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PEFEFALCE

The purpose for this sPudy ls twofold. It was written
a8 partial fulfiliment for the master of arts degree in soole
olegys Butb such a purpese hardly justiflies Lts existence.
The other and prineiple purpose for the cholce of both sube
Jeet matter and type of sivudy fa£ this paper ean De considered
a8 utilitarian,s I hope o indlcate some conoclusions whioch
night be of immediate and predictable value to those who wish
to use the data for practical purposes.

¥eny studies have been confucted whose velue has still
proven mystical and obscure. I hope this study will not bs
elither myatical or cbscure. ¥any subjects have been beaten Lo
death by & plethora of words goc in sxcess of those needed that
the distinetion of the work liss not in 1ts soslological value
but in the semsntlo meneuverings of the verbal stretegists I
hope this study will be both conclse and prociss. Obsourity is
sometimes inevitable under these first conditlions. In an effort
at falrness, however, I must stete that meny of these non-
definitive or speculative works can and do provids a fresh
gonceptuel insight inte existing scelel theory. It i3 precisely
in this area thet they belong, unless ecomplete fromes of re~-
ferences already exist into which they cen be fitted.



As far ws the useful wveiue of this paper is concerned,
the argument for utilitarianism is old. The same argument is
highlighted between pure science and applied sclences. Though
is 18 not within the scope of this paper to indicate a philo~
sophical proof for the validity of praoticality, I shall
instesd mtate a8 en esssumption that pure sclence~-whisch has no
immedlate applleation in mind or purpose~-implies &8s & neces~
sary corollsry that someday the theoreticel or speculsative
regearch wvhish it i3 may £ind an area of application. It is
loglezl to deducs under these circumstances thet the end pro=-
duct of sclentific endeavor is applicatives

Before leaving off at this point with implled assump=
tions, 4t 1s better to state them. What remsins unsaid,
remaing uncommunioated, and may be misunderstoods It 1s in-
conceivable to me that nearly sli atudlea at whioch I have
looked fall to offer or even make mention af a complete philo-
sophical braes In fect one is left at odda ez to Just whet
the writer might be trying to indlcate in the long run or et
leest what his basic objective values may be.

And this 1s not to say et all) that thers i1s no franme
of reference or conceptual framework to most studles. There
is:; I only mean that we are nearly alweys provided with the
suecessive layers of the pyramld of thought whose apeax may
be oarefully planned "proof" but whose first layer, the broad,
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sxpansive, and enccupessing base 18 elther lgnored, implied,
forgotien~=0r alse never was even dimly doncelved becsuse the
quention "¥hy?" wes feared.

I shell ask why.

To ocontinue, it 1s suggested £0 us that there is &
chasm, an impessable gplit, detween humanism and the sciences,
botween free man and physical realitys But I state here for
all to see that I most certainly dissgrees. There are unifying
principles whloh exist and beglnning here where the basiec pre~
mises belong, I shall staste them as accurately as I may--st
loast those which are lmnedlete and necessary to the purpose
of the thesls.

I refuse not to esk "ihyt"

Perhaps, to avold any charges of incompleteness, I
should state that although the bsale premisze on which I have
based my choloe of subject metter has been ome of vltimate
aprlication and of easy data acgeasablility, the particulsr
cholce of achool snrollment in kississippi was personally
objective, I simply like schools, enrollment, migration dife
ferontials for whatever reasons only the gods sand I may knows

A qQuick stetement of the broedest yrineiples in play
for this peper is beautifully summarized by Nathaniesl Branden
in his opening lecture of & series; & lecture entitles "Basilo
Principles of Objectivism." The portion relevant to this paper



is preasnted,

2) « « « existence, reality, the axternesl world,
is winat it is, independent of man's consciousness,
indepondent of anyone's knowledge, Judgment, belisfs,
hopea, wishes or fears~~that facte are facts, that
A is A, that things are what they arej

b) that reason, the feculty that identifies and

integrates the material provided by man's senses, is
fully competent tc know the faota of reality;

¢) thet man's percention of the factas of reallty
must constitute the basis of nis value~judgments, thet
Just a3 reason 1a his only guide to knowledge, 8o it
is his only gulde to soction; ¢ »

It 1s with these purposes, goals, reasons, methods and
basic premiges that I have conducted my studys They are the
only ones I knows I hope 1t will serve as s source for at
Jeast partially determining enrollment by helping to explain
or "prove” an enrollment pattern. Using results which I hope
will be found, one wishing to predict sollege enrollment sould
do so with a relstively high degree of ascurecy. Patterns of
migratlion whioh may be of importance in predicting enrollment
mey also emerge. Purthermore, this study is another in in-
ternal migretion and college enroliment, en area in which there
hes long been & dearth of date and study.

#y thenks go to Mr. Max Williams for his hlep with pore
tions of the statistloal part of this studys Thanks go to my
mother for hours of "beyond the eall of duty,” lsst minute
typing. Special thanks muast go t0 Dr. Jullen Tatum for his

many corrections and suggestions. 8peclel thanks go also to
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e Je De Lruenlng for Lils unatintingly eotive efforis in
heving me guoBLion the LRsio pradlaes np whiah this yer
rests sud also for ld edvice and correstlions. 2And lastly,
my sclutetiong 30 cul %o my typlst, Hras Tom Dlumer, for her
unfeliling and uncenny ahlillty bto decliilier the orlisinel vopy

into & Liniahed produot,
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INTRODUCTION

Ban moves. He may even be & oreature of movemente
Unlike inanimate objeocts his movement is probably more often
then not purposeful, perhapa inowlngly, perhaps without know-
ing, perhaps because the movement has deen internalized into
an sutometic response to some stimmius about which he may be
unaweres All of these actually exclude plant and animel life
other than man, because only In men is or sen the choice of
movement be volltional, And thls conselous eholce, if such
1t is, indlcates that 8 "cause” may be at hand somewhers,
notwithstanding other ceused but non-conscious movements.

Historlecelly there have been ma jor migrations such as
the invasion of Europe by the luns, the importation of sluvea
Yo the Americas, the influx of Buropeans into the Ameriocas,
the movement of the Asian Indlans into parts of southern Afvrics,
and even the movement of mongoleld types into the Americas
iater tv become kmown as the American Indlian, All of these
are known cuses of migration.

But whet of the msn who on Sunday morning arises and
welks 40 the corner newsstand for e Sunday paper? Is he a
migrant? lHardlys Whet of the woman who drives twenty miles
to go shoppling for the day? IL she a migrent? No. Is man

himself a cresture of movement or not? It remsina to be Been.
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Fresent migretion theories imply through the use of the "pushe
pll? theory of migration thet men is sedentary. This may not
be the case at all.l It is worthwhile to note Ghat Charles
Ellweod wroted: "All peoples scem mmore or less migratory in
thelir habitas, #Han has been 8 weadsrer upon the fase ol the
esrth since the earliest times."® At present, however, there
are no immigration theorles except thase which lmply that man
is sedentary. In elther case, it 1s men's behavior which is
under observaiione Ferhaps if man were s chronic wandersr,
then no causes could be found for nis vehavior except thet
word "instinoty® I shall assume otherwise.

%hy are not the Sunday man or the shopping women oconw
sidered to bes migrents® Why not even & world traveler or s
person who takes & two-month vecetion away from acme? Mush
of the answer lies in motivatlon and in eoconomicse. But the
whole snawer 1s made ooncelvable by the deiflnitlion or the frame
of reference.’

The commonly concelved deiinltlon of migration a3 bYelng
"the movement of poruletion into or out of a geogrsphic ares

lg1111em Feterson, "A General Typology of Migration,"
American Soeioloricel Review, Vol. 25, ¥o. 3 (June, 19868),
Phe 2H5=2GGe

Eonaries A. Ellwood, Sogiel
Yorks Ameriosn Book Compeny, 5), EDs

330 often one hears thet changing the definition will
shange the reality of the situations However this 1s a semantics
chanze, one to more adequately fit the concept of reallty.

E Sociglony, (New
» l%‘ )



S
for purposes of permanent residence” 1s inadequete for this

studys There are two words needing explanstion, "purposes"
ard "permonent.”

Purposecs

Although the sbove definition ia sdequate for a general
idem, such e definitlion suggestis couse as "purpose” snd effect
88 "permenent residence."” ¥or enelyticel purposes there mmst
be somethlng more than & superficlal attempt at accounting fop
behaviore It is insdeguate to say thet the ceusme of mlzration
is purpose and the effect of migretion 1s permenent residence.
Ve are atill et the definition end have lesrned nothing else.

Instead, & more thoroucgh ldee of migration is neelsd,
ong to glve some account of purposes. The delincotlion of the
purposes of mlzration, whlch are complex and many fold, in
turn helps delfine the very word migrstlions, 4t the moment it
is this fact alone~-"cause"--thet 1s to be tonsidereds Two
particuler models, typologles, or {rames of refereinces Ior
determiniy reasons or causes Lor mlsrating are presented heres
Tae first,4 rresented by Dre. Geourge Wilber of illaslssippl
Stete University, 1s simply a "model for analysis of decision

to migrete” end 18 concerned more with the paycho~-sccicl "decision.”

4}®orge Ta Willoer, "Hodel For Annlysis of Zecislon To
Migrete,” & model presented by Dre George L. Wilber, Misslssippl
Stabe Universliy, at a seninsy on migration, ¥ay, 16C4.
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Even so, the model will be included here, for the term “"level
of Aspirction,” included under “ATTITULLE-.FISCORALITY CHATACe

TEAISTICE,Y 1g of apeclial notes



ILIUSTRATION )
HODEL FOR AHALYSIS OF DECISION TO MIGRATE

DECISION
T0
MIGHATE

1\

LOSSES
(RISKS, OR
UTILITIES)

A /4
A

1

rropelling + Reestralning
noIms . norms

fmep| s0vs0s0s000scscscncsscestes | 4
REFLAENCE GROUF THECRY

AN
SOCIO=ECUHOLIC ATTITUDE~ITESONALITY
CHARACTLRISTICS s CHAHACTEHISTICSS
Soclo~economic Level of Aspiration
status Deferred gratifica-
Level-of-living |_ \ tion
Class mobility N 7 | Anomie
3oc¢isl partici- Intelligence
pation eto.
Y
PERS OHAL-SOCIAL
CHARACTIHIZTICS:
Age, sex, color
serital status ;
Mumbey of children
Healdence
etce

Source: A model presented by Dr. George L. Wilber
¥uississippl State University, st @ Seminar on migration, May, 1964.
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But a better model, one for determining the metual mipration
in & totel structure of many types of migretion, was devised
by Willlam Fetersen at the University of Coloredc, and his
ertliole presenting this tyvolegy ls called, "A General Typolouy
of Higration."d
ILIUSTRATION 8

A GFULRAL TYROLOY OF BLGBATIOE
Felstion Migratory rorce Ciass of  |iype of
#irration |Hizration
Hature end Feological Fush Primitive w&nﬁerigﬁ Flicht
Man from the
} | 1and
State (or equi~ |Wigretion polley | rorced Disploce- |5iave
velent) & ian ment, Tred
TmpeIled  |Flight  |Coolle
¥ian end HAS [Higher Aspivetions |free SGroup Tloneer
Ho )
Goliective Social homentum Fass Settle~ |Urbani=
Eehavior ment gation

It 1s contended here that the student engeging in higher
education, that 1ls, in colleze work, may be classified ede-
quately by Fetersen's typology 88 e particular type of mizrant.
The type of migration according to Petersen would be "pionser."
It 1a sssumed that each student chooses individually whers:. to
go end that this migretion is individuale PFrobably in e few
cases close friends do decids to go together to the same

plece or college; however, this group type of migration is

S¢eteraon, smerlean Soelolorical Review, Vol. 283, No. 5,
Phe 2B86~2664
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probably relatively rare except for merried students. Ellwood
on this metter says that: "anclent migrations were largely
those of peoples or tribes, while in modern times migretion
is more of an individual matter."® By eny token the move-
ment 18 not by largs groups or masses.

To eontimue, the generasl type of migration is "innovation.”
"Innovetion” migration Petersen definea as the case in whish
"some persors migrate &8 & mcens of schieving the new."
"Conservative” migration, on the other hand, 1s the csse in
which "others migrate in response to a change in conditlons,
in order to retain what they have nadj tney move geographiocslly
in order to remaln where they are in all other raapeota,“?

The olass of migration is undoubtedly "free” unless it
is t0 be postulaeted tongue~inecheek that parents or others
iiterally force their children or ssquaintances into sshool.

The migratory forge is "higher sapirations.” XNore will
be sald of this shortly in defense of this cholce, since it is
this motiveting factor which ultimetely proves to b¢ one of the
most lmportant factora of all.

The "relation” of the migretion end men has to do with

his nams,a particularly for thils paper, such norms as are

®s11wo0a, Soetel Eroblems and Sociology, pe 21l
Treterson, Americsn Soclolosioal Review, Vols 23, Jos 3,

B4 norm &8 eny socielly accepted standard of behavior,
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common in the American middle olsss, sa the idee thebt higher
education is thought to be important in schieving economic
erdis .

HIGAER ASFIRATIONS

It is simply en esteblished demogrephic fact that in the
United States today young men and young women are more mobile
than oldsters or even mlddle agers or children, And one of
the most heard postulates 1s that in Amerioca it is for economis
opportunitys In many countrles, particulsrly nations with
rigidly controlled socletles, the genersl population is not
often ellowed to move at will, in groups or individuallye.
Permits ere usuelly needed. At any rate, in countries like
Americe there 1z voluntary migration and that migration is
motivated. "As & rule, voluntary migrants in modern ascciebty
move from areas of lower to areas of higher technologieal
achlevement o + «"° The idea in perticular has to do with
the sdoption of & "superior" culture, however the underlying
theme is of importence. After eall, students do attend arezs
where their leerning 1ls accomplished.

