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Restructuring Athletic Graduation Analysis at Virginia Tech 

by 

Mark Pooley 

Elyzabeth Halford, Chairpersca 

Physical Ecducat ic: 

(ABSTRACT) 

The Naticnmal Cellegqiate Athletic Asseciatiom (NOAA) 

passed legislation requiring its member institutions ta 

publish their graduaticn rates. Instituticans may now cent 

athletes as graduates if they have earned degrees fren 

ancther wsstatut ices. 

The purpose af this study was tc aSSess a graduaticr 

rate that included thease athletes, with at least a 2.0 GCA, 

whe departed Virginia Tech betweer 1975 and i385. Ar: 

additicanmal purpese was te determine why these athletes 

left. 

There were seventy e@ligible participarts whe received 

Questicrmaires via mail. Forty questicmnaires were 

returned, af which, thirty ame were usable. 

Seventy mine percent af the respending athletes earned 

a degree fran ancther instituticn. OF these athletes, 

ninety sever percent errcalled at ancther instituticrn withir: 

ome academic year cf leaving Virginia Tech. 

Farty two percent ef the respemding athletes chese 

their spert of participation as the major reasan For 

departing, followed by Virginia Tech in general, and 

perscanmal reascars.
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CHAPTER ONE 

Introaduct ica 

Cellege athletics and academics can me longer be 

menticaned in the same sentence withaut several skeptical 

eyebraws being raised. Recent scandals, such as the ame at 

Memphis State University, where oamly 6 of 3&8 basketball 

players graduated between 19735 and 1983, have left a 

permanent blackspet er college athletics (Saneff, 1986). This 

Mhewever, 25 neat the anly incident te aeccur at Division TA 

restituticHrs. Fhe mest recent allegations «ef academic 

wreangdcaings have beer leveled against the University af 

Texas, University af Geergia, University af Akram, Temple 

Urriiversity, and the University of Misscuri (Gup, 1989). This 

preblem is met ane af isclated imcidernts, but appears te be 

Widespread threugheut cellege athletics. 

Graduaticon rates have mew beccme a Majer weapanm in the 

recruiting war. Schacls such as Netre Dame and Duke cpenly 

publicize their abeve average graduation rates wher: 

recruiting prespective student athletes. Recently, naticmal 

and state legislaters submitted legisilatican that would 

require universities tec previde prospective student athletes 

access tc the scheacal’s graduation rate (Lederman, 1989). At 

the federal level, this mevement has beer led by Senator Hill 

Bradley, Demecrat fram New Jersey, and former Naticral 

Basketball Asseciaticrn star. The House of Representatives 

versicn was spensered by Rep. Ed Tewrns, Demecrat from New 

York.
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In respomse te grewing political pressure ta publicize 

individual scheel’s graduation rates, the NCAA passed 

Prapesal 24 at the 1390 NCAA National Comverntican. This 

prapesal, new ratified as a bylaw, states: 

The Asseciaticn’ Ss maticnal affice anrually shall publish 

the admissions and graduation rate and shall identify 

the informatica: co ar institutican specific basis. 

Member institutices shall previde tea prespects, 

prespects’ parents, and te the preaspects’? high scheacdl 

and two year college ceaches informatican cantained 

within the report (NCAA, 13590). 

Purpese 

The purpese af this study was tea aSsess & graduation rate 

that included these athletes whe, while maintaining at least 

a 2.0 cumulative quality credit average (QCA), chase ta leave 

Virginia Tech between 13735 and 1985 without receiving a 

degree. Arr additicmal purpese eF this study was te determine 

these former athletes’? reascems for leaving Virginia Tech. 

This study refers ta student athletes as athletes ard the 

general student papulaticon will be labeled as nenathletes. 

Statement af the preablerm 

Between 19735 and i983, 70 schealarship athletes, wha had 

a cumulative QCA af 2.0 cr better, cheese te discemtinue their 

full time ernraclimernt at Virginia Tech withaut receiving a 

degree. There has been na attempt ta determine why these
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athletes left ar what happened tea their academic career 

after leaving Virginia Tech. This study attempted tea 

ascertain the answers ta three questicrns. 

1. What were the reascms these former athletes left 

Virginia Tech? 

2. Did they cemntirnue their education at ancther callege 

cr uriversity? 

3. Did they camplete degree requirements at anather 

ccllege orm university? 

