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| nt roducti on

In 1999, the Ofice of Institutional
Research produced a report that
responds to the US News and Wrld
Report coll ege rankings, sunmarized
in Anerica’ s Best Colleges.

The Ofice of Institutiona
Research’s initial response, SHSU and
Anerica’ s Best College, dealt with an
i ssue that has perplexed rmany
uni versities: the problemof a report
that has many flaws but that is the
#1 best selling college qguide.
However, since the guide is so
popul ar, how a school is listed in
this report is a viable component of
a school ' s i mage.

This report summarizes Sam Houston
State Uni versity’s position in
relation to the other 127 West
Regi onal School s. A specific
enphasis will be placed on how SHSU
conpares to Texas school s.

Met hodol ogy

The data for this report were
conpiled from U S News and Wrld
Reports’ 2002 i ssue of Anerica’s Best
Col | eges. Since the enphasis has
been on how Sam Houston can nove up
in the rankings, only west regional
school s are included.

The first type of analysis is a
conparative analysis based on two
measures of central tendency and one
nmeasure of score variation. These
statistics are displayed for each
tier, with Sam Houston being |isted
separate.

The second type of analysis is also a
conparative analysis based on two
nmeasures of central tendency and one
nmeasure of score variation. However,
this analysis is based on the ranks
of each school. The schools are
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ranked fromthe highest score to the
lowest score for the follow ng
cat egori es: reputation score,
freshman retention rate, average
graduation rate, % of classes under
20, % of full-time faculty, SAT 25th
& 75" percentile, Freshnen in top
25% of HS class and alumi giving
rate. The followi ng categories were
ranked from |owest scores to the
hi ghest scores: % of classes with 50
or nore students and acceptance rate.
Schools that are tied receive the
same rank, with that rank being the
lowest (e.g., if 4 schools are tied
for 1st each school receives a 1).

The third analysis uses categorized
data. Each response category is
categorized based on percentile
groups, wth each group containing
approximtely the sanme nunber of
cases. This analysis is wused to
represent U.S. News's tier system

How t he rankings are
deri ved

Each year, US News and Wrld
Reports begins the process by
surveying presidents, provosts, and
deans of adm ssions concerning the
academ c prograns of their peer
institutions. The survey's scale is
from1l to 5 with 1 denoting margi na
and 5 denoting distinguished. A
respondent could al so answer “don’t
know’, which does not help or hurt a
school s academc reputation score.
Fifteen ot her i ndi cators are
coll ected for regional schools (U.S.
News, 2001).

The indicators are grouped into six
categories, with each category given
a weight based on the US News’
j udgenent concerning its contribution
to academ c quality.

Each school is assigned a rank based
on the US NEWS formula. Schools are
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br oken down

into four

tiers,

wth

tied ranks going to the higher tier.

Sept enber 18, 2001

Tabl e 1. Undergraduate Ranking Criteria and Wi ghts (Regi onal)
Ranki ng Cat egory Subf act or % Subf act or Total Contribution to
Cat egory Vi ght conposi te wei ght ed
score
Academ ¢ 25% Academ c 100% 25%
Reput ati on Reput ati on
Sur vey
St udenfc _ 15% Acceptance rate 15% 2.25%
Selectivity Yield 10% 1. 5%
H gh school 35% 5.25%
cl ass st andi ng-
top 25%
SAT/ ACT scores 40% 6%
Facul ty 20% Facul ty 35% 7%
Resour ces Conpensat i on
Faculty with 15% 3%
Ph. D.
Full -time 5% 1%
Facul ty
Student/ Facul ty 5% 1%
ratio
d ass size, 1- 30% 6%
19 Students
d ass size, 50+ 10% 2%
St udent s
Ret enti on 25% Graduation rate 80% 20%
Rat e Fr eshman 20% 5%
retention rate
Fi nanci al 10% Educat i onal 100% 10%
Resour ces Expendi t ures
per student
Alumi G ving 5% Al umi gi ving 100% 5%
Rat e rate
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Hi ghl i ghts

Academ ¢ Reputation

Freshnmen Retention Rate

Average G aduation Rate

% of Cl asses under 20

Sept enber 18, 2001

Sam  Houston recei ved an acadenic
reputation score of 2.90, which conpares
favorably to the nmean of the Tier 2
schools. In fact, Sam Houston, for this
category, ranks 46'" out of the 127 West
Regi onal Respondents and 7" out the Texas
Regi onal Respondents. If the tier system
was based solely on academ c reputation,
Sam Houston would be a Tier 2 West
Regi onal School and a Tier 1 Texas
Regi onal school .