"rersons who show evidencs of having a purposive-reational
mode of orientetion toward a future goal wlll decide to migrate,
or not to migrate, depending on whether such & move will encoursge,

“Rudolf Heberle, "Types of Migration," The Southwestern
Social Science Guarterly, Vols 38, lios 1 (June, 1955}, »1re 65«70




or discoure;e, the attalmment of such a »:_zeaz.“m The best
end most suceinct statement concerning goals or hisher aspire
atlons and migretion from o broad esbandpoint comes by way of
Teft and Robhins: “iost wen wlll mlgrate when they see op-
portunity to lmprove their '.?ell-being."ll This idea 1is rather
prevalent in contemporary demograephle theorles on migration
because in most arcas migration ia free.

Free or voluntary migretlon, another theorist says,
often has as its goal economin betterment or specifically a
higher "standard of living," deflned by Fairchild in Qugllines

of Auplied Sociolony 8 "the average amount of necessaries

and luxuries enjoyed by the typlesl family in this grwy«“m
Ellwood mentions that "governmentel end relizious disputes

are £till importent Eu sume avess of Lhe worig , but thet in
modern times man now migrates te get better economic opporw

tunitiees "

msamaa #e Seshers and Eleanm* e Hisalure, "4 Toeory
of Internal Migretion Differentiels,” Sociel Forees, Herch
1961, pe 2154

%anald Ea Taft and Richard ffabbine, ernational
Eloretions (New York: The Ronald Press Co., 1855}, ppe O=G.

12 .
Jullus Isaac, @@%g 8 of Mirretion (Hew York:
Oxford University Press, 1847}, pp. 127-199.

Lp1iwocd, pe 212,
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As far as resultas of actusl studies have shown, economio
factors were elso important in determining where students ehose
to 5o as wore accredited schools.}® This study concerned it-
solf not with in-state pstterns of migration but cut-of~state
retterns.

Although different people have indicsted several rensons
for free or voluntary migratlon, at least one faotor--that of
better economic opportunity, which this suthor equetes with
hizher aspirestlons--emergzes in esch one. Tius there 18 at

leaat consensus, perincps unanimliy on this point.

Purpose and Internal Higration
Now that the genersl idea of migreation has besn explained,
& more precise and thorough application muat be made within
the general framework alrsady esteblished. Two more points
need eleboration. The first conserns itself with schooling
and higher qespirutions. In the American sccliety one of the
best ways to risas in a2ccial oclass 1s by meking more money ox
by aehieving & high level of schooling, and it is a truism
that the more educated tend to make more money. Thls point

is an incontrovertible fact.

l4gonn D. Russell and John W, Paige, W of Gollexe
%@mg’g d Yrom liew York te, Unlversity of the State
Hew York Sulletin Hoe. 1304 (Albany, 1945), Dppe 25-30.
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The remaining logical point ia of tremendous importence;
whether studente who attend collegces within their own state
nay still be consldered migrentss Other studles, to which
refeorenses have already been mede, indicate thet so long as
the student goes cut of the state the situvation is certainly
one of valid migretions However, this 1ls not enouzgh.

The change of residence involved In modern migration

is intended to be lasting « « « ¥ ghould not, however,
go 8o far ag to exclude every chance of reslidence which
ends in snother chenge of resldence. Ag will be seen more
slearly loter, s considerable proportion of ell nigrants
take up their new residence with a view to returning to
theiyr criginel country alfter schleving certeln zims o « &
It may take oniy a few yeors, as with the student who
raturnsigfter having leervnt snd practlaecd hls profession
abroads
This still proves to be insdequate becsuse 1t does not indleate
whether all collece studenta mey be considered migratory, only
some, thode who study abroad.

One writer says that colleze students may be conslidered
migrents, as at lsast they ocontribute more economically to
thelr school commnity then to their homes*8 No less an
suthority than the United Stetes Census Buresu ltself in 1960

counted nearly all students attending colleges cutside their

quaac, Dpe 45

181z, Theodore Grost, “Internal Migration Patterns of a
Fopulation Subgroup: Collegs Students, 18a7-1958,% The Ameriesn
Journel of Soeiolosy, Vol. IXIX, Hos 4, Dpe 383-394.
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home county es migranta.17 with this established only one
more obstacle blocks the way to fully intesrsted frame of
reference, the use of the term "internel, short distance mi~-

grations”

internal, Short Distance lizration

Internal migration, as far as a study condueted on the
state level 13 concerned, mey be defined se the case in whieh
the enlgrant takes up his new residence in groui > -~ ion of
the scume states Extornal migratlion, counversely, is uovement
from one state to enother,td

tnd, "the hizh sochool graduates who migrated to outain
additional schoolin: sre the prianry coniributors to the short
distunce movess"1® The ter:m "short disteuce™ is of lugortences
From this point on, the words "internel, short distance mi~
gration” will be used to aignify the type of migretion comuon
to students who sttend e colleze withlin their own state but
outelide of thelr own countye The terminclozy rroves adeguate

when, for exemple, a stident meredy crouses o »iver to attend

1§;§;§., De 385 (footnote).
1818&&6, Da 4.

5010 Lo FeGevsen anl Wlills Je Kobertson,‘gggggyigg_gg
Hich Scéaa; graductes frox g Mississl Communi Comzmunity
Series bulletin Los 6 |ooclal Science Lesearch Genter: State
Collese, Hissiasiprl, 1954), pe 10.
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home county es migrantu¢1? #ith this established only one
more obstocle blocks the way to fully intesrsted frome of

reference, the use of the term "internal, short distence mi~

grations"

Internal, Short Distance liizretion
Internsl migration, as far as a study conducted on the
state level 13 converned, may be defineld sg2 the ease in whleh
the enigrent takes up hls new residence in srotix > . - 'ion of
the ssme states Extornal migration, couversely, ls uwvement
from one state to enother.id
tnd, "the hizh school graduates who migrated to ovutain
sdditional schoolin: sre the primary coabrilbiutors to the short
istunce movess™ P The ter: "short distence” is of iaportence.
From this point on, the words "internel, short distarce mi-
gration” will be used to signifly the type of migration comuon
to students who ettend & colleze within thelr own state but
outglide of their own county. The terminclezy proves adeguate

vhen, for exemple, A student meredy crosses = river to attend

17;2;§., pe 383 (footnote).
lslaaac, Dy 4y

Yiereld i Pedevsen anc Willls Je Rubertson, Mizration of
§%§§5§9§§§%5%§§$§§%§§'%§§%i§1m§§§232§ Reé%ggﬁﬁgégggeg?mmggize
Collese, Misziasippl, 1954), De 10.
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college in ancther states for the cese tren ls of external,
"shori distance” mlgratlone Otherwise the term "short distance”

means "within the same political state."20

20mue "nternel¥and "shert distence” ave somewhat
redundante. The reason for using both lies in a desire for
sompleteness.s iInternal might be construed as "within the
United States,"” but the term short distance limits the pare
ticular type of internal migration to "within the state.”



INTUVRNAL, BHOBRT DISTANCE MIGRATION
AND COLLEGE ENEOLLEENT IH HISSISSIPRI

Cno ofton hsars, "Well, she goss thore to school be~
cauge it's noar home." And from this idea, this small micleus,
an inkling of a much broeder and expansive Questlion arises.
Perhaps 1t 1x true thet the imacinary girl does go to school
neerby--because 1t is nesrby, but how true is this statement
in & groster setiting, not just one persont Loes everybody
ettend nearby schools? Do some people go far ewey when other
institutions may be only a fraction of thet distancet Do
most college students remain close to home In thelr college
choloens? If college enrollees choose to go nearby, what
might thet lndlcate olther in general earcllment for those
scnoola or in predictlng that enrollmenti Is there e steadily
docreesling rumber of students who choose to go to a particular
Institution as the homes of these students are more further
and further removed fram the collese or university? In othey
words, as dlstence of the reaidence from the institution in-
creases, would the mumber of students who choose to go thers
also decrease? If there is a decrease, how much of one is
there? And of importance, if the rste of deocrease cen be de-
termined, could one predict the mwber of atudents who sould

be expected to atiend & university or college on thas basis of

14
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Imowing how far his residence is or by knowing if intervening
colleges exist’

These questlions snd even vtners more technical and
specinlized in meaning might very esslly arise to & listencr
who might have pondered a few moments upon hearing thst state~
mont, "Well, she goes there to school becouse 1t's near home.®

From that statement end the questions whieh might arise
from 1t come the ldee that, indeed, there is some relstionship
betweon school cholce~gmrollment cnd dlistances One author,
writing only from & very general observetion, remarked thsat
since Es Gs« Hovenstein's wori on the laws of nigiation, "the
inverse reletionship between the volume of migration and dig-
tance has bveen e matter of cormoen knowledgap"zl Leter he
£oea on to say thlses

Thres oircumstences have Deen meniloned by diverse

authecrs 50 explein thils Iinverse relesticnsiulp:
1. The expense end ¢ilfliculliy of traveling over
long distonces,

2, The wish 50 melinteln contaects, elthor of & per-
sonal or a husiness neture, with the recion one
leaves behind,

Ss The fact that Inforustion concerning oprortunities

s casler to be had for regions st shorter distences.®

Frobably the firat two are of mmoch more lmmediate

2li. ter Helde, "Higretion Models and Their Significance
for Fopulation Forecasts," The ilbenk Memorisl Fund Juarterly,
Jamuary, 1963, pe 58

210184, pe 594
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importance to thls parer than the thirde 7Tt 1s certainly less
expensive Lo drive & distence of Iifty or soveuty-five 1miles
to avtend school then it is to drive tvo-hundred. ZEven In
the best wodes of transportciion difflculties are cncoundereds
Airplenes, trains, and buses generally are too expenslive.
Besides, mo=t people have cars and avall themselves of the
uses of them constantly. It seems remsonable to asgume thot
distance by auto would be the renl factor rather than by diae
tance, por 88, Or by anothcer mode of {ruinsporiation.

It i3 not to be assumed that the distance from home to
school 1s commuted delly, btut 1t 1s et this point whioh the
second "oclroumstance” helping to explain the inverse relationw
ship between the volume of migration end the dlstence of the
move comes into foouse. This second eircumstence 18 "the wish
tc maintein sontacts, eifher oi & perscael or a buslness noture,
with the resion one leaves behind."2® @hetuer one is so tied,
volunnterily or invelunterily, to his home regcion that he com~-
mutes delly, or every few days, Or oh weelends, makes very
1ittle differences He still wishes to meintain those ties.

It 48 the fusion of the first two which suggests the most
plausinle explanations To explain, if an individusl entors

a universlty and yet wlshez to remsin in close contsoet with
ils nome region, he will usually cttend a school which is not

80 far renoved 88 t0 present an economic or time Aifficulty

 mid.
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in either itraveling there or in remsining at aschool instead
of returning home.

The same euthor, Hr. ter Helde, casually points out the
advantage to the third clrcumstance, aa far as it is of any
s8izrnificrnoe to this study. :e says "pecple « « » mirrate to
& certain place beerause they exrect to find opportunitvies
there « s « education in specific schoouls, otc, "<k

How, 2 quick look at seversl studlies which are of ine
terest to this raper should be mafies Ime of these, to which
rolerence hes already Leen metde, 1z by i, Theodore Grost and
is entitled "Intoinul HNigreticn Petterne of e Foruletion Sube
groups College Students, 1287-1958.% #re Groet's use of %he
term "internal” was confined to within the netlon.?® The
exrticle 1s concorned with the movementsz of studenta from eatote
to stote. Beverel of his more importent findings were indie-
cations thot pelterns of ndoratlon vary "o tipe of instit-
uvtion {rublie or private), as woll 23 by level of training

"2 L4 was expocted in

involved (graduete or undergraducte).
stch case, students atitending private schiools were more mipraw

tory than those attending public sciwools, and graduste situdents

34.&&’&‘. p‘ 64.

5 R . .

2 The resdor will remomber thot the term "short dlsionce,
internal migretion” refers not only to within the uUnited States
but elso "within the stcite of Fisslssipni."

26&?0&3, American Journal of Sociology, Vole LXIX, Fos 3,
P OSB3


mc.de

18

were more migratory than undergreduste. It 1s thougnt thset
students etbending public schocls will be less migratory be=-
cnugse they are avalling themselves of, relatively spesking,
low coet edGucstlon near or {eirly neur homes Thome students
going to senosls with resiricted enrollments often attend
because of particular adventa;es such attendance might bring
as increcsed soclal standing and prestige, specislized teaching
and courses, personal avtention, oontacts, and rerhars sone
otper more obscure re830nse. wvisadvantsges would sometimes be
increased personel cost per yupll, reuocval from home, and
reuioval Iraa the grecter soclal econtext wiieh puvlic schools
ofiers

Another finding of ¥re. Groat was thot economic varie
aoles do not corvelsie with astudent migratian.B? iie found
that greacuate gtudents ecould further iLheir cducetion and that
the cost of eituer distaance or oif lneressed or decrecsed
tulbion had iitile or nou eifent on cut oi siale wiyrabtione
The guestion could bs ralsed es 4o whethor or nnd the studants
might elready have besn atignding 9 scsaool which, for their
individuel ressons end purpcses—--oest or dlstance, was the
bsgt for them.

