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Undergraduale Student Qualit-v and thc USC l-xpelience

I rvould like to off'er some perspcctive on the size and quality ofour undergraduatc sludent
connnunity that is essential to understanding our rcsponsibility as USC's facult_y and staff.

USC nade a cho;ce many years ago to be oDe ofthe larger privatc rcsearch ullirelsities in the
nation. and it has rc,nained true to thal choice- Why has this been thc casc? Ilecause our srze
aDd soope are essentialto our mission and are mcccssary for creating the experiencc and
impact that USC has achieved-

Our comm;tment to our size and breadth remaircd stcadlasl even as Pfesident Samplc
launched an ambitious effoft to boost the strength olour studcnt body. His goal rvas to
cnsurc that thc uni!ersity would be better able to compete with its pccrs lbr academic and
financialresourccs- As wc have noted before. peftaps Do othef university has risen so
quickly in reputalion. especially in the area olthe reputatiou of its studenl bod]. as tJSC has
o\er the past decadc.

We slill have room to continue incfeasing thc ovcnll academio qlrality oi our studc l bodv.
rvhile maintaining the spectrum oftalcnts thal is so imporlant to us. Wc arc no$ ready to
inplement a plan to f'udhef raise the freshman class's SAT math d verbal tvcrage $hile
contiDUing to attract a diversc group ofsludeDts rvho are leaders. involved in cornnrurritl
sen,ice, and have a broad range oftalcnts and ;nlerests.

Incoming freshnran classes at USC alrcady boast higher SAT averagcs than coUnlerpafs at
many ofdle nalion's most prestigious public and p vale universilies. BLrt the morc rclevanl
measureofqual i ty ishowwecomparetoel i tep vateunivcrsi t icsof lhever)toprank. Bcar
in |nind thal nlost such schools have significantly srrallel undelgladuate studcnt bodies lhan
our o\!n: the fieshman olasses at most elite private universilies afe bet\!ccn 5% and 55% of
thc sizc of USC's freshman class.

Iffe had chosen to liltit the size ofUSC s_f.esk]run tlass b n1a/ o/ ldtl other elite p.itdte
schools v,e tould hc^,e a teshman closs ds strcng ds theift or be er, bd:ed .n a &o4,.u isutl
oJSAf scores. In otller voftls, USC to.Iu), d tects as nnq) to? ttrdents.t:rirt alb lr,
otller elite pri|ate rnirersitt tou could na rc. Thi.t has tignilicant i rylicatidts Jbt. hot, ra

ust shape ow dcadenic connunity-: r t  r ! - j r  " .  : i : - . .  i r



We believe 1'ou rvill find the tables on the final page to be iDslructivc and even suryfising.

Table I d;splays LiSC's rccent rise ir student qualii]-, and also reveals thc disLriLrutior ofacacleDric

strength acco ing to SAT perccntile with;n ihe frcshman class. This gives Us a rnethodology nith rvhich
to compare the cntering classes at lhe nation's elite unive|'silies to similarl,v sized subsets al USC.

The Advantagc ofUSC's Size and Breadth
Table 2 rcveals that if USC had chosen to limit our undergraduate population's size to that ofCahech.
rve rvould have a fresh:nan class with a hiqher SAT avcragc than Caltech's.  l fwehadchoscrr lobclhe
size ofColumbia, Chicago, BmwD, Rice, Gcorgetown, VaDderbilt, JohDs I lopkins or Notrc Danre, our
frcshmen $ould have supcrior SAT scorcs to countcrparts at those schools. ln sorne cascs. USC-_s cdgc
\ould be live or len points. In other oases- our cdgc would be closer lo 50 Poinlsl

This night seern counleinluitivc: one might expect lhe nation's top students to be interesled in atlcnding
irslitr(ions wherc they would bc sun-ounded only by studcnls of similar ability, as defiDed bf
convent ional SAl nrctr ics. ButsuchstudentsdonotshyawayfrolnUSC.e\,cnlhoughtheodref50%of
USC's enterirg classes do not boast those same numbc|.s.

