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The Naticral Colleniate RAthletic Asscciaticorn (NCRA)
passed legislaticm requirimg its member imstitutiorns to
publish their graduaticn rates. Instituticrns may wnow count
athletes as graduates if they have earmed degrees from
ancather irmstitutice.

The purpose of this study was to assess a graduation
rate that irmcluded those athletes, with at least a Z.0 QCA,
whao departed Virginia Tech between 1375 amd 1385, Rry
additicrmal purpose was to determirne why these athletes
left.

There were severnty eligible participants who received
guestiormalires via mail. Forty questicnmaires were
returned, of which, thirty cre were usable.

Severty nirne percernt of the responding athletes earmed
a degree from ancther instituticrm. OF these athletes,
ninety sever percent ernclled at ancther imstituticrn within
ome academic year of leaving Virgimia Tech.

Forty two percenmt of the responding athletes chose
their sport of participatiorn as the magor reasarn for
departirmg, followed by Virginia Tech in gerneral, and

personal reascns.
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CHARPTER ONE

Introducticnm

Ccllege athletics arnd academics carn mo longer be
menticned 1w the same senternce without several skeptical
eyebrows beinmg raised. Recent scarndals, such as the crne at
Memphis State University, where omly 6 of 58 basketball
players graduated betweern 1973 and 1383, have left a
permnanent blackspot om cocllege athletics (Samcoff, 13986). This
however, is rnot the only i1wmecidernt to coccur at Divisiaon IA
imstituticrs. The most recent allegatioms of academic
wrarngdaings have beern leveled against the University of
Texas, Urniversity of Geocrgia, Urniversity of Bkrorn, Temple
Uriversity, amd the University of Misscuri {(Gup, 1389). This
praoblem is mnot ome of isclated imcidents, but appears to be
widespread throughout college athletics.

Graduaticn rates have rnow become & major weapor in the
recruiting war. Schoals such as Notre Dame amd Duke opernly
publicize their above average graduaticorn rates when
recruiting prospective student athletes. Recently, rnaticmal
ard state legislators submitted legislaticom that would
reqgquire umiversities to provide prospective student athletes
access toa the school’s graduaticerm rate (Ledermarn, 1383). At
the federal level, this mcovemert has beer led by Sernatcor Hill
BEradley, Demccrat from New Jersey, and former Natiomal
Easketball Asscciatiom star. The Hcocuse of Represerntatives
versicon was spoanscred by Rep. Ed Towns, Demccorat from New

Yark.



Irn response to growing political pressure to publicize
individual schocl'®s graduation rates, the NCAA passed
Praposal 24 at the 1330 NCAA Natiormal Cormvertiorn. This
proposal, rnow ratified as a bylaw, states:

The Asscciaticrm’s maticnal of fice anrmually shall publish

the admissicons and graduation rate arnd shall identify

the imformaticrn com arn instituticorn specific basis.

Member imstituticoms shall provide to prospects,

prospects’ parents, amd to the prospects’ high schocld

arnd two year college ccocaches infocrmaticnm conmtained

withinm the repcrt (NCAA, 1330).

Purpcose

The purpcse of this study was to assess a graduation rate
that inmcluded those athletes who, while maintaining at least
a Z.0 cumulative guality oredit average (BCAY, choze to leave
Virginia Tech betweern 1375 and 13985 without receivimg &
degree. Ar additicomal purpose of this study was to determine
these former athletes' reasons for leaving Virginia Tech.
This study refers toc studernt athletes as athletes armd the
gereral student populaticrn will be labeled as rnocmathletes.

Statemernt of the problem

Betweers 1375 and 1385, 70 scholarship athletes, whao had
a cumulative BCA of 2.0 cr bettery, chose tc discontimue their
full time ervcllment at Virginia Tech without receivinmg &

degree. There has been na attempt to determinme why these
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athletes left cr what happered tc their academic career
after leavirmg Virginia Tech. This study attempted tc
ascertairn the arnswers to three gquestions.

1. What were the reascns these former athletes left

Virginmia Tech?

Z. Did they comtirnue their educatiorn at amcther callege

ar university?

3. Did they complete degree requiremernts at ancther

college o university?

Delimitaticns

The subjects of this study were limited to

1. Schcolarship athletes at Virgimia Polytechric Institute
ard State University {(VMirgimia Tech).

. Seventy schcolarship athletes at Virginia Tech who
maintairned at least & cumulative BEA of 2.0 and left between
1375 armd 1985 withaut earming a degree. This limitaticr was
chaosern because the athletes' QCA of at least 2.0 indicates
they had poterntial to graduate from Virgirnia Tech had they
chaoser to stay.

3. Athletic schoalarship records were nct computerized
until the 197% schoacol year, allowing access to scholarship
recipients and their addresses. Therefcre, 1275 was chosen
as the base year for this study. The year {(138%5)
was chosern allowing athletes who left Virginia Tech at least

five years to ernrcll and possibly graduate from ancther

ccllege cr university.



Justificaticn

An area of great cormcery to administraters is the
retenticrn rate of athletes. A schaal’s graduation rate is a
direct reflecticr of the schacl?’s ability to retainm its
athlete populaticrn through to graduaticonrm. Ivw 13988, the
Callege Faoctball Asscciaticn (CFAY, the omly crganmization
which currerntly publishes individual schocl graduation rates,
revealed that the average retenticrn rate for its member
imstituticrs between 1377 armd 1386 was 63. 3%, with a lcw of
B7.7% i 1378 tc a high of 70.8% in 1386 (CFA, 1388). The
retenticon of scholarship football players at Virginia Tech is
well above the mationmal CFA average. Virgirmia Tech retains
B86.7% of its schcolarship freshman football players with the
reternticon rate ramging from 77% inm 138384 to 1004 in 1388 (Via,
1388). The rnaticrmal average retenticorn rate for cther
scholarship athletes is mot available at the present time.

At the NCAR's 13830 conmventicr Bylaw 24 was passed
reguiring all member imstituticrms to publish their
schaolarship athlete graduatiorn rates by 1332, Rt the present
time, the NCAR allows member imstitutions to calculate
graduaticon rates by twoc methods. The first method allcows the
instituticr to cournt ornly those athletes who enter and
graduate from the same inmstituticry (NCARR, 19893).

