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Foothill College Spring 2021 and Spring 2022 
Census Enrollment Comparisons Report 

 
From Spring 2021 and Spring 2022: 
• Enrollment 

o Resident student enrollment is down 17%, Non-Resident student enrollment is down 17%. 
o Resident FTES is down 18%, and Non-
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[(a)7 (s)-1.7 (e)-1 (d)3.4 ( o)5.3 (n po)-1.3-1.7 (e)-1 FTES is down 43% at 1,411. 
o Online learning headcount decreased from 11,273 to 7,869.  
o Online learning enrollment is down 40% from 23,367 to 13,978.  
o Online learning sections offered decreased from 897 to 539. 

 

Table 2. Online Learning Census Enrollment  

Spring 2021 and Spring  2022 

  2021 2022 Change % Change 

HC 

-43% 

Est FTES 2,470 1,411 -1,059 -43% 

Sections 897 539 -358 -40% 
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• Instructional Modality  

o Face-to-Face enrollment increased by >1000% from 212 to 4,204.  
o The majority of est FTES was generated in the online asynchronous modality in Spring  

2021 and Spring 2022. 
o In Spring 2022, the top three instructional modalities for est FTES are online  

asynchronous, face-to-face, and hybrid asynchronous online/in person. 
 

Table 3. Census Headcount and FTES by Instructional Modality  

Spring 2021 and Spring 2022  

  2021 2022 Change % Change 

Instructional Modality Enr Est FTES Enr Est FTES Enr Est FTES Enr Est FTES 

Face-to-Face 212 50 4,204 465 3,992 415 1883% 830% 

Hybrid: OL/On-Campus  50 3 1,520 212 1,470 209 2940% 6967% 

Hybrid: Combined Virtual 355 41 45 4 -310 -37 -87% -90% 

Hybrid: All Modalities    10 2 147 17 137 15 1370% 750% 

OL Asynchronous 15,020 1,577 11,745 1,238 -3,275 -339 -22% -21% 

OL Synchronous  4,791 473 1,588 110 -3,203 -363 -67% -77% 

Online (OL) Hybrid  3,556 419 645 62 -2,911 -357 -82% -85% 

Total 23,994 2,565 13,978 2,108 -10,016 -457 -42% -18% 
Notes:  Face-to-Face - class meets sychronously on-campus | Hybrid (Y) - 
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• Resident Students  

o Enrollment among Spring 2022 resident students is 18,066, a decline of 16% from Spring 
2021 (-3,391). 

o AB540 enrollment decreased by 38% from 808 in Spring 2021 to 499 in Spring 2022, 
reflecting in a 38
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• International F1 Visa Students  
o Headcount among Spring 2022 F1 visa students is 350, a decline of 19% from 4341 (S21). 
o Female students continue represent less than half of all F1 visa students, declining by 

4%-points from Spring 2021 to Spring 2022 (45% to 41%).  
 

Table 6. F1 Visa Students by Gender  

Spring 2021 and Spring 2022  

  2021 2022 Change 

Gender Headcount Percent Headcount Percent Headcount Percent 

Female 192 45% 143 41% -49 -26% 

Male 239 55% 207 59% -32 -13% 

Total 431 100% 350 100% -81 -19% 
Source: FHDA IRP 

       
• 
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• Student Ethnicity Headcount and Est FTES 
o Headcount among White (-627), Asian (-720), and Latinx (-426) students declined between 

Spring 2021 and Spring 2022. This decrease represents a loss between 15% to 22% of the 
students in each population group. 

o Total FTES est decreased by -18% between Spring 2021 and Spring 2022. 
 

Table 8. Student Ethnicity Headcount and FTES  

Spring 2021 and Spring 2022  

  2021 2022 Change % Change 

Ethnicity Headcount 
Est 

FTES Headcount 
Est 

FTES Headcount 
Est 

FTES Headcount 
Est 

FTES 

Asian 3,432 796 2,712 608 -720 -188 -21% -24% 
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• Student Ethnicity Headcount as Percent of Total Population 
o 
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• Zip Code Grouping 
o Headcount continued to decline from the Service Area (-458)
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• Zip Code Grouping as Percent of Total Headcount 
o As a percentage of total headcount, students from the service area remained stable at 29%. 

