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INTRODUCSTION

A new problem which has been brought to light in the
Universities to-day, is that of accounting for the fact that
such a large percentage of students who enroll, fail to com-
rlete their courses of study. Is the University to be cen-
sured for this or does some outside factor control it and
what steps can be taken to‘?emedy this defect?

It is a recognized fact that students withdraw from
University for various reasons, such as, health, failure in
Scholarship, ehtering business or professions, entering other
institutions for study, lack of finances and other miscel-
laneous reasons, but in many cases, it is probable that the
reasons stated are not the real ones.

' The purpese of this study is to determine, as far as pos-
sible, the real reasoﬁs why 203 students withdrew from the
University of Arizona and 309 students did not return the
second semester, durihg the years 1925-26.

In referring to the total number of students in the Uni-
versity, it is customar; for one to think in terms of the num-
ber who enrolled during the semesters, not teking into account
the withdrawals during the year, which lessens the total regis-

tration at the conclusion of the terms.



. TABLE T

REGISTRATION OF UNIVERSITY

FIRST SEVESTER 19256-26

Colleges of

School
Class  4Agricul- Educa- of Total
ture tion Law L.A.S. Hines luusic

Freshmen 36 69 0 238 58 T 401
Sophomores 26 73 6 198 48 .e 359
Juniors 20 80 18 108 o1 os 217
Seniors A 73 28 &8 51 .- 265
Post Gradu-

ates 18 27 6 42 12 .o 105
Special 11 4 4 58 20 17 114
Regular Un-

classified 3 Y oo 2e 1 .o 35
Total 125 335 58 754 241 17 1540
TABLE II
REGISTRATION OF UNIVERSITY
SECOND SELIESTER 1925-26
Colleges of
scrool
Class  agricul- Lduca- of Total
ture tion Law L.i.S. kiines liusic

Freshmen 29 66 1 224 56 T STh
Sophomores 24 62 9 193 51 B 359,
Juniors 20 73 18 103 49 o= 263
Seniors 18 71 20 85 48 e 240
Post Gradu- ,

ates 13 a7 5 43 10 8 98
Special 10 8 3 &% 12 17 109
Regular Un-

classified 3 g 0 21 e Sl 53
Total 117 316 56 726 226 17 1458



Table I shows by_Colleges and Classes a total registra-
tion of 1540 students for the first semester 1925-26. It is
to be noted that the College of Letters, Arts and Sciences,
led in the enrollment, on the University Campus, namely 754,
Education taking second‘place. Of the Classes, the Freshmen
had the majority, 40l. TFor the second semester, 1458 students
registered as shown in Tavle II,

Out of the total enrollment for both semesters, 223 stu-
dents are listed as "Special™ and 68 as "Unclassified". The
"Specials" are those over 21 years of age, who have not met the
entrance requirements but who may elect such courses as are
approved by their instructors; and the "Unclassified", those
who carry less than 6 hours of regular college work.

This study has been divided inte 2 ways of classifying
students who dropped out of the University of aArizona:

1. Withdrawals.

2. ©btudents not returning.



TARLE III

STUDENT WITHDRAWALS
PIRST SEMESTER 1925-26

Colleges of

agricul- Zduca- ‘

Class ture tion Law L.AlS, ilines Total
Freshmen 8 5 o 25 9 47
Sophomores i 7 2 13 1 24
Juniors 1 4 o 11 1 17
Seniors 1 L3R ] e ® 3 [ ] 4
Post Gradu-

ates 1 *® :1 2 e 4
Special 4 3 1 12 5 25
Regular Un-

classified o o oK 3 oo 3
Total 16 19 4 69 16 124

TABLE IV

STUDENT WITHDRAWALS
SECOND SEMESTER 1925-26

Colleges of

School
agricul- Hducs- - of
Class ture tion LelAeSe Hines iusic Total

Freshmen ¥ 4 16 7 o 27
Sophonores .o 4 7 2 . 13
Juniors 1 2 2 sl 13
Seniors e 1 2 2 oY 5
Post Gradu-

ates 2 e 4 1 i 7
Special 2 2 6 1 1 12
Regular Un-

classified 1 .o 3 .o .o 2
Total 6 13 44 15 1 79

Withdrawals include those students who dropped out of

the University some time during the semester.



