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� The transfer rate to the UC system increased between 2011-12 and 2012-13 by 5%. 
�x The largest number of CSU transfers enrolled at San Jose State University (170), San 

Francisco State University (66) and Cal State East Bay (37). Out of these three 
institutions, only San Francisco State University experienced a decline in the number of 
Foothill transfer students from 2011-12 to 2012-13. 

�x White students represent over one-third of those 
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In the past academic year, 349 Foothill students transferred to a CSU while 414 transferred to 
an UC institution. While the UC transfer numbers continue to be on an increasing trend since 
2009-10, the CSU transfer numbers have fluctuated over the past four years (Table 1). 
However, the 2012-13 CSU transfers closely mirrors the 2010-11 number (349 vs. 346). As 
noted earlier, the changes in the annual CSU transfer rate may be partially explained by the 
revisions to San Jose State University’s local area guarantee and the CSU system not accepting 
any mid-year transfers. 
 
Table 1. Foothill College California State University and University of California Transfers, 2009-10 to 2012-13. 
 
System 

 
2009-10 

 
2010-11  

 
2011-12 
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University of California  
In 2012-13, there were 733 
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Table 6. 2012-13 California State University Transfer Institutions by Community College.  
 
Campus 

 
Foothill  

 
Cabrillo 

 
Cañada 

College of 
San Mateo 

 
De Anza 

 
Evergreen 

San Jose 
City 

 
Skyline 

West 
Valley 

Bakersfield 1 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 2 
Channel Islands 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 
Chico 

0

0
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Table 9 shows a comparison of UC transfer students from neighboring community colleges 
disaggregated by ethnicity. Asians compose the majority of UC transfer students from Foothill 
(64%), De Anza (77%) and Evergreen (74%), while White students represent at least half of 
those transferring from Cabrillo (67%), Cañada (50%) and West Valley (61%). Latino students 
compose about 40% of those transferring from San Jose City, which is the highest percentage 
rate represented among all neighboring community colleges. 
 
Table 9. 2012-13 University of California Transfer Institutions by Ethnicity and Community College. 
 
Ethnicity 

  
Foothill  

 
Cabrillo 

 
Cañada 

College of 
San Mateo 

 
De Anza 

 
Evergreen 

San Jose 
City 

 
Skyline 

West 
Valley 

African 
American 

N 13 
(3%) 

6 
(3%) 

0  
(0%) 

4 
(3%) 