The seccornd methced counts thoase athletes wha enter the
imstituticn, but who graduate from ancther accredited

imstituticem. Currertly Virginia Tech uses the
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first method, which results inm a less than exemplary
graduaticr rate for scme inmdividual varsity sports. Ey
determining how mamny of the selected 70 schcoclarship athletes
of this study have received a ccllege degree, Virginia Tech
can adgjust its graduaticr rate to reflect the degrees
received by these athletes. Inm addition, the guesticormaire
may indicate problems which are unigue to athletes at
Virginia Tech.
Definiticns

Divisicrnr IR.—— For arn imstituticr to be classified as
Divisicrn IR, i1t shall spcrsc & minimum of eight varsity
spcrts, irmcludimg football, im Divisiaom I. The institutice
shall schedule and play at least 60 percent of its foaotbasll
games against members of Divisicr IA football (NCAAR, 1383).

Guality Credit Average (GCAR).-— The QCA is determirned by
dividing the total mumber of guality coredits earned by the
total rumber of hours attempted {(Harder, 1383).

ARcademic good stamding. —— An imstituticon establishes a
criteria whereby a student makes satisfactory progress
toward & degree program and is, therefore, eligible
to continue emrcllment at that imstitutiorn (NCAAR, 1383).

Caliege athlete. —— Am athlete is crme who participates 1inm
a sport for the educaticrmal, physical, memtal, arnd sccial
berefits derived there from anmd for whom participaticn in

that sport is am avocaticn (NCAA, 13873).
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Recruited athlete.~- A prospective college athlete wha,
has started classes for the wimth grade and has been
recruited by anmy imstitutiomnal staff member or representative
aof the instituticrn’s athletics interests is comsidered a
recruited athlete (NCAAR, 1390).

Scholarship athlete. —— Fimancial aid is received by the
athlete as a result of direct athletic participaticer (NCAA,
19583).

Graduation Rate.—— The repcrt inmcludes the imstitutiorm's
graduaticrn rate forr the entering freshman class that begam
attendarnce as full-time, regularly matriculated, degree
seeking studernts at the inmstitution six years pricr to
the regular fall term that i1nmcludes the October 1 deadlime,
for both recruited athletes arnd students gernerally. For
purposes of this legislaticrn, the "graduaticom rate"” shall be
based upon the rmumber of athletes whoa emtered the member
imstituticrn withirn five academic years of the date of inmitial
errcllment (NCAR, 13893).

Adjusted Graduaticr Rate — The report includes the
imstitution’s adjusted graduation rate for recruited
athletes ir each sport. In calculating the adjusted
graduaticn rate, transfer athletes shall be cocunted as part
of the class completing degree credit equivalent anrnd accepted
by the certifying imstituticrn at the time of transfer. A
athlete who left the instituticom while ivn good academic
standing amd whoa would have met the satisfactory progress

requiremernts for athletic eligibility, canm be imcluded.
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Athletes whoa did not graduate within the specified five year
pericd but whoa contirmue to be errclled as full time studernts
at the same imstituticr and maimtain satisfactory progress
taward & specific baccalaweate degree, shall rnot be irncluded
{NCARR, 1988%9).

Callegiate athletic programs have come under heavy fire
fram the public concerwminmg the less than sterling academic
records of student athletes. The media displays umiversities
as larpe umcaring imstituticons who use college athletes to
gererate revernue thern carelessly discard the student when
their usefulress has expired. The mairn weapon used in this
assault by the media is am imstituticon’s graduation rate.
This =study was an attempt to track and accurately assess the
graduaticon statistics of 70 scholarship student athletes who
left Virgirnia Tech betweern 13735 arnd 1385 without a bachelors

degree.



CHARARPTER TWO

Review of the Literature

Introducticnm

Ccllege athletics has received an abundarce of rnegative
publicity irn the last five years. Urniversities anmd colleges
have beern perceived as "factories” which produce am imperfect
product: college athletes. Studies have shown athletes to be
academically pocor whern compared to the germeral student
populaticon armd more devoted to athletics than academics
(Kigey amd Lorentzern, 1388).

Irn respomse to incressinmg public pressure, Corngress
proposed legislation reguiring publicaticon of graduationm
rates (HEradley, 13983). The NCAR respornding to boath public
arnd pclitical pressure passed & bylaw, which in essernce, is a
mivror image of the proposed naticomal lepgislatiorn reguiring
the publicaticorn of graduation rates.

B pcll conducted by the Washinmpgton Poast examirned the
conditicrn of collegiate athleties. Eighty—twc ccllege
presidents admitted that their schocls had beern imvoalved in
recruiting viclations, 13 confessed to under—-the-table
paymerts to athletes arnd three listed poimt-shavimg and cther
gamblimng viclations. Thirty-six presidents said that there
was drug use among athletes, 37 detailed lower academic
starmdards for athletes and 23 said that discipline problems

for athletes are beinmg overloocked {(Cramer, 1386).
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Time Magazine rarn an investigative report cormcerrning
majcr callege athletics in its BApril 3, 13883 editicr. The
authors stated that the following reforms could help end the
explcitation and hypoorisy that wmow scars college athletics:
1. Colleges should have the same emtrarmce and academic
requirements for athletes as for cther students, while
reaffirming their commitmernt to admittimg mircority and
cther dissdvarntaged studernts.
2. RAthletic dormitcocries should be abolished. They oanly
reinforoe the isclatiom of players from the rest of the
umiversity commuriity.
3. Practice time shcould be reduced
4. All freshmern shculd be imeligible to play or
practice.
5. BGames should be scheduled orn weekernds crly.
6. Ecaches shcoculd be payed on the same scale as faculty
memnbers and made eligible for termure.
7. R greater porticr of reverues from college sports
should go inmtoc the gemeral urniversity furmd, rather tham
remain within the athletic department.
8. NCPAA should require ccaches to come forward when they
learn of viclaticrms. Pemalties should be stiffermed for
all rule breakers {(Bup, 1383, p.S6).
Cocllege athletics has become such a finamcial bormus Foor
universities and colleges that am athlete's academic

performance is secandary to his cr- her athletic performance.
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R study corducted by researchers at Utah State Urniversity
examined the academic performance by athletes amd mormathletes
irm the Rocky Mcurmtain regicrnm. The finmdirgs of the study
indicate that there are academic performance differernces
netweers athletes arnd mnornathletes. Athletes, as a group, had
laewer mean high schocl grade point average and college
emtramnce exam scores tharm momathletes, already puttimg them
at & disadvantage {Kiger & Lorentzern, 1386).

PAmornyg the athletes used iw the Kiger and Lorentzen (1386)
study, mirncrity athletes had the poacrest academic
performance. In comtrast, the mirmority rmormathletes had
similar academic performance reccocrds to the gerneral
romathlete popul at icorm. The authcrs irndicated that if it were
rict Foorr athletics, these students weuld rnct be iv college.
Kiger arnd Lorentzen {(1386) comcluded that if athletic
departmernts are indeed committed to complying
with NCAR academic refcorms, thern mincrity students deserve
special comsideraticorn with academic programs developed
specially for student athletes.