- Out of the total enrollment of 1540 students in the Uni-
vérsity for the first semester, Tavle III shows that 124 with-
drew; the College of Letters, Arts and Sciences leading in
this with a total number of 69. By classes, the Freshmen had
the majority. There were 25 students classified as "Special'
and 3 as "Regular Unclassified”.

As snown in Table IV, 79 students withdrew the secpnd

semnester. It is seen from these tables that the Underclassmen

had the largest number of withdrawals.

TABLE V

PZR CENT OF ZTUDENTS WITHORAWING
CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGES AND CLASSES
PIRST SEMESTER 1925-26

‘ bolleges of
Class Agricul- Educa-~

ture tion . Law L.A.S. Ifines Total
Freshmen 22,2 7¢2 oC 10.5 15.5 117
Sophomnores 3.9 9.6 25.0 6.6 2.1 6.8
Juniors 5,0 Bl o 10.2 2.0 6.1
Seniors 4.8 .4 .- 3.4 . 1.6
Post Gradu- |

ates 5.6 T 16.7 4,8 % 3.8
Special 36e4 75.0 25.0 20.7 25.0 21.9
Regular Un-

ClaSSified- LN ) LR LN 1506 LN ] 8.6
Total 11.9 ST 6.9 9.2 6.6 8.0
Ranks ‘
by

Colleges (5) (1) (3) (4) (2)




TABILE VI

PER CENT OF STUDENTS WITHDRAWING
CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGES AND CLASSES
SECCOND SEMESTER 1925-26

Colleges of

School
Class Agricul- Educa-~ of Total
ture tion Les.S. Mines Husic

Freshmen 5 6.1 7.1 Ts&iesd o 7.8
Sophomores oe 645 d.6 3.9 .o 3.8
Juniors 5,0 237 7.8 4,1 .o 4,9
Seniors .o 1.4 2.4 4,2 o 2.1
Post Gradu-~

ates ' 15.4 . - 9,3 10.0 o Zad
Special 20.0 25.0 50.0 8.3 5.9 110
Regular Un- .

classified 55.0 L 2N ) 4.8 * e LN ) 6.1
Total Bre ik 4.1 6.1 6.6 5.9 5.4
Ranks

by

Colleges (2) ) (4) (5) (3)

Table number V shows that the University of .irizons
lost 8% of the 1540 students who enrolled the first semester.
The College of Education had the lowest percentage of with-
drawals, liines second, Law third, Letters, srts and sSciences
fourth, and the College of Agriculture last.

By reference to Table VI, it is to be noted that a
smaller per cent, namely 5.4, withdrew the second semester
than the first. In this case, the College of Education still
ranks first, Agriculture second, sSchool of lusic third, College

of Letters, srts and Sciences fourth and College of Mines Fifth,



TABLE VII

REASONS FOR WITHDRAWALS*
FIRST SEMESTER 1925-26

Other
Reason Freshmen Classes

Y

Parent
111 Heslth
Student 1

]

Failure

larriage

To enter business -

70 enter profession

To enter other institu-
tions for study

Lack of finances 1

Vacation

Trouble at home

Return home at Parents'
request -

Lzck of interest
Reasons unknown
iiscellsneous

OCLROCO OOOCHx OCOuUi O
= =
COIPRN DR NY DO -3

|
|

o
@
~3
(2]

Total

* Reasons as stated by students.



