6.9 36,365 34,061
Other technical/professional 3. 15.3 26.5 25.4 8.7 5.0 5.2 31,380 30,170
Social/behavioral sciences 18.2 18.6 27.1 22.4 8.1 2.8 2.9 28,539 27,309
Humanities 17.0 20.8 26.5 23.3 6.3 3.0 3.2 28,657 27,396
Life sciences 26.1 20.3 23.3 19.6 6.0 3.1 1.6 27,240 26,336
Physical sciences 16.4 18.8 19.3 31.4 5.8 7.0 1.3 29,913 30,553
Math 14.3 9.3 22.8 22.9 11.4 14.5 4.8 36,224 34,146
Computer/information science 11. 3.4 9.6 10.9 22.9 16.9 25.1 48,425 47,885
Vocational/technical 4.9 13.0 34.1 26.8 11.4 3.7 6.1 32,266 29,959

See notes at end of table.
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Table Ill.3. Percentage distribution 0f1999-2000 bachelor'slegree recipients accordingo annual salary,and average and mdian annual sahry,
by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Annual salary

Less $60,000 Average Median
Not than  $20,000— $30,000— $40,000— $50,000— or annual annual
Student and institution characteristic working $20,000 29,999 39,999 49,999 59,999 more salar)} salar)}
Degree-granting institution type
Public 13.5 14.1 23.9 25.8 12.0 6.5 4.2 32,594 29,820
Nondoctorate-granting 12.5 13.1 27.5 28.3 10.1 4.5 4.0 31,151 29,711
Doctorate-granting 13.9 14.6 22.4 24.7 12.8 7.3 4.3 33,213 30,045
Private not-for-profit 15.2 15.7 23.4 22.0 11.2 5.8 6.6 33,595 29,625
Nondoctorate-granting 11.9 17.0 27.0 24.3 9.9 4.4 5.6 32,335 30,017
Doctorate-granting 19.8 14.1 18.4 18.8 13.1 7.7 8.1 35,475 32,221
Private for-profit 11.4 8.0 9.0 21.7 14.2 5.8 29.9 45,668 40,055
Current employment status
Working full time 0.3 9.4 28.3 31.7 15.3 8.1 7.0 35,351 31,952
Working part time 0.8 69.9 20.3 4.8 1.9 0.9 15 17,297 13,145
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 16.6 14.0 21.5 22.9 125 6.2 6.4 34,328 30,732
$5,000 or less 11.9 17.6 23.0 25.0 11.9 5.6 5.0 31,232 29,752
$5,001-10,000 12.7 12.9 26.1 26.1 10.3 7.2 4.8 32,620 29,693
$10,001-20,000 11.8 14.6 26.4 26.1 11.6 6.0 3.4 32,159 29,495
$20,001-30,000 11.0 16.1 22.1 26.6 13.1 5.5 5.7 32,885 30,118
More than $30,000 13.0 12.5 24.9 23.9 13.1 4.5 8.2 34,337 31,492
Current enrollment status
Not currently enrolled 10.5 10.7 255 27.0 13.4 7.1 5.9 34,591 31,332
Enrolled part time 8.6 11.7 25.0 28.0 111 7.7 7.9 34,754 30,928
Enrolled full time 345 36.3 13.0 9.9 3.2 1.1 2.0 21,666 17,012

#Rounds to zero.

fReporting standards not met.

Yncludes only employed respondents (87 percent of total sample).

Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtdd®gytudinal Study (B&B000/01).
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Table lll.4. Percentage of 1999-2000 bacheloriegree recipients who were not working, months since
last worked for pay, and percentage received umeployment compersation, by selected student

and institution characteristics: 2001

Received
Months since las unemploymet
Student and institution characteristics Not working worked fof pay  compensatioh
Total 12.6 13.7 8.4
Gender
Male 10.8 12.4 11.7
Female 13.9 14.4 6.5
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 11.7 13.6 8.0
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 12.8 13.4 7.3
Hispanic or Latino 12.7 16.6 14.4
Asian 20.6 14.4 4.0
American Indian/Alaska Native 19.5 T ¥
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 10.0 ¥ ¥
Other raceé 22.8 t s
More than one race 11.8 ¥ ¥
Disability status
Does not have a disability 115 12.7 8.7
Has a disability 17.0 27.2 9.5
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 13.7 7.6 5.2
23-24 9.2 9.3 9.5
25-29 12.8 13.9 9.7
30-39 11.7 30.1 195
40 or older 14.9 39.3 12.5
Current marital status
Single, never married 12.7 8.7 7.2
Married 121 22.6 9.0
Separated 5.7 ¥ e
Divorced 13.2 22.2 19.5
Widowed ¥ T ¥
Region of current residence
Northeas 12.7 12.0 10.3
Midwed 10.6 12.0 7.2
South 12.0 171 8.9
Wesg 14.5 12.7 6.3
Outlying areas 16.5 ¥ ¥

See notes at end of table.
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Table lll.4. Percentage of 1999-2000 bacheloriegree recipients who were not working, months since
last worked for pay, and percentage received umeployment compersation, by selected student

and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Received
Months since las unemploymet
Student and institution characteristics Not working worked fof pay  compensatioh
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 9.0 15.3 14.7
Education 5.6 13.5 2.5
Engineering 6.7 ¥ 14.4
Health 12.2 17.2 3.9
Other technical/professional 12.1 6.7 8.3
Social/behavioral sciences 16.8 14.2 6.6
Humanities 155 16.3 9.3
Life sciences 24.9 11.8 2.9
Physical sciences 15.5 T ¥
Mathematics 13.3 ¥ ¥
Computer/information science 8.8 s ¥
Vocational/technical 4.8 T i
Degree-granting institution type
Public 12.1 14.0 8.7
Nondoctorate-granting 11.2 18.3 9.9
Doctorate-granting 12.4 12.3 8.2
Private not-for-profit 13.7 13.4 7.2
Nondoctorate-granting 10.5 12.3 9.8
Doctorate-granting 18.1 141 5.2
Private for-profi 9.9 T ¥
Current employment status
Unemployed/laid off 100.0 7.0 131
Out of the labor force 100.0 20.7 3.1
Total undergraduate deb
Did not borrow 14.5 16.9 6.3
$5,000 or less 11.0 7.8 13.3
$5,001-10,000 11.4 12.5 10.7
$10,001-20,000 10.8 8.8 8.0
$20,001-30,000 10.3 9.3 16.5
More than $30,000 12.0 17.2 3.2
Current enrollment status
Not currently enrolled 9.3 14.0 12.2
Enrolled part time 6.9 s 3.0
Enrolled full time 325 12.2 25

tReporting standards not met.
Yncludes only respondents who were not working (13 percent of total sample).
2Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table lll.5. Percentage distribution of employed 1999-2000 bhelor’s degree recipients according to
whether job is start of career and whether job igelated to undergraduate major, by selected

student and institution characteristics: 2001

Start of career Job related to undergraduate major
Job is Job is o Not atall Somewha Closely
Student and institution characteristics start of career start of career related related related
Total 71.4 28.6 22.8 23.2 54.0
Gender
Male 73.2 26.8 23.6 24.2 52.2
Female 70.0 30.0 22.2 22.4 55.4
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 71.2 28.8 23.1 23.3 53.6
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 68.6 31.4 20.7 23.0 56.3
Hispanic or Latino 73.7 26.3 22.5 20.1 57.4
Asian 79.8 20.2 22.1 23.2 54.7
American Indian/Alaska Native 68.2 31.8 15.2 31.6 53.2
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 70.5 29.5 26.1 255 48.4
Other rack 55.2 44.9 28.3 315 40.2
More than one race 70.7 29.3 21.8 26.6 51.6
Disability status
Does not have a disability 72.0 28.0 22.4 22.8 54.8
Has a disability 62.4 37.6 24.1 26.9 49.1
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 71.3 28.7 23.6 24.6 51.8
23-24 76.5 23.5 22.4 22.6 55.0
25-29 72.8 27.2 23.1 20.6 56.3
30-39 68.1 31.9 20.5 20.9 58.6
40 or older 59.1 40.9 21.1 23.8 55.1
Current marital status
Single, never married 70.5 29.5 25.0 24.2 50.8
Married 74.4 25.6 18.3 20.7 61.1
Separated 64.9 35.1 32.4 19.2 48.4
Divorced 65.8 34.2 18.7 27.1 54.1
Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ T
Region of current residence
Northeat 72.0 28.0 21.9 24.8 53.3
Midweg 72.8 27.2 19.7 22.5 57.8
South 72.4 27.7 23.7 21.8 54.5
Weg 68.0 32.0 25.6 24.5 49.9
Outlying areas 78.3 21.7 28.7 12.6 58.7

See notes at end of table.
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Table lll.5. Percentage distribution of employed 1999-2000 bhelor’s degree recipients according to
whether job is start of career and whether job igelated to undergraduate major, by selected

student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Start of career

Job related to undergraduate major

Job is Job is o Not atall Somewha Closely
Student and institution characteristics start of career start of career related related related
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 75.2 24.8 16.2 28.4 554
Education 85.6 14.4 10.5 10.5 79.1
Engineering 88.0 12.0 7.5 24.5 68.0
Health 73.5 26.6 15.3 11.3 73.5
Other technical/professional 69.5 30.9 24.5 254 50.1
Social/behavioral sciences 62.3 37.7 33.6 30.8 35.6
Humanities 60.7 39.3 36.8 22.3 40.9
Life sciences 65.1 34.9 29.3 22.1 48.6
Physical sciences 68.7 31.3 26.9 22.6 50.5
Mathematics 76.6 23.4 19.8 16.9 63.4
Computer/information science 79.8 20.2 7.0 16.1 77.0
Vocational/technical 77.2 22.8 23.0 21.4 55.6
Degree-granting institution type
Public 72.5 27.6 23.1 22.7 54.3
Nondoctorate-granting 74.3 25.7 21.0 20.1 59.0
Doctorate-granting 71.6 28.4 24.0 23.8 52.3
Private not-for-profit 70.0 30.0 22.6 24.1 53.3
Nondoctorate-granting 69.4 30.6 21.5 23.6 54.9
Doctorate-granting 70.8 29.2 24.2 24.9 51.0
Private for-prof 59.3 40.7 16.1 29.4 54.6
Current employment status
Working full time 74.8 25.3 21.1 22.8 56.1
Working part time 48.5 51.5 34.3 26.3 394
Total undergraduate deb
Did not borrow 70.1 29.9 241 23.3 52.6
$5,000 or less 72.8 27.2 22.8 23.2 54.0
$5,001-10,000 71.4 28.6 23.6 23.3 53.2
$10,001-20,000 73.1 26.9 21.8 23.6 54.7
$20,001-30,000 70.4 29.6 22.1 24.0 54.0
More than $30,000 73.3 26.7 19.9 21.1 59.0
Current enrollment status
Not currently enrolled 73.5 26.5 22.2 23.1 54.7
Enrolled part time 73.3 26.7 21.2 19.8 59.0
Enrolled full time 55.5 44.6 28.1 25.9 46.0

tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Includes only employed respondents (87 percent of total sample). Detail may not sum tedateds bfounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table Ill.6. Among employed 1999-2000 bachelor’s deee recipients who do not consider their current job to be the start of their career,
percentage distribution according to reason for having this jb, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Reason for having this job

Working Continuing Working
while injob  Continuing to prepare  Doing what Exploring Is the
deciding  Just paying previously in careefor graduate they want caree  only job
Student and institution characteristics  future plans the bills held already in school to do options available rOthe
Total 18.7 37.6 3.8 11.2 3.7 4.9 9.7 1.3 9.1

Gende

Male 18.4 36.6 3.7 12.3 3.9 4.7 10.1 1.4 9.0

Female 19.0 38.3 3.8 10.5 3.6 5.0 9.5 1.2 9.1
Race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 17.6 37.5 4.0 12.8 3.3 4.8 9.9 1.1 8.9