Naticnal Eclleniate Athletic Asscciaticor

Iv respomse to increasing public pressure, the NCRA
imitiated a swrvey of 4000 studernts and athletes at 42
Divisicr 1A imstituticrs. The survey was conducted by the
Cernter fcr the S5tudy of Athletics at the American Institutes
for Research at the regquest of the NCAA President's

Commissicn (Sullivawr, 1383).
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The study reported that, o the average, athletes have a
lower grade—paint average tharm monmathletes., OFf all athletes,
football arnd basketball players have, on the average, the
lowest grade point averages. More impcocrtanmtly it was reported
that academics were mnot the athlete's top pricrity, makimg it
harder to pet the grades they are capable of getting
{Sullivaw, 13989).

In ar effort to spare imstituticrms embarrassment, the
NCAAR does mct publish imdividusl graduatiorn rates. The rates
are brokern intc several categories but mo inmdividual
imstituticons are listed. This cmissicrn is for good reascrm.
Very few colleges and umiversities wish their individual
graduaticmns rates to be published, because of the spotlight
being placed on their pragrams. Ornly a few powerhouses such
as Duke, Georgetowr, Notre Dame, armd Providerce College
graduate more than 3% per cert of their athletes {(Gup, 138%).

Graduaticrn Rate Reform

The public cutecry agairnst college athletics has led toc a
host of proposed reforms. These critics have voiced
suggesticorns imcluding payimg ccollege athletes, shoartenming the
playivg seascn, marndatcory red shirting forr the first year,
reductiorn irn practice time cr evern drastic measures such as
eliminating athletic scholarships (Gup, 13983). Serator HBHill
Hradley, & fcrmer NEA and collegiate star, introduced

legislaticrm requirirng a university to allow public access
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to its graduaticr rate. The Student Athlete Right to Krow Act
reguires colleges and umiversities receivirng Federal
fimamcial assistarnce toc report graduastion rates armually to
the Hecretary of Educaticr, including the graduation rates of
athletes brokern dowrn by sport, race, and sex. The Act alsa
calls for reporting the properticr of studernts who earn =
degree within five years, reported by sport, race, and sex.
The proposed Aot would require schools to report:

1. Btatistics o studernts who receive athletic

scholarships brokern dowr by field of study, type of

degree received, and sport.

Z. The rumber of athletes who earrn a degree within five

vears, brokern dowrn by sport, sex and race.

The above informaticrm crm graduation rates anmd degrees

conferred forr all studenmts will be brokern down 1w &

similar marnrner.

3. The infcrmaticorn comtaiwmed i the report ta a1l high

schocl athletes being recruited by the schoacol as

athletic schalarship cardidates (Eradley, 1383, p. 4).

Ivi additicen, The Student Athlete Right to Kricw ARct
requires the Secretary of Educatiorn to compile and publish
the iAFQPmation feor individual coclleges and umiversities and
aggregate infcrmaticrn for athletic conferences recaogrmized by

the NCAA arnd the Natiornal Assccoiatiorn of Intercollegiate
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Athletics (NAIA). This imformaticr will alsc be available to
high schocl guidamce cocumselors anmd privcipals. Ivm testimory
before the Urnited States Senate, Sernator Bradley stated:

The Studernt Athlete Right to Krow Rot is ome small step

forward i straightening cut these pricrities. I seek to

strengthen the role of educaticer vather tham weakerning

the role of athletics {(Bradley., 1989, p. 3.

Hoawewer, it the aftermath of the 19930 MNOOA corevernt ior,
Senator Bradley plams to alter tﬁe Studernt Atrnlete Right Ta
Krcw Aot to exclude 1l NEAR member iwmstitwticrs imcluding
those iw Divisicam IIX. The Student Athlete Right ta Kroow Act
will rmot be withdrawn wuntil the NAIA and the mationm’s junior
colleges alsa agree to volurntarily reveal gradusticom rates
INCAR MNews, 19330),

Currernt Gradusticn Rates

Acccrding to statistics provided by the NCAR, the mearn
graduaticon rate for large public umiversities is 43, 1%, The
mearn graduaticrn rate for all scholarship athletes at large
public urmiversities is 43.7%. Feor schools inm the Scuthers
regicn (which imcludes Virgimia Tech), the mearn graduaticon
rate for all schoalarship athletes is 41. 3% (NORAA Rcademic
Repcrtimg, 1388).

Naticrmal graduaticrn rates for i1mdividual varsity sports,
excluding fooﬁball, are currently rncot available. The
graduaticrm rate in 1388 for the CFAR, of which Vivginia Tech

is a member, was 493.8%, & decrease of less tharm one percent
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from the previcus year (CFA, 138%9). The survey irmvalved the
freshman class of 1383, irncludirng thaoase who erntered at that
time but who did wot receive fimamcial aid until after their
imitial year or who tramsferred from ancther imstituticom armd
subseguerntly received a gramt—ivm—aid.

The Urniversity of Kermtucky cbtairmed a 30% success rate
graduatirng 18 of 20 of its football players included in the
SUTVEY . Twelve cother instituticms graduated 70X cv more of
the football players that ermrolled in 1983 (CFA, 1383).
Summary.

Refarms inm ccocllege athletics are coccurring at a
staggering rate. The Americar public has turmed its
atternticrn to collegiate athletics resulting in pressure to
charnge & system that allcws arn athlete to graduate college
while beirng furmctiornally illiterate. Proposed refoarms
in ccllege athletics have rawvged from reduced practice time
to payinmg college athletes. These proposed changes for
college athletics have come from the media, coallege
administratcrs arnd even the Federal Goverrment.

As a result of recruitivng athletes as performers first
ard studernts second, many irnstitutioms do mot graduate a
majcrity of their athletes. Therefore individual gradusticoes
rates fcor inmstituticrms are rnct published. However,
ircreasing pelitical pressure from Serator Bradley from New

Jersey, has resulted inm the NCAA passing legislation



requiring its member imstituticms to provide prospective
athletes with the schoaol’s graduaticr rates. These rates must
include such variables as sex, race, and sport of
participaticn.

Nco matter how marny reforms are propesed, the athletes
themselves must wot be cverlocked. fRoccrding to twe studies,
Higer arnd Lorentzen amd the NORA Presidents' Commissicrn,
athletes are wmoct receiving the scademic attenmticnm that is
necessary for success. These studies alsc irndicsated that 1if
it were mot for athletics, these "student” athletes would maot

e ermralled at & college oo umiversity.