Delimitatians 

The subjects of this study were limited ta 

1. Schelarship athletes at Virginia Polytechnic Institute 

and State University (Virgiria Tech). 

ite Severnty schalarship athletes at Virginia Tech whe 

maintained at least a cumulative BCA cf 2.0 and left betweer 

1375 and 1985 withaut earning a degree. Tris limitation was 

cheser because the athletes’ GCA cF at least 2.0 indicates 

they had peterntial ta graduate from Virginia Tech had they 

chaser ta stay. 

3S. Athletic schelarship recerds were net ccmputerized 

umtil the 13975 scheaal year, allcawing access te scholarship 

recipients and their addresses. Therefore, 1975 was chosers 

as the base year fer this study. The year (19385) 

was cheser allcewing athletes whe left Virginia Tech at least 

five years ta errall and pessibly graduate frem anather 

ccllege cr university.



Justification 

Arr area cf great camcerr ta administrators is the 

retentian rate af athletes. A scheel’s graduation rate is a 

direct reflection of the scheal’s ability te retain its 

athlete pepulaticonm threugh te graduaticnr. In 1988, the 

College Foaetball Asscaciaticn (CFA), the emly organization 

which currently publishes individual scheal graduation rates, 

revealed that the average retention rate for its member 

imstituticans between 1377 and 1986 was 69.3%, with a low af 

67.7% in 13978 te a high «cf 7O.8% in 1986 (CFA, 1988). The 

retention af schelarship feetball players at Virginia Tech is 

well abeve the naticwnal CFA average. Virginia Tech retains 

86.7% ef its schelarship freshman football players with the 

retentican rate ranging from 77% in 13584 tea 100% in 1988 (Via, 

1388). The naticmal average reterntican rate for other 

scholarship athletes is met available at the present time. 

At the NCAA's 19330 comverntion Hylaw 24 was passed 

requiring all member institutions ta publish their 

schalarship athlete graduation rates by 1392. At the present 

time, the NCAA allecws member institutions te calculate 

Qraduaticon rates by twa methads. The first methead allcaws the 

institution te ceaunt anmly these athletes whe enter and 

graduate fram the same imstituticn (NCAA, 1989). 

The secemd methed counts these athletes whe enter the 

imstitutioan, but whe graduate from ancther accredited 

imstituticas. Currently Virginia Tech uses the
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First methad, which results in a less than exemplary 

graduatican rate for same individual varsity sperts. By 

determining haw many of the selected 70 schclarship athletes 

ef this study have received a ccllege degree, Virginia Tech 

car adygust its graduatican rate ta reflect the degrees 

peceived by these athletes. In additicen, the questicnmaire 

may indicate proeblenms which are unique te athletes at 

Virginia Tech. 

Defiriticans 

Division IA.-- Fer ari anstitutican te be classified as 

Division IA, it shall spemser a minimum af eight varsity 

sperts, including foeetball, ins Division I. The institut aces 

shall schedule and play at least 60 percert af its football 

Qames against members af Divisicm IA football (NCAA, 1389). 

Buality Credit Average (QCA).-- The GCA is determined by 

Gividing the tetal wnumber cf quality credits earned by the 

tetal rumber cf hears attempted (Harder, 193983). 

Academic gcead standing. -- Ar imnstitutica establishes a 

criteria whereby a studert makes satisfactary pregress 

toward a degree preagram and is, therefore, eligibie 

ta ceomtinue enrellment at that imstituticanm (NCAA, 15389). 

College athlete.-- Arn athlete is cme wha participates ir 

a spart for the educaticnal, physical, mental, and sacial 

berefits derived there fram and for whem participatica irs 

that spert is an avecatian (NCAA, 1989).
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Recruited athiete.-- A prespective college athlete wha, 

has started classes fer the ninth grade and has been 

recruited by ary imstituticanal staff member cr representative 

ef the instituticn’s athletics interests is ccanmsidered a 

recruited athlete (NCAA, 1390). 

Schelarship athlete. -- Financial aid is received by the 

athlete as & result of direct athletic participaticn (NCAA, 

1389). 

Graduation Rate. -- The repert includes the instituticn’s 

graduatican rate For the entering Freshman class that begar 

attendance as full-time, regularly matriculated, degree 

seeking students at the institution Six years pricr tea 

the regular fall term that incluces the Octeber 1 deadline, 

for beth recruited athletes and students qenerally. For 

purpeses af this legislatican, the "graduaticn rate” shall be 

based upen the mumnber of athletes wha entered the member 

imstaitutioan within five academic years of the date cf initial 

ermrcaliment (NCAA, 1989). 