TABLE VIII

REASCNS TOR WITHDRAWALS*
SECOND SELESTER 1925-26

Other
Reason . Freshmen Classes
Parent 2 3+
I11 Health
Student 12 19
Failure 7 7
To enter business O . 1
To enter profession 0] 3
Lack of Finances 2 5
Return home at
Purents' request 1 0
Lack of interest 0 1
Reasons unknovmn 1 7
Miscellaneous 2 1
Total 27 52

* Reasons as stated by students.

Each student, who withdrew duringvthe year, was request-
ed to state iis reason. Through the information from tiis
source, it was 1éarned, as shown by Tables VII and VIII that
the mostrfrequent cause given for both semesters was illness,
é8 the first semester and 31 the second. This class can be
divided into two separate groups:

1. Th se wrose illness forced an immediate withdrawal,
such as an operation, typhoid fever, etc..

2. Those who have chronic ailments or protracted ill-
ness snd find it impossible to return and make up

the lost work.

In the latter case, this may not be the real reason for with-

drawal. 5till, it is fair to believe that illness is the



primary cause of -cancellation. Cancellation on account of
illness may be considered largely as an interruption of their
courses ratlhier t han & permanent ithdrawal and lessens the
seriousnéss of student mortality.

Closely related to the students’ illness is that of
discontinuance for illness or deatkh in the immediate family.
During the two semesters, 20 dropped out for this reason.

Lack of finances caused 23 fo withdraw the first semes-
ter and 7 the second. This indicates that if the student
masters his work the first semester, and if finances is
really the cause, he has found some way to earn the money to‘
continue. However, this is the reverse of ordinary circum-~
stances. Generally, the student is more flushed with money
at the beginning of the school year. This would lead one
to believe thut the students do not give the real reasons for
_discontinuance.

The smallest group, 2, withdrew for matrimony. Only a
few stated that "lack of interest" was their reason for with-
drawal. This night be the cause for some of those who stated
"finances".

Sixteen stated they withdrew 4o enter business asnd 5 to
enter profession. . number who sre already in professions,
such as teaciiing, or other business rursuits, registered in-

cidentally for a few hours oniy, and becsuse of increased out-
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side duties, had to give up their College work. Then, too,
business rrospects, wi£h good finencial remunerations, open
up during certain periods of the term. &Students in this group
should not be considered as permanently dropped out of the
University;

Cherts I and II will enable the reader to see at a glance
thé outstanding reasons for withdrawals as stated by the
students.

Out of the total 124 students who withdrew the first

A5\

semester, 79 had never attended the University before. Of

-
these, 47 were Freshmen, 16 Special and 1 Unclassified. Two

»

were in ‘residence at the University for one semester only

and 43 fbr one year or more. Table I (Appendix) shows the
distribution by- Colleges.

Ofg%hOSe wﬂo vithdrew during the second semester, 57
students had atteﬂ%ed the University for one year or iore,
20 had not enrolled before and 2 hed attended one semester
only, of the College year. For both semesters, it may be
seen that 99 students or-48% of those who withdrew had not

been in attendance before. (See Table II, ippendix.)
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TABLE IX

DISTRIBUTION OF GRALDES
o

STUDENTS WITHDRAVIKG

PIRST SEMESTER 1925-26

frequency Iumber of students

Grades of grades earning grades
i | 12 10
2 38 24
3 b4 26
4 29 2%
5] &1 15
D 7 53
3 3 2
No grades eurned O 90

* (@rades for the last semester in sttendance used.

The standings in courses at the University sre given in
Grades 1, 8, 3, 4 and 5. Grades 1-4 inclusive indicate
passing, 5 indicates failure and can be removed oniy by re-
peating the courses. D, indicates deferred grading and I,
incomplete, because of illness or other accepted reasons.

This can be made up within one yoar with the approvel of the
Instructor.