CHAPTER THREE
Methoedology arnd Procedure

Intraoducticn

Infarmaticn used to determine Virvginia Tech's
graduaticn rate has come from official umiversity records,
such as the Department of Athletics, the Office of the
Registrar, and old athletics reccrds ivm the GFfice of
Sehoalarship and Fimamcial RAid. These records indicate a
mexdi an gradusticr rate of 5589.23%4 for Virgimia Tech students
{Harder, 178B). Virgimia Tech athletes have a median
graduaticrn rate of 57.324 {(Harder, 1383). Of those who
graduated, 75.8% of &1l athletes tock more thar four academic
years to complete their degree, while 30.7% toaok more than
five years {(Harder, 1383).

The purpoase of this study was to assess & graduation rate
Feorr those athletes whoa, while maintsiming at least a 2.0
cumuiative guality credit average, chaose to leave Virginia
Tech betweern 1375 arnd 1385, Arn additiomal purpose of the
study was to determine these former athletes' reasaonis) for
leaving Virginia Tech. This chapter details the subjects,
instrumentaticon, procedures, analysis of data and &
summat icr.
Subjects

A toatal of four hurmdred amd thirty eight
uwdergraduateyscholawship athletes left Virginia Tech,
betweern 1373 and 138%, without receiving their academic

16



degree. 0Ff these, 70 left with a cumulative GCA of 2.0 o
highery, which imdicsates that they probably could have stayed
at Mirgimia Tech if they had chosern to do sco. These 70
athletes who left Virgivia Tech betweern 1375 - 1385, while
mairntainimg at least & 2.0 QLA were eligible to ke imcluded
im Mirgimia Tech's adjusted graduatice rate and were the
subjects of this study {(Table 1). The mames arnd last Keacwen
addresses of the subjects were provided by the Rthletic
Department and VMirgimia Tech records under the Freedcoan of
ImFormat 2o Reok.

Imstrumnerntat icrn

A irmitial guesticrmaire was comstructed from interviews
with Dr. Martha Harder, RAsscciate Director of the Office of
Sohalarship and Finamcial Rid for Bthletics {(Rppendix A, The
imitial qQuesticrmaire was sernt to tern of the Former student
athletes for use &s & pilot study. It was determined price to
the study that ten participanmts be chosern to receive the
pilot guesticormmaire. The participants’ studernt iderntification
mumbers were listed from 1 o to 70 in ascending sumerical ocrder
based upcor their year of departure from Vivgicnis Tech. A
ramndom number chart was used to select the first tem (10D
numeréls listed ivm the chart less tharm 70. The participarnts
assigred to these rnumerals were chosen ta veceive the pilaot
guesticrmmaire.

S5ix of the ter guestionmaivres mailed in the pillot survey

were returned. All the guestiorms listed on the pilot
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guestiommaire were respordded to iy the proper marrmerr,
imdicating that recipients uwnderstoocd the larmguage and
syrntax of the guestiormmalre. The ddata received from the
pitict study was joiwmed with the populiaticon of this Finsld

study For data amalysis. Those participatimg im the pilot

sty weEre oot senmt & reseat guesticrrmalre.

of e vemaiwming peetioipents (80D o the list was

m
n
T

sent & pecket constainimg the guestiomnsire {on GR-50AN) with

a cover lebber (Bppendix B, The letter explains the purpose
ofF the reseacrch. An addressed stamped return enveloape was

@lea el uded. Each OPF -~ BCAN sheet was rmumber coded to
imsure the recipient’s confidemtiality.

Dillimarn {(1373) recommends that cne weekh after the
gquesticmmalre is mailed, a post card or letter be mailed as a
weminder to a1l subjects. A follow uwp letter was developed
RAppendix £, This researcher decided that three weeks after
the imitial mailing, amcther letter {(Bppendix DY and ancther
capy of the criginal survey wauld be sent to any
mcm—respondert s. Rse & firmal effort to contact participants,
the decisicr was made to send a fourth letter (Rppemdix E)
with a coapy of the crigimal survey by certified mail,
appraximately sever weseks after the imitial mailing.

Aralysis of Date

5 freguency distributicrn and percentapges were used to

calowlate the responses to each guesticor.
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Ivi corder o determine why these athletes choase to leave
Mivgimia Tech, & fregquemncy and percentane display was

ik =y -

presented forr guesticons 28 through 37. These respormses weres
slaced om the display, imdicating the most freguent
selecticms amceng the possible reascons for leaving Virgimia
Teoch.

Thaose athletes whoe indicated that they received a
pachelar? e degree from an acoredited imstitution, were
vesinrated s degree recipients iv the following areas:

1. the spocr-t iv which the athlete participated

Ze the year of entey into Virgimia Tech

2. the demcegraphic desigmaeticm (i.e. race, gernder,

imdont state studernt).

The data was alsc used to determine the average length of
time betwesn an athlete's departure date from Virginia Tech
ard that athlete's ervallmernt at arncther cocllege or
umiversity.

The mumber of athletes who indicated they had received a
degree, was then added toa the rumber of scholarship athlete
degree recipients from Virginisa Tech, in the pericd between
1975 amd 1385. Thase scholarship athletes who received a
degree were divided by the total rnumber of athletes sligible
for a degree, resultimg iw the adjusted graduaticon rate for
each sport betweern 138375 amd 1385, The total wumber of

athletes in this study whe indicated they had received a



Iy
e

bachelow's depgree were coanbined with the existing rumber of
athlete degree recipiernts, to calculate Virgimia Tech's
adjusted graduaticr rate.

Hetween 1975 and 1385, 70 scholarship athletes withdrew
From Virginia Tech evers though they were maintaining at least
a cumnulative OCQ of 2.0 and couwld have academically contimued
their errallinernt. These 70 students were surveved irn an
attempt toa determine whether or not they graduated frcuns
amcther instituticr and their reascorns for leavimg Virginis
Tech. This chapter detailed the subjects, imstrumerntatior,
pracedures, and the methods of amalysis which were used tao
further the purpose of this study. The primary method of
analysis utilized was freguerncy of responses by sport,
academnic year of erntry to VMirginia Tech, race, gernder, and
residemncy. RAdditicmally, am adjusted graduaticon rate for the
pericd between 1375 and 13985 was calculated to iwnclude those
schoalarship athletes who continuved their educaticorn arnd

graduated from amcther instituticr.



CHRRTER FOUR

Results and Discussion

Irmtraducticrm

This chapter is & repcrt of the results of the survey
conducted im May, 1330, First, there is & discussiorn and
summary of the results Ffrom the study imcluding the analysis
of the uvweable guesticmmaires, followed by the graduaticrn rate
by subjects? race, gender, and residemncy. This secticn is
fellawed with the currernt snd adyusted greduation rates Fore
Virginis Tech athletes. The rmext secticn displayvs the averags
lergth of time these athletes took between leavirmg Virgimia
Tech and emrcelling in ancother imstituticr. 8 discussion of
why these athletes may have left Virgimia Tech follows. The
chapter is comcluded with & summary of the results.