Ere. Groat d4id write thet the predictlon of enrolliment,
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tsking migsration fectors into account, is of growing importance
on & national scale.®

John Ds Russel and John W. Paige published in 19645 a
bulletin entitled lMigration of Colleze Students To and From
Hew York State. The study was one of internal migration
patternﬁ of studentsj however the students were all out of
state.2® 1In contrast to Mr. Groat's findings, Russel and
Faige found that economic fagtors, as well as accreditation,
wers important in determining where students chose to go.so
Distance, too, proved to be & factor, or s0 it appears, though
the remsons may be others, such as economics.

From a study of Loulsville, Kisslssippl, it was found
that "the graduates who migrated to obtain additionasl schooling
are the primary contributors to the short distance moves.
Eighty~five percent of the graduates going away to school
traveled less than 100 miles from the commnity on the flrst

move. "ok

Several additional studles have been done on students

zelbida, Ps 394,

29
John Ds Russell and John W. Palge, ggﬁggtéon go %%ggg
Students To and From New ¥ State, Bulletin No.
niversity of the State W forﬁ {Albany: University of the
Stete of New York, 1946), ppe 25-30., The authors were trying to
determine why New York state students migrate to other states for
dchooling.

%044,

1
Pedersen and HRobertson, pe 10
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ard migration which are not directly concerned with material
relevent to this paper. For further information the reader
is referred to the SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHY,.



A. Study Plan

Does a relationship exist betwesn the volume of enroll~
ment from some place and the distance of that place from the
college? Even & laymen would say "Yes, it's cormon sense."
But a résoarehar asks, "How rmch? Can one predict by the
relationahip? 1Is the relstionship one of ceuse &nd effect? "%
Using pest studles on college migration and a complete frame
of reference within whioh the mesterial could be organized
and presented, the task of finding these answers, and to be
sure, others, was undertaken.

Materlel available on college students end migration
factors ls scarce as it is, and not one study used internal
or short distance to mean within the state, although certainly
in-state migration of students to college was recognized es
&n aree of further study. This study then is en ettempt to
point out several factors in enrollment volume and distance~-
from within the same politicel entity, in this case the state
of ¥imaslssippi.

524 e » « the summarising messures of association provided
by statistics are not in themselves conclusive evidence of re-
lstionahip until they are suprlemented by non-statistical
evidence thst all relevant fsctors have heen considered in the
snalysis." And, relatedness does not mesn "cause and effect,”
Lowever, the soclentist "considers that he has 'explained!

5 1
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The first ster was to find the material in a form
amenable to analysie. The Offlice of Institutional Research
&t the University of M¥ississippi under Dr. John Phay provided
the raw enrollment figures for each institution of higher
learning in Mississlppls. The data was presented in tebular
form with the mumber of enrollees from each county in each
of the educational institutions for the years 1958-1964.53

In exsmining the data it becams apparent that too
mich raw data was at hand. There were too many categories
axi the only ones neceasary were the volume of students who
attended any college and the distance these students were
from that college. One of these categories or variables was
easlly obtained g8 the countles were given with the number of
entering fresimen in eazch Institution.* Because of the greatly
differing charescter and specislized appeal of the mimerous
private, junior and small colleges in the atate, it was declded
to choose liisslssippi's five me jor white institutions of higher
learning to represent the whole. These flve institutions are
Delta State College, Missisaippi State College for VWomen,

pPhencmena when he has discovered the conditions under
thioh the phenomena occurs.” largeret T. lagood, Stat%ggigg for
Sogiolozists (New York: Holt end Company, 1952), De 475 and p. 474.

353. He Jdbe and Je Ts Sparkmen, *g% Colleg, ran
of th issd High School “g%_gggigb 28
'g%) Jackson, ississipri: 1The Board o ruste
Instimtions of Higher Leerning, 1965).

4114,
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Hilsslssippl State Unlversity, Univeralty of Mississippi and
University of Southern Kississippl. The other colleges showed
greatly divergent characteristics in sttracting a student
body and hence were selective by other varisbles, which cannot
here be determined., In passing, some may be mentioned as
religious effiliation, atrictly local student body, or smsll-
ness. The flve achools were chosen as they present a somewhat
conslstant picture in state support, enrollment size, end non~
selectlive student body. Furthermore thelr enrolliments were
the highest, thus presenting & larger body of data.

Since the entering students for each county could be
tabulated esch yesr from 1958 through 1964, these studenta
were classified by whilch of the five ma jor, white, state sup~
ported institutions they onrollsd.55 Remembering thet it was
necessary to have one variable es distance and the other varlable
a8 volume of enrollment, the researcher next determined the
distances of esch county in the atate from each of the schools.>%
Then the muwber of students in each county during the seven yesar
period, 1958 through 1964 could be determinedS7 The mmber of
atudents sttending each of the schools and the distance of

5533@ Appendix &, Table 3.

SGS@« Appendix B, Kapas l-B.

57See Appendix A, Table 2.
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these students, roughly speaking, were lmown and tabulated.

With these twc veriables, volume and distance, isolated,
it wes determined to plot them on & grephs It was hoped that
this wey some relatlionship between the two would become visibly
evident.

As 1s cheracteristically done, the distance of the achool
was used as the independent varlable and plotted as X. The
volume of students attending from that dlstance became the
dependent varieble and plotted as Y.

It waa decided to use lndex mumbers for the average
nilesges from each county to each of the flive oclleges. This
cholce elinminated the use of fractions of miles and alsc the
use of large figures, Twenty-five mlles was chosen as the dias~
tance involved in each divislon. Iess than twenty-five miles
would be too short a distence and provide for too few entries
in the areas closely surrocunding easch college. A larger numbey
than twenty-five would oreate too few gones 1ln the state. As
it was, dividing the countles inito divisions of twenty-five
miles each created from nine to eleven zones from each 8chooles
Thus in Zone or Division 1, 0=25 miles, from the University of

38

¥ississippi one finds three counties: Iefayette, ranols;

saLafayatte County is the home county for the Unlversity
of Hississippl, and the volume of enrollment in any of the home
countles of the colleges could not be used because the students
atterding the home college could not be considered migrants.
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and Yallobushe. In Zone 2, 26-50 mlles, one finds Marshall,
De Soto, Tete, Gultmen, Tallehatchle, Grenads, Celhoun,
Chickassw, Fontotoe, ILee Unlon, Tippsh, and Benton Counties.
The University of HKiaslssippl evern includes in Zone 11, Hancock,
Harrison, and Jackson Countles, all lying epproximately 251~
275 miles from the Univeraity.ag Fresented here is & zone

and mileage table:

TaBLE 1
Zone and Hileage

Zone ¥iles
les oo eoeee 0=-25
2 09500000 26-B50
S e o 08 0900 DLI-TH
4 e 05 00 0 TE-I00
B e o s s 0o s 101e125
6 o o o ¢« » o 126-150
T ¢« o » 0o 0o o 151-175
B o e 0o s o s 176«200
G e 0 s 0 ¢ s 201-225

226-250

6
[ ]
[ ]
L 3
[
L J
»

11-.-... %1‘2‘75

EQZGne 11 conteining Hancock, Herrison, and Jackson Coun=-
ties was eliminated {rom computations on the logarithmic and
raciprocel surves. Because the Unlversity of Kisslisslpri waes the
only school represented in Zone ll, 1t was belleved that its in-
clusion would be misrepresentative of sll five achools, The
University of Mississipp!l meintains a strong, pulling force-e
more s8¢ than the other colleges--even at a great distance.
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The reader might notice two thinga: one, that some counties
are approximately divided in half; and two, that because of
curving highweys or less direct routes, some counties equated

40 In the

by air distance may be in different gones by land.
firat case, 1f the center of populetion, largest town, or
largest school, lay within any zone, that is the zone within
which the county was placed. 4&nd in the second case, 1t was
assunied thst in the long run the number of cocunties closer or
further from the school by land would work out about equal.
As far as uslng the zone numbers instead of the actual mlle-
azesa, this was only done to facillitate computatlone

Now, in considering the ¥ or dependent varlable, the
gensrel term "volume" must be stated in specific measurable
terms. The simple "mumber" of enrollees from each county is
insdequate. Some populous countlies may lle close to some
achools and some sparsely vopulated counties mey lie adjacent
to other schools. All in all, some messure equallizing all
schools' drawing ablllty wes needed. To accompllish thils end
the percenteges of students who went to each college from each
county were ccmputed.41 The one exception was Issaquena County

in which there are no ascoredited schools. Students from thls

40566 Appendix B, Laps 1-5.

41869 Appendix A, Table 4.



county go to sSharkey and iiashington Countles! schools.42

In order to leassen the drawing effects of other schools,
especlally nearby junlor colleges, only those students who
chose to 50 to one of the five schools were considered. In
otner words, if socme county sent one-~-hundred students to
"anyplece® Junior College and twenty studenta to each of the
five major white state supported institutions of higher leerning,
or one mndred to these five, then they sent two mundred stu-
dents in 81l to various colleges, Dut in order to give proper
welght only those flve schools were considered, hence the
Imaginary county sent twenty percent to each of the five achools
(20/1005.,20 or 20x)e The percentages for esch county's con-
tribution to esch of the achools was computed in the above
manner for the seven year periocd 1358 through 1964.43

Thus the independent varieble i, distance, wes atated
in sone mumbers of one through 10 or ll. The dependent varisble
Y, volume of enrollees, was stated in percentages of from O%
to 755+ It wes unnecessary to go beyond 755 because no counties
sent more than 70x of their enrollees to any one college.44 In

some cases, index mumbers were also assigned to the percent

42, - —a -
Yisaissippl School Bulletin Lducational Directory
195?8196§ Jackson, Mississippi: Otate Dept. of mducation, 1965),

Po .

45300 Appendix A, Table 4.

445010,



colwrm or Y varisble in order to facilitate compvtation.45

iresented here 18 an index mumber and percent table.

TABLE 2

Index Humber and rercent
Number rercent
leeeacoeoeesee O=b
2 e ¢ 000 e a8 e e e 6-10
* o o0 # 0o ¢ 0o 0 ¢ o 11-15
* o ¢ e« o s e o s s s 16-20
¢ o 6 o 8 ¢ 0 o s ¢ o Bl-EC
26-30
e o e s » 00 4 8 s o DL-35

0000000000036"40

© 00 T o o, s
[ 2
.
.
.
L
.
-
-
»
*
[ 4

¢ o6 6 6 9 0o 8 o s o s 4145
10 o ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢ 2 ¢ & a o 46~50

A pompozite chert, one indlceting all countles for all
schools, was mede Lo aerve as the bssic information for plot-
ting the relationship on e graph.43 From this graph, each column

of velues, percenteges per zone, were aversged, and this aversge

45110 semilogarithnmic curve, ..ppendix I, Flgure 3, wes
computed using both percent and index numbers for the various
vercentezes. The reciprocal and logaritimic curves both used
index numbers for the percent.

4500 Appendlx L, Scattergram Ge
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value was plotted as a single point. This sinzle point, being

the mesn, was assumed to represent best sll the velues in that
column, which assumption is in keeplng with statistical theory.
The graph of the best fitting velues 18 presented on psge 30.
For the firast time, by inspection, one cen see that there 1is
gsome sort of relationship between distance (X) and enrollment
(Y)s The average percent of enrollees in 2ll schools fronm
ecounties in Zone 1, or 0-25 miles from the college, was 46.4%
for the seven yesr period, 1958-1964. Similarly, there wes for
Zone £ another fairly high percent, 35.4. Zone 3 had an sverage
of 28.5%e Zone 4 hed 21.5%; 5, 19.9%; 6, 14.3%; 7, 15.4%; 8,
15.9%; 9, 14.82%; 10, 8.5%; and 11, 15.8%. The curve sterts high
and drops preciplitously for Zones l-4, from 46.47 to 21.5%7. At
Zzone 4 the curve becomes irresular. Some individual points go
up and some go downj nevertheless, the genersl trend from Zones
4 and 5 through 11 is slowly downward. Zone 10, with en average
of 8.5% rises to Zone 11 in which there is en svera:e of 15.8%.
This rise of 7.37 from 225-250 miles to 251-275 miles might
normally present & curiously interesting phenomenon; however,
becasuse the Univerasity of Missisalpri, is located at such &
great distance, those three figures are of that schocl alone

and are not really representative of an aversge of five schools.
Ko other colleges had counties so distant from them. The
University of Mississippi, one mey quickly see by examining the

plotted points, msintains a great attractive force even at great
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dlstances. licre will be scid of this feature later.

The relatlonship, as one may observe, ls not a straight
line but 18 & curve. The curve falls fast at the onset, but
then 1t slows lts descent as X incresses and eventuslly arrears
to become almost horizontal, OStatlstically, the relationship
between X and * is ssld to be negative snd curvilinesr. This
meaens that as dlstance of the enrolleea' residence increases
from the college, the percent of students golnz to that college
decreases. The decreass at first is quite rapid. Iater, past
one hundred miles, or Zone 4, the decresse ls only sllight.

