MississiPPl GULF COAST COMMUNITY COLLEGE
Performance of Transfers to The University of Southern Mississippi
Fall 2006

This report compares the performance of MGCCC transfers, other
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basis of current (fall 2006) and cumulative grade point average (GPA) as reported
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MGCCC transfers more students to USM than to any other four-year institution

of higher learning. In fall 2006, transfer students from MGCCC comprised 13.1%
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Enrollment by College at USM

The USM follow-up report provided enrollments for students enrolled in
each of the five colleges at USM. Table 1 summarizes the college and level of
42, z Uwl Gandedshuddats from MGCCC. Transfer students to USM are

more likely to be in upper division coursework. In fall 2006, 85% of the MGCCC
transfers to USM were enrolled as a junior or senior at USM.

Table 1. MGCCC Transfer Enrollments by College and Level at USM

Lower division

upper division

Freshman sophomores juniors seniors total

num Pct Num Pct Num pct num pct num
Arts & Letters 23 1.2% 48 2.5% 90 4.6% 168 8.7% 329
Business & Economic Dev 16 0.8% 48 25% 170 8.8% 255 13.1% 489
Science & Technology 15 0.8% 39 2.0% 97 5.0% 191 9.8% 342
Health 14 0.7% 38 2.0% 103 5.3% 203 10.5% 358
Education & Psychology 12 0.6% 38 20% 142 7.3% 230 11.9% 422
Totals 80 4.1% 211 10.9% 602 31.0% 1,047 54.0% 1,940

The largest number (489 students) of MGCCC transfers, both lower- and
upper-division, was enrolled in the USM College of Business. This represents

25.2% of all MGCCC transfers at USM. The next-largest number (422 students or
21.8% of MGCCC transfers) was enrolled in the College of Education and

Psychology.
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Southern Mississippi. Lateral transfers from other universities and transfers frasfisgate community
colleges are not included in the counts.

2 http://www.usm.edu/ir/Factbooks/2006_07/enrollment_by semester_all.pdf
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Table 2 summarizes the data for enrollment by college and category at
USM. Of transfers from other CJCs, the largest number (1,187 or 23.6%) enrolled
in the College of Health. The second-largest number (1,026 or 20.4%) was
enrolled in the College of Business.

The enrollment distribution of USM native students across the five
colleges differed from the patterns of choice of MGCCC and other CJC transfers.
The largest number of native students (1,434 students or 33.3% of the group)
were enrolled in the College of Arts and Letters, followed by 917 students (21.3%
of the group) enrolled in the College of Science and Technology.

Table 2. Enrollments by College and Transfer Category at USM

MGCCC Other CJC USM Native
College at USM num pct num pct num pct
Arts & Letters 329 17.0% 993 19.7% 1,434 33.3%
Business & Economic Dev 489 25.2% 1,026 20.4% 760 17.7%
Science & Technology 342 17.6% 956 19.0% 917 21.3%
Health 358 18.5% 1,187 23.6% 763 17.7%
Education & Psychology 422 21.8% 874 17.4% 431 10.0%
Totals 1,940 100.0% 5,036 100.0% 4,305 100.0%

A one-way Chi Square test was performed to test the hypothesis that
enrollment in the USM colleges was independent of whether the student
transferred from MGCCC or from another CJC or if the student had begun as a
freshman at USM. This test indicated that enrollment by college was dependent
in the distribution of students from the three groups were significant. While
transfers from MGCCC are more likely to enroll in Business or Education and
Psychology, those from other community colleges are more likely to enroll in
Health, and native students are more likely to enroll in Arts and Letters.

Current Term and Cumulative Grade Point Averages of Transfers at USM

Academic performance based on cumulative GPA of MGCCC transfers
relative to USM natives is shown in Table 3. For the upper division, MGCCC
transfers have higher mean GPAs in the College of Health and the College of
Education and Psychology, and MGCCC had lower mean GPAs in the College of
Arts and Letters, College of Business, and College of Science and Technology.



Table 3. Cumulative GPA for MGCCC Transfer and USM Native

MGCCC Transfers USM Native
Cumulative GPA Cumulative GPA
College at USM Lower upper all lower upper all
Arts & Letters 2.44 2.76 2.69 2.44 2.99 2.59
Business & Economic Dev 1.90 2.50 2.42 2.26 2.69 2.42
Science & Technology 2.26 2.70 2.63 2.26 2.78 2.40
Health 2.58 2.94 2.89 2.32 2.76 2.47
Education & Psychology 2.45 2.98 2.92 2.37 2.90 2.57
Totals 2.31 2.77 2.70 2.34 2.83 2.50
Academic performance based on cumulative GPA of MGCCC transfers
relative to other CJCs is shown in Table 4. MGCCC transfers to USM have
higher mean GPAs than other CJCs in both upper and lower divisions for all
colleges at USM.
Table 4. Cumulative GPA for MGCCC Transfer and Other CJCs
MGCCC Transfers Other CJC
Cumulative GPA Cumulative GPA
College at USM lower upper all lower upper all
Arts & Letters 2.44 2.76 2.69 2.40 2.63 2.58
Business & Economic Dev 1.90 2.50 2.42 1.87 2.37 2.28
Science & Technology 2.26 2.70 2.63 2.12 251 2.43
Health 2.58 2.94 2.89 2.38 2.78 2.72
Education & Psychology 2.45 2.98 2.92 2.29 2.71 2.66
Totals 2.31 2.77 2.70 2.21 2.60 2.54

Current and Cumulative Grade Point Average Distributions

GPA distributions for MGCCC transfers to USM and other CJC transfers
to USM are shown in Table 5. The distribution shows that 44.2% of MGCCC
transfers to USM had cumulative GPAs greater than or equal to 3.00, and 32.7%
of transfers from other CJCs had GPAs greater than or equal to 3.00. 50.2% of
MGCCC transfers to USM had current GPAs greater than or equal to 3.00,
compared with 42.7% of other CJC transfers to USM.