Study Results

-

Table 2 is a summary of the results from the May 19350
SRTVEY . Forty of the severnty surveys meiled were returned

S5T7%y anmd of these 31 {(44%) were deemsd usuable. Nine

certified mail receipts were returned from the poestal service

labeled "undeliverable”. Twernty Ffour of the respondents (7H30)
earned bachelor's degrees from ancther college or urniversity,
while 7 {(21%) did mot. Orme hundred percent of the females
(10) whe returred the questiomnaires indicated they had
received a degree, compared with &6.6% {14) for males.

Twerty three (73%) of the white respomding athletes indicated
they had earned & degree, while cne (D0%) of the black

-
&4
-

i



Takble &
Summary of Results from May 1330 Survey

Taotal of Guesticrrmaires Returrned 40
Taetal Number of Usable Ouesticorrmaires 31
Number of respondents sarning & degree 24
Number of respordents NOT earming & degree 7

Frequerncy Distributicons

(S7%)
(4H4%)
(73%)
{214

Received Degree Did mat
N PCT. M BT,
Sex
Male 14 66. B% 7 33. 3%
Female 10 100 % %)
Race
White =3 7O, 1% & 20y, BR
Hliack 1 S0, 0% 1 0. O
Residemcy
Ir state 10 71i.4% 4 Z8. 6%
Out of State 14 8z. 4% 3 17.6%

Returred Guesticrmrnaires by Sport of Participaticoes

Haseball...v s weeanee O e
Hasketball..seeeenoea Br————mm—mmem e
FootbBall. we e eeenneas 7ommmmem e e e e e
Golfueeennosonensnunnna Im——m—em———— e e e
HooCKEY . cn s e vvnrvanwe I e e
SWitIMiYIOe v s v e v nesrann B—Tmme e
TEermmiS. esesnsovennnws Ormmm—me e e e
Track/Fieldeesvinnues B-m—mmmmeme e e e
Valleyball.soeonoonse S me e e e e
Wrestlireceereennane - —r————————————— e

o
Gl
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respondernts had earrmed a degree. Out of state residernmts
returned 8&.4% (14) of the guesticormaires, compared with
71,44 (10) feor in state residents.

Golf team members had the mast returrned usuable
gquesticrmmaires, 100%, fcocllowed by track/field participarnts,
7o%, amd volleyball players, 66%. Swim team memnbers were
Fourth (S5%), follocwed by football (43%), basketball (az%),
hackey {(33%), wrestling {(25%), basebsll {(Z2%), armd termis
Oy, (Tabkle 3). The response rate for male participants
rarnged from a low of 2% to a high of 100%, The female
response rate was similar, rangimg from 334 to 1004, Hlacks
did mot exceed a 16% response rate {(16% in faotball) (Table
3). There were no hlack resporndernmts inm basketball arnmd
track/field., However, there were severn sports iwm which there
were noa eligible black guesticommaire recipients{Table 3.
White respordents inm golf and track/field egqualed the 100%

Cmark. The lcwest category for white recipients was ternmis

]

(0% returred), follcwed by baseball (22X) {Table 3).

Adiusted Graduaticr Rates. Graduaticon percentages for

race, gender, arnd residerncy are not categorized by academic
vear of entrarmce and sport of participaticoe. Rather they are
gerneralized to provide arn aoverview of the athletic program at
Virginia Tech. Table 4 shows the current gradusticn rate
percentages, as well as the adjusted graduatiorm rate
percerntages for race, gernder, and residency as & result of

the infocrmaticon acgquired through this study.



Table 3 Aralysis of Usable Questicrmaires

Speort # returned Male Female Black White Overall
HRaseball = 2% N/A N/A ZE% ZE%
Hazketball & 100% 33% 0% e0O% HZ%R
Factball 10 43% N/R 16% S2% 4 3%
Gol F 3 100% N/#R N/A 100% 100%
Hoaokey 1 NSR 33% N/R 33% 33%
Swimming B £0% S0 N/R S4% 5S4
Track/Field 3 [=3=34 100% Q%R 100% 7S%
Termis O Q% N/A N/A O% O%
Valleyball & N/R &6% N/A 656% 66%
Wrestling 1 5% N/A N/R 25 2o

Nates: N/A indicates there were mo guesticonmaire recipiemts
i this category.

This table represents the percentage of respondents for
each category listed.

Refer to Table One for subject profile used inm this study.

o
L]



Tat:le 4

Graduaticrn Rate by S5ex, Race, Residercy

Catencry Current Rate Ad justed Rate
Sex
Male 55, K Sh. 2%
Female 63. O% 63. 3%
Race
White bE. IR B3. 2%
Black 36. 2% 36. 2%
Ot her 53. 8% 53. 8%

Residewrcy
Irn state 61. 5% Bl.b6%

gut of state S50. 4 S1. 1%

{Currernt rates provided by Office of Scholarship and

Firmamncial Rid)

o
o
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The female athlete graduaticrn rate {(63%) is slightly
Frigher thar the graduaticrm rate for male athletes (35, 9%).
The praduaticr rate for white and irmstate students is higher
tham the graduation rate for bhlack a&nd cut of state students
{Tabede 4).

The adjusted gradustion rate by race was cnly slightly
affected due to the small mumericsal size of this study (n=70)
ared the munber of respondents (n=31). I additicor, there
were crly twoe klack resporndents (Takle 2).

Residerncy gradustion rate percentages increased in an
urmegual manmer, even though the respondents to the survey
were almoast egqual i both categeories (Table 4). This is due
to the large number of scholarship athletes from within the
state of Virgimia.