It wss declided to test the curva to determine whether
the best Citting statistical ocurve might be semllogzrithmic,
logarithmic, or reciprocals. Feges 3% cnd 33 show the #est for
the reciprocal and lozerithmle curves.47 From & quick inspec-
tion 1t can be noted that there i1s very little directional
change from top to bottem in the last columns. Thet 1ls, the
figures do not slowly increase or decresse in slther direction.
The lsck of any specific or jeneral trend is the flrst test in
determining if the actual curve i1s of the type for which 1t 1s
being tested. A4lso, the various terms in the last ocolumm ideally

4vThe test for the semllogarithmic curve 1s I'isure 1 in

iprendix I,
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TeST POR o irBOUAL

CUKRVE

3
2

X Y /7 AY/Y
1 Fed 01075
2 Tedl + 1408 « 0333
S S « 1754 0348
4 40D «2526 <0872
B 4.0 «2600 «0174
6 Lol « 5448 » 0084
7 Lol o070 02686
8 Vel +3120 «0579
9 248 «3871 00448
10 Le'7 «5882 02311



TEST POR LOGARITHRIC CURVE

TABIE &

O ¢ log % log ¥  Aleg X Dlog ¥ “2,;; g
1 5e8 <0000 #9685

£  Tel 43010 6513 3010 L1178 RaE7
S 547 7Tl WT5B® #1761 L0954 1485
4 4.3  BOBL 63355  JIBBO 41826 1,02
5 4.0 48990  .8081  .0969 WO514 308
6 2.9 TS .4628 W79 #1597 57
7 BT 48481 4314 $0668 0310 2,16
8 3.8 9081 L8068 0530  +0738 79
& BuB  JOB4E  o4478 L0611 08680 .88
10 17  1.0000 42304 <0468 2168 21
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should be approximate.48 The test for the reciprocal curve
was umasually surprising in that it ylelded a uniformity of
figures as compared to those 1ln the logeritimic curve test,
sone fipurea of which ere greatly divergent. 4Lctually, the
semilogarithihie curve indlceted a better possibility than
the logarithmic curve because the Lformer 1s less divergent.49
The next step was to compute the values of 8 and b
in the reciprocal and logerithmic curves. The terms & and b
are the ccnatants in the type equation for the determinestion
of the curve in relationships which are belleved to be corre-
lated. The genersl equation for & llnear veriable 1s the
form Y=a+bAe Fo» every lincrease in X, there 1is & direct in-
crease in Y. DBut curvilinear relationships may change by
proportions. Thus, for the resinrocal curve the type equation
is 1/¥=g+bX. &nd for the logarithmice curve the type equation

is log ¥=etdb log K.so

4Bcor & more detalled gnalysis and explanation of the

statistical methods in thils paper, the reader 1ls referred to
two bocks, The first is by Albert Z. waugh and is entitled
Tlements of 3tatisticael MHethod. Of specisl note are pages

-305, "Curve ritting,” Chapter XIl. The second is by rredrieck
L. Croxton and Dudley J. Cowden and 1s entitled Applied General
Statisticse. tages 503-529, "Use of Transformations (in Two-
Variasble Non-Linesr Correlation),” are of immediate interest
in this toxt.

49 . .
See Appendlx ¥, rigure l.

soTho typre equation for semllogarithmlec curve 1s
lOg Y a bX,
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TALLE B
COMUTAET oL FOE DUE VALUES
UF & ALl b I¥ TS EECIrROCAL CURVE

I T.u0 SRS

X Y /Y x2 X (1/Y)
1 943 .1075 1 <1075
2 741 +1408 4 «2816
3 547 «1754 9 «5262
4 4.3 | 2326 16 «9304
5 4.0 «2500 25 1.2500
6 2.9 5448 36 £.0688
7 247 «3704 49 2.5028
8 3482 «3125 64 245000
9 248 $3571 81 3.2139
10 e 25882 100 88

Total 65 273 2,8793 379 18,9641



TEDIE B--Continued
Na+bI, = X{1/Y)
&EX +DbEi” = £X (1/%)

10a+ 58 = £.8793
H0a +379b = 1B8.9641

108 & 2.379% = 55b
& =(2.3798 - 53b) = 10

./2.8?95 - 55YH
3N [ =13,
oL L\ 10 4 979b = 28,9641

1583618 ~ 302060 + 37900=139.6410
- 3028h <+~ S790b=189.8410 ~ 158.,38618
765 = 31.2790
b= 0400

l0a+4+ 85 (a0400) = 248326
108 =2,8826 - 2,2495
a = «6331 - «0
a = ,0633

Thus &= 00303
b = 0409

Type equation for this a8 +bX

/Y =
reciprocal curve: 1/Y 40633+ ( «04093X
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TablE 6
CURSUTATEC, ~Oh Tile VALUES
OF & ALKD b IN TuE LOGARLTHWIC CUWVE

Ik Tu0 olurs

b Y log log ¥ (log }2)2 {lor ¥)(loz Y)
1 Q.3 « 0000 + 9685 « 0000 «0000
£ Tel «3010 «85613 « 0906 + 2562
& Be7 4771 o 7559 2276 « 3625
4 4.3 +8021 «8335 23625 «3817
S5 4,0 + 6990 «6021 48886 +4208
6 2.9 7782 4624 25056 55564
7 27 +8451 4314 071482 3642
8 B2 «9031 + 5062 «81566 «4560
9 2.8 9542 «4472 +91056 4264
10  _1.7  1.0000 2304  1.0000 2504

Total 5& 273 6+5598 $«8379  5L.21562 342576
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TABLY. 6==Continued

he + b2log o=ilog ¥
aZlog X + bE(log X} =%(log #)(log Y)

10a + C.5D698b = §.3879
GeDO0GE + De21L8b = 340576

Bolve for b

106 = 540879 =~ €4.5508b
8 = (58579 » G,6598b) = 10

645598 (s,aavg ~ 646598b542152b = 32676
10

38406255 = 43+6356b+ 520152% = 325760
wd3o0550D + 52415200 = 3240760 = 38,8235
G104 = =0 40475
b= =7101

golve for a
108 + 645598(=47101) = 53079
10B = 4,658l= 54879
108 = DE0T9 + 445531
108 = 10,546
8= 1.054:5

Thue 8:1,0548
b= «,7101

{ype equation for this log Y- a+d log X

logarithmic curve: log Y= 140546+ (=,7101)log X
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The mathematiocal or statistlical procedure used in com-
pating the values of & eand b for the reciprocal and logsrithmie
curves is illustrated in Tables 5 and 6 on pages 35-56 and
37-38,51

Once the values of & and b were found, and the values
of X "gubstituted in," then the corresponding or related velues
of ¥ were knowm for the curve best fitting the datas The oom-
putation is shown on peges 40 and 41-52

Exsmining the graphs on peges 42 and 43, one oan see
that both gurves closely spproximate the sctusl findings., It
remains to be seen, however, how closely these surves really
£it the data.

In order to determine how close & mathematical curve
f£its the dats, the correlation coefficient was used. The osle-
oulation of the correlation soefficients, peges 44-~45 and 46-
47, indlcate & close fit in both cases,d®

5lFor the semilogarlithmic curve, see Appendix F, Figure 3.
52, table indlcating the procedure for determining the
values of Y in a semlilogerithmic table has not been included,
The values are given on the graph in Appendix F, Flgure 3.

55& test to determine the co~-relatednsss of X and ¥
in a8 semilogarithmic relationship wes not run, The r's found
in the reciprocal and logerithmic curveas were belleved to ba
greater, as compared with either the teat for a semilogarithmic
curve or the plotted curve itself,



TABIE 7

CORIUTATICH OF THE Valll OF Y PREJIOTED FR.OE X

Type equation for this

resiproasl curve

RECIFROGAL CURVE

it

+ ( »OAQR )X

40

Sﬁﬁﬂlnﬂb@nwﬂx

X atbha
+»0409 «1048 9.6
+0818 «1481 8.9
#1227 » 1860 Bed
#1656 2269 4o
+BOLS + 2678 37
o 2454 5087 3.8
+ 8863 #3498 249
+»ORTE «3508 2.8
3681 1314 243
+4080 4T 41



COMFUTATION OF THE VALUES & Y PREDICTED FROE X

TABLE B

LOGARITHUIC CURVE

41

X log X b log X log ¥ Y
1 «0000 «0000 1.0546 11.3
2 +3010 .o 2157 8409 649
3 771 - 3388 7168 BB
4 «6021 -o4276 «6270 4.8
5 <6990 -.4964 5682 3.6
6 7782 -, 5626 +B5020 3.8
7 8451 - 6001 »4545 2.8
8 +9051 ~e8413 4135 2.6
9 9542 ~e8776 »3770 2ed

20 1..0000 -.7101 3445 2.2
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TABLE 9
CALCULATION (F THE CORRELATIUN COEFFICIENT
USIXG A REGIPROCAL CURVE

IN TWO STEPS

1 23 1075 b § «107D «0118
2 7ed 1408 4 2818 «0168
3 57 o 1754 g slRGE «0S508
4 43 e 2326 18 «9304 « 0543
S 4.0 «25600 26 12500 « 0886
6 2.9 « 5448 36 2.0688 « 1159
7 267 «3704 49 2.5928 «1369
8 Se2 2125 64 2.5000 +0080
9 2.8 +3571 81 342139 1274
10 1.7  _.8982 100 _5.8820 23457

Total S5 273 2.,8793 379 18.9841 1.0059
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TABLE 9~=-Continued

_ NEX /Y - EX)(EVY)
Flox) VYhza® - £x°) [z (/)% €/y)
{10)(18.9641) = (55)(2.8793)

F =-JK10)(579) - (88)7) ElO)(l.OOBQ) - (2.3795)?

180.641 = 158.3616
00 = 502 Ce - Se20

312796

SCaencay

51.2798

JiEes.078

=31L796
368

T =.849987 or .86
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TABLE 10
CALCULATION OF THE CORRELATION
COEFFICIENT USING A LOGARITHMIC CURVE
IN TWO STEPS

X Y log X log Y  (log XXlog ¥) (log X)2 ( log ¥)%
1 Qe «0000 + 9685 . 0000 «0000 L9380
2 7. «3010 «8513 «2562 0805 L7247
3 5.7 4771 7569 #3625 «2276 5776
4 4.3 «6021 «6335 «3817 o3625 44013
5 4.0 +6990 »6021 «4208 «4886 3624
6 2.9 7782 «4624 «3594 «6056 42118
7 2.7 «8451 4314 03642 7142 L1849
8 3.2 «9031 5062 «4560 <8156 L2580
9 248 «9542 04472 «4264 »9105 41980
10  _1.7 1.0000 _.2304 2304 1.0000 _ 0529

Total 656 27.5 6.5598 5.8879 52576 5.2152 5.9064
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TABLE l10=-Continued

N 2[(log %) (log ¥)] - (8log X)(Elog ¥)
[Nt(lOg X)%m (Zlog X)%][Nt(log Y)*- (€1log Y)z_]

r
4

; (10)(3,2576) - (6.5598)(5.8879)
-/[(20)(5.2152) - (6.5598):7[(10)(5.9064)-(’5.88‘79)5_]

_ 32,576 - 38,6234
« (52.152 - 43.0336)(39.064 - 34.6681)

- "500474
‘.1/ 29.11843i4.59593

-6 » 0474

L ]
-/ 40.0835

- =G o 0472
6435

T r: =.9711



B« Results, Dlscuasion and Conclusions

Using the formula for the reciprocal curve a coef-
ficlent of correlation of .85 wes faund,a‘ and using the
formla {or the logarithmic curve a coefficlent of correl-
ation of «.97 was founde In the case of the reciprocal
curve, one has but 51% as much error in estimate by using
the regression line as by attempting to guess ovr not use
it, This figure wes attained by using this formuls:

rs 1_-j§§___

_Jm = Sy = «51 or B1%

541n the reclprocal curve, when d 1s positive, tims r
is positive, the curve slopes down. (Waugh, Zlements of

Stetistical Method, ps 366.)
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In the other cass, the obtalned correlation ocoefficlent of
=+87, by the seme formuls, it is found that the error is
reduced by svout 777, en even greater reduction in error.

But what does this error reduction mesn: If one were to
guess in a completely random msnner the persent of students
who might come {rom any number of places to sny cne of the
schools, the veriation of those zuesses from the actual
mumbers would be Qquite large. In fact, there would be so
mich varistion that there would be absolutely no correlation.
One might just as euslly guess that some county at & great
distance might send, say, 95% of its students to some college
end only 5% to & college only twenty~five milee away. But
by using the regresalion line, the computed curve of beat fit,
one may make prsdictions which will be, in these two ceses,
over 50i correct and over 750 correct.

The prediction usling the logaritihmic curve is obvlously
bvettere One covld say that in seventy~five cases out of a
wndred a gertain percent of students would attend & certain
school by Mnowlng how far from the school thet county might

bﬁ;ss

501n the analysis of this deta it is assumed that the
orizinal date dlstributed themselves normally. This sasump-
tion seems to be at least partislly borne out by the use of a
large musher of csaes and by the curve in which these cases
distributed themselves.
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The interpretation, to be exact, limlts 1tself to a
seven yeer, 1958-~1964, average of enrollees in each of the
soveral schools, A4ind the prediction from this seven year
perlod of future seven year perlods can be of veriable exac~
tness., Agaln, 1t is essumed that the seven yezr sample 1s
from a normal distributior of seven years samples to these
five schools and thst the position in the normel distribution
is at least close to the means

Generally the iknowledgs of a seven year trend and 1ts
validity could enable one to predict for the future, but the
future prediction must limit 1tself to predictions of kind,
The year by year prediction using the logaritimle ourve may
prove to be edequate, but the adequecy must be kuown before
contemplsted. Im other words, a rersor predicting year by
year for each collese the percent, and ccnsequently the mmber,
of enrocllees from each county should be completely awere,
and so state, that the findings in ectuslity mey differ. Only
within any gseven year perlod ahould they proye to be adequately
relisble.

rollow-up studies to thls general total relationship
conld easily be dones The charts and tables give all the
needed information and anyone could simply dslete the oldest
year of the seven year perliod and add the new. Then, by

computing the correlation coefficient of a logarithmle curve,
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he should be able to tell 1f his added year has changed the
basic petterne This writer will judge thet, unless some
veriebles of a drastlic nsture influence the data, very little
changes will teke place.