"It is = surprising but imrortant fact that 90 students
or 725 who withdrew the first semester hed not éarned grades
at the University. Of the ﬁhole number 20 had received grades

below 4, 18 or 14.5% of which were failures.
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TABIE X

DISTRIBUTION OF GRADES
OF
STUDENTS WITHDRAJING
SECOND SEMESTER 1925-26

Frequency  HNumber of students

Grades of grades earning grades
el 24 LY
2 49 29
6] 80 34
4 35 18
5 26 17
D 14 8
I 11 7
Ho grades earned O a7

* @rades of preceding semester used.

Out of the 79 students who withdrew the second senmester,
, 27 or 34% had not earned grades at the University. 32 or 40.4)
received gredes below 4, 25 or 51.6% of whieh were failures or
received grades of 5 and D.

During the two semesters of the years 1925-26, out of
203 students who withdrew, 115 or 56.6% received grades of 5
and D or 50% failure. b57% or nearly three-fifths had not
received grades at the University.

It is the custom of the University to drop those muking
50% failure, for one semestef: with the possibility of being
reinstated. 28 students for both semesters, stated they were

forced to withdraw on this account. Ib can be concluded from
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the fact that only 5 withdrew on szccount of lack of interest
and none for dissatisfaction with the University, (See Table
VII and VIII) that all the responsisility for withdrawals

does not rest uron the University.

TABLE XI

DISTRIBUTICON OF UHNIYS ENROLLED FOR
BY STUDENTS JITHDZ.WING
PIRST SEMESTER 19256-26

Humber of

. bnits students

0~ 1 e

2 ~ 3 ¥

4 - b ' 12

6 - 7 * 59

8§ - 9 10

10 - 11 11

12 - 13 20

14 - 15 28

16 - 17 23

18 - 19 5

Total 124

70 be classified as a‘regular cniversity student, one
nust be registered for 10 hours of worz successfully.

The number of units enrolled for, for the semester by
each student is an extremely important factor. 37 or'21.7%
who withdrew the firsﬁ term registered for less than 10 hours
of work, 5t students or 585, between 14-15 units. This is
the median. "welve students or 9.7» were enrolled for less

. than 6 hours, rating them as Regular Unclassified. (Table XI)
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TABLE XII

DISTRIBUTICH C¥ UNITS ENROLLED FOR
BY STUDEHTS WITHDRLLING
SECOND SEMESTER 1925-26

Humber of

Pnits Students
O 1 L 2 1
2 - 3 5
4 - 5 4
6 ~ 7 3
8 - 9 9
10 - 11 20
12 - 13 11
14 - 15 15
16 - 17 11
18 - 19 3
Total 79

The distribufion of units enrolled for by students who
withdrew the second semestzr are shown in Table XII. 19
students or 24.1% enrolled for less than 10 units of regular
work. Seven of that number registered for less than 6 hours.
The median for the regular students, lies in the Interval

hetween 12 - 13 units.
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TABIE XIIX

PER CENT OF STUDENTS WITHDR-WING
ENROLLED FOR VaRIOCUS ULITS OF WORK
FIRST SHESTER 1925-26

Number of Per. cent of
Pnits students
O"‘ 1 o e
2 - 3 e
4 - b 9.7 1
6 - 7 4.0%\
8 - 9 8.0

10 - 11 8.9
12 - 13 16,1
14 - 15 . 30,7
16 - 17 18.6
18 - 19 4.0

TABLE XIV

PER CENT OF STUDBNTS VITHDRAWING
ENROLLED FOR VARIOUS UNITS OF WORK
SECOND SEMESTER 1925-26

Number of Per cent of
Units students
0 1. o
2= 3 Brels
4 - b 5.1 |\
6 - 7 548 ot
8 - 9 11.4

10 - 11 259
12 - 13 1. 519
14 - 156 19.0
16 - 17 159
18 - 19 5.8

Simnr



The distribution of units enrolled for, by students
who withdrew during the two semesters is shown by per cent

in Tebles XIII and XIV.