Sam Houston’s freshnen retention rate is
61% whi ch conpares favorably to the nean
of the Tier 4 schools. Sam Houston, for
this category, ranks 97'" out of the 121
West Regi onal Respondents and 18!" out the
Texas Regional Respondents. If the tier
systemwas based solely on this indicator,
Sam Houston would be a Tier 4 West
Regional School and a Tier 3 Texas
Regi onal school .

Sam Houston’s average graduation rate is
35% which conpares favorably to the nean
of the Tier 3 schools. Sam Houston, for
this category, ranks 67" out of the 116
West Regi onal Respondents and 11'" out the
Texas Regional Respondents. If the tier
systemwas based solely on this indicator,
Sam Houston would be a Tier 3 West
Regi onal School and a Tier 2 Texas
Regi onal school .

22 % of Sam Houston’s undergraduate
cl asses have wunder 20 students, which
conpares favorably to the nean of the Tier
4 school s. Sam Houston, for this category,
ranks 111'" out of the 112 West Regional
Respondents and 27t" out the Texas Regi onal
Respondents. If the tier systemwas based
solely on this indicator, Sam Houston
woul d be a Tier 4 Wst Regi onal School and
a Tier 4 Texas Regi onal school.
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% of classes with 50 or nore

Student to Faculty Ratio

% of full-time faculty

SAT (25'" percentile)

SAT (75'" percentile)
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16 % of Sam Houston’s undergraduate
cl asses have 50 or nore students, which
conpares favorably to the nmean of the Tier
4 school s. SamHouston, for this category,
ranks 108!" out of the 112 West Regional
Respondent s and 25'" out the Texas Regi onal
Respondents. If the tier systemwas based
solely on this indicator, Sam Houston
woul d be a Tier 4 Wst Regi onal School and
a Tier 4 Texas Regi onal school

Sam Houston’s student to faculty ratio is
20/ 1, which conpares favorably to the nean
of the Tier 4 schools. Sam Houston, for
this category, ranks 101%t out of the 126
West Regi onal Respondents and 24" out the
Texas Regional Respondents. If the tier
systemwas based sol ely on this indicator
Sam Houston would be a Tier 4 West
Regi onal School and a Tier 4 Texas
Regi onal school

89 % of Sam Houston’s faculty are full-
time, which conpares favorably to the nmean
of the Tier 1 schools. Sam Houston, for
this category, ranks 14'" out of the 112
West Regi onal Respondents and 5t" out the
Texas Regional Respondents. If the tier
systemwas based solely on this indicator
Sam Houston would be a Tier 1 West
Regi onal School and a Tier 1 Texas
Regi onal school

Sam Houston’s 25'" percentile SAT score is
850, which conpares favorably to the nean
of the Tier 3 schools. Sam Houston, for
this category, ranks 78!" out of the 108
West Regi onal Respondents and 17" out the
Texas Regi onal Respondents. If the tier
systemwas based solely on this indicator
Sam Houston would be a Tier 3 West
Regi onal School and a Tier 3 Texas
Regi onal school

Sam Houston's 75'" percentile SAT score is
1080, which conpares favorably to the nean
of the Tier 3 schools. Sam Houston, for
this category, ranks 77" out of the 112
West Regi onal Respondents and 15'" out the
Texas Regional Respondents. If the tier
systemwas based solely on this indicator
Sam Houston would be a Tier 3 West
Regi onal School and a Tier 3 Texas
Regi onal school
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Freshnen in the Top 25% of HS 37 %of SamHouston's freshnmen were ranked
cl ass inthe top 25%of their high school class,
whi ch conpares favorably to the mean of
the Tier 3 schools. Sam Houston, for this
category, ranks 72" out of the 96 West
Regi onal Respondents and 20'" out the Texas
Regi onal Respondents. If the tier system
was based solely on this indicator, Sam
Houston would be a Tier 3 West Regional
School and a Tier 3 Texas Regi onal school.