Also, another researcher may drew seversl years! totals
from the past, even within the dsta, snd compare his results
with those presented here.

At any rate, & running, year by year, re-computation
could be attempted. 42 & new year arrives and the data be~
comes avallable, it should be incorporated into the date
already rrosented in this paper. Furthermore, credictions
ecould be made for any county for a seven year period concerning
the number of students, within & range, who will attend any
particular college.56 To illustrete, a county sould he selected,
say Fanolae« By checking the charta, one would learn that lanola
County 18 in Zone 1, 0-~20 mlles, Crom the University of Hlasaslss~
ippde From only thia Hit of information one could say with
good certulnty that a large percent of the countyis graduastes
would enroll at the University of lissisaippi. DBut what per-
cent would one suggesti Looking now at the logaritimic curve,

cne would estimate that within the next seven years, roughly,

seThat 1s, within the atate of Misslssippi, and to
wither one of the five colleges of thls study.
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55%-60% of those students who gradusted from high school end
went to college would enroll at the Unlversity of lilsalssippi.
One could even estimate the same percent for any one year, and
this eatimete would be the best avallable under the circum-
stances. Even so, the B55i-60% estlimate for any seven year
period will only reduce randomnsss by about 75{. So what does
one have? The antlclpated range of estimatea would very from
& low of about 42% to a high of 75%.%' Then the researcher
checks the enrollments of the schools in Panola Countye. If
he finds that in the next year that 100 atudents will attend
oae of the colleges, then he would predict thst as few as
42 students or as many &8 75 would enter the Unlversity of
¥laslasippi, but provably about 555-60% would entere In @
gseven year period the same prediction could be mades In
practlce. sany researcher should compute the percentages of
each county that have onrolled at one of these five schoola.
Wnen the averase percent 1s determined then the mumber who
are expectsad Lo enroll may be learned snd conseguently also
the number who may enrcll at any one of the flve colleges in

this study. ror thls reason, the perason wishing to predict

SVTBE of 5% ylelds 42+ for the low score. 753 of 60
vields 75z« Although this form of determinetion is not as exact
88 others, 1t was used in order to present a clearer plcture of
vhat was practlicelly lnvolved. In effect the flgures lllustrate
that the sctuml percent may be either 255 higher or 20& lower
than the best predicted renge, Index mumber 11, or 554=60ks
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future enrollments by this study would first have to determine
what percent from each county would enroll at all five schools.
This eree 1s a rich one for administrators wlshing to predict
future enrollment.58

Kow thet the genersl interpretation, sprlication, and
conclusions have been discussed concerning the overall effective-
neas of the correlaticn coeffloelents, a closer look st some of
the more speciflc, less obvlious variables should be undertaken.,
The scattergrams for Delts State College, raze )30, presents
a falling curve. Gensrally the curve starts lower than the
other schools, sbout 30%-35% when X 1, and gradually falls
off to about 0¥~5% when X 6« From a distance of 125 miles
and over, 1t can be aeen that only s few ecountlies supply
Delta State Lollege with students. Thia attitude can be re-
versed to read, vast 125 miles Delta State Collece exhilbits
very little drawing; power. This college then could be assumed
to have more local preatize than 1t does further awaye. Or,
perhapa other colleges, being much stronger and nearer to
some students, sttract them more. DIy any means, though,

Pelte State College does not compare with the other four in

58Moat future enrcllment figures are now determined
simply by applylns a percentase to any school. but this
method, though ylelding some usable results, would not be
88 accurate as the one doscribed above.
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1ts drawing power. It mlight not be falilr to say that it 1s loss
Prestiglous. ZEven from nearby counties, not a great percentags
of students cttend. It could probably be concluded that a
more active recrulting program selling the virtues of the
college would do muoh to enhence 1ts attractive force. At
least in the line of cloae competitors, one may see by ex-
amining the maps in Appendlix B that there are rone.

The pattern for llsslissipil State College for Women is
quite pecullar. The average percent of enrcliment for Division
Cne is only 13%. ‘“he curve then rises slcwly and erratically
to Zone 4 or S5 From there the mass of data gradually falls
back down to Zone 9 or 10, There are no counties as far from
e Se¢ Cu We @8 Zone lle OSuch & reculiar confijguration as
this coulld rightfully be called an snomaly. After all, the
curve 1s Jdefinitely unliks that for any other schools. In
other werds, 1t ls true that M¥ilsalszippi State College for
iomen heg comparatively little drawlng power in countles even
up tc 75 mniles or through Zone 3. It is not until the county
13 In Zones 4 or U, 75~125 miles that the coliege enjoys &
lerze percentese of enrolleea. lure supposltion wight lead
one to guess thet girls nearby, those more familiar with the
college, simply won't go to thls college. 1t 13 only past
Zzones 4 and & that the effect of distance as & limiting factor

rer se becomes evident. The low drawing power from nearby
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places 18 due to some otner variable, which this writer spec-
ulates might be dislike. Of especlal importance and interest
is one entrant in the scattergram--Zone 9, 40.-43% enrolling.
This 18 certainly e pattern bresker and could be the resuldis
of a very active alumnl organigatlion in this countye.

The scatterzram for Kississiprl State University shows
an expected curve. In nearby counties the University shows
a strong drawing force, averaging 52.5% for Zone l. The mess
of deta then drops slowly to Zone 9. There are no counties
8g far awny as sones 10 end ll. .in umisual entrant 1ls found
in %one 4 in which only 0i-5%{ of the enrollces attend kississippl
uibate Unliversitye. No known ceuse for this county’'s enrollment
pattern could be ascorteined, It 1a not enough to say that
the people there slimply do not 1lilie Kississlippl State Universlity.
That may uct at all Le the case.

The University of M¥ississlprl scattergram yresents a
relatively enticipated ploture. dzaln nearby counties are
represented by hilgzh percentsges of enrolleea. But, although
the mass of data bezins s downward curve, the curve beslins to
straizshten out. Thus, on examin'ng the scattergram, one would
see that there 1s very 1llttle depreciation of the abllity to
attract a hizh rercenteze of students from even quite distant
counties, over the state. In fact in only two countles, one

in Zone 4 ond the other in Zone 9, does the University of
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Milssissippl attrect less than 5ie. And even in Zone 11, which
is 261~275 miles from the campus, an averege of 177 of the
students chose to ;0 there regardless of distance and of the
fact that elther of the four o¢ther colleges are nesrer, in-
doubtedly this strong pull by the Unlversity 1s due to its
rreparation for medlcel schocl, law school, and for greduste
schools Nevertheleas, some of its attraction might lle in
prestise of a social sort. BHecause of this extracrdinary
drawing force, even In Zone 11, the data fcor those three
countles were drorred from the luportent ccmputatlions but
neintained in the Arpendix for ccmpleteness! sake. It was
telleved that they mizht have unduly blased the curve.

e soatter;rem for the Universlty of Southern Mississippt

shows an extremely high percentage of students in Zones 1-3
who enrolled there, but then the percentages drop quite rapidlye.
by Zone 7 the attraction of the Unlversity hes auvparently lost
its muncne 3Beyond & questlion this curve cocn be explalned by
the location of the University. In the whole of soutnern
¥isaissippi, the only one of ¥isslasippl's five ma jor state
supported institutions of nigher learning 1s the Unlversity
of Southern lilassissippi. Thias college has no other educa-
tional institutions of the same callber with which to competes
But a8 the zones becone Intermedlinte, to the north of the

collese, with the other four schools, U. 5. H. beglns to lose
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enrolleess The umisually high percentage of atudents who
aettend nearby, rather than reflecting the intrinsic desire
to attend U. S. ., reflect the nearness of the college.

In overview, the resder wlll ilcentify at lesst one
variable which emerges as the pattern for esch of the five
schools. The pattern, thouch implicit in the data, i1s one
estebllshed by quality, the prestize of the inastitution.

It is speculated that the scattergrams 1llustraste the drawing
power of each achool, and hence raflect the quality or rrestige
alsoe Counties in practically evsory case sent the majority

of thelr students to nesrby colleses. But the most rrestizious
collezes, llsslssiprl State Universlty and the Unlversity of
#iasissipol, mainteined an attracetlion Tfor students even et
creat distances. It would seem then that for the first 100-
125 miles the grenteat factor in determining cholce of school
may reelly be distrnce to the schoole But Leyond 1256 mlleg~-~
if & stucdont wishes to enroll wilthin Ilasissipnl ut & ecollege
further than 126 mlles--he chooses an instlitution which can
provide the best educatlon for hin. Using thls dreawing power
et crect distonces a8 an 1mpliclt measure of the quality of

an institution, a 1listing of the five could be mede:

1. University of Kisslssiprl

2+ Nlssgissippl utate Universlity

3. ldsslissip;l State College for ./omen

4, University of Soutbern Mississiprl
5« Delte State College
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The pglacement of Y. Ss Co e third may be due to what sppesrs
to be & long=stending practice in ¥ississippl to send girls
to "The wW" for tradition. With the posslible excertion of
numbers three and four, thils writer belleves that most know-
ledsesble college administretors and Instruotors will besr out
the rlacement.

it least another leature which became evident in the
dats should be discussed, even i only quite briefly. It
conecerns whet may be termed Interstitlial countles, thosme
countles which lle midway between two luportant schools.
Even & cursory examlastion of the data reveals thut the
Unlversity of lilsslsaiprl and ¥laslssivpl State Ualverslty
outdraw thie other colleses. But there are a few counties which
break thilas pattern., uitman County lies in Zone 2 for both
tae University of illsslssippl and LDelta State College. Wwo
varlables cther than distance nisihit he ot pley in deternining
thet & few more astudents sttend De 2. Ce The Unlversity of
Flssisalpol, being an "urbanlike"” collese would probably tend
to ettrect enrolless from urban centers. Tims Quitman County,
a predomlinantly rural county, could be expected to send more
students to a collese of her own kind--D. 5. C., which 1s for
the mest pert s rural-like college and one which is also in a
sister Delta county. But probably the major force st play is

the relstive inexpense of attending Delta State College 1in
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comparison to the Unlversity of klaslssippl.

For the same reasons one would suspect thet students
from Salhoun County would tend to enroll at ¥isalasipri State
Tniversity rether then Us ise This 1s the case. Dut for lLee
County, a perdominantly urben county slightly closer to U. L.
than L. 5. U., the dete indicated thet more students attend
¥e B Uese LIrobably the reason ia two-fold: first; = cerryover
of rurcl trends from the past when the ccunty was rursl, and,
second, the less expense involved In attendling ¥. S. U.. Even
so, a Baturation recrultment rrogram from the University of
kississaippl wonld yleld the results of obtelning for U. X.
ner "falr shere" of students,

Jeversal olher countles exhibit the same patterns.

In most of these cases at least one or more varlavles are

at work. 4Agein, these varlablesz may be rural-urvan differ-
ences, econouic differences, dlifferences in the effectlveness
of slumnil activities ln the countles, or differences in the
recruitment of the ¢clleses themselves.

Tr.e most luportent varileble, however, 28 Teen the
factor of distaence; and, the composite table lias been the
ne jor source for the delinestlon of the importance of dis-
tance ané enrollment. The graph on pragefdsshowing the rlotted
mid=-peints of the means per mllesge zono of the composite

scatter;ren does not show 2 perfectly smooth curve, even though
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the date was an aversge of Illve schools, elthy-two counties,
and seven years. although the last upsurge is explsinable,
the otner differing points heve had no explalinstion. irobably,
if nore cdate were collected and added to the curve through the
years, these erratic polnts would become more and more close
to the true rogression line, in this cese plottsd as & logarlithmie
curve or & reclprogel curve.

The tesk in so collecting and assimllatliag new data
nas been cnasnced becsuse of the dats presented In this paper.
However, tue newv quostions grisin; out of this study, ssked
witnin the body of meterial et varlous polnts, suggests thet
thils whole area nas not been exhausted e2 & Ileld of study.
iather, it is hoped that other researchers nmay avall themsslves
of the wealth of data and methnod described within thls paper
ond come up with new ldesms, albeit, scme of which this author

mizht heve had no knowledge.
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The idea wps concleved that students will zenerally

attend & ccllege which 1s unearby rather than one which is

distant. This would

naturally exclude other possible variables

guch as cost of the school's tuition, active or inactive

elurmi association, rural-urban differences vetween counties

and between schools,
school. In ordsr to
qges derilved,

The muwber of
leses, per yesr, per

1564« The number of

and the recrultment programs of the

check the thesis, & statiztical atudy

enrollees in sach of Mississippits col-
county was svailable from 19566 through

enrocllees was changed to percent of

enrocllees by county in order to lessen the effect of somse

counties with sreatly differing student populstiona. This

became the predicted, dependent, or Y varieshble. The aversge

distance of the various countles were cstesorized in hands of

twenty=-five miles each frcm & collese. Tihms in Zone 1 sre found

counties the me jor part of whilch lay from O miles to 25 miles

from that college.

In Zone 2 are found counties from 26«50

rnlles; Zone 3, 51-75 miles, etc. through wone 1l, Z51-275

miles from the colleze, This distance in zones became the

predictor, independent, or i variable.
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4 composite scatterzram wirtloh contaelns all of the
counties ifor each school was madee. Contalinlng the data for
the seven year perlod 1libu-1C034, the scatter rsm was belleved
tc embody the principle which wes belng testeds oDecause of
the encrmous number of cases involved, the averag e percent
of stulents attendin: a collerse Irom each zone was comyuteds
it was essumed tuct the data distributed themeselves normally,
thus the single velue best representing tine various countles
ir each zone wovli be the avere e of values wlth that zone.