Black/African American, non-Hispanic 17.1 39.8 4.4 11.2 4.4 2.7 5.8 2.3 12.2

Hispanic or Latino 27.7 38.0 0.5 2.0 3.9 5.2 11.8 1.0 10.0

Asian 20.4 39.5 3.6 1.0 6.4 6.7 10.8 2.1 9.6

American Indian/Alaska Native b t ¥ s T b t ¥ 1

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islande 1 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

Other rack 22.2 29.4 3.2 2.7 10.6 7.5 12.9 4.3 7.1

More than one race 25.1 29.7 9.4 13.8 5.4 7.7 8.2 # 0.7
Disability status

Does not have a disability 18.4 36.9 3.9 114 3.6 5.3 10.4 1.1 9.1

Has a disability 13.1 44.3 2.4 15.7 3.9 6.1 7.8 1.1 5.6
Age at bachelor's completion

22 or younge 22.6 39.6 2.2 3.9 4.6 5.0 11.4 0.6 10.1

23-24 21.6 43.0 3.2 4.6 5.1 4.5 10.2 0.7 7.1

25-29 15.1 41.7 6.1 14.4 1.6 4.4 6.4 2.2 8.2

30-39 12.0 29.9 6.2 25.8 2.2 4.6 8.6 2.2 8.6

40 or olde 6.4 20.6 6.9 39.7 1.6 5.9 6.3 3.4 9.4
Current marital status

Single, never married 21.2 40.9 2.9 55 4.4 4.2 11.0 0.9 9.0

Married 13.6 30.7 5.9 21.8 1.9 6.4 8.5 25 8.8

Separated ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ T T ¥

Divorced 16.7 31.2 3.2 25.7 6.3 4.1 1.7 # 11.3

Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

See notes at end of table.
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Table Ill.6. Among employed 1999-2000 bachelor’s deee recipients who do not consider their current job to be the start of their career,
percentage distribution according to reason fohaving this job, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Coimued

Reason for having this job

Working Continuing Working
while injob  Continuing to prepare  Doing what Exploring Is the
deciding  Just paying previously in careefor graduate they want caree  only job
Student and institution characteristics  future plans the bills held already in school to do options available rOthe
Region of current residence
Northeast 20.9 40.9 3.4 6.1 2.3 7.2 9.2 0.6 9.2
Midwest 16.4 38.9 43 12.2 4.5 4.1 9.9 1.3 8.5
South 18.4 35.8 3.9 14.3 4.2 3.8 9.9 0.7 9.2
West 19.3 35.5 3.9 11.9 4.1 4.1 8.7 2.8 9.8
Outlying areas ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ i
Undergraduate major
Business/management 19.6 26.2 3.6 20.1 3.9 3.9 11.7 2.5 8.5
Education 12.0 43.7 6.0 9.6 2.3 5.0 9.0 2.2 10.3
Engineering 11.6 28.5 1.1 22.8 3.1 5.9 114 # 15.6
Health 125 33.8 3.5 23.6 2.9 5.2 7.2 2.3 9.1
Other technical/professional 19.6 38.5 6.5 7.7 2.2 3.9 10.4 0.1 11.1
Social/behavioral sciences 22.3 39.1 3.4 5.3 4.1 4.9 12.8 0.5 7.8
Humanities 20.1 49.1 3.5 5.9 2.2 55 5.7 0.6 7.5
Life sciences 16.1 40.8 2.0 6.1 10.5 5.4 8.9 1.4 8.8
Physical sciences 13.2 325 9.2 4.4 6.4 # 8.9 8.6 16.8
Mathematics 1 I i I b T b T T
Computer/information science 17.8 18.6 4.2 26.9 5.7 7.2 5.7 0.5 13.6
Vocational/technical 19.6 28.3 1.9 15.9 25 6.5 12.2 1.6 11.6
Degree-granting institution type
Public 19.0 39.4 4.0 9.7 3.9 4.1 104 1.2 8.3
Nondoctorate-granting 18.6 39.7 3.1 12.8 3.3 5.1 8.2 2.1 7.1
Doctorate-granting 191 39.3 4.3 8.5 4.2 3.8 11.2 0.9 8.7
Private not-for-profit 19.0 35.1 3.0 12.8 3.1 6.4 8.8 15 10.3
Nondoctorate-granting 16.4 33.5 3.8 15.0 3.2 6.0 9.5 1.8 10.8
Doctorate-granting 23.1 37.6 1.6 9.4 3.1 7.1 7.7 1.0 9.6
Private for-profit 8.4 234 10.6 29.6 7.3 25 6.0 # 12.2
Current employment status
Working full time 20.4 33.0 4.0 13.3 4.0 4.7 10.8 15 8.3
Working part time 12.8 53.4 3.1 4.1 3.0 5.4 6.1 0.5 11.6

See notes at end of table.
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Table 111.6.

Among employed 1999-2000 bachelor’s deee recipients who do not consider their current job to be the start of their career,
percentage distribution according to reason fohaving this job, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Coimued

Reason for having this job

Working Continuing Working
while injob  Continuing to prepare  Doing what Exploring Is the
deciding  Just paying previously in careefor graduate they want caree  only job
Student and institution characteristics  future plans the bills held already in school to do options available rOthe
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 20.2 32.4 35 13.6 3.3 5.6 10.9 1.4 9.1
$5,000 or less 13.9 44.0 2.7 6.9 4.0 8.5 12.8 2.1 5.1
$5,001-10,000 21.9 36.3 4.0 14.3 3.6 2.7 8.9 0.7 7.6
$10,001-20,000 18.6 39.3 4.7 8.2 4.6 5.4 8.5 14 9.4
$20,001-30,000 18.7 37.9 5.3 9.9 3.7 3.1 10.2 1.1 10.1
More than $30,000 9.3 55.5 1.9 11.5 2.7 2.0 5.5 0.9 10.8
Current enroliment status
Not currently enrolled 20.7 33.4 3.8 12.2 3.9 5.3 10.8 1.4 8.5
Enrolled part time 18.8 325 5.8 17.8 1.9 3.1 13.3 # 6.8
Enrolled full time 10.1 56.8 3.0 5.0 3.7 3.6 4.1 1.2 12.5

#Rounds to zero.
fReporting standards not met.

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Includes only employed respondents (87 percent of total sample) who did not consider their current job to be theistzatedr (29 percent of those who were employed). Detail may not

sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtdd®eytudinal Study (B&B000/01).
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Table 111.7.

Percentage of 1999-2000 bachelor’s gieee recipients who have amwmccupational license or a
professional certification, by selected sident and institution characteristics: 2001

Occupational

Professional
certification

Student and institution characteristics license
Total 22.4 11.3
Gender
Male 17.7 12.7
Female 25.9 10.2
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 23.4 11.7
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 20.9 12.4
Hispanic or Latino 24.1 9.6
Asian 11.3 8.5
American Indian/Alaska Native 20.3 3.9
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 18.0 7.6
Other race 20.1 8.1
More than one race 155 125
Disability status
Does not have a disability 23.2 11.1
Has a disability 22.6 155
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 18.7 8.2
23-24 24.4 12.6
25-29 23.6 12.3
30-39 28.9 15.2
40 or older 30.3 21.6
Current marital status
Single, never married 17.9 9.1
Married 30.6 15.5
Separated 45.6 15.2
Divorced 29.5 16.0
Widowed ¥ ¥
Region of current residence
Northeat 17.3 8.5
Midweg 27.8 13.1
South 25.4 11.9
Wesg 17.0 11.6
27.2 2.6

Outlying areas

See notes at end of table.
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Table lll.7. Percentage of 1999-2000 bachelor’'s gleee recipients who have amccupational license or a
professional certification, by selected sident and institution characteristics: 2001

—Continued
Occupational Professional
Student and institution characteristics license certification
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 11.6 10.4
Education 70.5 16.5
Engineering 6.3 14.4
Health 57.1 22.0
Other technical/professional 13.0 7.2
Social/behavioral sciences 155 8.4
Humanities 17.3 8.1
Life sciences 13.0 9.9
Physical sciences 12.6 8.1
Mathematics 33.5 6.9
Computer/information science 2.7 11.3
Vocational/technical 30.5 21.6
Degree-granting institution type
Public 22.7 115
Nondoctorate-granting 28.1 12.2
Doctorate-granting 20.4 111
Private not-for-profit 22.3 104
Nondoctorate-granting 26.6 12.2
Doctorate-granting 16.4 7.9
Private for-profi 7.6 23.3
Current employment status
Working full time 24.8 12.7
Working part time 19.5 7.8
Unemployed/laid off 11.3 5.9
Out of the labor force 7.9 5.1
Total undergraduate deb
Did not borrow 20.6 10.8
$5,000 or less 23.4 11.9
$5,001-10,000 22.4 12.4
$10,001-20,000 22.5 104
$20,001-30,000 24.7 11.6
More than $30,000 27.7 15.9
Current enrollment status
Not currently enrolled 23.3 11.6
Enrolled part time 32.2 13.2
Enrolled full time 12.4 8.7

tReporting standards not met.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: An occupational license is required by law in order to practice a given profession. A professional certification allows
the holder to qualify or advance in an occupational area but is not required by law.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table I11.8. Percentage of 1999-2000 bachelortkegree recipients who did various types of community
service in the last year, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Type of community service

Tutoring Health
Any  education- Other Church- cdre
community related volunteering related hospital
Student and institution characteristics service with kids with kids volunteering volunteering
Total 43.0 7.6 11.1 7.8 5.6
Gender
Male 41.4 57 12.6 7.0 3.9
Female 44.2 9.0 10.1 8.4 6.9
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 42.9 6.9 11.1 7.7 55
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 49.6 12.6 17.7 9.5 5.7
Hispanic or Latino 411 9.2 11.0 59 3.9
Asian 33.5 4.8 5.0 9.1 6.2
American Indian/Alaska Native 71.7 18.9 14.9 27.8 7.3
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 41.4 5.2 7.3 7.5 11.6
Other race 52.2 11.0 8.7 4.7 7.6
More than one race 38.6 7.5 7.0 4.2 8.2
Disability status
Does not have a disability 42.1 7.6 111 7.6 5.5
Has a disability 51.4 8.1 11.4 11.6 7.3
Age at bachelor’s completion
22 or younger 42.6 7.8 10.1 6.8 5.8
23-24 38.8 6.6 11.3 6.9 3.9
25-29 38.7 6.0 10.4 6.1 4.6
30-39 51.3 7.9 14.3 12.0 7.7
40 or older 54.9 115 14.8 14.7 7.9
Current marital status
Single, never married 40.6 7.2 10.5 54 5.3
Married 46.6 84 11.9 12.9 5.9
Separated 37.6 55 13.1 4.2 2.9
Divorced 53.6 8.6 15.4 7.8 8.0
Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Region of current residence
Northeas 38.6 6.2 10.1 5.5 4.6
Midweg 41.6 6.4 10.5 7.4 5.6
South 46.7 8.8 12.0 9.3 6.7
Weg 45.3 8.5 11.9 9.1 4.8
Outlying areas 29.0 3.3 10.4 4.6 9.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table I11.8. Percentage of 1999-2000 bachelortkegree recipients who did various types of community
service in the last year, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Type of community service

Tutoring Health
Any  education- Other Church- cdre
community related volunteering related hospital
Student and institution characteristics service with kids with kids volunteering volunteering
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 39.2 6.3 11.0 7.2 3.4
Education 45.3 12.0 171 11.3 4.2
Engineering 37.6 5.3 8.5 7.3 2.1
Health 42.8 5.0 9.3 7.1 13.7
Other technical/professional 42.8 5.2 10.4 7.6 4.9
Social/behavioral sciences 50.4 9.6 131 7.1 6.2
Humanities 42.3 8.4 9.8 8.6 4.1
Life sciences 46.0 7.8 7.6 7.4 12.2
Physical sciences 44.9 5.6 10.5 7.2 10.2
Mathematics 41.3 8.2 9.7 12.8 1.2
Computer/information science 33.4 7.1 9.3 6.6 2.7
Vocational/technical 32.2 3.4 12.1 5.1 4.2
Degree-granting institution type
Public 40.9 8.0 10.8 6.8 5.1
Nondoctorate-granting 394 7.4 12.0 6.5 4.3
Doctorate-granting 41.6 8.2 10.2 7.0 5.5
Private not-for-profit 47.3 6.8 12.0 9.7 6.2
Nondoctorate-granting 47.9 5.7 13.3 10.9 5.6
Doctorate-granting 46.5 8.3 10.1 8.0 7.0
Private for-profi 37.5 6.8 9.5 6.8 10.8
Current employment status
Working full time 41.6 7.0 11.8 7.5 4.6
Working part time 49.9 10.1 10.0 8.7 7.4
Unemployed/laid off 40.2 8.3 8.9 6.7 6.2
Out of the labor force 51.5 10.0 7.3 10.5 14.2
Total undergraduate deb
Did not borrow 43.0 8.0 9.7 8.0 6.0
$5,000 or less 42.3 7.4 14.9 7.5 3.8
$5,001-10,000 43.4 8.6 12.1 9.6 4.2
$10,001-20,000 44.4 6.9 12.1 7.8 5.8
$20,001-30,000 42.1 8.0 11.8 5.8 5.7
More than $30,000 44.1 7.0 9.3 9.4 7.3
Current enrollment status
Not currently enrolled 40.2 6.8 10.6 7.7 4.6
Enrolled part time 52.1 9.4 17.0 111 6.2
Enrolled full time 53.9 11.1 11.6 6.7 10.6

tReporting standards not met.