TABLE XV

DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS
CARRIED BY ENTIRE UHIVERSITY
PIRST SEMESTER 19256-26

Number of
Units ~ Students
0 - 1 2
2 - 3 46
4- 5 54 v
6 - 7 55 \Y
8 - 9 36
10 - 11 98
12 « 13 194
14 - 15 477
16 - 17 449
18 - 19 140
20 - 21 9
Total 1540

A notable fact is thuat only 173 students or 11.2% of
the entire University for the first seméster, a registration
of 1540 students, were carrying below 10 semester units,
while 37 or 21.7% of those who withdrew the first semester
registered for this amount. (See Table XV). The median was
between 16-17 semester units. 477 students registered for
this amount. |

A general conclusion can be drawn that approximately



one out of every three students fail and that they are the

ones who carry less than the average number of units,

T4ABLE XVI

DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS
CARRIED BY ENTIRE UNIVERSITY
SECOND SEMESTER 1925-26

Number of Humber of
Inits stadents
0« 1 13
2w 3 51
4 -« 5 43
6 - 7 : - 37
8~ 9 45

10 « 11 86
12 -« 13 178
14 - 16 : 381
16 - 17 448
18 - 19 1566
20 « 21 11

Total_ 1458

Table XVI shows the ﬂistribﬁtion of units carried by
the entire University, 1458 students, for the second semester.
Only 1689 or 12,97 enrolled for less then 10 units, while
19 or 24,1% of those students who withdrew iha second semes~
ter enrolled for this amount. (See Table XII)s The
median falls in the interval between 14-15 semester units.

It is evident then, thet those who remain in school,
carry mere unite of work than those who withdraw. Therefore,

it oan be conoluded that dropring out is not due to too heavy

8 load,
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PABLE XVII

PER CGENT OF STUDENTS OF ENTIRE UNIVERSITY
ENROLLED FOR VARIOUS UHNITS OF WORK
FIRST SELESTER 1925-26

Humber of Per cent of
Units Students
0 - 1 -
2~ 3 3.0
4 - 5 345
6 - 7 2¢35
8 - 9 2.3

10 - 11 6.4
12 - 13 12.6
14 - 15 31.0
16 - 17 29,2
18 -~ 19 9.0
20 - 21 6

TABLE XVIII

PER CENT OF STUDENTS OF ENTIRE UNIVERSITY
ENROLLED FOR VARIOUS UNITS COF WORK
SECOND SEKESTER 1925-26

Number of Per cent of
Units Students
0 - 1 -]

2 ~ 3 3¢5
4 - b 2,9
6 - 7 2.5
8 ~ 9 3.1
10 - 11 D8
12 - 13 12,2
14 - 15 26,8
16 - 17 30.8
18 ~ 19 10.7
20 - 21 «8
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- Tables ZVII and XVIII show the distribution of umits
enrolled for by the students of the entire University for
both semesters by per cent.

A comparison of the units carried by the students of the
entire.University for both semesters ahd those withdrawing
during the year has been made. fThe results of this classifi-

cation are shown in Charts. III and IV.

STUDENTS NOT RETURNING THE SECCND SEMESTER

TABIE XIX

DISTRIBUTION OF STUDEITS HOT RETURNING
CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGES .ID CLASSES
SECOND 3EMESTER 1925-26
1 S

Colleges of

Sehool

Class Agricul-Educa- of Total
ture tion Law L.A,S. lines lusic
Freshmen 13 A e 43 11 e 78
Sophomores 2 16 2 36 8 oo 64
- Juniors 2 12 i 14 5) o 355

Seniors 3 5 3 13 4 o 28
Post Gradu~

ates 10 8 i | s 4 e - B4
Svecial 6 a2 1 28 12 4 52
Regular Un- ‘

classified 3 %] P 10 - 1 St 18:
Total 39 57 8 155 46 4 309

Those students classified as "not returning" are those
who enrolled in the University for the first semester but did

not enroll the second. There were 309 of these students, in-



cluding the 124 w.o withdrew
g@ no csrds were filled

semester, giving information

the first semester.

out at the end of the first

whether the student intended

returning or not, the reasons for not registering the second

senester are unknowm.