Baseball and terrmis graduaticr rates were mot adiusted by
the results of this study (Table 5. The responses revealed
that =several baseball and termis team members have ernclled
im other imstitutioms, however, they have nct received a
bachelcr?s degree. Irv this study, focotball plavers (7)) were
the most freguernt degree recipienmts followed closely by swim
team members (8) {(Table 5. However, oanly 31% of the eligible
Faatbéll participants had received denrees, arnd amorng
eligible swim team participarnts, 55% had received a degree.
The eligible hockey participant had the highest adjusted

graduaticrn percerntage (100%), and eligible termis



sajenpeid jo Iaqunu

() “%pnys woaj bBuriginsaa 100/ Dotwepede pue j31ods 103 sojed uotqenpeab pajisnlpy - ( )A¥
soqenpeab Jo zaqumu { ) +yeak otwepeoe pue 310ds 19d sojenpeab jo abequadiad - ( )1dd

1eak DOTWepeoe pue 31ods Aq sjuexju JO Iaqumy - ( IN)

1S370N
€ /N (oot v v/N (oot 1 v/N (9's 8L /N 0 £ v/N egs 9 5-48
Y /N @299 ¢ v/N (os 2 v/N (£1)8°9y 62 /N (9)9°55 6 v/N o08 s 98-£8
y /N (£)0°09 & /N (9001 € (£1)0°05 (21)2°9% 92 /N wWizoL 9 Y/N ®)2°99 21 £9-20
9 (8)2°%9 (20705 91 (£)0°09 (0°0% § VN Q210728 9% /N (§)5°29 8 v/N 0°05 % 28-18
2 V/N (€02 v v/N (£)0°09 s v/N (6L€798 s¢ v/N (9005 8 v/N £)6°29 L 18-08
2l (£1)9°98 (LLIE°§2 Si v/N @00, 2 V/N 6119 1E VN (£)6°2y 2 v/N 299 9 08-6L
£ (6)2°69 (3)5°19 €L v/N @999 ¢ (130705 (£1)9°9y 82 (9°€9 (95795 1L v/N ($)0°05 0L 62-81
y /N (©0°sL ¥ VN (1002 s LI272s L2y 98 (£0°05 (DE°gE 9 v/N 9258 2 82-12
4 /N (910705 ¥ /N (96768 9 (6132795 (81)9°1S S V/N (£)0°sL ¥ v/N (£)6°29 2 22-92
< (001 (92768 2 V/N @001 2 (6175769 (L1)9°8S 62 v/N (1)0°0§ 2 /N (£0°09 § 9L-52
IN rov 13d LN rav 124 EN rav 124 IN ray 124 N rov 124 N

6ulI Mg 3109 11eq3004 11eqiaxseg 11eqaseq IN3AV

uotqedioijaed 3o 1Jodg pue Axjud JO Iesf Ag @jey uotljqenpeln ¢ aTdel

28



V/N (i)oot
V/N 0

V/N (£)001
V/N (§)5°29
V/N 0

V/N (Ve'gg
V/N (2)00L

(9)ool  (£)0°sZ

0 0

V/N (2)o0l

ravy 12d
Aayooy

i

€

2

£

4

ki

4

V/N
(5)g°¢8
v/n
V/N
V/N
V/N
V/N

Y/N
rav

0

9299
9299
(922799
(1)0°08
(v)0°08
[§211M119
)" 1L

124
Bui1159.4p

V/N
V/N
V/N
(1oot
V/N
()00l

V/N

Y/N

V/N
rav

(1)os

0
(L)ool
0
(1)oot
(£)0°S2
(@)2°99
0
(2)o01

(2)o001
12d

4
N

1129431 10A

¥/N
/N
($)9°1y
Y/N

\ 74
v/N
v/N
Y/N
(9001

v/N
rav

e se
(932°99
(€£)0° sz
92°99
(2)9°82
(8)o0L

(5)9°s5
($21 81
(5)¢°§8
(%)o0L

104
3oety

Y/N
Y¥/N
v/N
v/N
V/N
\ ]

v/N

V/N

V/N
rav

0

(£)82
(2)0°0¢
(£)0°0S
(2)o0t
[$9 72318 ]
@299
(2)0°08
(£)0°09
2)2°99

12d
stuua)

k4

£
IN

29

$8-%8
¥8-£8
£8-28
28-18
19-08
08-64
6L-82
8L-12
22-9L
9L-SL

INIAV

psnurjuo) § argel



30
participants were last with 0%, Ivn the overall program, rnon
reverue sports graduated 63.59% of their participants, while
revernue spoarts have a graduaticorn rate of 49. 74,

Time betweern leaving Mirginia Tech arnd enrcllivng at

ancther college cr umiversity. Table & shocws that 79% of the

respondents wha left Virginia Tech ermrroclled at amcther
callege or umiversity. 0O0F these, 397% errcolled within one
academic yvear of leaving Virginia Tech and rnowe of the
respondents waited more tharn twoe academic yvears.

Reasscons for leaving Mirginia Tech. Resporndernts toa the

survey indicated three main reascrns for departure from
Virgimia Tech (Tabkle 7). Forty twe percemnt of the athletes
surveyed cited the sport of participation as the mairn reasonm
for leaving, followed by Virginmia Tech inm gewmeral (37.0%) and
third was persornal reasons {(29.64). The rest of the responses
were distributed amorng the other categories, except for
tutcarial amd support services which did met 1llicit any
reEsSponsSes.
Summary

Graduaticrn rate percerntages incoreased slightly
which is passibly due to the large athlete population anmd the
small sample size used in this study. However, the
graduaticn rate percentages for a magority of the sports were
altered by a substarntial amcurnt. Graduaticrn percerntages

based o race, gender, arnd residency increased slightly, but



Table 6

tength of time betweer departing Virginia Tech

ermralling at ancther college cr university

Respondimg athletes ervelled at amcther imstitution

N PEY. Mear Std. Dev. L com High
& 73.0 1.6818 . 33457 1.0 4,0
cumPCT.
{1 errclled next available semester 14 &6. 3
{(Z2) waited crme semester = 76.7
{3) ermrcalled within orne academic year S 37
{4) ernmclled after two acsdemic years 1 100
{5 ermrclled after three academic years O 1900
6> errcllied after four or more academic years O 100

( ) indicates the mumerical value assigmed the variable

carn the guesticrmmaire



TABLE. 7

REASONS FOR DEPARTING VIRGINIA TECH NO. OF PCT.
RESPONDENTS
25. Virginia Tech in General 10 37%
26. Sport of Participation 11 42.3%
27. Athletic Administration 4 14.8%
28. Academic Reasons 5 18.5%
29. Chosen Course of Study 3 12%
30. Financial Difficulties 3 11.5%
31. Tutorial Assistance 0 0%
32. Individual Support Services 0 0%
33. Family/Personal Reasons 8 29.6%
34. Medical Reasons 2 7.7%
35. Playing Performance 5 22.7%
36. Tired of School 3 12.5%
37. Professional Contract 2 8.3%

* Respondents chose all which applied

32
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were alsce affected by the large athlete populaticn amd the
sire of this sample.

Nirmety—severn percent of the responding athletes who
giraduated from ancther college or umiversity, emralled withiw
orme academic year of leavimng Virgimie Tech. In &ll1, twernty
four respondents inmdicated they had earrmed a bachelor's
degree at the time of this study.