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to aneiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Section IV: Debt Burden and Graduate Enrollment

Debt Burden

Sixty-two percent of 1999-2000 bachelor’s aegrecipients had borrowed to help pay
for their undergraduate education (tabdel). Among those who did borrow, the
average amount borrowed was about $17,80@hath an average of $15,100 was still
owed as of 2001. Black, non-Hispanicdpates were more kdty than White, non-
Hispanic graduates to haberrowed for their undergradiaeducation. Among those
who did borrow, Black, non-Hispanic graduated a larger amount of debt left to
repay than White, nohlispanic graduates.

The current 2001 employment status899-2000 bachelor’s degree recipients was
associated with whether they had borrdvi@r their undergraduate education (table
IV.1). Graduates who were @hoyed full time in 2001 were more likely than those
who were out of the labor force to hawarrowed to help finance their education.
However, among those who borrowed, theege no differences detected in the
amount they had borrowed byrrent employment status.

Postbaccalaureate Dege Program Enrollment

Most 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree recipi€éigspercent) were not enrolled in a
subsequent degree program in spring 2@atle 1V.2). However, 14 percent were
enrolled full time in a degree program, and an additional 6 percent were enrolled part
time. College graduates with an averageA@P3.50 or higher were generally more
likely than those with lower grades to be enrolled full time.

Those 1999-2000 college graduates whose mhaat a bachelor’'s degree or higher
were more likely than those whose pardratd a high school diploma to be enrolled
full time in a degree program in spring 2001 (table 1V.2).

As of 2001, 73 percent of 1999—-2000 bacheld€egree recipients had not enrolled in
anydegree program since completing the bachelor’s degree (table 1V.3). Twenty-two
percent had enrolled in a gi@ate or advanced degree pag, and the remainder had
enrolled in lower degree programs.

As with current degree program eltmzent overall, 1999-2000 #ege graduates
whose parents had obtainedraduate degree were gergranore likely than those
whose parents had not gone to collegeawee enrolled in a gduate or advanced
degree program by 2001 (table 1V.3).
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Table Compendium—Section IV:i@éurden and Graduate Enrollment

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipisvite had enrolleth graduate school
by 2001, 74 percent had enrolled in a redéstdegree program and 24 percent had
enrolled in a doctoral or fitgprofessional degree progrgtable IV.4). The remaining
3 percent had enrolled in a postbaccalaureate certificate program. Women were more
likely than men to have enrolled in a master’s program, while men were more likely
than women to have enrolled in a doator first-professional degree program.

* Among graduate students, those whd received a bachelor’s degree in 1999-2000 at
the age of 22 or younger were less likelgrtlolder students to have enrolled in a
master’s program and moreeil to have enrolled in a diwral or professional degree
program (table IV.4).

* Male bachelor’s degree recipients who katisequently enrolled a graduate degree
program were more likely thaheir female counterparts study the fields of business
management (20 vs. 12 pent) and engineering (10 vs. 2 percent; table IV.5).
Conversely, female bachelodggree recipients were mdileely to study the fields of
education (26 vs. 11 percentjchhealth (18 vs. 12 percent).

* Graduates who had magal in business andanagement, education, engineering, and
health as undergraduates warere likely than graduagevho had majored in other
fields to study those same subjects subsequent degree program (table IV.5). For
example, 72 percent of students who had mdjorénealth sciences in college also did
so in graduate school, compared witheBcent of undergraduateath majors who
were pursuing health sciees in graduate school.

Graduate School Plans

» In addition to the 27 percent of 1999-20@&Ihelor’'s degree recipients who had
subsequently enrolled in aggluate degree program, otigeaduates had taken steps or
had made plans for future study (table IV.6). One percent had been accepted to a
degree program but not yet enrolled, whileecent had applied to such a program.
An additional one-half (50 peent) planned to attend ghaate school in the future.

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recipiemtsy were more likely than women to
have no plans for graduatehsol (table IV.6). Female wtlents were more likely than
males to have applieto a degree program but not yet enrolled.

* White, non-Hispanic studenigere more likely than noRlspanic Black, Hispanic,
and Asian students to have no planattend graduate sool (table 1V.6).

* Among 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degree recitsethose who had completed their
degrees in 4 years or lessrevdess likely than those who took longer to have no plans
to attend graduatgechool in the future (table 1V.6).
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Table IV.1.

Percentage of 1999-2000 baelor’'s degree recipients who boowed for their undergraduate

education, and among those the amount borrowed and the amount still owed, by selected

student and institution characteristics: 2001

Percent  Total undergraduate debt, Total undergraduate debt
who borrowers still owed, borrowers
Student and institution characteristics  borrowed Mean Median Mean Median
Total 61.6 $17,777 $15,206 $15,115 $13,718
Gender
Male 60.5 17,285 14,945 14,506 12,963
Female 62.5 18,134 15,512 15,550 14,345
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 60.1 17,902 15,501 15,035 13,647
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 78.2 19,409 17,872 17,794 16,207
Hispanic or Latino 66.4 16,266 13,441 14,275 13,216
Asian 52.9 15,820 14,334 12,950 10,948
American Indian/Alaska Native 69.9 15,510 15,708 ¥ 15,026
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 68.3 ¥ 14,355 ¥ 13,581
Other raceé 54.7 16,773 14,047 13,689 10,024
More than one race 58.9 18,586 15,487 14,313 13,033
Disability status
Does not have a disability 61.1 17,667 15,365 15,099 13,824
Has a disability 66.6 19,434 16,519 17,001 14,725
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 64.8 16,757 15,035 16,035 14,229
High school or equivalency 74.4 18,146 15,941 15,693 14,386
Some postsecondary education 70.9 18,229 15,730 15,731 14,443
Bachelor’s degree 58.6 18,075 15,973 14,905 14,528
Master’s degree or equivaten 54.8 17,028 14,731 14,050 12,914
Doctoral/professional degree 41.1 17,247 15,079 13,618 11,958
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 57.6 17,362 15,634 14,002 13,797
23-24 64.5 17,116 14,886 14,350 12,870
25-29 69.6 18,922 17,025 16,689 14,722
30-39 68.9 19,633 15,794 18,155 14,608
40 or older 55.9 17,121 15,136 16,918 14,858
Current marital status
Single, never married 60.5 18,084 15,822 14,833 13,862
Married 62.0 16,851 14,726 15,141 13,019
Separated 77.0 19,777 15,701 19,012 14,879
Divorced 74.7 19,249 17,333 17,439 15,336
Widowed - s i T T

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.1. Percentage of 1999-2000 baelor’'s degree recipients who baowed for their undergraduate
education, and among those the amount borrowed and the amount still owed, by selected

student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Percent  Total undergraduate debt,

Total undergraduate debt

who borrowers still owed, borrowers
Student and institution characteristics  borrowed Mean Median Mean Median
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 57.2 $16,529 $15,250 $13,828 $13,077
Education 67.8 17,728 15,374 15,970 14,529
Engineering 54.6 18,043 16,617 15,333 14,201
Health 65.7 20,303 17,749 16,536 14,979
Other technical/professional 62.6 17,906 15,774 15,345 13,783
Social/behavioral sciences 65.3 17,475 15,076 15,124 13,908
Humanities 60.9 18,693 15,420 15,749 14,394
Life sciences 58.7 16,386 14,695 14,227 12,389
Physical sciences 57.1 17,664 15,430 14,461 15,144
Math 52.7 20,212 18,989 19,941 16,935
Computer/information science 65.4 17,521 15,084 14,134 12,169
Vocational/technical 64.7 17,444 15,456 14,376 13,867
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 70.6 18,850 15,376 T 22,886
2.00-2.49 68.1 18,111 17,245 14,599 13,687
2.50-2.99 65.0 18,161 15,964 15,982 14,607
3.00-3.49 62.6 17,885 15,067 14,876 14,134
3.50 or higher 56.0 17,004 14,866 14,612 13,109
Degree-granting institution type
Public 59.4 15,882 14,620 13,915 11,923
Nondoctorate-granting 60.6 14,344 12,030 12,637 10,568
Doctorate-granting 58.9 16,554 14,796 14,472 13,089
Private not-for-profit 65.3 20,891 17,788 16,928 14,946
Nondoctorate-granting 68.9 19,410 17,026 16,364 15,349
Doctorate-granting 60.5 23,192 19,381 17,778 15,608
Private for-profi 78.4 24,518 22,277 23,148 21,622
Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion
48 months or less 56.6 17,624 15,635 14,114 14,140
49-60 months 61.9 16,614 14,996 13,864 12,591
61-72 months 68.1 17,565 15,646 14,643 13,551
More than 72 months 66.9 18,412 14,962 16,956 14,644
Current employment status
Working full time 63.1 17,761 15,337 14,843 13,600
Working part time 58.5 17,500 14,924 15,964 14,347
Unemployed/laid off 61.8 19,259 16,383 17,847 15,459
Out of the labor force 47.5 16,727 14,780 14,208 11,817

tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).

144



Table IV.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to postbacca-
laureate program enrollment status, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Enrollment status in 2001

Enrolled in
Enrolled Enrolled more than one
Student and institution characteristics full time part time progran Not enrolled
Total 141 6.5 0.3 79.1
Gender
Male 14.0 6.0 0.2 79.8
Female 14.2 6.8 0.4 78.5
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 13.0 6.1 0.3 80.6
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 18.8 9.0 0.1 72.1
Hispanic or Latino 154 8.0 1.1 75.5
Asian 16.8 5.4 0.4 77.4
American Indian/Alaska Native 18.6 4.8 # 76.7
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 9.4 10.9 # 79.8
Other racé 24.1 2.6 # 73.2
More than one race 16.7 8.2 # 75.1
Disability status
Does not have a disability 14.9 6.7 0.3 78.1
Has a disability 13.3 6.1 0.6 80.0
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 125 8.2 0.1 79.2
High school or equivalency 9.6 7.0 0.5 82.9
Some postsecondary education 12.2 7.2 0.6 80.0
Bachelor's degree 15.2 6.5 0.3 78.0
Master’'s degree or equivaten 18.5 55 0.1 75.9
Doctoral/professional degree 22.1 4.3 0.2 73.4
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 17.6 5.9 0.3 76.2
23-24 10.5 5.3 0.1 84.1
25-29 10.7 6.6 0.6 82.1
30-39 11.2 8.0 0.1 80.6
40 or older 11.3 10.9 0.7 77.0
Current marital status
Single, never married 15.9 5.8 0.2 78.0
Married 9.4 7.8 0.4 824
Separated 10.2 13.0 # 76.9
Divorced 204 55 1.4 72.6
Widowed T s I T

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to postbacca-
laureate program enrollment status, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