Yrom these eleven single points, occe for eccl zone, &
grazi: wes mades The trend then could ecally be seen. 4t
tirst the percent ol enrollaent was gulite al-h, but the en-
rollzent cropred as distence iacreased. 1t was obgerved thet
the line cormecting the various zone means described & neg-
etive and curvilinesr relestionshlp.

rom inspection it could bve mscertained tihct the cdete
distrivuted iteelf according U5 one of three curves~-locarithmie,
sesdlogarithmic or reciprocale 4In teats run to find the curve
of beat rit, it wes found that the reciprocal curve was qulte
cloges, Computstion of the correlction coefficients by standerd
statisticael procecdures indicated thet the closest filt in
sctuality was thet of the logaritimic curve. From the cal-
culation of the correletion coelficient by the reciprocal

curve forimuis, & coefficlent of -.805 was obtalned; from the
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logaritimlic curve formula, a8 coefficient of =-.97. The second
of these was quite high and indicated a very close relatlon-
shipe It woe found thot over 750 of expectel errors could te
reduced by vredicting alons the curve rstiler than by uessing.
By another method, aprroximately 935 of the cases fall elther
on the line or practlcally on it., It wes concluded thet very
definltely there exlsts 2 relationship between “istance and
cholce of enrollment, and that relatlonshlp can best be deg=-
cribed as negzative and curvilinear (reciprocal curvs or log-
eritimlic curve),

An enalysls of the data Indlcated thet there zight be
en Implliclt messure of rrestie, and the five colleges, Delta
state CSollepe, lssissippl State College for Somen, kisslssippl
Jtate Univerality, Unlversliy of Ilssisalpri, and Universlity
c¢f Southern lisslisel:pl, used as ths complete semple, could
be reniked sccordin, to rrestige.

{ was not deteralned whetlier thase schiools necesserlly
formed & zamrle Irom 8 unlverse of scnonols slthln either the
state, Unlted 3tetes or the world. Voubtless, witiiin the state
cf lllssiosipul and the Tnited Ctetes, dlstsnce 18 of _reat
coneern, but the significance within other sountrles 1s uninown.

& Q@lscusslon of the results and seeming anomallies re-
verled the Intertlsy of at lesst several other varleboles than

distence In Z2ecidins enrollment. These could be rursl-urban
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differences, economic differences, differences in the effec~-
tiveness of slumni activitlies in the counties, or differences
in the recruftment of colleres themselves. The factor of
éiatance, nowever, oroved to be of major importence,

This study hes been one of internal, short distance
mizration in reletion to schools snd the several pertinent
varisbles and 28 such hes been an adaition to a very small
field of data. As in most studies this one rasises seoveral
cuestions, all of which vertain to the aprlicetion of the
verisblea Lo a context larger thsn ona steate., HWithin the
state of 1ississippl, however, the relationship between in-
tornal, short disterce mizration snd enrollment has been

"rroved," as far na statistical rroof is valid.
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APFFHDIX A

T;‘a»Bm: 1
WURSED O HIGH SOHO L GrAalUAT.O BY COUNTY BY Yoasl
1953=1564
=====?=ﬁ e e e r— e et~ gy
Year County

~dan.s Alcorn Lrdite Attals Senton Bolivar Jalhoun
1964 274 £59 108 168 45 227 b7
1863 213 47 38 1S1 40 £10 124
1982 210 264 106 141 47 250 167
1861 24¢ 257 129 144 37 209 159
1960 254 259 8% 155 64 253 144
19869 227 124 114 159 60 197 136
13568 220 151 131 114 65 187 193
Totel 1626 1621 783 8c0 362 1473 1090
TABLE l--Contimied
w - e e e o o e G e e~

Year County

Carroll Chieknsaw Choctaw Slulborne vlarke Clay Gosnoma
1964 60 127 106 68 l44 124 160
1963 65 94 106 63 111 1leé 145
1s62 52 86 102 63 13¢ 109 1€6
1961 62 132 100 58 16 118 170
1960 69 99 85 LY 96 o4 5
1959 60 125 83 50 118 101 167
1958 65 114 92 67 1865 93 157
Total 433 777 572 428 896 7865 1140




TARIE l1-«~Continued

Year County
Copleh Corrington De Soto Forrest Franklin George Greene
1964 191 123 188 493 72 155 96
1963 141 122 133 408 75 143 113
1562 155 122 140 389 75 127 97
1961 199 117 125 561 91 160 116
1960 143 121 109 409 90 109 127
1959 155 110 109 425 89 142 120
1968 126 920 102 333 72 137 106
Total 1110 805 906 . 3008 564 973 75

PARLE le~Continmued

Yeer County
Grenada Hancock Harrison Hinds Holmes Humphreys Itawamin

1064 96 166 1032 1220 107 ™ 168
1963 98 208 668 1071 106 83 140
1962 65 186 803 1244 98 73 140
1961 95 195 830 1089 102 73 137
1260 79 178 692 983 106 89 139
1969 92 144 5856 901 119. 62 1156
1988 74 133 633 892 1356 79 140
Total 594 1210 5243 7410 e 5356 979

69



TADLE 1--Continued

Year Countbty
Jackson Jasper Jefferson Jefferson Jones Kemper Lafayette
Daviyg

1064 666 117 40 o3 704 76 110
1963 E44 114 26 88 547 45 104
1962 492 109 40 71 518 65 140
1961 557 132 34 90 609 65 o8
1980 434 107 38 112 581 70 1486
1959 460 115 36 92 560 61 100
1088 534 112 e 98 446 8l 79
Total 3537 806 258 644 3966 463 777
TALIE l=-Contimied

Yesr County

Lamar Leuderdale Lawrence Leske Lee Lef lore Lincoln

19¢€4 194 541 93 146 352 203 2re
1863 191 498 100 111 510 168 208
1062 209 471 97 137 297 198 915
1561 162 500 94 144 321 200 208
1960 170 471 105 147 205 1@6 191
1959 1683 374 56 136 «nT 1e7 199
1958 142 339 30 112 265 78 <13
Total 1231 3194 655 940 21086 1302 1466

0L



TABRIE l-~Continued

Year County
Lowndes Madlison Marion larshall llonroe Hontgomery Reshoba

1964 299 112 177, 92 246 118 172
1963 247 119 . o 103 175 93 125
10€2 279 99 171 76 214 106 165
1961 274 112 192 109 231 107 16l
1960 239 94 179 72 210 7 161
1959 222 96 154 87 192 111 162
1988 216 90 146 79 187 75 197
Total 1776 722 1189 618 14556 687 1133

TAER/E l~=-Continued

Year County

Newton Noxukee Oktlbbehse Panola rearl Yerry Plke

River

19064 191 79 171 167 204 96 258
1963 130 54 151 1356 185 90 219
1962 201 69 157 140 163 73 227
1961 179 68 154 138 210 92 228
1960 163 61 141 169 151 71 252
1959 167 89 134 125 174 106 208
1958 129 62 129 141 182 100 245
Total 1210 462 - _1017 913 1269 628 1635

{ U722 Awemvrmwm Y f2evna Y % [3WANDN

Tk



TARIE 1--Continued

Yeer County
Fontotoc Prentiss Quitman Rankin Scott Sharkey Simpson

1964 177 131 106 268 206 b4 164
1963 200 189 103 184 i58 49 126
1962 174 215 110 227 209 52 127
13861 209 238 102 196 183 64 187
1960 185 209 104 175 170 45 163
1959 203 1956 121 200 203 52 136
1958 181 188 gC 71 178 57 146
Total 1429 1369 736 1421 1307 383 1029

TADILE l==Continued

2L

Yeor County
Smith Stone Sunt'lower Tallahatchie Tate Tippan Tishomingo

1964 1:2 80 188 94 117 145 150
1963 143 75 173 10€ 104 140 140
1962 119 86 144 120 93 135 147
1961 149 8% 183 107 1056 122 154
19-0 154 93 186 121 121 173 1586
1559 164 1090 168 117 111 145 l§l
1958 145 78 178 123 100 1se 137
Total 1026 604 1220 788 651 992 1045




TAELE 1--Contlnued

Yeor
Tunica Union Walthell

1964 47 269 101
1963 34 183 33
1962 31 175 94
1961 23 156 17
1960 27 213 120
1989 32 164 102
1953 Sl 185 139
Total 225 1365 761

TARLE 1--Continucd

Yeer
liebster Wllkinson Winston

1964 120 85l 168
1983 80 47 137
19C¢2 116 &Y 136
19€1 112 4¢ 120
1560 110 50 144
1989 lO?b 48 159
1958 PR 35 145
Toial 703 352 1009

(108 av.) (NA).



vounty

sarren #aghington Wayne

280 547 125

269 350 142

290 Eo4 1c2

275 350 151

237 202 123

259 2835 144

e31 255 128
_ 1641 2191 925

County

Yalobusha Yazoo

93 206

94 180

72 1.1

90 106

95 1909

1186 170

98 174

5355 1206

e4



FUMDER OF HIGH SCECOL GuADUATES ENVERING nISoISSIril'S FIVL 3LJOR

TABLI: 2

WITITE ST..0T SUr. ORTLD INOSTITUTLIONS G HIgGH.R LEaRe ING BY

SOUNTY 3Y JSEVHR YiEAR PLuIOD 19568-1964

School? County
fdams Alcorn Ainite Attala enton Eollivar Calhoun
D3 12 2 1 5 0 427 14
MSCW 207 38 <0 41 11 51 21
LU 110 68 £7 7e 16 74 75
UM 74 59 9 36 7 75 63
Ui i 118 8 36 Iy 0 10 4
Total 51 1865 93 177 >4 707 177
TABLE 2=-Continued
School vounty
Carroll Chickssaw Coctew Claiborne Clarka Clay Coahoma
15 15 1 v ) L 3 L1
WS C.i 9 60 21 18 18 54 80
¥M3U 18 107 40 59 33 169 92
T 14 40 4 24 25 26 110
(S 5] 4 3 18 17 6 19
Total 57 212 81 103 92 258 419

&ng,,13CwW, HSU, UM, USi, ere the Initlels for:

Delta 3tate Colleze, klsalsslppl

St~te Jollege for Wouen, ilsslcsiippl Stete Unlverslty, Univeraity of Mississippi, and
University of Southern Mlsslssippl.

Y4



TARLE 2--Continued

Schoeol
Copiah vovington De Joto
Ui 1 1 13
W50 31 8 21
MSU 47 11 30
il 37 8 49
EES 30 42 1
Totsl 116 70 114
TADLE o--Continued
School
Grenada Adancoock Harrison
j2}) 28 ] 6
ESC . 54 1 125
MoU 84 23 251
Uk 72 23 211
Us. 10 73 57
Totul 248 120 1120




Gounty
Forprest Franklin I80re Jreene
2 o 0] o
Y 8 9 4
107 13 28 7
56 14 9 6
1030 9 59 22
1o 44 106 39
County
Hirnds holmes Yumohreys Itawemka
i8 23 19 1
483 a7 ) 3
6E9 56. 20 14
644 27 25 9
440 5 6 11
£L44 148 97 28

QL



TLLLE 2-=Contlnued

Scnool County
Jackson Jasper Jefferson  Jeflerson Jones Kenmper Lafayette
iavia
3 1 o 2 1 1 0 4
MSCui 30 8 11 11 61 10 11
Boy 117 26 17 19 136 13 5
LM 93 14 19 9 77 3 330
UK 202 26 22 36 149 2 1
Tctal 64" 74 61 7€ 424 28 3H1
TLLLE 2=~Continued
Sch.ool County
Lamar levderdale lawrence Lanla Lee Leflore Lincoln
[ 0 e 0 e 4] 89 S
MSC.d 10 74 7 16 108 98 37
B3U 25 157 10 28 120 154 58
UM 14 125 7 17 84 128 4
UsM 93 58 24 16 21 12 49
Total 142 416 43 79 238, 471 S04

9L



TABLL 2-=-Continuved

School County
Lowndes liadison larion Marshall onroe wontzomery lleshobe
DS 2 22 0 4 6 19 e
¥SCwW 372 52 18 31 01 24 21
MSU 835 13%5) 38 16 128 40 69
N 46 59 59 46 862 24 22
USH 15 0D 77 0] 10 1 14
Total 770 203 172 9% 307 108 156
TABLE 2--Continued
sehool Gounty
Newton Noxukece Qxtibbeha  Parole ‘earl rerry Pike
Hiver
DS 0 1 1 N 1 0 0
MSC 25 54 56 34 vl 5 46
MU 29 535) 419 36 23 5 58
UM 14 20 7 76 22 1 79
UsH 13 5 4 2 62 23 105
Total 79 115 427 155 125 34 282

L



TABLE Z2-=Continued

School County
iontotoc Irentlss Yuiltman nanidn Scott Sherikey Simpson
DS 1 4 43 3 0 52 e
LSCH 26 26 21 15 39 17 17
13U L1 23 30 63 59 35 46
UM 46 17 50 35 28 17 42
USH 1 S 5 4 <6 1 40
Total 107 75 149 109 148 122 147

TABLE 2~=Continued

School : County
Smith Stone Sunflower Tallahstchie Tate Tippeh Tishomingo
DS 0 0 122 55 0 6 0
1Y) 8 4 56 32 30 13 12
FSU 20 8 105 72 14 23 138
UM 11 13 72 59 33 25 1o
UsM 19 13 10 4 2 0] 2
Total 59 38 365 222 79 87 o1