Accept ance rate Sam Houst on accepts approximately 81% of
applicants, which conpares favorably to
the nmean of the Tier 4 schools. Sam
Houston, for this category, ranks 69!" out
of the 121 West Regi onal Respondents and
20'" out the Texas Regi onal Respondents. |f
the tier system was based solely on this
i ndi cator, Sam Houston would be a Tier 3
West Regional School and a Tier 3 Texas
Regi onal school .

Alumi giving rate Sam Houston’s alumi giving rate is 1%
whi ch conpares favorably to the nean of
the Tier 4 schools. Sam Houston, for this
category, ranks 105'" out of the 110 West
Regi onal Respondents (tied for last) and
25" out the Texas Regional Respondents
(tied for last). If the tier system was
based solely on this indicator, Sam
Houston would be a Tier 4 Wst Regional
School and a Tier 4 Texas Regi onal school.
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West Regi onal School Data

Table 1. Sanple Sizes for Each Indicator, Wst Regional

N
Reput ati on Score (5.0 highest) 127
Freshman retention rate 121
Aver age graduation rate 116
% of cl asses under 20 112
% of classes with 50 or nore 112
Student/faculty ratio 126
% of full-time faculty 112
Sat 25th percentile 108
Sat 75th percentile 112
Freshnen in top 25% of HS cl ass 96
Acceptance rate 121
Alumi giving rate 110

Tabl e 2. Conparative Raw Data for Each Tier, Wst Regional

Reputation Freshman Average % of % of St udent /
Scor e retention graduation classes cl asses faculty
rate rate under 20 with 50 or ratio
mor e

Tier 1 Mean 3. 26 79. 82 55. 06 55. 33 2.59 14. 21

Median 3.2 80 54 53 2 14

Maxi mum 4.3 92 81 98 11 21

M ni mum 2.5 66 28 29 0 7
Tier 2 Mean 2.79 73. 24 43. 13 50. 84 5.53 17. 24

Median 2.8 74 43 49.5 4.5 17.5

Maxi mum 3. 4 84 61 100 18 25

M ni mum 2.3 60 32 19 0 12
Tier 3 Mean 2.65 65. 59 32.08 53. 29 4.82 16. 93

Median 2.6 65 30 54 4.5 18

Maxi mum 3. 2 78 49 99 19 24

M nimum 2.1 56 18 23 0 10
Tier 4 Mean 2.31 60. 12 25. 68 48. 82 6. 38 16. 97

Median 2.4 61 27 40.5 6.5 18

Maxi mum 2.7 74 35 98 17 27

M ni mum 1.6 46 7 23 0 10
Sam 2.9 61 35 22 16 20
Houst on
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Tabl e 3. Conparative Raw Data for Each Tier, Wst Regi onal Cont
% of Sat 25th  Sat 75th Freshnmen in Acceptance Alumi gi ving
full-time percentile percentile top 25% of rate rate
facul ty HS cl ass
Tier 1 Mean 74.94 991. 97 1205. 56 62. 17 76. 97 19. 09
Medi an 79 995 1213 61 80 19
Maxi mum 96 1190 1370 86 91 42
M ni mum 36 850 1080 30 45 3
Tier 2 Mean 75.94 893.9 1126. 16 48. 88 73.03 10. 74
Medi an 79 900 1120 47.5 73 10
Maxi mum 100 1030 1320 82 100 35
M ni mum 47 780 990 34 32 2
Tier 3 Mean 73. 44 851 1102. 96 38.9 76.19 9.09
Medi an 77 870 1100 40 77 9
Maxi mum 96 990 1260 54 100 24
M ni mum 42 651 950 16 42 1
Tier 4 Mean 70. 67 824. 65 1043. 71 34.74 84.93 5.95
Medi an 80 855 1070 35 91 5
Maxi mum 95 910 1110 52 100 16
M ni_mum 14 620 930 21 45 1
Sam 89 850 1080 37 81 1
Houst on
Tabl e 4. Conparative Ranking Data for Each Tier, Wst Regional