—Continued
Enrollment status in 2001
Enrolled in
Enrolled Enrolled more than one
Student and institution characteristics full time part time progra Not enrolled
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 8.0 5.0 0.1 86.9
Education 7.0 10.1 0.2 82.7
Engineering 9.5 8.5 0.4 81.7
Health 16.1 5.8 0.4 77.8
Other technical/professional 10.6 3.3 0.2 86.0
Social/behavioral sciences 20.0 6.9 0.5 72.6
Humanities 13.9 7.0 0.5 78.6
Life sciences 33.3 4.8 0.3 61.6
Physical sciences 33.0 5.5 0.3 61.3
Mathematics 15.3 15.2 # 69.5
Computer/information science 8.8 6.1 0.2 84.9
Vocational/technical 12.2 7.6 0.5 79.7
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 12.2 10.1 # 77.7
2.00-2.49 6.9 5.4 # 87.7
2.50-2.99 8.7 6.9 0.4 84.1
3.00-3.49 14.8 6.3 0.3 78.6
3.50 or higher 20.8 6.6 0.4 72.2
Degree-granting institution type
Public 134 6.3 0.3 80.0
Nondoctorate-granting 9.3 7.8 0.5 82.4
Doctorate-granting 15.1 5.7 0.2 79.0
Private not-for-profit 15.6 6.8 0.3 77.4
Nondoctorate-granting 12.7 7.4 0.2 79.6
Doctorate-granting 19.7 5.8 0.3 74.1
Private for-prof 14.6 6.1 1.2 78.1
Time between postsecondary entry
and degree completion
48 months or less 19.9 5.3 0.4 74.4
49-60 months 11.3 7.1 0.2 81.5
61-72 months 9.3 4.9 0.1 85.7
More than 72 months 11.0 7.8 0.5 80.7
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 16.4 6.7 0.4 76.5
$5,000 or less 11.7 8.2 0.4 79.7
$5,001-10,000 12.6 6.0 0.1 81.4
$10,001-20,000 13.2 6.4 0.2 80.3
$20,001-30,000 13.0 6.0 0.4 80.7
More than $30,000 12.0 5.5 1.0 81.4

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.2. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to postbacca-
laureate program enrollment status, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

—Continued
Enrollment status in 2001
Enrolled in
Enrolled Enrolled more than one

Student and institution characteristics full time part time progra Not enrolled
Current employment status

Working full time 5.6 7.1 0.3 87.1

Working part time 47.5 5.2 0.8 46.5

Unemployed/laid off 20.1 3.4 # 76.5

Out of the labor force 53.9 3.7 0.6 41.8

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table IV.3. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to their highest
postbaccalaureate programenrollment since receivinga bachelor’s degree, by selected student
and institution characteristics: 2001

Highest postbaccalaureate program enrollment

Graduaté No post-
advanced baccalaureate
Student and institution characteristics degree Bachelor's  Associate’s Certificate progra
Total 21.9 1.3 0.4 3.4 73.1
Gender
Male 21.1 1.1 0.3 3.1 74.5
Female 22.5 1.4 0.4 3.6 72.0
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 20.7 1.1 0.4 3.2 74.6
Black/African American, non-Hispani 26.7 2.8 0.4 3.4 66.8
Hispanic or Latino 23.9 1.6 0.2 5.7 68.7
Asian 25.6 0.6 # 4.1 69.8
American Indian/Alaska Native 26.9 # # 0.7 72.4
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 19.0 # 1.2 # 79.8
Other race 30.5 0.9 # 1.0 67.7
More than one race 24.2 2.2 1.0 3.0 69.6
Disability status
Does not have a disability 23.3 1.3 0.4 3.4 71.6
Has a disability 23.1 1.3 0.3 3.7 71.6
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 18.8 1.3 # 7.0 72.9
High school or equivalency 18.2 15 0.1 25 77.7
Some postsecondary education 21.2 1.6 0.3 3.8 73.2
Bachelor's degree 22.7 1.2 0.5 4.1 71.7
Master’s degree or equivaten 26.5 1.5 0.4 3.0 68.7
Doctoral/professional degree 28.2 11 0.8 3.4 66.6
Age at bachelor’'s completion
22 or younger 25.2 1.2 0.3 3.1 70.2
23-24 15.9 1.4 0.7 3.6 78.4
25-29 19.3 1.2 0.1 3.4 76.0
30-39 20.0 1.4 0.3 3.3 75.0
40 or older 24.2 1.2 # 4.8 69.8
Current marital status
Single, never married 22.8 1.3 0.5 3.3 72.1
Married 194 1.0 0.2 3.0 76.4
Separated 20.8 1.9 # 7.8 69.5
Divorced 27.5 1.7 # 7.0 63.9
Widowed I I i b I

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.3. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to their highest
postbaccalaureate programenrollment since receivinga bachelor’s degree, by selected student

and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Highest postbaccalaureate program enrollment

Graduaté No post-
advanced baccalaureate
Student and institution characteristics degree Bachelor's  Associate’s Certificate progra
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 14.9 1.2 # 3.1 80.9
Education 18.3 1.0 0.6 2.4 77.7
Engineering 21.6 0.5 0.1 2.0 75.9
Health 24.2 1.9 0.6 3.3 70.0
Other technical/professional 15.7 0.7 0.6 2.2 80.8
Social/behavioral sciences 28.6 1.3 0.3 3.7 66.1
Humanities 20.6 15 0.7 4.9 72.3
Life sciences 38.1 2.0 0.5 3.5 56.0
Physical sciences 36.4 21 # 3.9 57.6
Math 36.1 0.4 # 5.1 58.5
Computer/information science 15.3 0.9 # 3.2 80.6
Vocational/technical 20.6 0.6 # 3.6 75.3
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 111 2.6 2.2 7.2 76.9
2.00-2.49 10.5 2.1 0.5 3.0 83.9
2.50-2.99 15.1 1.1 0.4 4.2 79.2
3.00-3.49 22.2 1.3 0.5 3.4 72.6
3.50 or higher 31.6 1.2 0.1 2.7 64.4
Degree-granting institution type
Public 20.4 1.6 0.3 4.0 73.8
Nondoctorate-granting 17.6 11 0.2 4.4 76.7
Doctorate-granting 215 1.8 0.4 3.8 72.5
Private not-for-profit 24.9 0.6 0.4 2.3 71.8
Nondoctorate-granting 22.4 0.9 0.4 1.8 74.4
Doctorate-granting 28.4 0.3 0.4 3.0 68.0
Private for-prof 23.6 # 0.3 3.8 72.4
Time between postsecondary entry
and degree completion
48 months or less 27.6 1.1 0.3 3.1 67.9
49-60 months 18.7 1.1 0.6 3.1 76.5
61-72 months 12.7 1.4 0.5 4.6 80.8
More than 72 months 204 1.1 0.3 4.1 74.1

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.3. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to their highest

postbaccalaureate programenrollment since receivinga bachelor’s degree, by selected student
and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Highest postbaccalaureate program enrollment

Graduaté No post-
advanced baccalaureate
Student and institution characteristics degree Bachelor's  Associate’s Certificate progra
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 24.8 1.0 0.5 4.3 69.5
$5,000 or less 20.3 1.9 0.2 1.8 75.8
$5,001-10,000 18.3 1.1 0.4 3.5 76.7
$10,001-20,000 21.0 1.3 0.3 3.4 74.1
$20,001-30,000 20.3 1.0 0.3 3.1 75.3
More than $30,000 21.6 1.3 0.1 2.9 74.0
Current employment status
Working full time 14.3 1.0 0.2 3.6 81.0
Working part time 51.0 2.7 0.9 35 42.0
Unemployed/laid off 28.1 1.7 0.8 3.3 66.2
Out of the labor force 58.4 1.7 0.5 1.6 37.8

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.

'Respondents identified themselves as belonging to aneiter$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table IV.4. Among the 1999-2000 bachelor’'s dege recipients who had enrolled in graduate school since
receiving their bachelor’'s dgyree, percentage distributionaccording to highest degree
program, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Highest degree program
Postbaccalaureate Doctoralffirst-

Student and institution characteristics certificate Master’'s degree professional degree
Total 2.7 73.8 235
Gender
Male 2.1 69.2 28.8
Female 3.1 77.1 19.9
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 2.9 72.5 24.6
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 1.2 82.9 15.9
Hispanic or Latino 3.4 77.2 194
Asian 2.7 70.5 26.8
American Indian/Alaska Native T ¥ ¥
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander i e ¥
Other race # 67.8 32.3
More than one race # 80.5 19.6
Disability status
Does not have a disability 2.3 75.0 22.7
Has a disability 3.5 81.5 15.0
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 3.1 87.6 9.3
High school or equivalency 2.8 81.7 15.5
Some postsecondary education 4.3 77.7 18.0
Bachelor’s degree 14 73.8 24.9
Master’s degree or equivaten 3.1 73.3 23.6
Doctoral/professional degree 0.6 54.4 45.0
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younger 2.6 66.3 31.0
23-24 4.0 76.2 19.8
25-29 1.8 84.3 14.0
30-39 0.4 86.9 12.7
40 or older 3.9 92.2 3.9
Current marital status
Single, never married 24 69.4 28.2
Married 3.3 82.4 14.3
Separated ¥ ¥ T
Divorced 2.6 84.1 13.2
Widowed s s t

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.4. Among the 1999-2000 bachelor’'s dege recipients who had enrolled in graduate school since
receiving their bachelor’'s dgyree, percentage distributionaccording to highest degree
program, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Highest degree program

Postbaccalaureate Doctoralffirst-
Student and institution characteristics certificate Master’'s degree professional degree
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 1.0 86.7 12.3
Education 1.6 98.2 0.2
Engineering # 91.6 8.4
Health 3.3 79.7 17.0
Other technical/professional 3.2 72.5 24.4
Social/behavioral sciences 2.4 67.0 30.6
Humanities 5.5 77.4 17.1
Life sciences 2.9 37.2 59.9
Physical sciences 2.1 44.6 53.3
Mathematics # 84.2 15.9
Computer/information science 7.2 90.7 2.1
Vocational/technical # 78.3 21.7
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 ¥ T ¥
2.00-2.49 3.3 82.5 14.2
2.50-2.99 6.3 76.3 17.4
3.00-3.49 2.5 73.5 24.0
3.50 or higher 1.3 72.3 26.3
Degree-granting institution type
Public 2.6 75.0 22.4
Nondoctorate-granting 3.2 86.0 10.8
Doctorate-granting 2.4 71.2 26.5
Private not-for-profit 2.9 70.8 26.3
Nondoctorate-granting 5.1 78.6 16.3
Doctorate-granting 0.4 62.0 37.6
Private for-profi t s T
Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion
48 months or less 2.2 63.8 34.0
49-60 months 3.7 78.7 17.7
61-72 months 3.4 80.4 16.3
More than 72 months 2.3 85.4 124
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 15 71.8 26.8
$5,000 or less 5.1 80.1 14.8
$5,001-10,000 4.4 68.5 27.2
$10,001-20,000 3.3 72.6 24.1
$20,001-30,000 2.4 80.6 17.0
More than $30,000 1.1 78.1 20.8

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.4. Among the 1999-2000 bachelor’'s dege recipients who had enrolled in graduate school since
receiving their bachelor’'s dgyree, percentage distributionaccording to highest degree
program, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Highest degree program

Postbaccalaureate Doctoralffirst-
Student and institution characteristics certificate Master’'s degree professional degree
Current employment status
Working full time 3.7 86.3 10.0
Working part time 0.7 73.1 26.2
Unemployed/laid off 3.2 69.1 27.8
Out of the labor force 2.5 40.3 57.2

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiteer$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 2004cBalaureate and Bayd

Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Table IV.5. Among the 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreecipients enrolled in graduate school sice receiving their bachelor’'s degree, percentag
distribution according to graduate field of study, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Graduate field of study

