APPLYWEB TRANSACTIONS
Rank by Count
SOUTH CAROLINA STATE SYSTEM

Collec

TARGET PERICD COMPARISCN PERICD
8/1/2003 to 7/31/2004 8/ 1/2002 to 7/31/2003 COUNT

Rank Institution Count {%) TH Count (%) Run Total Count (%) TtiCount (%) Run Total Variance (%) Growth
1 UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CARCLINA 11,454 2013% 20.13 9,117 20.49% 20.49 2,337 2583
2 CLEMSON UNIVERSITY 10,782 18.95% 39.08 7,932 17.83% 3832 2,850 3583
3 COLLEGE OF CHARLESTON 8670 15.24% 54.31 5,604 15.52% 53.83 1,756 2558
4 MIDLANDS TECHNICAL COLLEGE 8,304 14.59% 68.91 7,231 16.25% 70.08 1,073 14.84
5 COASTAL CAROLINA UNIVERSITY 4,185 7.35% 76.26 2545 572% 75.81 1,638 €438
6 MEDICAL UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA 3,566 B.27T% 8253 2,824 6.35% 82.15 742 26.27
7 WINTHROP UNIVERSITY 1,811 3.36% 85,89 1,728 5.88% 85.04 182 10.53
8 CHARLESTON SOUTHERN UNIVERSITY 1,246 2.19% 58 08 1,105 2.48% 8352 141 12.76
9 FURMAN UNIVERSITY 1,158 2.04% 90,11 892 2.00% 9053 267 20.83
10 THE CITADEL 991 1.74% 91.85 633 1.54% 92.C6 308 4510
11 SOUTH CAROLINA STATE UNIVERSITY 928 1.63% 93.49 €73 151% 93.58 2585 37.89
12 FRANCIS MARION UNIVERSITY ars 1.54% 95.02 789 1 80% 9537 75 451
13 LANDER UNIVERSITY 801 1.06% 96.08 505 1.13% o551 % 19.01
14 ANDERSCN COLLEGE 530 0.63% 97.01 309 069% 97.20 peteg] 7152
15 NEWBERRY COLLEGE 410 D.72% 97.73 350 0.79% g7.69 50 1714
18 PRESBYTERIAN COLLEGE 381 D67% 58.40 257 0.58% 93.57 124 458,25
17 COLUMBIA INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSITY 362 D.64% 59.04 232 0.75% 99.31 30 9.04
18 CONVERSE COLLEGE 196 0.34% 96.38 127 0.29% 99.60 59 5433
19 SPARTANBURG METHODIST COLLEGE 180 0.33% 89.72 98 0.22% 99.82 92 $3.88
20 SOUTHERN WESLEYAN UNIVERSITY 102 0.18% 99,88 42 0.05% 89.61 50 142 86
21 NORTHEASTERN TECHNICAL COLLEGE 60 D.11% 100.00 38 0.09% 100.00 » 57.8¢
22 SPARTAMBURG TECHNICAL COLLEGE o] 0.00% 100.00 1 0.00% 100.00 -1 -100.00
Total All Institutions 56,603 44,494 12,409 27.89
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