why is this the case? we believc it is because top sludenls undcmtand that a USC experience olGrs a
uniouc environment ofbreadth and deDth at the ncademic and social levels. lhose sludents \'ith thc
\ridest choice ofcolleges incrcasinglyjudge USC as thc bcst selection to pfovide lhem thc cducittioD thc)

A Large University rvilh a Small-College Fecl
This success conflrms the rvisdom ofUSC's educatioDal ph;losophy. USC has chosen to be a large.
r ichl)  diversc academic comrrun;ty drat t ranscends the sum of i ts parts.  This academic t t ,mmuniLl
demands Drore thaD onc nan ow conveDtional nctric ofexcelleDce. Oulstanding lalcnt is dcfined
differentl)' ai a greater conservnlory ofthc arts than at a techrological institution of liberal afts college or
prolcssional school. tJSC uniquely bridges all these sanctuaries of excellence; therefore our studcnls
benefil lroln the approaches ofprofessors from rnan;'disciplines often *'orking togcthef to pfovide
creati\.e answcrc to the rnost pfessing qucst;ons that socielv faces.

Our challengc is ho$ to conlinue lo build the best possible student cxPerience $'ithin this e\lraordinary
acadcmic community. Undcr the leadership of Presidcnt Sample and an oulslanding cadrc ofdeans, USC
has been able1o dcvclop a fafe academ;c environ'ne'rt: A laryePri't euniwtsil.r'$ithlhelieloJdsttldll

USC s role as a largc, research-intensive comprchensi\.e uDivercil), slong in a range ofdisciplines
allo\vs us to offer a vcD, rich curriculum thal vcs fcw peers can match. Ouf nrofc thxn ll0 rDi rrs are
one e\amplc. The srnaller size ard scalc ofmost elite pri\.ale uDiversitics prcvcnt therl fiom oflernrg the
same range ofacademic expe|iences. Sim;larly, undetgraduale sludenls at such univcfsities do not have
the sanrc opporluDities to gain invaluable hands-on research expcricncc at the cutting edge ofscholarshiP.

Funher Slrcnglh(ning rhe Sludenl I rper icncc
we nrust rcmaiD cncrgetic in buildiDg upon such strengths, especiall) as our ongoing cflbds 1() furthe.
stfengthen our studenl body will give an even strongcr basis fbf a distinctive educational eripcricncc.

We beli$.c oul nerv Filst CoDtact lnitiative is also crucial to Dlainllrining "a largc univefsiO *ith a small
collcgc fcel-" Similarly, our Thematic Option program rclnains onc ofthc country s best undefgfaduate
honors prngrarr. and it will rc,na;n an impoftant pan ofour cffons to crcate a trilofed. intiDrate learning
e\pcr;cnce fbr nran), of USC's strongest incomiDg sludenls.
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We also can offer countless social and leadership opporhnlities 10 students because oftJSC's size: \vc

row are host to morc than 600 sludenf organizations that allow students to Und nunlerous places ir \\l1ich

they can senc a,rd coDtr'ibute. This, in turn, prepares then to become an aclive pfft ofone ofacademia's
gfeatest tmditions: the Troian Family and its lifelong and Norldwide alumni netlvork.

Our facuky coDtinue to develop tcchnology-enhanccd leaming initialivcs, and \\'e have plxDs undcr$'a! to

impfove information services, rvhich rvill lurther enhance the living and lcarning expelienccs of USC's

studcnts. Our students also can expand their knorvledgc and jnsight through participation rn I rrious

senice lcamiDg opportunities aDd ovemcas study and rcsearch.