Business Public Mathema-
and Health affairs/ Bio-  tics and
manage- Edu- Engineer-  profes- social Social Psycho- Human- logical physical
Student and institution characteristics ment cation ing sions services sciences logy History ities sciences sciences Other
Total 15.2 19.8 5.0 16.0 4.7 2.8 3.2 1.0 8.5 2.2 5.7 15.8
Gender
Male 19.5 10.6 9.9 12.5 3.7 3.6 1.5 1.2 10.1 2.4 7.7 17.3
Female 12.2 26.2 1.7 18.4 5.4 2.3 4.3 1.0 7.4 2.1 4.3 14.8
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 14.6 20.2 4.2 16.0 4.5 2.6 3.2 1.4 9.9 2.1 4.9 16.4
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 18.2 16.4 29 17.4 9.8 4.3 11 0.7 4.7 3.1 6.4 15.0
Hispanic or Latino 19.1 29.5 5.4 10.0 3.1 4.6 3.1 # 6.4 1.4 1.4 16.0
Asian 15.6 7.6 13.8 18.7 15 2.2 3.8 # 2.2 2.9 19.1 12.7
American Indian/Alaska Native ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ i
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander i T ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ I I ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Other rack 8.2 8.6 # 18.3 5.3 # 8.2 # 15.2 7.9 13.6 14.8
More than one race 7.2 23.7 18.4 19.4 3.8 2.5 1.0 # 7.7 0.5 4.4 11.3
Disability status
Does not have a disability 15.9 19.8 5.3 15.9 5.1 2.8 3.2 1.0 7.7 2.2 5.9 15.2
Has a disability 13.8 24.0 5.6 9.3 6.8 3.9 3.9 2.0 10.5 2.1 5.2 13.1
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 16.5 30.6 1.6 14.0 4.6 4.0 5.4 1.4 5.1 0.6 6.6 9.8
High school or equivalency 215 23.0 3.0 171 6.0 2.6 15 0.9 6.1 15 5.0 11.8
Some postsecondary education 12.6 23.5 55 14.6 7.4 2.7 4.0 0.6 9.9 2.4 4.6 12.3
Bachelor’'s degree 16.3 20.1 3.6 14.4 4.7 3.0 2.8 0.7 8.7 3.6 5.8 16.4
Master’s degree or equivalent 13.7 17.7 10.6 13.0 3.2 3.0 2.1 15 9.2 1.6 6.3 18.1
Doctoral/professional degree 7.3 11.0 4.8 23.1 25 2.6 5.0 0.8 8.3 3.0 8.2 23.4

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.5. Among the 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreecipients enrolled in graduate school sice receiving their bachelor’'s degree, percentag
distribution according to graduate field of study, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Graduate field of study

Business Public Mathema-
and Health affairs/ Bio-  tics and
manage- Edu- Engineer-  profes- social Social Psycho- Human- logical physical
Student and institution characteristics ment cation ing sions services sciences logy History ities sciences sciences Other
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younger 11.8 19.7 5.8 17.0 35 25 3.2 0.9 9.4 3.1 4.6 185
23-24 16.8 18.5 5.9 18.7 4.6 3.8 3.1 0.2 6.2 1.6 7.1 13.7
25-29 18.6 19.6 3.3 11.7 5.7 2.2 3.0 0.2 10.1 1.9 6.7 17.2
30-39 17.9 21.7 5.7 11.5 9.3 5.0 3.8 0.4 3.8 0.1 9.9 10.9
40 or older 26.4 21.7 # 15.3 6.7 2.3 2.5 5.7 9.7 0.4 4.1 5.3
Current marital status
Single, never married 135 17.3 6.0 17.5 4.2 3.0 3.1 0.8 8.2 2.6 5.6 18.3
Married 19.2 254 35 13.9 5.3 2.0 3.0 0.9 9.1 1.9 5.2 10.7
Separated ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ i ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Divorced 16.2 25.6 0.6 7.6 7.8 4.7 4.0 3.2 8.5 # 9.5 12.4
Widowed ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
Undergraduate major
Business/management 61.3 6.9 1.7 1.6 4.4 2.5 # # 2.6 0.1 4.3 14.7
Education 3.3 75.0 0.6 54 1.5 0.2 1.9 0.5 2.7 # 1.8 7.3
Engineering 13.3 0.5 66.1 0.6 0.6 # # # 1.0 0.9 111 6.0
Health 5.4 11.2 # 71.8 15 # 1.1 # 0.8 24 0.3 55
Other technical/professional 11.6 16.2 2.2 15.1 1.9 29 0.2 # 8.3 0.6 2.9 38.1
Social/behavioral sciences 6.9 22.4 0.1 7.1 10.5 7.6 10.8 3.6 4.1 0.6 2.2 24.2
Humanities 8.0 25.8 0.8 5.0 2.7 1.7 1.2 1.1 35.8 0.1 1.3 16.6
Life sciences 2.1 9.8 1.7 49.8 0.3 1.6 1.7 # 0.9 16.6 3.6 11.8
Physical sciences 3.3 7.4 17.2 22.3 # # # # 1.8 29 38.7 6.6
Mathematics 0.8 24.2 2.6 6.0 # 2.9 1.0 # 6.5 # 56.1 #
Computer/information science 23.8 2.4 10.7 4.2 # # 1.1 # 4.2 # 52.1 1.4
Vocational/technical 10.1 14.8 6.7 # 35.8 3.2 # # 1.1 2.9 3.6 21.7

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.5. Among the 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreecipients enrolled in graduate school sice receiving their bachelor’'s degree, percentag
distribution according to graduate field of study, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Graduate field of study

Business Public Mathema-
and Health affairs/ Bio-  tics and
manage- Edu- Engineer-  profes- social Social Psycho- Human- logical physical
Student and institution characteristics ment cation ing sions services sciences logy History ities sciences sciences
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ i ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
2.00-2.49 20.8 20.7 2.4 12.2 2.5 1.1 3.0 # 8.6 1.1 8.6
2.50-2.99 20.0 21.0 4.4 12.9 6.7 2.9 2.9 0.3 8.7 1.6 6.0
3.00-3.49 13.9 21.1 4.5 17.2 4.7 1.8 2.7 1.3 6.1 2.7 6.3
3.50 or higher 13.0 17.6 6.4 16.4 4.2 3.9 3.9 1.4 10.9 2.3 4.7
Degree-granting institution type
Public 13.7 21.2 5.1 16.1 5.3 3.0 3.4 0.9 7.0 2.3 6.3
Nondoctorate-granting 12.7 34.0 25 13.8 5.3 3.2 3.0 1.7 7.7 1.9 4.4
Doctorate-granting 14.1 16.7 6.0 16.9 5.3 2.9 35 0.7 6.8 2.4 7.0
Private not-for-profit 155 17.9 4.8 16.5 35 2.7 29 1.3 11.7 2.3 4.4
Nondoctorate-granting 19.9 23.8 3.3 14.7 4.0 1.9 3.0 1.1 10.8 1.6 3.5
Doctorate-granting 10.6 114 6.6 18.6 2.9 3.6 2.8 15 12.7 3.1 54
Private for-profit s b T T T T t t i i +
Time between postsecondary entry
and degree completion
48 months or less 10.6 17.9 54 18.3 4.1 34 35 0.9 8.9 3.1 3.9
49-60 months 15.6 20.7 6.0 13.6 4.5 15 2.6 0.6 10.8 2.9 6.3
61-72 months 17.5 27.1 5.4 154 4.5 2.4 1.4 # 5.7 0.7 9.3
More than 72 months 20.0 20.1 35 13.4 6.5 3.3 3.1 1.7 7.8 1.1 7.7
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 14.9 16.9 6.7 16.8 3.7 3.1 35 0.9 10.0 2.6 5.5
$5,000 or less 19.6 17.4 6.5 14.3 4.9 1.1 2.0 2.6 13.5 1.0 5.0
$5,001-10,000 13.6 23.9 3.1 15.6 4.4 5.2 1.1 2.3 7.8 25 6.2
$10,001-20,000 14.6 22.8 3.1 15.6 4.8 1.7 4.2 0.8 6.0 2.4 5.8
$20,001-30,000 18.6 18.5 2.8 12.9 7.0 5.4 15 0.4 6.4 2.4 6.8
More than $30,000 6.5 19.0 8.9 22.4 9.1 2.2 3.4 0.4 7.2 25 4.1

Other

t
19.0
12.7
17.7
15.4

15.8
10.0
17.9
16.5
12.5
21.0

20.2
151
10.6

11.8

155
121
14.3
18.2
17.4
14.5

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.5. Among the 1999-2000 bachelor’s degreecipients enrolled in graduate school sice receiving their bachelor’'s degree, percentag
distribution according to graduate field of study, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Graduate field of study

Business

Public Mathema-
and Health affairs/ Bio-  tics and
manage- Edu- Engineer-  profes- social Social Psycho- Human- logical physical
Student and institution characteristics ment sions services sciences logy History ities sciences sciences
Current employment status
Working full time 22.4 10.0 5.3 2.2 2.1 1.0 5.8 1.8 7.4
Working part time 6.6 19.0 4.3 4.5 3.9 1.8 14.6 2.4 3.7
Unemployed/laid off 13.7 12.2 4.9 0.8 5.4 0.8 11.3 1.1 7.8
Out of the labor force 3.2 35.2 3.5 3.8 4.9 0.3 7.2 3.7 15

#Rounds to zero.
fReporting standards not met.

1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National CenteEdlrcation Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureate and Beyond Longitudingl @&8:2000/01).
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Table IV.6. Percentage distribution of 1999—2000achelor’s degree recipients according to graduate
school path location, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001

Graduate school path location

Accepted
but not ye Plans
Enrolled in enrolled  Applied to graduate No plans for
Student and institution graduate in graduate graduate school in graduate
characteristics school school school the future school
Total 27.1 0.9 5.5 49.9 16.7
Gender
Male 25.8 0.8 4.4 50.7 18.3
Female 28.0 0.9 6.4 49.3 155
Race/ethnicity
White, non-Hispanic 25.7 0.9 4.4 49.8 19.2
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 32.3 1.0 13.7 46.8 6.2
Hispanic or Latino 30.8 1.1 7.0 50.6 10.5
Asian 29.8 1.1 5.4 50.7 13.0
American Indian/Alaska Native 29.5 # 7.3 55.8 7.4
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 20.3 # 8.7 59.4 11.6
Other raceé 32.3 0.5 3.6 52.4 11.3
More than one race 30.6 # 7.2 52.3 9.9
Disability status
Does not have a disability 28.5 1.0 5.7 48.5 16.3
Has a disability 28.2 1.3 8.0 45.6 16.9
Parents’ educational attainment
Less than high school 26.9 1.3 6.6 49.4 15.8
High school or equivalency 22.4 0.6 5.9 51.9 19.3
Some postsecondary education 26.6 1.2 6.5 49.0 16.7
Bachelor’s degree 28.4 1.2 5.0 47.6 17.8
Master’s degree or equivaten 31.9 0.7 6.0 49.4 12.0
Doctoral/professional degree 33.3 1.1 4.4 50.6 10.7
Age at bachelor's completion
22 or younger 29.8 1.0 51 51.1 13.1
23-24 21.6 0.8 5.8 52.2 19.6
25-29 24.2 0.6 5.2 50.2 19.8
30-39 25.8 0.6 5.9 49.5 18.1
40 or older 30.9 1.1 7.5 34.9 25.6
Current marital status
Single, never married 28.0 1.0 5.6 51.2 14.3
Married 23.9 0.6 5.3 48.1 22.1
Separated 28.7 1.8 10.6 53.3 5.6
Divorced 35.8 1.3 5.2 42.0 15.9
Widowed T I ¥ T ¥

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.6. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to graduate
schoolpath location, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Graduate school path location