TABLE XX

PER CENT OF STUDENTS HOT RETURNING

CLASSIFIED BY COLLEGES AND CLASSE
SECOND SEMESTIR 1925-26

dgiiéges of

School
Cless Agricul- Educa-~ .of Total
ture tion Law L.A.S. llines Illusic
Preshmen 36,1 15.9 .o 18.1 19.0 - .o 19.5
Sophomores el 21.9 25.0 18,2 16.6 5 18.1
Juniors 10.0 15.0 5.6 . 13.0 11.8 .o 12.6.
Seniors 14.3 6.8 1os T 14.8 () a4 10,6
Post Gradu-
ates 5b.6 29.6 16,7 26,2 5543 s 52.4
Special 54.5 50,0 25,0 48543 60.0 23.5 45,6
Regular Un~
classified 100.0 3363 sls 45,5 100.0 s 51.4
Total 28.9 17.0 13.8 2046 19.1 23.5 20.1
Ranks
by
Colleges (6) (2) (1) (4) (3) (5)

In Tables XIX and XX, is shown the distribution of the

cases of students who failed to r eturn the second semester.

As there shown, 309 students or 20.1% were in tiis class.

is evident from the tsbles that the greatest per cent lost,

are not those registered in the regulaer four-year college

course, but the Specials and Unclassified.

It



25

It is a fact, that _many students attend the University
of Arizona from other states, as Tucson is an excellent health
resort. A number of students who sre not in good health,
enter school, thinking they can hold out wntil the end of the
school year, but have to discontinue because of their
physical condition. It is assumed that a perCentége of these

will return after recuperation to finish their courses of

Studyo
TABLE XXI
DISTRIBUTION OF GRLDES*
oF
STUDENTS NOT RETURNING
SECOND SEMBSTER 1925-26
Frequency of Number of
Grades grades students
i 48 : 8l
2 ‘ 138 76
3 199 98
4 104 76
5 241 103
D ] 29
I 71 46
o gredes earned .. 82
- —_

Grades for last semester in attendance used.

As seen in Table XXI, 82 or 27x out of the 309 students
who did not register the second semester, had .not earned
grades at the University. It appears rather significant that

an unusugl proportion of the whole number, 188 or 81/ re-



ceived grades less than a 4, and 103 students, or 47% nade
failing greades.

It is evident that "Scholarship” is one of the reasons for
cancellation of registration and in other cases, is a
co-operating factor. If a student states "finances" aé the
reason snd his grades aie of a failing nature, one is
reasonably safe in concluding that "scholarship" is the primary
reason. If a student is succeeding in his work, ordinarily,
he will put forth every effort to secure the funds necessary
but if his grades are low and he also has a small allowance,

he gives "finances” as the reason and not "sciolarship".:

TABLE XXII

DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS ENROLLED FOR
BY
STUDENTS3 NOT RETURIING
SECOND 3EMESTER 1925-26

-
Humber of
units Students
0 - 1 2
2 - 3 17
4 - 5 28
6 - 7 23
8 - 9 18
10 - 11 34
12 - 13 58
14 - 15 64
16 - 17 50
18 - 19 151

Total 309
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TABLE ZXIII

PER CENT CF OSTUDENTS INOT RUTURNING
ENROLLED FOR VARIOUS THITS OF WORK
SECOND SELESTLR 1920-26

Number of Per cent of

ynits . ) students
O -y 1 .6

2 - 3 5.5

4 - 5 9.1 w»
6 - 7 7ednYx
8 - 9 Hafl =
10 - 11 11.1
12 - 13 18.9
14 - 16 21.2

16 - 17 16.2

18 - 19 4,2

Of the 309 students vho did nov return the second semes-
ter, 88 or 28.4)% were enrolled for less than 10 units of
regular University work, while only 173 or 11l.2j% of the
entire University for the first semester were enrolled for
this amount. The median lies between 12-13 semester units,
57 students, or 15.2> were carrying less than 6 hours.