8L



TABLE 2Z2-~-Continued

Schiool
Tuanlca Unlon walthall

DS 5 11 0
[IANISE| 20 24 17

130 15 28 29

UM 15 54 18

ULt 4 1 37
Total 60 118 9

TARLYE Z--Continued

Sechool
ebster Wilkinson instcon

28 16 1 19
MSC 22 14 56

LU b2 19 99

UM 29 7 34
1M 0 3% 14
Total 119 73 2el




County

farren ash:ingcton HeTMe
27 260 0
74 108 S
1oe 203 16
121 144 11
b3 59 29
404 794 59
County
Yalobusha Xazoo

13 12

20 77

28 95

62 59

1 30
led 273

64



TABLE &

HUKBER OF HICH SCHOOL QRADULTLS EXTERIKG MISSISSIPIITS FIVE
MAJOR WHITE OSTATE SUPFOHTED INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHEH LEARNING
PER YEAR 1968-19684, FER COURTY '

County Year | Sehool®
D3¢ HI0W ) VE TS¥
Adams 1964 2 21 £3 16 15
1965 5 18 15 18 20
1862 0 6 12 13 S4
lo6l 1 12 17 s 14
1960 1 1l 8 8 2
1959 2 12 16 8 16
1958 3 11 9 3 17
Total 12 2077 110 74 118
Aleoorn 1964 | 1 6 11 8 Y
1263 1 7 10 9 Q
1962 0 7 8 7 1
1861 0 4 9 7 i
1960 0 8 & 8 3
1958 0 3 11 13 -
1968 0 3 4 7 o
Total 2 38 58 59 8

a.*0&3(3, MS5CW, MSU, Us, USM, sre the initials for Delta State College, Klssisslppl
State College for Women, Mississlippl State University, University of Misaissippi, and
University of Southern Mississiprie.

o8



TABLE 3--Contirmed

County Ysar
wse E5C%W
Amite lo64 O 1
1963 1 2
188 0 2
1961 0 6
1960 0 3
1959 0 2
1088 0 3
Totel 1 20
Attele 1964 0 -
1963 4] 7
1362 0 8
10861 4 10
1960 1l 4
- 1969 0 7
1558 0 B
Total B 41
Benton 1964 0 4
1963 0 g
1962 o 1
1961 o 2
1860 18] 2
1989 0 0
1968 g -2
Total o) 1)




Sohool

¥3yU

UBK

UK

3026557-6
- ¥y

5102012~, L+ ]

4025465_ w

8l
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u&asﬁaa_&01120$o_v
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TABLE 3=--Continued

County Year
DSC MSCW
Bolivar 1964 80 8
1963 80 5
loeg 75 7
1961 80 4
1960 72 17
1959 56 11l
1958 65 1
Totel 497 51
Calhoun 1084 ] 3
1963 2 b
1962 2 2
1961 4 1
1960 1 3
1959 1l 5
1658 e 2
Total 14 21
Carroll 1964 1 o
1963 0 1
1962 S e
1961 0 2
1960 1l 2
1959 5 1
1958 1 l
Total 13 9




Sehool

ESU

USM

UM

5220050—

SEEERS

msmgwgg_

Q

1

0

0011011_12100000_5

EELEEETE: RS LAL T

i e X ]
mslﬂlwgn_ wss 4 0.0_ m
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TABLE 3--Continued

County

Year

Z

&
Q
=

Chickesaw

Total

1964
1963
1962
1961
1960
1959
1968

Choctaw

Total

1964
1063
1962
1961
1960
1969
1958

Claiborne

Total

1964
1963
1962
1961
1960
1959
1958

) L—'I—‘!—'OO!—‘O‘D lOOtOONO'N ] L&lOOOHOO

s o | Lpp.r
LO!O&DGQ‘INMP Lﬂlbmw#“mlb o O)\'IE;EUH-‘Q
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School

USHM

Ui

MSU

011001J

7465864—

25
14
14

19
16
107

-~

A

40

OO

0100012_

8694555—

™~

<

40

O

506365J

W~
- 34J

3

3

59




TABLE 3-=Continued

County Year
DSC MSCW
Clarke 1964 0 8
1963 1 1
1982 0o 3
1961 0 4
1860 0 3
1959 0 1
1968 0 —
Totel 1 18
Clay 1964 0 6
1963 0 5
1962 o 12
1961 1 12
1960 0 8
1959 o 8
1958 2 3
Total S o4
Coahoma 1964 25 10
1963 14 8
1962 17 17
1961 15 20
1960 17 4
1959 12 17
1968 20 4
Total 118 80




School

M

UM

M3U

1312055*

4145452—

756812J

B~
i

23

3O

2110020— W0

5655551— %
u3y nogal o
3938338 3

402044J

17

19
26
22
—2

s ]
4

110

92




TABLE %~--Continued

County

Year

DSC

MSCW

Copish

Total

1564
1963
1962
1961
1960
1969

Covington

Total

1964
1963
1062
1961
1960
1959
1968

De Soto

Total

1964
1063
loe2
1961
1960
1969
1958

E L\DHON!\"U‘HH 'OOOOO!—'OH IOOOOI-‘OO
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UK USM

School

M3U

50

644624J
~ ¢

WO N OLW 20000010_ ~

37

8374546_ 2510101~893m7686_ﬂ

4

m655687*71514200_u3645l47_w




TABLE 3--Continued

County

Year

2

MSCW

Forrest

Total

1964

1963
1962
1961
1960
1959

1958

)
L’OQHQCOOIO

e )
-J

Franklin

1964
1965
1962
1961
1960
1959

1058

Total
George

Total

19064
1963
1962
1961
1960
1959
1958

o |OOOOOOO Q !OOOOOOON 'OOJ—‘OI—‘OO

ﬁ‘o 'OOLNHOHH 82] IOOONMHU




School

MSU UHl USH
27 8 186
18 11 143

9 12 137
8 10 181
20 6 146
12 7 127
13 2 110
107 56 1030
9 2 1
1 5 3
0 2 2
1 0 0
2 0 2
1 4 1
0 1 0
13 14 9
1 1 1
) 3 7
3 0 16
5 1 14
5 2 12
4 1 8
4 1 1
28 9 59

o8



TABLE 3«~Jontlnued

County

Year

v
o
(]

MSCW

Greene

Total

1964
1065
1962
1961
1960
1889
1958

Grenada

Total

1964
18635
1962
1961
1960
1859
1958

L\‘)HI—'ONE:CO o lOOOOOOO

20

Hancock

Total

1964

1663
1962
1961
1960
1069
1958

COOO000QO |®

o |

fa]
L!ooowooog hmqmqumtooopomp




School

USM

UM

ESU

2506715—%

1500200~ (o)

0110410— b~

2222020* m

EERLEN

o\

84

2655221~ Mw/w

7223335~ %

87



TABLE 3--Continued

County Year
DSC MSCW
Harrison 1964 3 42
1963 0 21
1962 ¢ 20
1561 1 20
1960 0 5
1959 0 8
1058 2 )
Total 6 125
Hinds 1964 3 112
1963 7 74
1962 1 89
1961 1 64
1960 l 59
1959 3 46
19568 2 39
Total 18 483
Holmes 1964 10 7
1863 5 4
1962 6 b
1961 0 7
1960 1 7
19869 0 2
1958 1 5
Totel RS 37




Sehool

MSU UK USM
61 46 105
40 21 63
23 a7 93
34 32 68
34 35 80
26 16 58
33 24 €0

251 211 527

159 136 77
93 61 60

107 111 90
99 84 67
56 115 52
66 83 57
79 5 37

659 644 440
12 6 4
11 5 O

5 3 0
7 2 %
3 2

6 4 o
56 o 5

88



TABLE 3=-Contimied

County

Year

DsC

MSCOW

Humphreys

Total

1864
1963
1962
losl
1960
1959
1958

lumwwmqw

)
©

Itawamks

Total

1964
1963
1962
1961
1960
1959
1988

Jackson

Total

1964
1963
lge2
1961
1960
1959
lo58

2 [OOOOHOO 'OOI—'OOOO

g ‘mqmgmsg & [HOOO'O!@O 8 lwm#umum




Sehool

K8U UK USH
5 1 0

e 0 0

6 3 2

3 8 1

2 8 0

0 4 2
_4 _1 1
26 23 6
1l 0 1

1 2 0

5 5 0

0 1 0

6 0 0

o} 0 0
1 1 0
14 g 1
33 21 49
24 15 &5
19 17 46
5 17 45
23 12 51
23 10 54
24 1 24
173 93 308

68



TABLE JI--Contlinued

£3

County

Year

DSC

KSCU

Jasper

Total

1964
1963
1962
1961
1260
1959
1958

Jefferson

Total

1964
1963
1562
1981
1960
1959
1958

lOOO#‘CﬂOmim IOHHHHHW

)
[

Jefferson Davis

1964
1963
1962
1961
1960
1959
1968

| L—'OOOOOO ge] lOOOt’OOOOO IOOOOOOO
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School

USH

¥l

MSU

PO G

115230J

2335455—

14

&

QRO W

52415094

5525220_

o

e

19

P HND 0~
e

1050120*

3r002qu24.—

0
D

o

19

90



TABLE 3--Contlnued

County Year
DSG ESCV
Jones 1c64 0] 12
1963 0 14
1962 0 8
1061 0 5
1960 1 S
1069 0 13
1958 0 .
Total 1 61
Kemper 1964 o 1
13983 0 0
1962 0 1)
1961 0 1
1560 0 2
1959 0 0
1958 0 -
Total 0 10
Lefayette 1064 0 3
19635 1 2
1962 1l 4
1961 2 1
1960 0 0
1959 0 1
1958 0 -9
Total 4 1l




———ay—-
o

School

MSU UM USH
17 15 19
24 12 el

9 4 19
ez 15 o4
20 15 21
<9 7 16
15 9 19

136 77 149

S 0 o

Q 0 0

3 2 0o

2 1 2

0 0 0

0 0 0

5 0 0
13 3 2

1 34 1

1l 477 0

1 86 0

1 41 0

0 58 0

1 37 0

0 28 0

S 330 1

18



TABLE 3~-~Continued

County Year
LSG MSCH
Lamar 1964 0 2
1963 0 1
1962 0 2
1961 0 0
1860 0 2
1959 0 k)
1958 0 0
Total -0 10
Leuderdsale 1964 0 17
1963 0 7
1962 0 11
1¢61 1 11
1960 1 9
1959 0 10
1658 0 9
Total 2 74
Lewrence 1964 0 1
1663 0 0
1962 0 0
1961 0 0
1960 0 2
1869 0 3
1968 0 L
Total 0 7




MSU UM USH
5 5 13
2 3 18
4 2 7
3 1 11
3 2 9
7 0 20
1 1 16

25 14 03
34 21 14
17 24 14
18 22 6
26 15 4
25 14 11
20 14 11
19 15 0

157 125 58
0 0 7
1 2 5
1 3 2
0 0 S
0 1 1
2 1 4
6 0 2

10 7 24

36



TABLE 3--Contimued

County Year
DSC MSCw
Leake 1964 0 2
19863 0 7
1962 1 2
1961 0 1
1960 1 1l
1959 0 1
1958 _9 £
Totg& 2 16
Lee 1964 1 27
1963 1 18
lo62 1 15
1961 1l 16
1280 1 12
1959 1l .3
.058 _0 AL
Total € 102
Tef Iore 1064 1z 15
1963 10 Q9
1962 19 14
1961 12 16
1960 11 8
19569 13 21
1958 12 14
Total 89 98




MSU Uil UsM
4 2 4

3 2 2

7 3 2

4 1 1

6 6 0

0 5 2
4 -2 -5
28 17 16
26 14 4
24 22 5
20 15 4
13 1 1
18 10 0
5 14 4
14 -8 -3
120 84 21
55 21 3
21 15 3
25 16 2
29 17 1
21 28 2
28 12 0
) -] —
154 128 12

e6



PABLE 3-~Continued

County Year
DSC K¥SCW
Lincoln 19064 1 S
1963 3 6
1962 o] 8
1961 1 o)
1960 0 9
1959 o} 6
1958 0 5
Total 5 37
Lowndes 1964 0 61
1963 0 50
1962 2 55
1961 0 59
1960 0 44
1959 0 58
19058 __0 45
Total 2 372
Maedison 1964 2 8
1563 - 0 10
1962 8 7
1961 6 16
1960 4 0
1959 1 4
1958 1 -7
Total 22 52
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TABLE 3~~Continued

County

Year

Marion

Total

1564
1565
1962
1961
1960
19569
1968

Total

1064
1063
1962

S6l
1960
19589
1958

ionroe

Total

1964
1965
1962
1961
1960
1959
1958




School
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TABLE 3J3--Contimed

County Yesar
D3C MSCw
Montgomery 1964 5] 5
1963 4 )
1962 e 3
1961 2 S
1960 S 1
1959 3 7
1958 o 2
Total 19 24
Neshoba 1964 0 5
1963 0 )
1962 0 4
1961 0 0
1560 0 1
1559 0] 2
19868 0 6
Total 0 21
Newton 1964 0 5
1963 0 B
lo62 0 6
196l 0 0
1960 0 5
1959 0 2
1058 0 0
Total 0 25
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TABILE 3--Continued

|

County Year
DSC 3G
Hoxukee 1564 1 8
1063 0 8
1962 0 3
1961 C 2
19860 C 1
1589 C 4
1058 _0 _8
Total 1 54
Qktibbeha 1034 0 12
1963 0 4
1962 0 10
1261 0 7
1260 0 7
1959 0 2
1968 1 14
Total 1 56
Yencls 1964 0 S
1963 0 6
1962 2 S
1961 2 4
1660 0 1
1959 1 e
1968 2 o
7