Accepted
but not ye Plans
Enrolled in enrolled  Applied to graduate No plans for
Student and institution graduate in graduate graduate school in graduate
characteristics school school school the future school
Undergraduate major
Business/managenten 20.0 0.3 4.7 50.9 24.3
Education 21.8 1.1 6.6 60.6 10.0
Engineering 24.6 0.5 4.4 50.8 19.8
Health 30.1 0.9 4.1 47.3 17.6
Other technical/professional 18.5 1.2 5.2 48.9 26.3
Social/behavioral sciences 33.8 1.0 6.2 49.6 9.4
Humanities 27.8 1.3 6.7 48.5 15.8
Life sciences 43.4 15 6.5 40.0 8.7
Physical sciences 43.8 # 8.5 38.6 9.2
Mathematics 40.9 0.6 4.6 41.3 12.7
Computer/information science 19.9 0.7 2.2 53.1 24.2
Vocational/technical 25.0 0.7 4.2 54.5 15.7
Cumulative undergraduate GPA
Less than 2.00 22.5 1.1 20.9 40.6 14.9
2.00-2.49 16.6 0.7 6.7 51.1 24.9
2.50-2.99 21.1 0.6 5.6 54.6 18.1
3.00-3.49 27.6 0.8 5.9 50.0 15.7
3.50 or higher 35.4 1.2 4.3 44.8 14.2
Degree-granting institution type
Public 26.4 0.9 5.5 49.8 17.4
Nondoctorate-granting 23.6 0.8 6.8 50.4 184
Doctorate-granting 27.6 0.9 5.0 49.6 17.0
Private not-for-profit 28.4 0.9 5.6 50.2 15.0
Nondoctorate-granting 25.7 1.0 6.2 50.5 16.7
Doctorate-granting 321 0.7 4.8 49.8 12.7
Private for-profi 28.3 # 5.0 441 22.6
Time between postsecondary entry and degree completion
48 months or less 32.0 1.2 5.1 49.4 12.3
49-60 months 23.8 0.8 4.8 53.1 17.6
61-72 months 19.2 0.8 6.6 51.8 21.7
More than 72 months 26.2 0.7 6.2 48.2 18.8
Total undergraduate debt
Did not borrow 31.0 0.9 4.2 46.4 17.5
$5,000 or less 23.9 1.2 7.0 51.6 16.4
$5,001-10,000 23.5 0.7 6.7 52.9 16.3
$10,001-20,000 25.9 0.8 6.6 51.3 155
$20,001-30,000 24.6 1.2 54 54.7 14.1
More than $30,000 25.8 1.0 5.2 50.8 17.2

See notes at end of table.
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Table IV.6. Percentage distribution of 1999-2000achelor’s degree recipients according to graduate
school path location, by selected student and institution characteristics: 2001—Continued

Graduate school path location

Accepted
but not ye Plans
Enrolled in enrolled  Applied to graduate No plans for

Student and institution graduate in graduate graduate school in graduate
characteristics school school school the future school
Current employment status

Working full time 19.0 0.9 5.3 56.1 18.8

Working part time 58.0 0.9 5.3 27.2 8.6

Unemployed/laid off 34.3 0.9 7.2 46.0 11.6

Out of the labor force 61.7 0.9 7.2 19.9 10.2

#Rounds to zero.
tReporting standards not met.
1Respondents identified themselves as belonging to anaiter$ee the glossary for details.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals becauseooinding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education tidaal Center for Education Statistics, 200dcBalaureate and Bexyd
Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01).
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Appendix A—Glossary

This glossary describes the variables used in this report. The items were taken directly from the NCES B&B:2000/01
Data Analysis System (DAS), an NCES software application that generates tables from the B&B:2000/01 data. (See
appendix B for a description of the DAS.) In the intbelow, the variables are organized by general topic and,

within topic, listed in the order they appear in the report. The glossary is in alphabetical order by variable label
(displayed in capital letters to the right of the name).

GLOSSARY INDEX

STUDENT CHARACTERISTICS Time between postsecondary entry and
GENAET . GENDER degree completion...........cccccovvvieeieiiniinennen. PSE_BA
Race/ethniity .........ccoocvveeiiini e RACEZ2 Amount of all undergraduate loans................. CBUGLN
Citizenship SAUS .......cvvveevieiiiieieeeeeienind CCCITZN  Undergraduate debt still owed among
Speaks non-Englislanguage................... FRGNLANG DOrrOWers .....ocoeeeeeei CBFEDUGO
Parents’ educational attainment ...................... NPARED
Age at postsecondary entry...........cccceeeeveveeennns AGEPSEMPLOYMENT
Age received bachelor's degree...........cccccvvvviienneen. AGBIlitary Status.........oooeiiiiiiiiieeeee e MILIT
Combined SAT SCOresS.........ocovcvvvvrvineeenen. TESATDERCurrent employment status..........cccccvvveeeeeennn. EMPOLF
Marital SBEUS .........ooooiiiiiieee e CCMARCUrrent OCCUPALION ......eeeeieeiieiieeieeaeeeeeee e OoCcCD
Number of children.........ccccccoviiieenen CCDEPSANNuUal salary.........cccceevvviieeeeiiiiiieee e CENERN
Home, own or pay rent..........cccceeeevvinneeeeennns CCHOMBEMonths since last worked for pay............. MOSNOEMP
Type of housing arrangement........................ CCHSTYRJnemployment received since last
Region of current residence ............ccccevvvvvvnnnnn. REGION WOrked .........coooiiiiiiiiiiieeeieeeeeeee e CEUNEMPL
Distance from high school to current Start of career in occupation or industry.......... CECURL
FESIAENCE....coiiiiiiii e CCZIPDSTob related to undergraduate major ............ CERELMAJ
Reason current job not start of career......... CECURJOB
UNDERGRADUATE EDUCATION Any occupational license............cccoccveveennnnnn. CFLICE1
Same state as bachéfoinstitution .............. SMSTATE Any professional certification................c........ CFCRTF1
Undergraduate major .........ccccovcvvveeeeennennnn. BMAJORSANY COMMUNItY SEIVICE .......uvvvvveeriiiinenen. COMMSERV
Cumulative undergraduate GPA ..........c.occveeeeenne GPAZ utoring/education-related with kids........ COMMTUTR
GPA in undergraduate major ..............ccccuueeee GPAMAJOther volunteering with kids .................... COMMOKID
First institutiontype .........cccccvvieiieeiis I1SECT9 Church-related volunteering..................... COMMCHUR
Total months stopped OUL..........ccccoovcvieeeeennnns STOPTOHealth care/hospital volunteering............. COMMHLTH
Number of institutionsttended................. CBNUMSCH
Prior attainment.............cccoveeiiniine e, HIOTHDEGPOSTBACCALAUREATE ENROLLMENT
Degree-granting instition type.................. BSECTOR9 Current enrollment status...........c.ccocccvvveeennnene ENRCUR
Time between high school graduation Highest degree program after bachelor’s
and postsecondary entry .........cccceeevvivieeeeennns HS _PSEUEQIEE.....ciiiiiiieiiee et HIDEGC
Time between high school graduation Graduate field of StudY ..........ccooevvvivreiiniiniennn, MJCAT1
and degree completion ...........ccccevvviiiiieninnn HS_BAGraduate school path location ..............cccceeeeene GRDPIP
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Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name
Age received bachelor’s degree AGE

Indicates student’s age on December 31, 1999. Students who are 24 years old on or before this date are considered
independent for financial aid poses in thd999—-2000 academiear.

22 or younger
23-24

25-29

30-39

40 or older

Age at postsecondary entry AGEPSE
Age when first enrolled in postsecondary education.

18 or younger
19-20

21-24

25 or older

Undergraduate major BMAJORS3
Major field of study for the bachelor’s degree.

Business/management
Education

Engineering

Health

Vocational/technical

Other technical/professional
Social/behavioral sciences
Humanities

Life sciences

Physical sciences
Mathematics
Computer/information science

Degree-granting institution type BSECTOR9

Indicates the sector (level and control) of ith&itution where the studereceived thd999-2000 bachelor’s
degree, including whether the institution was doctorate-granting or not.

Public nondoctorate-granting

Public doctorate-granting

Private not-for-profit nondoctorate-granting
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting
Private for-profit
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Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name
Undergraduate debt still owed among borrowers CBFEDUGO
Response to the question “Of the amount you borroweducation loans for your undergraduate education (not
including any money borrowed from family or friends), how much do you still owe?”
Number of institutions attended CBNUMSCH

Total number of postsecondary institutions attended for undergraduate study until completion of the bachelor’s
degree in the 1999-2000 school year.

One

Two

Three

Four or more
Amount of all undergraduate loans CBUGLN
Response to the question “Other than any money you may have borrowed from family or friends, how much did you
borrow in education loans for your undergraduate education?”

Citizenship status CCCITZN

Response to the question “Are you a U.S. citizen?”

Citizen U.S. citizen or U.S. national
Resident alien/student visa Includes permanent residents, other eligible noncitizen
temporary residents, and those in the country on an F1, F2, J1,
or J2 visa
Number of children CCDEPS

Response to the question “How many children do you or your spouse support financially?”

None

One

Two

Three or more
Home, own or pay rent CCHOME
Response to the question “Do you own your home or are you paying rent?”

Owns home

Pays rent
Neither
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Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name
Type of housing arrangement CCHSTYP

Response to the question “What type of housing arrangement do you have?” The percentage of all respondents who
indicated they were living with their parents or relatives is used in this report.

Living with parents/relatives
Other

Marital status CCMAR
Response to the question “Are you currently single (nearied), married, separated, divorced, or widowed?”

Single, never married
Married

Separated

Divorced

Widowed

Distance from high school to current residence CCZIPDST

Distance between zip code of residence during high school and zip code of current (2001) residence. The two zip
codes were looked up in a database containing the latitude and longitude of their center points. Those latitudes and
longitudes were input into a formula to produce the distance in miles between the two center points.

Less than 50 miles
50-199 miles
200-499 miles
500 miles or more

Annual salary CEANNERN

Current annual income based on annual salary or rate of pay reporte@@thiaterview.

Reason current job not start of career CECURJOB

Response to the question “Since it isn't the start of your career, how would you describe your current job?”
Respondents could give one response.

Working while deciding future plans
Just paying the bills

Continuing in the job already held
Continuing in career already in
Working to prepare for graduate school
Doing what want to do

Exploring career options

Is the only job available

Other
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Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name
Start of career in occupation or industry CECURL

Response to the question “Would you consider your current job to be the start of your career in this occupation or
industry?”

Job is start of career
Job is not start of career
Job related to undergraduate major CERELMAJ

Response to the question “Would you say your current job is closely related, somewhat related, or not related to your
undergraduate major?”

Not at all related

Somewhat related

Closely related
Unemployment received since last worked CEUNEMPL
Response to the question “Have you received unempldyronerpensation at any time since you last worked for
pay?” This analysis looks at respondents who said they have.
Any professional certification CFCRTF1
Response to the question “Do you hold professioedlfication in an occupational area? By professional
certification, | mean certification that allows you to qualify or advance in an occupational area, but is not required by
law before you can actually begin work.” This analysis looks at respondents who said they do.
Any occupational license CFLICE1
Response to the question “Do you hold an occupational license that is required by the federal, state, or local
government before you may practice in a profession?” This analysis looks at respondents who said they do.
Church-related volunteering COMMCHUR
Indicates whether respondents volunteered in service to a church in the past year as of the 2001 interview. This
analysis looks at respondents who did so.

Health care/hospital volunteering COMMHLTH

Indicates whether respondents volunteered in health service, a hospital, or a nursing home in the past year as of the
2001 interview. This analysis looks at respondents who did so.
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Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name
Other volunteering with kids COMMOKID

Indicates whether respondents did other (noneducation-related) volunteer work with kids (such as coaching) in the
past year as of the 2001 interview. This analysis looks at respondents who did so.

Any community service COMMSERV

Response to the question “In the past year, have ytigipated in any community service or volunteer work?
Please exclude any court-ordered service you may have ddne.dnalysis looks at respondents who said they have
participated in such work.

Tutoring/education-related with kids COMMTUTR

Indicates whether respondents volunteexieitoring or another education activity with kids in the past year as of
the 2001 interview. This analysis looks at respondents who did so.