Table 5. GPA Distributions for MGCCC Transfer and Other CJCs

MGCCC Other CJCs

current cumulative current cumulative

GPA num pct num pct num pct num pct
3.50-4.00 550 28.4% 394 20.3% | 1,090 21.6% 721 14.3%
3.00-3.49 423 21.8% 464 23.9% | 1,061 21.1% 929 18.4%
2.50-2.99 269 13.9% 395 20.4% 853 16.9% 1,161 23.1%
2.00-2.49 286 14.7% 349 18.0% 792 15.7% 1,081 21.5%
1.50-1.99 117 6.0% 156 8.0% 425 8.4% 601 11.9%
1.00-1.49 108 5.6% 88 4.5% 321 6.4% 274 5.4%
0.50-0.99 43 2.2% 35 1.8% 157 3.1% 130 2.6%
0.00-0.50 144 7.4% 59 3.0% 337 6.7% 139 2.8%
Totals 1,940 100.0% 1,940 100.0% 5,036 100.0% 5,036 100.0%

GPA distributions for MGCCC transfers to USM and USM Native
students are shown in Table 6. These distributions show that of transfers from
MGCCC, 44.2% had greater than or equal to a 3.00 GPA, compared with 34.3% of
the USM native group.

Table 6. GPA Distributions for MGCCC Transfer and USM Native

MGCCC USM Native

current Cumulative current cumulative

GPA num pct num pct num pct num pct
3.50-4.00 550 28.4% 394 20.3% 875 20.3% 695 16.1%
3.00-3.49 423 21.8% 464 23.9% 814 18.9% 782 18.2%
2.50-2.99 269 13.9% 395 20.4% 660 15.3% 826 19.2%
2.00-2.49 286 14.7% 349 18.0% 670 15.6% 909 21.1%
1.50-1.99 117 6.0% 156 8.0% 422 9.8% 493 11.5%
1.00-1.49 108 5.6% 88 4.5% 312 7.2% 272 6.3%
0.50-0.99 43 2.2% 35 1.8% 174 4.0% 129 3.0%
0.00-0.50 144 7.4% 59 3.0% 378 8.8% 199 4.6%
Totals 1,940 100.0% 1,940 100.0% 4,305 100.0% 4,305 100.0%

The USM report provided both the mean and standard deviation of the
current and cumulative GPA of USM natives. The mean and standard deviation
of MGCCC transfers was calculated based on the frequency distribution of
MGCCC transfers to USM. The results are summarized in Table 7.



A simple test about the means for current GPAs (t=8.18, p < 0.05) and
cumulative GPA (t= 7.86, p < 0.05) strongly indicates a significant difference
between the mean GPA of MGCCC transfers and USM natives for both current
and cumulative types.

Table 7. GPA Summary Statistics for MGCCC Transfer and USM Native

MGCCC USM Native
GPA type Mean std dev mean std dev
current 2.67 1.125 2.42 1.141
cumulative 2.70 0.896 2.50 0.966

Figure 1 represents a graphical analysis of the current term GPA
distributions for the three groups: MGCCC total transfers, other CJC transfers,
and USM native students. Figure 2 shows the cumulative GPA distribution for
the three groups.

These graphs clearly show that for both current term and cumulative
GPAs, a higher proportion of MGCCC transfers had GPAs of 3.0 or higher, and a
lower proportion of MGCCC transfers had GPAs below 3.0.

Figure 1. Current Term (Fall 2006) GPA at USM
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Figure 2. Cumulative GPA at USM

14.0%
o 12.0%
3
5 10.0% - B MGCCC
S 8.0% - Other CJC
§6.0%' B USM Native
@
O 4.0% -
2.0% A
0.0% -
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEER
& 9 N ¥ a4 o~ ¥ N o N~ ¥ O !
g ® ® o o & & & & 4 4 4 4 0 2 29 o
L O 1 O I O 1 O 1 O 1 O |’ O W’ O
~ b N & N~ b N & N b N O N bSO
o o o o ad & & & d +4 +@E 4 0o o o o
GPA
Conclusions

In fall 2006, MGCCC had 1,940 active transfers enrolled at The University
of Southern Mississippi. MGCCC transfers represent 13.1% of the entire USM
student body.

MGCCC transfers are more likely to enroll in the colleges of Business and
Education and Psychology, while transfers from other CJCs are more likely to
enroll in the College of Health, and USM native students are more likely to enroll
in the College of Arts and Letters.

MGCCC transfers to USM had higher mean current and cumulative GPAs
than other CJC transfers in both upper and lower divisions of all colleges at
USM.

The mean current and cumulative GPA of fall 2006 MGCCC transfers are
significantly higher than the mean current and cumulative GPA of native USM
students. Also, a higher proportion of MGCCC transfers had current and
cumulative GPAs of 3.0 or higher than the other two groups.

For a number of years, MGCCC has asserted that MGCCC community
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the university level. This report continues support for that statement.