3y reference to Chart V, one can note at a glance the
variance in units, enrolled for by the students of the
entire University the first semester with those students vko

did not return the second semester.
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CONCLUSION

It is of interest to compare the University of ;rizona
with other institutions_on the same cuestion. The Survey
of Cormissions of the University of Linnesota made an in-
tensive stﬁdy on Student iiortality for the years 1922-23.

48 stated in their osurvey, the University of llinnesota
had s total enrollment of 9025 students and a loss of 2654,
or 29 per cent through withdrawals end cancellation for
various reasons. In comparison, iV has been discovered that
the University of .rizona had a total enrollment of 1766
students for the years 1925-26 and 2 loss of only 388 or 22
per cent.

The most fregquent reasons stated by the University of
Uinnesota, for withdrawals, were finsnces, 55.7% and illness,
19.2%. The same holds true in the University of .rizona,
but iliness being the most frequent reason with 27.5% and
finances 14.7%. In the former University, 95 students dropped
out for lack of interest; while the University of .irizona

lost only 5 for the same reason.
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SULLIARY

1. The University of Arizona lost a total of 388
students through withdrawals and those not feturning during
the years 1925-26., 124 withdrew the first semester, 79 the
second and 185 students did not return the second semester.

2. 253 StulernE ox 65% of those who dropped out in
1925-26 wvere lower classmen, the Freshmen having the greatest
number of cancellations.

3. Of the 203 students who withdrew during both
senesters, 99 or 79% had not been attendants at the Uni-
versity before. (See "ables I and II, Appendix).

4. 146 students or 345 of those who dropped out and did
not return during the year, made failing grades.

5. 144 students or 74.2% of the loss of the University
through withdrawals and non-returning students, enrolled for
less than 10 semester units.

6. There is a tendency to loseAthose students who enroll

for less than 6 wnits of work.

* Five students graduated in January.



ARPRPENDIX

ATTENDANCE OF STUDENTS WITHDRAWING
. FPIRST SEMESTER 1925-26

TABLE 1

FRESHUEN

Attendance
First semes- 1 year Non-at-

_ College ter only or more tendance Total
Education .o .o f5) 5
agriculture .o .o 8 8
Law LN J L ] LN LR )
lIuSic LK ] L ] LK ] * e
ilines .o .o 9 9
Letters, arts

and Sciences .o .o 25 25
Total 5 .o 47 47
SOPHOLIORES

B attendance
FPirst Semes- 1 year Non-at-

College __ter only or nore tendance Total
Bducation .o 3 4 7
agriculture .o T o 1
Law .o 1 i 2
H‘U.Sic ) ) ' e o e
liines oo .o i 1
Letters, arts 1%

and sciences B 6 § . 13
Total ' 1 o 1B ’ 11 24

*  September, 1919.
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JUNIORS
AtTendance
First semes- 1 year Non-at- _
College ter only or more ‘tendance Total
Tducation o 3 1 4
Agriculture oo .o 1 1
Law o o o oo
Music P . oo o
iines .e 1 e 1
Letters, iArts
and Sciences oo 10 1 11
Total ol 14 3 17
SENIORS
_ #ttendance
Pirst semes- 1 year on-at-
College ter only or more ‘tendance  Total
Eaucation o e L) LN *®
Asgriculture . 1 . L
Lan o e e e LN )
}-{uSiC LY o e o8 L3N )
Hines . .o o -
Letters, Arts
and Sciences o 2 1 3
Total 514 3 1 4
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POST GRADUATES