Total

(¢}
L=
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TARLE 3==Continued

County

Year

DSC

MSCW

Pearl River

Total

1564

1063
1962
1961
1960
1959
1958

{NPHOWO"Q'

)
3

'Perry

Total

1964
1963
1962
1961
1960
19590
1968

Pike

Total

1964
19693
1962
1961
1960
1959
1958
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TABLE 3~~-Continued

County

Year

4
L2
[

i

o
B4
(]

-

rontotoc

Total

1964
1565
1oz
1061
1960
1959
1958
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TABLE 3-=Continued

County |

Year

)
t
@

ol
23
N
o
(9]

-

Rankin

Total

1064
19635
1962
1961
1960
19569
1058

Scott

Total

1964
1965
1g62
1961
1960
1959
16568

Sherkey

Total

1564
1963
1968
1961
1960
19059
19868
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TABLE 3&--Continued

County

Yesar

(ol

1]

S0y

Rankin

Total

1964
1965
1962
1661
1960
19569
10858

Scott

Total

1964
19635
1962
1961
1960
1959
1668

Sherkey

Total

lg64
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1968
1961
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1959
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TABLE 3--Contlnued

County

 Year

j»/
A
>

ty
%
(9]

b

Simpson

Total

1954
1963
1962
1961
1960
1359
1958

Smith

~Potal

1964
1965
1962
1961
1660
1659
1958

Stone

Total

1964
1963
1962
1981

1960

1959
1988
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TABLE Z--Continued

County Year
Ds5C MSOCW
Sunflower lge4 12 17
1863 19 7
1062 8 6
1261 20 6
1960 28 4
1059 16 10
1958 13 &
Totel 122 56
Telilshatchle 1564 1e 4
1663 o 7
1062 10 3
1¢61 12 &
1960 53 7
1559 9 o)
1558 2 5
Totsl B85 o2
Tate 1964 0 1
1563 0 6
lagg 0 4
1961 0 Vi
1260 0 5]
1559 C )
19568 0 e
Total Q 30




School

VST N USH
15 a 1
20 10 0
18 8 )
12 10 0
12 14 1
il 12 5
17 10 3

105 70 10

4 8 0
18 7 o
8 11 3
15 13 1
7 6 0
13 7 0

-7 - Y

72 59 4
4 3 G
P 5 G
1 2 0
1 5 0
1 5 0
4 7 0
1 6 <

14 33 0

20t
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TARIE 3--Continued

County Yecr
DS MSCW
Union 1964 2 8
1963 0 2
1962 2 2
1961 0 S
1960 1 2
1959 e 2
1958 4 5
Totsal 11 24
Walthall 1964 0 5
1063 0 2
lo62 0 2
1961 0 4
1560 0 2
1959 | 0 1
1988 0 L
Totsl 0 17
Yarren 1664 2 15
1963 6 9
1962 3 12
1961 7 e
1960 0 9
1959 2 14
1968 _1 4
Total 27 74
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TABIE 3=--Continued

County Yeor
DSC KSC.
Vieshington 1564 57 14
1965 45 16
196 47 22
10€1 46 13
1060 30 12
1959 37 20
1958 18 11
Total 280 108
wayne 1964 Q 1
1968 0 0
106¢ 0 0
19¢l 0 1
1560 0 0
1259 0 1
15568 0 0
Tohal (4] 3
Wwebster 1964 4 e
1969 1 4
1962 1 o}
1961 4 5
1960 S 8
1958 3 2
1558 Y 1
Total 16 28




School

MSU L8 USH
40 20 9
34 13 6
21 1o 9
30 e7 S
e 28 5]
17 19 16
35 18 11

203 144 5.

4 e 6
4 P 5
2 5 b
0 1 &
4 0 S
0 1 3

—= -0 —£

18 1l 29
& 4 0
6 2 0

14 9 0
6 4 ¢
& ] 0
5 7 0
5 0 0

52 29 0
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TARIE Z=-=Continied

County Yeor

DSC S Cy

+1lkinson 1964 1 0
1963 0 4

1062 0 U

1961 ¢ 1

1960 0 0

1959 0 2

1958 0 0

Totel 1 14
Jinston 16564 1 10
1983 ) o

1962 2 10

1081 o 9

1750 5 8

1959 4 3

1958 s _5

Totel 19 85
Yalobusha 1.64 1 6
1968 1 1

1662 7 2

1961 3 1

1960 0 2

SL9 1 <

1958 0 o

rotal 15 20
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TABLE 3=-=Continued

County Yeer
DEC S TON
Yazoo lu64 2 18
19693 7 12
1062 1 10
1961 0 12
1960 0 7
1589 1 6
1258 1 12
Totel 12 7




Schinold

MSU

=)
d
VoA

c!
v

22
19
16

l?
16
10

-
(@R R o N 6, 9]

=

o

)
©

lHHCﬂl&(OCﬂ(U

€A
Qo

0T



TaBLL 4

PTRCENTAGE OF HIGH SCHOOL GRAVUATYNS ENTVRIHNG VACH OF UISHISSIPRFIS
FAVE madun width Stavk sUrrolibey, LRSTLTUY LUK ObF
HIGHER LEARNING BY COURTY PER SEVi. YuAR PIRICD
YLARS 1958=-1965

School® County
Adems Alcorn Armite Attala Eenton Bollvar Calhoun
(%) () (%) (:2) () G (%)
) 2 1 1 5] 0 70 o
SO 40 25 22 25 52 7 1z
Y el oD &9 44 47 10 42
(5% 14 >6 10 20 21 11 o6
USH 23 5 39 10 0 1 2
Totall 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

&3, MSCW, oo, Uk, USH, cre the initiels fors Delte tate Collo e, Hlssissipidl
Stete College for .iomen, ilssissippl State Universlity, Unlversity of iilssisglppi, and
University of Southern Misslsslrp i,

DThe totals of the percentages have veen rounded off 1o the nearest whole number.

8CT



TaBLle 4~-Contlrued

school Sch County
Carroll Cnickasaw Choctaw Claiborne vlarke Clay Coahoma
(%) (:2) (%) (%) (%) (2) (%)
DS 23 0 11 4 1 1 28
MSCW 18 23 26 17 20 20 19
MU 32 50 49 38 36 66 22
UM 25 19 5 23 25 10 26
USH 5 2 9 17 18 2 6
iotal 100 100 100 100 100 10¢ 100
TABLE 4-~Continued
3chool vounty
Coplsh covington Dﬁ.Soto vorrest Iganklin Ueorge Greene
(%) () (%) (53) (%) (o) ()
o 1 1 1l 0 0 0 0
JRASTONN 21 11 18 3 18 9 10
MSU 32 16 26 9 30 27 18
UM 26 11 43 ) 32 9 15
USH 21 60 1 84 20 56 56
Total 100 100 100 100 100 1C0 100

60T



TARLE 4~«Continued

school
Grenada Hancock Harrison
(%) () #)
DS 11 0 1
HSCW 22 1 11
MSU 34 19 22
uM 29 19 19
USH 4 61 47
Total 100 109 100

TADLE 4--Continued

School
Jackson Jasper Jefferson
() (=) (<)
s 0 0 3
M3CW 12 i1 18
18U 26 35 28
UM 14 19 31
USYK 417 35 38
Totsl 100 100 100




[ R ]

County

Hinds Holmes JZumphreys  Itawamka
(i) (%) 2) (%)
1 18 20 4
22 25 24 i
29 48 27 50
29 18 24 e
20 3 6 4
120 120 RESES) 1CC
Gounty
derferson Jcnes Yeuper Ilefeyette
Levis . )
() () () (<)
1 0 G 1
14 14 35 3
25 52 48 1
12 18 11 94
A7 o8 7 0
100 100 100 100

OTT



TABLY 4-~Continued

School
Lemar Ileuderdals L@vrance
() (x) (%)
D3 0 0 0
SCW 7 18 15
¥MSU 18 38 21
UM 10 30 15
USHM 65 14 50
Totel 100 120 1C0

TAVLE 4==Continued

school
ngndes M%dison Marion
(%) (%) (%)
Us 0 11 0
NSCW 48 25 10
ESU 44 27 22
UM 6 19 23
UL 2 17 45

lotal 1CC 100 100




County

Leake Lee Leflore incoln
(::) (:5) (") (=)
3 2 19 e
20 31 20 18
35 36 32 33
22 25 27 25
20 6 e 24
100 100 100 160
Sounty
Farshall ionroe  lontjomery Neshoba
o (%) (5) (%)
4 2 18 -0
32 33 22 17
16 42 37 56
47 20 22 17
o] 3 1l 11
100 100 100 100

TIT



TABIE 4--Continued

3chool

County
Newton Noxukee Oktibvbeha renola iearl ierry Flke
v River ,
(#) () (%) () (.2) (.2) ()
DS C 1 0 5 1l o] 0
1B0W 29 30 12 22 14 15 16
18U 37 48 86 25 18 15 20
UM 18 17 1l 49 18 3 27
TSN 16 4 1 1 50 388 36
Total 100 100 109 100 100 100 100
TABLE 4--Continued
Jchool vounty
Pgntotoc rrentlss itmen slankin Scott sharkey Simpson
(%) i % (%) (%) () id
DS 1 5 29 2 0 43 1
MSCW 24 36 14 9 24 14 12
MU 51 38 20 40 +Q 29 31
UM 43 20 54 21 19 14 29
UShi 1 4 3 26 18 1 27
fotal 100 100 10G 100 160 100 100G

gttt



TARLE 4~~Continugg

Behool
S@ith Stone Sqnflower
(%) (») (%)
DS 0 0 33
KSCW 14 11 15
MSU 34 21 29
UM 19 34 20
ok 3L 34 3
Tnte ] 100 170 120
TADBLL 4--Continued
sechool
Tunica Unilon 48lthall
%) () (%)
a0 1C g 0
¥SG 33 20 18
MSU 25 24 28
Ul b 46 16
USK 7 1 38
Setad 100 1C0 100




County

Tallahatchie Tate Tirpah Tishomlingo
(/o (%) () (%)
25 0] 9 0

14 38 190 24
38 18 34 35
27 42 37 37

2 3 0 4
12C 130 100 1o0

Sounty
.arren -ashington Wayme
(=) (%) %

7 35 0
18 14 5
33 26 27
30 18 19

100 100 1CO

eIt



TABLE 4-~Continued

School
Webster Jilkih
(%) (%) 78Qn  yinston
~— (%)
s 13 1
.hu.'i ‘J’ A 18 19 g
18U 44 26 o5
LVie 24 1u 45
USkK 0 Ad 15
\ 6
Total 100 130




County
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(7) (o)
10 4
16 29
PAS) 35
50 22
1 11
100 100
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AFFERDIX B

Map 1l: Delta State College and Mileage Zones 115
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¥ap 1:

AFFENDIX B

Delta State College and Mileage Zones
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Map 2:

Mississippl State College for Women and Mileage Zones
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Map 3: Mississippl State Unlversity and Mlleage Zones
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Map 4:

University

of Mississipri and lileage Zones

-y
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Map 6: University of Southern Mississippl and Mileage Zones
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fetle 1

iillnage Zones Per County Fer Uchool

o TN N e e s
hO’b_ﬁu} '»‘c.-;.l':."'.}'l

s
]
£
-3

et €2 & o
s A O N O
‘..l
IS > B - SR & S |
m B o e B

E?f) 2. i Tar

salhoun

&
€
o

Garr-1ll

Ohic asew

[a B . S

O S+ I B - B S 4 R «
o
v
v
™ O

2 £

Choclaw 1 b3
Glaisorne B 7 8 o
Clarie T o & 7 3
Clay S 1 1 5 7
Copoma & & & o
sopieh G 7 i £ &
ovington 7 & & 8 s




121

TABILE l--Continued

!
Pl

|

County School

[ye) B0 LU Ui~ Uoid
De Soto 4 6 ) e 10
Yorrest 8 7 6 9 1
Yrenklin 7 8 8 9 4
George 10- & 7 10 5]
Green 9 7 7 9 2
Grensda 3 4 S 2 7
llancock 15 9 g il S
darrison 1u S 9 1l 5]
Hinds 5} 6 5 8 4
Holmes S 4 4 4 6
Humpnreys 2 5 5 4 6
Itawanke & ) 3 3 Q
Jackson 11 9 9 11 3
Jesyper 6 5 5 7 2
Jef'ferson 6 & 8 8 15
Jelfierson Devis 7 7 5 3 2




TABRIY l-~Continued

gounty Sernoonl

Lo v dind L.
Jones 7 5 6 S 2
KLemper 6 S 2 & 5
Lefastte 4 4 4 1 2
Lemar 8 7 7 9 1
Leudcrdale 7 4 3 6 4
Lewrcace 7 7 6 8 3
Legite 4 A & 5 13
Lee b S & 2 9
Leflore 2 5 4 3 7
Lincoln 7 3 7 8 3
Lowmn..es 5 1 i 4 7
¥adison 4 5 4 5 S
liarion 8 7 7 9 2
Marshall 5} 15 4 2 10
lionroe 6 < P o 8
iiont, jonery ) ) z o S




TABLY l-~Continued

125

e === — = = =

County wohool

Do o 33 Ul Lo
keshoba 5 5 3 5 5
Newton <] 4 3 6 4
Normliee 3 2 2 5 6
Oktirbeha 5 1 i 4 &
Fanola S 5 4 i g
Fearl River 9 8 8 10 2
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