The ranks range from 1l to N, with N representing the different
category. Therefore please refer tothe sanple size when judgi ng these ranks.
the | ow rank. Consequently,

like a typical sports poll,

nunber of

respondents in each
Al so,
if 4 schools tie for 1%t

ties are given
they each receive

a 1.
Rank of Rank of Rank of the Rank of Rank of Rank of the
Reput ation t he Aver age t he % of the % of Student/Faculty
Scor e Freshnen Graduation classes classes Ratio
Retention Rate under 20 with 50
Rat e or nore
Tier 1 Mean 21.545 24. 485 22.758 49. 121 38. 091 36. 182
Medi an 19 22 18 49 41 28
Maxi mum 79 74 92 103 98 114
M ni mum 1 1 1 3 1 1
Tier 2 Mean 54. 559 48. 706 46. 774 57.125 57. 469 67.824
Medi an 52 49 46 57.5 60.5 69.5
Maxi mum 109 101 76 112 111 125
M ni mum 10 7 9 1 1 10
Tier 3 Mean 67. 786 78. 333 77.654 52. 083 53. 625 64. 37
Medi an 70 77 81 46 60.5 74
Maxi mum 122 114 113 109 112 124
M ni mum 19 32 29 2 1 2
Tier 4 Mean 99. 258 95. 385 94. 68 63. 773 63. 091 64. 581
Medi an 97 97 98 81.5 73.5 74
Maxi mum 127 121 116 109 109 126
Mninoum 62 49 67 3 1 2
Sam 46 97 67 111 108 101
Houst on



| RD 01_059 Sept enber 18, 2001
Tabl e 5. Conparative Ranking Data for Each Tier, Wst Regional Cont

The ranks range from1l to N, with N representing the different number of respondents in each
category. Therefore please refer to the sanple size when judging these ranks. Also, ties are
given the low rank. Consequently, like a typical sports poll, if 4 schools tie for 1, they each
receive a 1.

Rank of Rank of the Rank of the Rank of the Rank of the Rank of
the % of SAT scores SAT scores Freshnmen in acceptance the al umi

full-time (25th (75th the Top 25% rate gi ving
faculty percentile) percentile) of HS class rate
Tier 1 Mean 54. 788 22.969 24, 281 22.31 58. 212 27.182
Medi an 53 18 23.5 16 65 21
Maxi mum 109 78 77 85 98 89
M ni mum 2 1 1 1 4 1
Tier 2 Mean 54. 25 53. 897 53. 903 44. 462 49. 818 57. 097
Medi an 53 48 52 46.5 42 59
Maxi mum 106 99 105 80 115 99
M ni mum 1 9 2 2 1 2
Tier 3 Mean 59. 36 66. 731 63. 815 62. 333 55. 111 62. 783
Medi an 62 55 68 62 57 63
Maxi mum 108 107 107 96 115 105
M ni mum 2 19 7 31 2 10
Tier 4 Mean 54. 905 74.5 86. 81 73. 158 78. 111 75.5
Medi an 47 68.5 82 77 98 76
Maxi mum 111 108 112 94 115 105
Monimum 4 44 59 34 4 32
Sam 14 78 77 72 69 105

Houst on

Tabl e 6. Sam Houston Tier Estinmates, Wst Regional

Ti er approxi mations are bases on percentile cutoffs. Ties go into the highest tier. Estimates
are designed to answer the question: “If tier ratings were based on a single indicator, where
woul d Sam Houst on rank?”

I'ndi cat or Tier
Reput ation Score Tier 2
Freshnen Retention Rate Tier 4
Average Graduation Rate Tier 3
% of C asses under 20 Tier 4
% of C asses over 50 Tier 4
Student / Faculty Ratio Tier 4
% of full-time Faculty Tier 1
SAT score (25th percentile) Tier 3
SAT score (75th percentile) Tier 3
Freshnen in top 25% of HS cl ass 3
Ti er

Acceptance Rate Tier 3
Alumi Gving Tier 4

10
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Texas West Regi onal School Data

This data concerns just schools that are listed by US NEWs as West Regional Schools and in the
state of Texas.