Attendance
Pirst semes- 1 yesr Non-at-

College ter only or nmore tendance Total -
Hducation - 0% Ty o
~griculture A .s 1 .o 1
La‘v 9 1 L 1
quSiC [ Y [ 3 s 9 s e
iidnes . e . .e .o
Letters, Arts '

and sciences oo 2 .o 2
Total s 4 ¥ 4
SPECIAL /
Asttendance
First semes- 1 year Hon-at-

College ter only or more tendence Total
Bducation .o .o 3 3
Asgriculture .o 2 2 4
Law LN ) LN l 1
}I'U.Sic .0 o P L} LN
liines _ 1 .o 4 b
Letters, Arts

and wciences . 62z 6 12
Total x 8 16 2h
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- REGULLR UNCLASSIFIED

attendance t
First semes- 1 year uon-at-

College ter only  Or more tendance Total
Educsation ) . .o oo .o
agriculture .o oo .o .o

~ Law .o .o .o ..

lusic . . .o .o .o
Lyes .o .o .o .o
Letters, Arts 1%

and sSciences oo 1 1 : )
Total oo 2 3 3

* 1902-1908
TABLE II

»

JLUDLHTD W ITHDRAWING
SEMESTER 1925-26

TRESHIEN
attendance
PiTST semes- I yjear Non-at-
College _ter only or more tendance Total
Education . 2 2 4
Agriculture .o .o .o .o
Law .o .o .o .o
lasie oo oo .o .o
i{ines 5 e 4 3 7
Letters, nrts

and Sciences . 14 2 16

Fotal ] w's - 20 7 27
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SOPHEOLIORES
Attendance .
Fi mes= Tar lon-at-

College ter only or more tendance Total
Bducation e 4 T 4
Agriculture . .e oo .o
Law . ) . )
M'O.Sic ® 0 LY e LY
Hines sl 2 e 2
Letters, arts

and Sciences 1 5 1 7
Total =i 11 1 13
JUNIORS

Attendance
First semes- 1 year Non-at-

Colleges ter only or more tendsnce Total
Education o 1 A
Agriculture 2% 1 5 )
LaW LY o0 ) .9
MU.SiC L ) LN ] LN ] LN ]
lines an 1 1 4
Letters, Arts

.and Sciences o=s 8 e 8
Total o 11 2 13
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SENIORS
Attendance '
FiTTt Semes- I Jear Non-at-
College ter only - or more tendance Total

Edudstion- .s 1 .. 1
Agriculture oo ' oo o oo
LaW ‘ o Lo ) . e L 'Y
I-I"lsic LN ) . * @ [ I
liines o 2 o 2
Letters, Arts 7%

and S3ciences oo 1 ' . 2
Total o5 5 3 5

* Did not receive degree

POST GRADUATE

Attendance
Pirst semes=- 1 year HNon-at-
College ter only or more tendance Total

FEducation e oie 20 e
agriculture - 1 . ) § 8
Law .o .o o oo
ilusic » e .- 00 .o
ilines o o @ 4l 1
Letters, arts

and 3Sciences 0 3 1 4
Total OO 4 3 7
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SPECIALS
ATtendance
First semes~ 1 year Hon-at-
College ter only or more tendance Total
Education 1 oo 1 2
Agriculture .o 1 1 2
LaW [} LK ) e s e
iusic .e i1 oo 1
ines .o i s 1
Letters, Arts '
and Sciences .o 3 3 6
Total 1 6 5] 12
REGULAR UNCLASSIFIED
Attendance
: Pirst semes- 1 year Ion-at-
College ter only or more tendance Total

Education ) ) o0 oo
Agriculture oo .o i 1
Lav{ LN ] * e [ N LN ]
Music ) LN 1 LN LN LN ]
]l{ines L LN ] LN ] LN ]
Letters, irts

and Sciences % 0 1 4.
Total a0 - 2 2