Current employment status EMPOLF

Current employment status as of the B&B interview, with unemployment (not working, but looking for work) and

out of labor force (not working, not looking for work) status provided. This variable was created based on
respondents’ answers to two items. The first item asked them whether they were (1) working full time; (2) working
part time; (3) laid off or waiting to report to work; (4) not working; (5) a homemaker; or (6) disabled. Those who
reported that they were “not working” were asked whether they were looking for a job. Based on responses to these
guestions, the following categories were constructed:

Working full time Working full time

Working part time Working part time

Unemployed Not working, but looking for work

Laid off Laid off or waiting to report to work

Out of the labor force Not working and not looking for work; homemaker; or disabled

These categories were constructed to approximate definitions used by the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) as
closely as possible. A few differences from the BLS definitions remain. Since those who indicated they were
homemakers or disabled were not asked if they were looking for work, some may be miscategorized who would
actually be considered unemployed by the BLS. Also, uhfaamily workers, who are considered employed by the
BLS, were not distinguished in this data set. Finally, the item used to determine whether respondents were looking
for work did not specify the particular activities that the BLS requires for a person to be considered looking for
work. For more information about the BLS definitiondttgse concepts, visit http://&dls.gov/cps/cps_htgm.htm.
Using these categories, this report shows the distributiassatl five categories. It also shows the “unemployment
rate” as defined by the following calculation: Unemployment rate = (Unemployed + Laid off) / (Working full time +
Working part time + Unemployed + Laid off).
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Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name

Current enroliment status ENRCUR
Current degree or certificate program enrollment status as of the B&B interview.

Not currently enrolled

Enrolled part time

Enrolled full time
Speaks non-English language FRGNLANG
Response to the question “Are you fluent in any foreign languages?”

Yes

No
Gender GENDER
Student’s gender.

Male

Female
Cumulative undergraduate GPA GPA2
Student grade-point average (GPA) in 1999-2000 on a 4.0 scale.

Less than 2.00

2.00-2.49

2.50-2.99

3.00-3.49

3.50 or higher
GPA in undergraduate major GPAMAJ
Grade-point average in undergraduate major on a 4.0 scale.

Less than 2.00

2.00-2.49

2.50-2.99

3.00-3.49
3.50 or higher
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Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name
Graduate school path location GRDPIP

Indicates what steps the respondent has completed on the path to graduate school after earning the 1999-2000
bachelor's degree as of the B&B interview.

Enrolled in graduate school
Accepted, not yet enrolled

Applied for graduate school

Plans graduate school in future

No plans to attend graduate school

Highest degree program after bachelor's degree HIDEGC
Indicates the highest degree, if any, the resportgehattempted since compiegithe 1999-2000 bachelor’s degree.
Graduate/advanced degree program
Bachelor's
Associate’s
Certificate
Prior attainment HIOTHDEG
Indicates the highest degree the respondent hadletdprior to completing the 1999—-2000 bachelor’s degree.
No prior attainment
Certificate
Associate’s degree
Bachelor's degree or higher
Time between high school graduation and degree completion HS_BA
Indicates the time between high school graduation andateeof bachelor's degree completion (in months). This

variable was calculated only for those respondents who did not have a prior bachelor’s degree. Only the year of high
school graduation was available, so a high school completion month of June was assigned.

Within 4 years 48 months or less

4-5 years 49-60 months

5-6 years 61-72 months

6-10 years 73-120 months

More than 10 years More than 120 months
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DAS variable name
Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry HS_PSE
Indicates the time between high school graduation artcefitsy into postsecondary education (in months). This

variable was calculated only for those respondents who did not have a prior bachelor’s degree. Only the year of high
school graduation was available, so a high school completion month of June was assigned.

Less than 1 year Less than 12 months
1-2 years 12-23 months
2-5 years 24-59 months
5 years or more 60 months or more
First institution type I1SECT9

Sector of the first postsecondary institution attended.

Public 2-year

Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting
Public doctorate-granting

Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-

granting
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting
Private for-profit Includes less-than-2-year, 2-year, and 4-year private for-profit
institutions
Other Includes public less-than-2-year and private not-for-profit less-
than-4-year institutions
Military status MILIT

Indicates the respondent’s status with respect to military service as of the B&B interview.
Veteran

Active duty/reserves
No military service
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DAS variable name
Graduate field of study MJCAT1

Describes the major field of study for the first postbaaadate degree or certificate program enrolled in since
completing the 1999-2000 bachelor’'s degieany, using collapsed categories.

Business and management
Education

Engineering

Health professions

Public affairs/social services
Biological sciences
Mathematics and physical science
Social sciences

History

Humanities

Psychology

Other

Months since last worked for pay MOSNOEMP

Number of months since last worked for pay, as of B&B interview. This analysis looks at the average number of
months.

Parents’ educational attainment NPARED
The highest level of education of either parent.

Less than high school

High school or equivalency
Some postsecondary education
Bachelor's degree

Master’s degree or equivalent
Doctoral/professional degree

Current occupation OCCD
Respondent’s current occupation.

Educators

Business and management
Engineering/architecture
Computer science

Medical professionals
Editors/writers/performers
Human/protective service professionals
Research, scientists, technical
Administrative, clerical, legal
Mechanics, laborers

Service industries

Other

170



Appendix A—Glossary

DAS variable name
Time between postsecondaeptry and degree completion PSE_BA

Indicates the time between first entry into postseconedigation and bachelor's degree completion (in months).
This variable was calculated only for those respondents who did not have a prior bachelor’s degree.

Within 4 years 48 months or less
4-5 years 49-60 months
5-6 years 61-72 months
6-10 years 73-120 months
More than 10 years More than 120 months
Race/ethnicity RACE2

Student’s race/ethnicity, including Hispanic/Latino and ¢hioglicating more than one race. Respondents were asked

two questions. One question asked respondents to identify whether they were of Hispanic or Latino origin or not.

The other question asked them to identify their race, with multiple responses permitted and categories of White;

Black or African American; Asian; Native Hawaiian or otRexcific Islander; American Indian or Alaska Native; or

Other, specify. Thus, race is defined based on resptsidelf-reports according to these categories. These

guestions were combined, with all respondents indicating Hispanic or Latino origin grouped together regardless of
race. Then, those who selected more than one category for race were grouped together. Remaining respondents were
placed in the race category they selected. The resulting categories are as follows:

White, non-Hispanic

Black/African American, non-Hispanic
Hispanic or Latino

Asian

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native

Other race

More than one race

Region of current residence REGION
Indicates region of respondents’ current residence as of the B&B interview. The resulting regions are as follows:
Northeast Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, Maine,

Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont

Midwest lllinois, Indiana, lowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota,
Wisconsin

South Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,

Louisiana, Mississippi, New Mexico, North Carolina,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West
Virginia
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DAS variable name
Region of current residence—continued REGION

West Alaska, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, Wyoming

Outlying areas Armed Forces Africa, Armed Forces Pacific, Marshall Islands,
Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands

Same state as bachelor’s institution SMSTATE
Indicates whether the respondent lives in satate where baccalaureate institution is located.

Do not live in same state as baccalaureate institution
Live in same state as baccalaureate institution

Total months stopped out STOPTOT

Examining start and end dates for all postsecondary enrdlbpetis prior to bachelordegree receipt, nonenrolled
spells of at least 4 months’ duration were identified. The total duration of all such nonenrolled spells of 4 months or
more was then calculated. This variable differs from the variable of the same name calculated for the 1992—-93
Baccalaureate and Beyond Longitudinal Study. In the previous study, only nonenrolled spells between institutions
were included; in this study, nonenrolled spells in which the respondent eventually returned to the same institution
are also included.

No stopouts lasting 4 months or more
4-5 months

6-11 months

12-23 months

24-35 months

36 months or more

Combined SAT scores TESATDER

SAT combined score from the base year (1999-2000) dataedexs either the sum of SAT verbal and math scores
or the ACT composite score converteditoestimated SAT combined scoréngsa concordance table. Constructed
from agency-reported or institution-reported SAT or ACT scores in the following order of precedence: 1) Agency-
reported (ETS) SAT verbal and math scores; 2) Agency-reported (ACT) ACT composite scores; 3) Institution-
reported (CADE) SAT verbal and math scores; 4) Institution-reported (CADE) ACT composite scores. All SAT
scores are provided in re-centered scale.

No exam taken or no score reported
Below 1000
1000-1200
Above 1200
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The 2001 Baccalaureate an@eyond Longitudinal Study

The estimates and statistics reported in the tables and figures of this report are based on
data from the 2001 Baccalaureate and Beyamuyltudinal Study (B&B:2000/01), a spring 2001
follow-up of bachelor’'s degree recipieritem the 1999-2000 National Postsecondary Student
Aid Study (NPSAS:2000), conducted the U.S. Department ofdacation’s National Center for
Education Statistics. RSAS:2000 is based on a waally representative sgle of all students
in postsecondary education institutions, includimglergraduate, graduasad first-professional
students. For NPSAS:2000, information vedgained from more than 900 postsecondary
institutions on approximate0,000 undergraduate, 9,000 graduatel 3,000 first-professional
students. They represented nearly 17 million uyp@eluates, 2.4 million gdaate students, and
300,000 first-professional studentho were enrolled at sontiene between July 1, 1999 and
June 30, 2000. For B&B:2000/01, those membeth®@NPSAS:2000 sampkeho completed a
bachelor’'s degree between July 1, 1999 and 30n2000 were identified and contacted for a
follow-up interview. The estimates in this report are based on the results of surveys with
approximately 10,000 bachelor’s degree remifs, representing about 1.3 million bachelor’s
degree completers from 1992-33he weighted overall response rate for the B&B:2000/01
interview was 74 percent, refiting an institution responsdeaf 90 percent and a student
response rate of 82 perte(Because the B&B:2000/01usty includes a subsample of
NPSAS:2000 nonrespondents, the ollestaidy response rate tise product of the NPSAS:2000
institution-level response teand the B&B:2000/01 student-level response rate.)

The B&B:2000/01 data provide a profile thie 1999-2000 cohort obllege graduates,
including degree recipients who have been enrolled sporadically over time as well as those who
went to college right after completing high schddie data set contaicemprehensive data on
enrollment, attendance, and student demographic characteristics and provides a unique
opportunity to understand the immediate transitioihsollege graduageinto work, graduate
school, or other endeavors.

12For more information on the B&B survey, consult U.S. DepantroéEducation, National Center for Education Statistics,
Methodology Report for the 2001 Baccaleate and Beyond Longitudinal StU@t§CES 2003-156) (Washington, DC: 2003).
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Accuracy of Estimates

The statistics in this report are estimates derived from a sample. Two broad categories of
error occur in such estimates: sampling and amding errors. Sampling errors occur because
observations are made only omgdes of students, not entipepulations. Nonsampling errors
occur not only in sample surveys but als@omplete censuses of entire populations.
Nonsampling errors can be attributed to a number of sources: inability to obtain complete
information about all students all institutions in the samplgome students or institutions
refused to participate, orustents participated but answeaty certain items); ambiguous
definitions; differences in interpreting questions; inability or unwillingness to give correct
information; mistakes in recordjror coding data; and other elsmf collecting, processing,
sampling, and imputing missing data.

Weighted item response ratesrevealculated for all varialdeused in this report. The
weighted item response rate wadculated by dividing the weiged number of valid responses
by the weighted population for which the item vagplicable. Overall, msi of the items had
very high response rates. Items with weighteth response rates bel®0 percent are shown in
table B1. Three variables hadigleted item response rates bel8% percent. In two of these
cases (the reason the respondaiditnot consider the cumejob the start of a career

Table B1. Lowest weighted item response rates for variables used in this report: 2001 Baccalaureate and
Beyond Longitudinal Study (B&B:2000/01)

Item response rate

Incomplete interviewsIncomplete interviews
Variable name Variable label assumed applicable excluded

Variables with response rates between 85 percent and 90 percent:

CBFEDUGO Undergraduate debt still owed among borrowers 86.5 90.8
CCZIPDST Distance from high school to current residence 85.7 92.4
NPARED Parents’ educational attainment 89.5 89.5

Variables with response rates lower than 85 percent:

CECURJOB  Reason current job not start of career 81.8 97.5
CEUNEMPL Unemployment received since last worked 69.9 98.7
GPAMAJ GPA in undergraduate major 76.3 80.9

NOTE: Weighted item response rates were calculated by dividing the total weighted number of valid responses by the weighted
total population for whom the question was applicable. Bias analyses were conducted for variables with a weighted item response
rate below 85 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtddeytudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).
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[CECURJOB] and whether the respondent testived unemployment compensation since last
working [CEUNEMPLY]), the low weighted responsee is due largely to the fact that the
variables were applicable tesenall proportion of the sample. That because applicability could
not be determined for respondemtith incomplete interviewshose respondents are considered
to have indeterminate responsesomplete interviews thus rke up a relatively high proportion
of the indeterminate responses floose items. However, it is highly likely that the majority of
incomplete interviews would have been excluded from the item had their information been
gathered. When incomplete interviews areleded from the calculation of the item response
rates, the response rates for CECORJnd CEUNEMPL are 97.5 and 98.7 percent,
respectively.