Table 7. Sanple Sizes for Each Indicator, Texas Wst Regi onal

N
Academ ¢ Reputation 30
Freshman retention rate 28
Aver age graduation rate 25
% of cl asses under 20 29
% of classes with 50 or nore 29
Student/faculty ratio 30
% of full-time faculty 26
Sat 25th percentile 27
Sat 75th percentile 26
Freshnen in top 25% of HS cl ass 28
Acceptance rate 29
Alumi giving rate 28

Tabl e 8. Conparative Raw Data for Each Tier, Texas West Regi onal

Reput ati on Freshman Average % of % of classes Student/
Score (5.0 retention graduation classes wth 50 or faculty ratio
hi ghest) rate rate under 20 nore
Tier 1 Mean 3.6 80. 67 61. 67 51. 67 4 14
Median 3.3 81 59 52 2 14
Maxi mum 4. 3 86 75 53 9 17
M ni mum 3. 2 75 51 50 1 11
Tier 2 Mean 2.75 67.1 40. 71 51 4.5 16.5
Median 2.8 68 39 55.5 2.5 15.5
Maxi mum 3.1 73 48 75 18 25
M ni mum 2. 4 60 37 19 0 12
Tier 3 Mean 2.77 64. 17 30. 67 44.83 7.08 18. 33
Median 2.7 64.5 29.5 39.5 6 18.5
Maxi mum 3. 2 71 37 69 19 24
M ni mum 2.5 60 25 26 0.2 14
Tier 4 Mean 2.35 60 26.5 33.33 10. 67 18.4
Median 2.4 60. 5 26 32 10 18
Maxi mum 2. 6 67 35 51 17 27
— 1 T T — |- R} Sy | S - L - M—
sam 2.9 6 3% 22 1. 20

Houst on

11



| RD 01_059 Sept enber 18, 2001

Tabl e 9. Conparative Raw Data for Each Tier, Texas West Regi onal Cont

% of Sat 25th  Sat 75th Freshnen in Acceptance Al umi
full-time percentile percentile top 25%of rate giving rate
faculty HS cl ass
Tier 1 Mean 88 1043. 33 1256. 67 65. 67 74.67 22. 67
Medi an 89 980 1240 64 72 22
Maxi mum 92 1190 1370 82 87 24
M ni mum 83 960 1160 51 65 22
Tier 2 Mean 73.4 912. 8 1138. 33 47.7 64.5 15
Medi an 75.5 919 1120 49.5 67.5 14
Maxi mum 94 1030 1320 59 87 35
M ni mum 51 780 1030 35 32 2
Tier 3 Mean 75.5 870 1096. 67 45.5 77.5 9.33
Medi an 76.5 860 1085 49 71.5 11
Maxi mum 87 940 1170 52 99 15
M ni mum 61 830 1060 29 64 3
Tier 4 Mean 85. 33 805. 71 1020 35.13 76. 67 3. 67
Medi an 84.5 830 1060 36 76 3
Maxi mum 93 910 1110 49 99 7
—Moinum 77 710 930 2l 4o
sam 89 8o 1080 & 8 1

Houst on

Tabl e 10. Conparative Ranking Data for Each Tier, Wst Regional
The ranks range from 1 to N, with N representing the different number of respondents in each
category. Therefore please refer to the sanpl e size when judgi ng these ranks. Al so, ties are given

the I ow rank. Consequently, like a typical sports poll, if 4 schools tie for 1%, they each receive
a 1.
Rank of Rank of the Rank of the Rank of Rank of Rank of the
Reput ati on Freshmen Aver age t he % of t he % of St udent /
Scor e Retention Graduation classes cl asses Facul ty
Rat e Rat e under 20 with 50 or Ratio
nor e
Tier 1 Mean 2 2 2 9. 333 9 5. 333
Medi an 2 2 2 9 8 2
Maxi mum 3 3 3 11 15 13
M ni mum 1 1 1 8 4 1
Tier 2 Mean 10. 889 11 6. 333 10. 667 10. 889 11. 889
Medi an 11 9 6.5 7 10 11
Maxi mum 18 20 8 28 27 28
M ni mum 5 4 4 3 1 2
Tier 3 Mean 11.5 14. 167 14. 5 13. 667 12.5 15.5
Medi an 13 13.5 15 17 11.5 18.5
Maxi mum 18 20 20 24 28 27
M ni mum 3 6 8 1 2 2
Tier 4 Mean 22.6 18.5 18. 75 18. 889 18. 667 16.1
Medi an 22 19 20 18 18 16
Maxi mum 29 27 24 26 26 29