Students from the service area continue to represent slightly more than one-fourth of the 
headcount in Spring 2022. 

o As a percentage of total headcount, students enrolled from “South Peninsula: Atherton, Belmont, 
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• Zip Code Grouping within Santa Clara County among African Americans, Filipinx, Latinx Students 
o Black/African American, Filipinx, and Latinx headcount declined by 419 students. 
o African American and Latinx students experienced the greatest headcount decrease from “South 

Santa Clara County: San Jose west 880/101” (-157). 
o African American, Filipinx, and Latinx students residing in Santa Clara County represent a little 

over half of all African American, Filipinx, and Latinx students enrolled in Spring 2022 (53%). 
 

Table 12. Headcod 
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• Headcount by County  

o While Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties had the highest enrollment by headcount, these two 
counties also had the largest decrease in headcount (-1,240) from Spring 2021 to Spring 2022. 

o Together Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties represent close to three-fourths of total 
headcount in Spring 2021 (70%) and Spring 2022 (71 2022
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• African American Headcount by County 
o Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties represent over half of African American headcount (S21: 

56%; S22: 59%). 
o Among the top 10 counties of origin among 
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• Latinx Headcount by County 
o Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties represent over three-fourths of Latinx headcount (S21: 

84%; S22: 84%). 
o Among the top 10 counties of origin among Latinx students, Santa Clara and San Mateo 

Counties experienced the largest headcount decrease (-316).  
o The largest percentage rate of decline in Latinx students came from Santa Cruz (-47%), 

Sacramento (-35%), and San Joaquin (-24%) Counties. Together these three counties 
represent a decline of 34 students (97 to 63). 

o Contra Costa and San Francisco Counties increased headcount by 10 students (44 to 54). 
 

Table 15. Top 10 Latinx Enrollmen t by County  

 
Spring 2021 and Spring 2022  

    2021 2022 Change % Change 

Rank Zip Code Grouping HC HC HC HC 

1 Santa Clara 1,554 1,279 -275 -18% 

2 San Mateo 587 546 -41 -7% 

3 Alameda 153 126 -27 -18% 

4 Los Angeles 63 51 -12 -19% 

5 San Joaquin  38 29 -9 -24% 

6 Santa Cruz 36 19 -17 -47% 

7 San Benito County 25 22 -3 -12% 

8 San Diego 25 24 -1 -4% 

9 Sacramento 23 15 
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• First Generation Status 
o First generation students decreased from 2,656 to 2,163 between Spring 2021 and Spring 

2022 (-493). This decrease represents a -19% in headcount. 
 

Table 16. First Generation Status  

Spring 2021 and Spring 2022  
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• Low Income by Ethnicity 
o Low income Latinx continue to represent the largest student group among low income 

students, making up over one-third of these students (S21: 33%; S22: 37%). 
o Asian and White students represent almost half of low income students (S21: 48%; S22: 

48%), but 343 fewer students from these two population groups enrolled from Spring 2021 
to Spring 2022. 
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• Pell Grant by Ethnicity 
o Latinx student represent the largest percentage of Pell grant recipients (46%), which 

demonstrates an increase from Spring 2021 (40%). 
o White students represent the second largest group of students receiving the Pell grant 

(19%); however, this percentage rate has declined by 2-percentage points since last spring.  
 

Table 23. Pell Grant Recipients by Ethnicity  

Spring 2021 and Spring 2022  

  2021 2022     

Ethnicity HC Percent HC Percent Change % Change 

Asian 164 21% 112 16% -52 -32% 

Black 77 10% 68 10% -9 -12% 

Filipinx 35 4% 22 3% -13 