I'he strengthering olthc stlrdent experiencc requires the strengthcning ofthe f:rculty exPericncc. USC is
in the process of rccruiting t*elve iDlucntial and innovative scholars to build up our interdisciplnrar]'
educational and research programs. These proninent scholars will hold activejoint appointrrrenl\ il
sevcral schools. helping to model to our sludents the esseDce ofRenaissancc men and \\'ornen

USC, as a lcadcr in both the adistic and technological aspects ofcontemponl) ficdia, is bettel suitecl than

any other college or universiry to fedefine what Iitcracy enta;ls lor a young person in this digilal cra

C idcd by the vis ion of c inema alumnus Gcorge I-ucas, we are cstabl ishing: ln iDi l ia l ive to br ing the

Ieaming oflnultimedia literacy into our core undergmduate cur-riculun an innovation with

unprccedenled educational potential that is possible onl)' bccause ofthe paflnership bctlveeD the tJSC
Collegc aod the USC School ofCinema-Television,

I'ew uni\.eNities have USC's stfength iD the afts or a similar location in a cultural mecca Our ne\\ Al1s

& Hrnunities Initiative is lu|ning this advantage into a transfbnning, universily widc cducational asset

All these endeavors reveal USC's commihnent to crcating a 21" ceDlufy cdLrcational model thnt is Dccdcd

at all uDiversities-regardless ofsizc. President Stmplc has declalecl it an olcrridirrg goal lor tJsC to
pror.ide national leadership ;n shaping Rennissancc men aDd \\(nnen ofthc 21"'centur-1. and ihal goal is

rvithin rcach if\\'e conlinuc to accelerate our mornentum at thisjunctLlte in olrf his1ory-

Although Ihis is a sigDificanl rcsponsibility that falls on oul shoulders as cdtrcatoN. we should rccogrrize

the opponunity each olus has to thrive in such a dlrnamic inlelleclual and creative colnInuDil) ln dre
coming year Nc hope to discuss Nith you many olher ncN initiatives that we can ndcdake as pal1 ol lhe

ongoing reinvention ofthe AnreicaD rcsearch university.

Attachlnenl

cc: Ste\.eD B- Sample
-fodd R. Dickey
Dcnnis F. Doughe y
Martha Harris
Alan Krcditor
MichaclJackson
Barry Glassner
Elizabeth Garelt
Randolph W. Hall
Martv Lcvine



SAT SCORE COMPARISONS

Table 1: SAT Scores for USC Freshmen (bv Percentile)resnmcn tcen
Fall 2000 Fall 2005

# Students Averaqe SAT # Sludents Averaqe SAT
Total New Freshmen 2916 1308 2t74'l 1364

Too 5% '146 1523 1542
Too 15% 437 't464 1501
foD 25"/" 1430 685
ToD 35% 1.O21 1403 959 1455
foa 45"/" 1,312 1381 1 . 2 3 3 1436
ToD 55% 1 , 6 0 4 1360 1 .508 1 4 1 9

1 0 0 % 2.916 1308 1364
Nore: The avelage GPA lbr USC freshmen has riseD lrom 3.88 (Fall '00) to 4.04 (Fall '05)

Iable 2: SATS rl Peer Urriversi l ies und f 'SC (hr Comoar.rbl.Class Sizc
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California lnstitute of Technoloov 200 1  5 1 0 1526

Rice Universitv {TX) 698 '1435 1472

Massachusetts Inst. of Technoloqv 1 ,O01 1485 1452

Columbia Universitv (NY) 1.O27 1435 1450

Dartmouth Colleae (NH) 1,092 1455 1446

Johns Hopkins Universitv (MD) 1395 1442

Universitv of Chicaoo 1.231 1430 1436

Princeton Universitv (NJ) 1465

Emorv Universitv (GA) 1 .284 1380 1433

Tufts Universitv {MA) '1.300 1380 1432

Brown Universitv {Rl) 1,469 1423

Georqetown Universitv (DC) 1 ,530 1375 1417

Vanderbilt Universitv (TN) 1 ,607 1355 1413

Stanlord Universitv (CA) 1 ,632 1460 1411

Northwestern Universitv {lL) 1 .960 1 4 1 0 1389

Universitv of Notre Dame (lN) 1 ,996 1375 1387