Rlmost all the respondents who participated in this study
chase either the sport inm which they plaved or Virginia Tech
in general az the reascom for leavimg schoacl. The third mast

frequent respomse cited was persanal o Family reasonms.



CHAPTER FIVE

Comclusiorn and Recommendatiorns

Imtroducticr

This chapter contains conclusioms and recommendaticons
drawrs from this study and suggestioms for future research
based cr this material. There are three main conclusiconms
that can be drawen from this research, (1) of the respondents
to this study, who left Virginia Tech while maintainming & &.0
cumnulative BCA, 739% received a bachelor's degree from ancther
cocllenge cr university, (23 374 of the respondernts ernvolled at
arcther imstituticon within cone academic year of leaving
Virginia Tech, arnd {(3) & majority of the athletes left
Virginia Tech because of the schocl in germeral or the sport

which they played.

Conclusicms

The graduaticrm rates for a majoerity of the specrts at
Virginia Tech imcreased as a result of this study. In &
comparisors of revernue sports {(Football, basketballd{both
sexes¥), scholarship faotball players have a higher
graduaticrn percentage. Pincrng miar revernuwe sports {(all
cthers), volleyball players have the highest graduaticom
percentage. In the coverall pragram, norn revernue sports
graduate 63.3% of their participants, while revernue spcrts
have a graduatiorn rate of 43.7%. Several theories have beer
farmulated to explairn this discreparncy. It must be ricted,
however, there are vco specific comclusicoms o the issue which

cars be drawn from this study.
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Of the responding athletes whoe ermrcalled at arncther
college or university, 974 did so withim ome academic year of
leaving Virginia Tech. This possibly indicates they were wmct
"tived" of schocl, rather they were "tired” of Virginia Tech
irn germeral or Tech athletics. Orly 12.5% of the respondents
indicated they were tired of schoacl, however, 30,74 cited
Virgimia Tech as & comtributing factor inm their decisicom to
leave schoal. The questiconrmaire listed several subgroups
concerning Vivginia Tecoh {(i.e. academic, tutorial arnd support
services, course of studyd, but morme of these areas received
cverwhielming support. This may imdicate the respondernts
fournd areas cutside "academic life” which did rcoct satisfy
them erncugh to remain at Virgimia Tech.

The leading factor choser by the respondents for leaving
Virginia Tech was the spert iv which the athlete
participated. However, the subgroups under athletics
(athletic administration and playing perfocrmance) received
less tharm 15% of the respornses. It seems the athletes?
enjoyed the program as a "whale'", but were displeased with
certairn elements, possibly the coachinmg staff cr the sport's
impact < academic performance. The primary comclusicn
indicates that the respondernts were rnot happy at Virgimia
Tech, therefcre they ernrclled at ancther institutiorn.

Reccumendat icns

This author's primary reccmmerndaticorn is to mairnstreamnm

athletes intc the gemeral student populaticorn. Evers though
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VMirginia Tech dees not have ar athletic dormitcry per se, a
majcrity of the orn campus athletes are hcoused inm orne
facility. Alloawimg athletes to inmteract with the gerneral
studernt populaticon may foster understanding betweern the twa
groups arnd af fords athletes the oppoerturnity tao lears there is
more to college thanm athletics., The results indicated that
athletes received sufficiert academic and athletic
encouragemnernt yet they were lacking support away from the
classrcom and playing field. Interacting with studernts cother
tharnm fellow athletes may provide the rneeded social
interactior.

The athletic administraticn must rot allcocw itself to
beccane caomplacernt and lazy. Overall, Virginmia Tech has
implemnernted excellernt programs to retain and pgraduate as marny
athletes as possible. These programs include imcreased
staffirng fcr tutorial services arnd marndatcry "study hall'.

Ivm additicrn, the athletic departmernt should implement an
arrual Ffollow up program to track athletes who depart from
Virginia Tech. This pragram would determine which athletes
if any, returrned tc arncther college or university, and their
proegress towards a degree. A program such as this weouwld be
recessary to accurately determinme Virginia Tech's athlete

graduaticn rate.
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This type of research should be cormducted inm a
loemgitudiral marmer. A properly conducted study could
indentify scholarship athletes who have received bachelor's
degreses but are currerntly listed as still ernrclled. There
are several possible extemsicons to this research. A study
could be desigred to track athletes who left Virgimia Tech
without graduating bat did not maintain 8 cumulative 2. 0.
Arncther study could exparnd the criginal guestionmaire to
determime 1f anmy of the athletes used inm this study have
earned post graduate degrees anmd if sc, whern, where, what
area of study?, explcre indepth the exact reason why &
particular athlete chose to leave Virginia Tech, poll
particular groups of athletes (i.e. womern, mew, black, white)
to determime 1if there are commor factors why these athletes
left Virginia Tech. All of the afore merntiomed ideas could
exparnd understanmding intco the life if a Virginia Tech
athlete.
Summary
For reverue sports the graduaticon rate for football

players increased the greatest amcunt as a result of this
st udy. Aoy non—revernue sports, the swim team members?
graduétion rate increased the greatest amcunt. However, ir
compariscr, non-revenue sports graduate more participants
tharn dao re&enue sports.

This survey indicated that a majority of the athletes

responding to this study, erralled at ancther college or
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urmiversity within corne academic year of departing Virginmia
Tech. This seems to reveal the respondinmg athletes were rnct
tired of schocl, rather the were ncoct satisfied with Virgimia
Tech.

OF the responding athletes who departed from Virginia
Tech awvd erroclled at ancther college or university, 97% of
the respondents ervraclled within one academic year. Norme of
the responding athletes waited lomger tharn two academic
YE&TS.

A majcrity of the athletes chose the sport of
participaticrn amd Virginia Tech ivn gerneral as the twoe main
reascns for leavimg Virgirnia Tech. This may indicate they
were unsatisfied with Virgiwmia Tech in gerneraly; therefore
they ernrclled at arncther imstituticor.