For the remaining variable (grade-poineeage in undergraduate major [GPAMAJ]), an
analysis of item nonrespondemtas conducted. Item respondemtere compared to item
nonrespondents on the following variables: peréemale (GENDER); peent White, percent
Black, percent Hispanic, and percent Asian (RACEZ2); percent enrolled full time, part time, or not
enrolled as of 2001 (ENRCUR); percent workintj fime, part time, or oudf the labor force as
of 2001 (EMPOLF); percent majoring in vawss fields (BMAJORS3); and cumulative GPA
(GPA2). The results suggest that, compavét those who responded to the item GPAMAJ,
nonrespondents were less likely toWwaite and more likely to bEispanic; were less likely to
be enrolled full time in school iB001 and more likely to be nenrolled; were less likely to be
employed part time in 2001; were less likely todnanajored in physicaciences or vocational
fields and more likely to hav@ajored in another unspecifietijor; and had lower overall
GPAs. Therefore, nonrespondents to the item GRAldre likely to have had lower major GPAs
as well. This bias is likely to have degpsed any relationshipstaeeen GPAMAJ and other
variables; that is, the relatidmps between GPAMAJ and othemables discussed in this report
are likely to be underestimated.

Data Analysis System

The estimates presented imstheport were produced ugithe B&B:2000/01 Data Analysis
System (DAS). The DAS software makes it pogsibl users to specify and generate their own
tables. With the DAS, users ceaplicate or expand upon the tabpresented in this report. In
addition to the table estimates, the DAS calculates proper standard3emaorsveighted sample

13The B&B:2000/01 sample is not a simple random sample, and therefore, simple random sample techniques for estimating
sampling error cannot be applied to these data. The DAS takexguont the complexity of the sampling procedures and
calculates standard errors appropriate for such samples. The method for computing sampling errors used by the DAS involves
approximating the estimator by the linear terms of a Taylor series expansion. The procedure is typically referred td@s the Tay
series method.
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sizes for these estimates. For example, tableddfans standard errotisat correspond to table
13 of this report, generated by the DAS. If thember of valid cases is too small to produce a
reliable estimate (less than 30 cases), the DAS prints the message “low n” instead of the estimate.

In addition to tables, the DAS will also produceorrelation matrix ofelected variables to
be used for linear regression models. Includetiénoutput with the correlation matrix are the
design effects (DEFTSs) for each variable ia thatrix. Since statistical procedures generally
compute regression coefficients based on simgrildom sample assumptionise standard errors
must be adjusted with the design effecttate into account the stieed sampling method used
in the B&B survey.

For more information about the B&B:2000/0ddaother Data Analysis Systems, consult
the NCES DAS web siteMyvw.nces.ed.gov/dper contact:

Aurora D’Amico

National Center for Education Statistics
1990 K Street NW

Room 8115

Washington, DC 20006

(202) 502-7334

E-mail address: Awra.D’Amico@ed.gov

Statistical Procedures

Two types of statistical prodeares were used in thispert: testing differences between
means (or proportions) and testing lineandi® Each procedure is described below.

Differences Between Means

The descriptive comparisons were ¢ebsin this report using Student’statistic.
Differences between estimates are tested against the probability of a Typé4 arror,
significance level. The significance levels were determined by calculating the Studehi'ss
for the differences between each pair @ams or proportions and comparing these with
published tables of significance lés¢or two-tailed hypothesis testing.

Student’st values may be computed to test the difference between estimates with the
following formula:

14A Type | error occurs when one concludes that a difference observed in a sample reflects a true difference in the population
from which the sample was drawn, when no such difference is present.
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Table B2. Standard errors for table 13: Among 1999-2000 firstime bachelor’s degree recipients with less
than 6 months of stopout between institutions, average number of months between postsecondary
entry and degree completion, bydegree-granting irstitution type and student demographic,
academic, and enrollment characteristics

Degree-granting institution type

Student characteristics Total" Public  Private not-for-profit
Total 0.45 0.58 0.65
Gender
Male 0.56 0.56 1.25
Female 0.67 0.94 0.63

Race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 0.53 0.69 0.78
Black/African American, non-Hispanic 1.66 2.01 2.75
Hispanic or Latino 1.98 2.70 1.73
Asian 1.12 1.44 1.09
American Indian/Alaska Native ¥ ¥ ¥
Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander ¥ ¥ ¥
Other racé 1.47 2.12 1.69
More than one race 3.14 2.08 3.31

Parents’ educational attainment

High school or less 1.41 1.67 2.23
Some postsecondary education 0.87 1.19 1.07
Bachelor’'s degree 0.76 0.83 1.58
Master’s degree or equivalent 0.52 0.62 0.93
Doctoral/professional degree 0.57 0.71 0.48

Undergraduate major

Business/management 1.55 1.76 2.98
Education 0.94 1.22 1.28
Engineering 1.22 1.55 0.72
Health 1.26 1.61 1.81
Vocational/technical 3.14 2.87 8.44
Other technical/professional 0.66 0.76 1.28
Social/behavioral sciences 0.89 1.37 0.66
Humanities 1.18 1.90 0.91
Life sciences 0.97 1.28 1.24
Physical sciences 1.93 2.94 1.01
Mathematics 1.68 2.57 1.01
Computer/information science 1.51 1.65 1.52

Time between high school graduation and postsecondary entry

Less than 12 months 0.44 0.58 0.62
12-23 months 1.79 1.99 2.43
24-59 months 5.67 7.48 7.97
60 months or more 3.21 3.59 6.63

See notes at end of table.
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Table B2. Standard errors for table 13: Among 1999-2000 firstime bachelor’s degree recipients with less
than 6 months of stopout between institutions, average number of months between postsecondary

entry and degree completion, bydegree-granting irstitution type and student demographic,
academic, and enrollment chracteristics—Continued

Degree-granting institution type
Public  Private not-for-profit

Student characteristics Total

Cumulative undergraduate GPA

Less than 2.50 1.28 1.58 2.10
2.50-2.99 0.89 1.12 1.24
3.00-3.49 0.74 1.04 0.62
3.50 or higher 0.79 0.79 1.47
Combined SAT scorés
No exam taken or no score reported 2.59 3.38 4.28
Below 1000 0.61 0.78 0.66
1000-1200 0.24 0.32 0.20
Above 1200 0.26 0.40 0.26
First institution type
Public 2-year 1.63 1.85 3.06
Public 4-year nondoctorate-granting 1.17 1.14 10.71
Public doctoratesgnting 0.62 0.62 4.23
Private not-for-profit 4-year nondoctorate-granting 1.06 7.02 0.87
Private not-for-profit doctorate-granting 0.71 7.32 0.37
Private for-profit 5.92 ¥ ¥
Other ¥ T ¥
Degree-granting institution type
Public
Nondoctorate-granting 1.14 1.14 I
Doctorate-granting 0.68 0.68 ¥
Private not-for-profit
Nondoctorate-granting 1.11 ¥ 111
Doctorate-granting 0.55 ¥ 0.55
Private for-profit 8.42 ¥ T
Number of institutions attended
One 0.35 0.52 0.27
Two 0.92 1.14 1.60
Three 1.36 1.31 3.09
7.05 9.40 7.74

Four or more

FReporting standards not met.
Yncluded in the total but now shown separately are graduates of private for-profit institutions.

“Respondents identified themselves as belonging to another race. See the glossary for details.
®Derived from institution- or student-reported SAT or ACT scores, where available. See the glossary for details.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2001 Baccalaureaterahtiddejtudinal
Study (B&B:2000/01).
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(= E:-E- (1)

/SE +5€

whereE; andE; are the estimates to be compared ssm@ndse are their corresponding
standard errors. This formula is valid only fiodependent estimatéa/hen estimates are not
independent, a covariance termsnbe added to the formula:

t= E,-E,
Js& +sé -2(Nse se

(@)

wherer is the correlation between the two estima¥eghis formula is used when comparing two
percentages from a distribution that adds to 1fG@e comparison is between the mean of a
subgroup and the mean of the total group, the following formula is used:

E..—E
sub tot (3)

t=
\/Séub +S ot 2p Séub

wherep is the proportion of the totgroup contained in the subgrotflhe estimates, standard
errors, and correlations caft be obtained from the DAS.

There are hazards in reporting statistical tests for each comparison. First, comparisons
based on largestatistics may appear to merit special attention. This can be misleading since the
magnitude of thé statistic is related not only to the obssat differences in nas or percentages
but also to the number of students in the specific categories used for comparison. Hence, a small
difference compared across a large hanof students would produce a latgeatistic.

A second hazard in reportirsgatistical tests for eachmparison occurs when making
multiple comparisons among categories of an independent variable. For example, when making
paired comparisons among different levels of income, the probability of a Type | error for these
comparisons taken as a group is larger tharptbbability for a single comparison. When more
than one difference betweerogps of related characteristios“families” are tested for
statistical significance, one must apply a stantlaatlassures a level of significance for all of
those comparisons taken together.

15y.s. Department of Education, National Center for Edandtatistics, A Note from the Chief Statistician, no. 2, 1993.
181pid.
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Comparisons were made ingheport only when p< .06for a particular pairwise
comparison, where that comparison was ortetests within a family. This procedure guarantees
both that the individual comparisavould have p< .05 and that feicomparisons within a
family of possible comparisons, the significance level for all the comparisons will sum to p<
.0517

For example, in a comparison of malesl &emales, only one comparison is possible
(males versus females). In this famKiy1, and the comparison can be evaluated without
adjusting the significance level. When students are divided into five age categories (18 or
younger, 19-23, 24-29, 30—39 and 40 or older) #rmbasible comparisons are made, thefh0
and the significance level of each test must be p< .05/10, @0p<The formula for calculating
family size K) is as follows:

_iG-D
k=12 @

wherej is the number of categories for the variable being tested. In the case of age, there are five
age groups, so substituting 5 fan equation 4, results in the following family size.

_5(5-1 _
===

k 10 (5)

Linear Trends

While many descriptive comparisons in this report were tested using Studsatistic,
some comparisons among categories of an ordemable with three omore levels involved a
test for a linear trend across all categorigbierathan a series of tests between pairs of
categories. In this report, when differences among percentages were examined relative to a
variable with ordered categosieAnalysis of Variance (ANOVAWas used to test for a linear
relationship between the two variables.dithis, ANOVA models included orthogonal linear
contrasts corresponding to successevels of thendependent variabl&he squares of the
Taylorized standard errors (that standard errors that weralculated by the Taylor series
method), the variance between the meansftadnweighted sample sizes were used to

17The standard that.05/k for each comparison is more stringent than the criterion that the significance level of the
comparisons should sum te 5. For tables showing thetatistic required to ensure that 95/k for a particular family size
and degrees of freedom, see Olive Jean Dunn, “Multiple Comparisons Among Mieamsdl of the American Statistical
Associationb6 (1961): 52—64.
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partition total sum ofguares into within- and between-grosyms of squares. These were used
to create mean squares for the withind &etween-group variance components and their
corresponding F statistics, whigvere then compared with published values of F for a
significance level of .0% Significant values of both the overall F and the F associated with the
linear contrast term were required as evidencelofear relationship between the two variables.
Means and Taylorized standard errors were tatied by the DAS. Unweighted sample sizes are
not available from the DASnal were provided by NCES.

18More information about ANOVA and significance testing using the F statistic can be found in any standard textbook on
statistical methods in the social and behavioral sciences.
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