— 1/ T 1 - W - N ¥ (| ) R . R A—

12
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Sam 7 18 11 27 25 24

Houst on

Tabl e 11. Conparative Ranking Data for Each Tier, Texas West Regi onal Cont

The ranks range from1l to N, with N representing the different number of respondents in each
category. Therefore please refer to the sanple size when judging these ranks. Also, ties are

given the low rank. Consequently, like a typical sports poll, if 4 schools tie for 1, they each
receive a 1.
Rank of Rank of the Rank of the Rank of the Rank of the Rank of
t he % of SAT scores SAT scores Freshmen in acceptance the
full-tinme (25th (75th the Top 25% rate al umi
faculty percentile) percentile) of HS cl ass gi ving
rate
Tier 1 Mean 6. 667 2. 667 3. 333 4 14. 333 1. 667
Medi an 5 3 3 2 12 2
Maxi mum 11 4 6 9 22 2
M ni num 4 1 1 1 9 1
Tier 2 Mean 15. 444 9. 889 9.5 10. 889 10. 889 9. 875
Medi an 17 8 8.5 9 7 8
Maxi mum 25 23 22 22 22 23
M ni mum 1 2 2 3 1 4
Tier 3 Mean 15. 833 14. 667 13. 333 12. 833 15. 167 12. 667
Medi an 15.5 15.5 14.5 12 11.5 11
Maxi mum 24 21 20 25 27 19
M ni rum 8 6 4 6 7 6
Tier 4 Mean 9.5 19. 857 19. 286 20. 25 16. 111 19. 556
Medi an 10 21 20 21 16 19
Maxi mum 18 26 25 27 27 25
— Y/ 1T V11 N | | R | B v A R | M—
Sam 5 17 15 20 20 25
Houst on
Tabl e 12. Sam Houston Tier Estimates, Texas West Regi onal

Ti er approxi mations are bases on percentile cutoffs. Ties go into the highest tier. Estimates
are designed to answer the question: “If tier ratings were based on a single indicator, where
woul d Sam Houst on rank?”

I'ndi cat or Trer
Reput ation Score Tier 1
Freshnen Retention Rate Tier 3
Average Graduation Rate Tier 2
% of C asses under 20 Tier 4
% of C asses over 50 Tier 4
Student / Faculty Ratio Tier 4
% of full-time Faculty Tier 1
SAT score (25th percentile) Tier 3
SAT score (75th percentile) Tier 3
Freshnen in top 25% of HS cl ass 3
Ti er

Accept ance Rate Tier 3
Alumi Gving Tier 4

13
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Appendi x 1.

Li sting of Texas West

Sept enber

Regi onal

School s by Category Ranki ng

Ti er Conpari sons

Academ ¢ Reputation

18, 2001

St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio
Trinity

Abi | ene Christian

Dal | as Bapti st

Le Tour neau

Sout hwest Texas State

St. Edwards

Har di n- Si nmons

Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or
Texas Wesl eyan

Texas A&M Cor pus Chri sti

Texas A&M I nt er nati onal

Qur Lady of the Lake

Stephen F. Austin State

West Texas A&M

Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd
Houst on Bapti st

Sam Houston State

Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio
Uni versity of Texas-Tyler

M dwest ern

Tarl eton State

Angel o State

Uni versity of Texas-Pan American
Sul Ross State

U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin
Prairie View A&M

Uni versity of Texas -Brownsville
Lamar

Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti
Ti

er
er
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er
er
er
er
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er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
er
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Trinity

St. Mary's Univ.
Abi | ene Christian
Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio
St. Edwards

Sout hwest Texas State

Texas A&M Cor pus Chri sti

Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or

Sam Houston State

Stephen F. Austin State

Har di n- Si nmons

Texas Wesl eyan

Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd

West Texas A&M

Texas A&M I nt er nati onal

Houst on Bapti st

Uni versity of Texas-Tyler

Dal | as Bapti st

Le Tour neau

Qur Lady of the Lake

M dwest ern

Angel o State

Lamar

Tarl eton State

U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin
Uni versity of Texas-Pan American
Sul Ross State

Uni versity of Texas -Brownsville
Prairie View A&M

of San Antonio
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Freshmen Retention Rate Aver age Graduation Rate