There is a vast amcurnt of research that canm be
implemerted usimg this study as a madel. Further research
can discover octher athletes who have received denrees and
indicate more precisely the reasons why these athletes left

Virgimia Tech.
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APPENDIX A
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I INCORRECT MARKS CORRECT MARK USENO. 2 ' I | | } | l Q | ‘EI :
: ER? jole] o] PENCIL ‘oJelelolololelele o]o]o .
_NAME COURSE DATE QOO00000Q ® POY ®
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l ololelolololelolo M) @@a o |
! This questionnaire concerns your academic 8888888861 8 ‘88@ 8 j
? career at Virginia Tech. Please feel free @@@@@@@@8 ©® OO 6

to answer all questions honestly as all 000000000 ® OO
| responses will be kept confidential. Your b@@@@@@@% 0 1BO& 0
¢ answers will be pooled with the responses KGHAEECOHOE O ® '

i of other people involved in this survey

and used as a group. Please return this form by
! March 5, 1990. USE A NO.2 PECIL.TO MARK RESPONSES.
I

@@@@@@@@@

1. Echnic Origin: 1) White 2) African American PO

3) Other , 10000000006
2. Sex: 1) Male 2) Female Jboooocosss
? 3. Were you an in-state student? 1) Yes 2) No s @O@O@O@Oel
; 4. ;n)\erigv;;s_y?g%last acadeﬁclggar-;igg‘{? ¢ @O@@@@@@@;
3 1977 - 1978 8) 1982 - 1983 9000000000
53 1979 - 1080 10) 1984 - 198 'PE0000000s
! 5. 2:‘1’1:’:: g:n‘:i;xix::tzg\:;?education at another .: z:ggzzgzgi
1) yes 2) no - go to question #9 ;
6. How soon did you enroll at another school after "O@@@OOOO@@i
N
ste 1
2) Tow next scdumie yor: e
S) After three academic years
X 6) After four or more academic years M olejojojololelololc]
i
7. Bave gou caceivd « Bachelor's ugees S 42000000000
1) Yes 2) Ro " O@@@@@O@@j
8. In which academic year did you receive your first
MRS o i 1o 1b00000000
2) 1976 - 1977 7) 1981 - 1982
& 1378 - 1979 %) 198 - 198 »000000000e
5) 1979 - 1980 10) 1984 - 1985 1] 0]01010]010101001C
! OVER PLEASE 4 ololololololelofolo
i t:Yelolololololelololc
J olelalolololelololo)
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9. Which of the following were factors in your

decision to leave Virginia Tech?
(CHOOSE ALL THAT APPLY)

(25) Virginia Tech in general
(26) Sport in which you participated
(27) Athletic Administration
(28) Academic reasons

(29) Chosen course of study

(30) Financial difficulties

(31) Tutorial assistance »
(32) Individual support services
(33) Family/Personal reasons
(34) Medical reasons
(35) . Playing performance

(36) Tired of school

(37) Professional contract

PLEASE LIST ANY ADDITIONAL FACTORS THAT WERE NOT

LISTED ABOVE -
1.
2.
3.

Thank you very much for you time and effort with

this questionnaire. Your responses will be kept

1)
1)
1)
1)
1)
1
1
1)
bY)
1
1
3]
1)

5
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Yes 2) No

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

2)
2)
2)
2)
2)
2)
2)
2)
3
2)
2)
2)

confidential and will be generalized for analysis.

No
No
Ro
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
No
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Apperdix H
Dear Former Hokie,

The Natiomal Callegiate Athletic Asscciaticm (NCAMA
has recently passed legislatiom requiring its member
imstitutions to publish their graduaticrm rates for
schclarship athletes. This legislaticm will affect Virgimia
Tech.

As a former schalarship athlete at Virgiwia Tech, it
is very important to determinme your academic career after
leavirg Virginia Tech. The NCAA allows schools to cocurmt
athletes as graduates, if they have received a degree fraom
amcther umiversity or ccllege. Irs corder to calculate an
accurate graduaticor rate, it is important that your
guesticrmaire be returred for this study. I am trying to
determiwne the graduaticrm rate for Schoalarship athletes,
betweers 13752 and 1385,

You may be assured of complete confidentiality. The
guesticrmaire has an identificaticrn riumber for mailing
purposes crily. This is sa I cars check your rname off the
matling list when your questicrmaire is retuwred. Ycoury mamne
will rever be placed or the questicomrmaire.

If you have amy gquesticrs regarding the guesticormmaire,
please write cor call me. My telephcwne mumber is
703-552-8781. If your name was irnccocrrectly chosern for this
survey please indicate yocur year of graduatiornn from Virginia
Tech, awrnd returrn the gquesticrmaire.

Sirmcerely,

Mark Pocley

Graduate Student

D 37 Heritage
Blacksburg, VA 24060



ARppendix C

Dear Former Hokie,

Last week a guesticrnmaire abocut your academic career
after leavirng Virgimia Tech was mailed to you.

If you have already completed and returrned it to me,
thamk you very much. If rot, please do so today. Because
af the small sample choserr for this survey, it is very
impertant that your questicrmaire be inmcluded inm this study.

If you did wot receive the guestiormaire, or it was
misplaced, please contact me (703-552-8781) amd I will send
vyou & replacement immediately.

Sincerely,

Mark Pooley
Graduate Student
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Apperndix D
Dear Former Hokie,

About three weeks agoe 1 wrote you comcerming your
academic career after leavimg Virgirmia Tech. As of tcday I
have rnot received ycur completed questicormaire.

I am conmducting a study to determime Virgimia Tech's
graduaticr rate for scholarship athletes.

I have writter you agairn because of the sigrnificarnce
cf your questicrmaire in the usefulrmess of this study. Irs
crder for the results of this survey to be accurate, it is
essential that each perscorn in the sample returm their
quest icrmaire.

In the evernt that the qgquestiornrmaire has beern
misplaced, a replacemert is ernclosed.

You coaperaticorn is greatly appreriated.
Sircerely,

Mark Pcoccoley

Graduate Student

D 37 Heritage
Elacksburg VA 24060



Appendix E

Dear Fcrmer Haokie,

I am writimg ycu about my study of former Virginia
Tech scholarship athletes. I have rnot received ycur
completed questicrnmaire.

This 3is the first study of this type that has ever
beern conmducted. The large number of guesticrmaire returrned
is very erncouraging. Irs corder for this study to be
accurate, your questicrmaire must be included.

Because of the importance of your gquestiornmaire, 1 am
sending this letter by certified mail to insure delivery.
I case my earlier letters did wmot reach you, a replacement
gquest icrmalire has beer ernclased. Please complete and returmn
it as Quickly as possible.

Yoaur cormtributicrn to the success of this study is
greatly appreciated.

Sirncerely,
Mark Pacley
Graduate Student

D 37 Heritage
Elacksburg, VA 24060
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Vita

Mark 5. Pocley was born o December 13, 1565 ivm Augusta
Gecrgia. He attended Sccastee High School in Myrtle Beach,
Scuth Carclina amd later earrmed a Bachelor’'s of Scierce
Degree irm Busimess Rdmimistraticrs from Newbervry College,
lacated inm Newberry Scuth Carclina. He was a graduste
studernt at Virginmis Tech from 1388 to 1330, While at
Virgimia Tech he was a Graduaste Teaching Assistamt i

Health, Physical Educaticn amd Recreaticon.

Mark 5. Poccley
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