Trinity 86 Trinity 75
St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 81 St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 59
Abi I ene Christian 75 Abilene Christian 51
St. Edwards 73 Le Tourneau 48
Le Tourneau 73 Hardi n- Si mons 43
Houst on Bapti st 71 St. Edwards 42
Sout hwest Texas State 70 Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 39
Har di n- Si mmons 69 Southwest Texas State 37
Dal | as Bapti st 67 Texas A&M Corpus Chri sti 37
Prairie View A&M 67 Stephen F. Austin State 37
Texas A&M Corpus Chri sti 66 Sam Houston State 35
Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 65 Angelo State 35
West Texas A&M 65 Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 34
Lanmar 65 Prairie View A&M 30
Qur Lady of the Lake 64 West Texas A&M 30
Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 62 Houston Bapti st 29
M dwest ern 62 CQur Lady of the Lake 29
Sam Houston State 61 Tarleton State 29
Angel o State 61 M dwestern 28
Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio 60 University of Texas-San Antonio 25
Stephen F. Austin State 60 U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin 24
Texas Wesl eyan 60 University of Texas-Pan Anmerican 23
Texas A&M I nternational 60 Lamar 22
Tarl eton State 60 Sul Ross State 21
U of Texas of the Pernian Basin 60

Uni versity of Texas-Pan American 56

Sul Ross State 49

15
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% of cl asses under 20 % of classes with 50 or nore

Qur Lady of the Lake 69 St. Edwards 0
Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 65 Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 0.2
Texas Wesl eyan 62 Qur Lady of the Lake 0.3
Har di n- Si nmons 59 Texas Wesl eyan 1
Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 57 Hardi n- Si nmons 1
Le Tourneau 56 St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 1
Dal | as Bapti st 55 Houston Bapti st 1
Abi | ene Christian 53 Le Tourneau 2
Trinity 52 Trinity 2
Sul Ross State 51 Univ. of Mary Hardi n-Bayl or 3
St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 50 Dallas Bapti st 3
St. Edwards 50 Texas A&M I nternati onal 4
Houst on Bapti st 49 Sul Ross State 5
Texas A&M I nt er nati onal 45 U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin 6
U of Texas of the Permian Basin 40 Abilene Christian 9
M dwest ern 36 Tarleton State 9
Tarl eton State 34 Lamar 9
Texas A&M Cor pus Chri sti 32 Mdwestern 10
Uni versity of Texas-Pan Anerican 32 Wst Texas A&M 11
Lamar 31 Stephen F. Austin State 11
West Texas A&M 30 University of Texas-Pan Anerican 12
Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio 30 Texas A&M Corpus Chri sti 13
Prairie View A&M 28 Prairie View A&M 13
Stephen F. Austin State 26 University of Texas -Brownsville 15
Uni versity of Texas -Brownsville 25 Sam Houston State 16
Angel o State 23 Angelo State 17
Sam Houston State 22 Sout hwest Texas State 18
Sout hwest Texas State 19 University of Texas-San Antonio 19

16



| RD 01_059 Sept enber 18, 2001

Student/Faculty Ratio % Ful | -time Faculty

Trinity 11 Texas A&M I nternati onal 94
Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 14 Prairie View A&M 93
Qur Lady of the Lake 14 Angelo State 93
Har di n- Si nmons 14 Trinity 92
St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 14 Abilene Christian 89
Texas A&M I nternational 14 Sam Houston State 89
Texas Wesl eyan 15 Sout hwest Texas State 88
Le Tour neau 15 West Texas A&M 87
Sul Ross State 15 Lamar 86
Lamar 15 Hardi n- Si nmons 84
St. Edwards 16 St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 83
Uni versity of Texas -Brownsville 16 U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin 83
Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 17 Houston Bapti st 83
U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin 17 Stephen F. Austin State 83
Abi | ene Christian 17 Texas A&M Corpus Chri sti 80
Uni versity of Texas- Tyl er 18 University of Texas-Pan Anerican 80
Houst on Bapti st 18 Univ. of Mary Hardi n-Bayl or 79
Tarl eton State 18 University of Texas -Brownsville 77
M dwest ern 18 Texas Wesl eyan 72
Texas A&M Cor pus Chri sti 18 Qur Lady of the Lake 70
Dal | as Bapti st 19 University of Texas-San Antonio 69
Stephen F. Austin State 19 St. Edwards 67
Prairie View A&M 19 Le Tourneau 65
Sam Houston State 20 Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 61
West Texas A&M 21 Dallas Bapti st 54
Angel o State 21

Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio 24

Sout hwest Texas State 25

Uni versity of Texas-Pan Anmerican 27
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SAT 25th Percentile SAT 75th Percentile

Trinity 1190 Trinity 1370
Le Tourneau 1030 Le Tourneau 1320
Abi | ene Christian 980 Abilene Christian 1240
St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 960 St. Edwards 1170
St. Edwards 950 Houston Bapti st 1170
Sout hwest Texas State 940 St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 1160
Houst on Bapti st 940 Dall as Bapti st 1160
Har di n- Si nmons 930 Hardi n- Si nmons 1150
Dal | as Bapti st 930 Sout hwest Texas State 1120
Angel o State 910 Angelo State 1110
Texas A&M I nt er nati onal 908 West Texas A&M 1110
University of Texas-San Antonio 890 Texas Wesl eyan 1100
St ephen F. Austin State 880 Texas A&M Corpus Christi 1095
Texas A&M Cor pus Chri sti 880 Stephen F. Austin State 1090
Texas Wesl eyan 880 University of Texas-San Antonio 1080
Tarl eton State 870 Sam Houston State 1080
Sam Houston State 850 Tarleton State 1070
U. of Texas of the Permian Basin 840 Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 1070
Qur Lady of the Lake 840 Lamar 1070
Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 840 U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin 1060
West Texas A&M 830 Qur Lady of the Lake 1060
Lamar 830 Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 1030
Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 780 Sul Ross State 950
Sul Ross State 740 University of Texas-Pan Anerican 950
Uni versity of Texas-Pan American 740 Prairie View A&M 930
Prairie View A&M 710
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Top 25% of high school class Accept ance Rate
Trinity 82 Texas A&M I nternati onal 32
St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 64 Dallas Bapti st 43
Le Tourneau 59 University of Texas-Tyler 45
Dal | as Bapti st 55 Hardi n- Si nmons 45
Texas A&M I nt er nati onal 53 University of Texas -Brownsville 60
West Texas A&M 52 Univ. of Mary Hardi n-Bayl or 60
Texas A&M Cor pus Chri sti 52 Houston Bapti st 64
Qur Lady of the Lake 52 Sout hwest Texas State 64
Abi | ene Christian 51 Trinity 65
Har di n- Si nmons 51 Qur Lady of the Lake 65
Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 50 Stephen F. Austin State 71
U of Texas of the Permian Basin 49 West Texas A&M 72
Houst on Bapti st 48 Abilene Christian 72
Sout hwest Texas State 46 Lamar 74
Angel o State 44 Tarleton State 74
Stephen F. Austin State 42 Angelo State 76
St. Edwards 40 University of Texas-Pan Anerican 76
Texas Wesl eyan 38 St. Edwards 78
Lanmar 38 Texas Wésl eyan 79
Sam Houston State 37 Sam Houston State 81
Tarl eton State 37 Le Tourneau 86
M dwest ern 35 St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 87
Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 35 Texas A&M Corpus Christi 87
Uni versity of Texas-Pan American 35 U. of Texas of the Permi an Basin 89
Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio 29 Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 94
Sul Ross State 22 Prairie View A&M 97
Prairie View A&M 21 Mdwestern 99
Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio 99
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Alumi G ving Rate

St. Mary's Univ. of San Antonio 24
Trinity 22
Abi | ene Christian 22
Le Tourneau 18
Sout hwest Texas State 17
Qur Lady of the Lake 15
St. Edwards 15
Har di n- Si nmons 14
Univ. of Mary Hardin-Bayl or 14
Stephen F. Austin State 13
West Texas A&M 11
Texas Wesl eyan 11
Univ. of the Incarnate Wrd 11
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Texas A&M Cor pus Chri sti
M dwest ern

Tarl eton State

Angel o State

Uni versity of Texas-Pan American
Sul Ross State

Houst on Bapti st

U. of Texas of the Perm an Basin
Uni versity of Texas-San Antonio

Texas A&M I nt er nati onal
Prairie View A&M

Uni versity of Texas -Brownsville
Lamar
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