Adjusted Graduaticn Rate - The report includes the 

imstitution’s adjusted graduaticn rate for recruited 

athletes ir each spert. In Calculating the adjusted 

Qraduatian rate, transfer athletes shall be cceunted as part 

ef the class ccompleting degree credit eqrivalent and accepted 

by the certifying institutican at the time af transfer. Ars 

athlete whe left the institution while in gqeed academic 

stamding and whe would have met the satisfactory pregress 

requirements for athletic eligibility, car be included.
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Athletes whe did net graduate within the specified five year 

pericad but whe cemtinue te be ernrelled as full time students 

at the same instituticn and maintain satisfactory pregress 

toward & Specific baccalaureate degree, shall net be included 

{iNCAR, 1389). 

Cellegiate athletic pregranms have ccme uncer heavy fire 

fram the public cencerning the less thar sterling academic 

receards af student athletes. The media displays universities 

46 large uncaring instituticas whe use callege athletes te 

generate revenue ther carelessly discard the student wher: 

their usefulness has expired. The main weapan used in this 

assault by the media is ar institution's graduatican rate. 

This study was am attempt te track and accurately assess the 

graduation statistics of 7O schalarship student athletes wha 

left Virginia Tech between 13975 and 193985 witheut a bachelars 

degree.



CHAPTER TWO 

Review af the Literature 

intraduct ica 

College athletics has received an abundance of negative 

publicity ain the last five years. Universities and coalleges 

have beer perceived as “factories” which preaduce an imperfect 

praoduct: calleqe athletes. Studies have shawn athletes te be 

academically paar wher ccampared te the general student 

paopulaticanm and more devated ta athletics than academics 

‘Kiger and Lorentzen, 13985). 

In respemse te increasing public pressure, Ccangress 

prepesed legqislaticorn requiring publication ef graduations 

rates (Hradley, 1989). The NCAA responding te both public 

and poclitical pressure passed a bylaw, which in essence, is a 

mircrar image of the proaepesed rnaticmal legisiatian requiring 

the publication af graduaticon rates. 

A pell ceomducted by the Washingtecsn Post examined the 

caomditican af collegiate athletics. Eighty-twe college 

presidents admitted that their schecls had beer irvolved ir 

recruiting viclatians, 13 ceanfessed ta under-the-table 

payments ta athletes and three listed peint-shavirng and ather 

gambling viclatiaxwns. Thirty-six presidernts said that there 

was drug use ameng athletes, S37 detailed lower academic 

standards for athletes and 23 said that discipline preablens 

for athletes are being cverleaked (Cramer, 1996).
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Time Magazine ran ar investigative report ccomcerrning 

major college athletics inf its April 3, 1389 editicr. The 

authors stated that the fellawing reforms ccould help end the 

explaitatian ard hypecrisy that mow scars college athletics: 

1. Celleges sheuld have the same entrance and academic 

requirements for athletes as for ether students, while 

reaffirming their camnitment ta admitting mincrity and 

eather disadvartaged students. 

z. Athletic dormitecries sheuld be abeclished. They canly 

reinforce the isclation of players from the rest af the 

uriversity ccunmurnity. 

3. Practice time sheuld be reduced 

4. All freshmen sheuld be ineligible te play ar 

practice. 

= Games shewuid be scheduled ar weekends cnly. 

&. Coaches sheuld be payed cm the same scale as faculty 

members and made eligible far terure. 

7%. AR greater poerticn af revenues from callege sports 

shaulid ge inte the general university furd, rather thar: 

remain within the athletic department. 

& NCAA sheuld require ceaches te came forward wher they 

learn cf viclaticrs. Penalties should be stiffened fer 

all rule breakers (Gup, 1989, p. 36). 

Cellege athletics has beccme such a financial berms for 

universities and caelleges that arn athlete’s academic 

performance is secandary tc his ar her athletic performance.



10 

A study canmducted by researchers at Utah State University 

examined the academic performance by athletes and neonathletes 

irs the Racky Meauntain regicn. The findings of the study 

imdicate that there are academic performance differences 

between athletes and nemathletes. Athletes, aS a graup, hac 

lewer mean high schoel grade point average and ceclleqe 

entrance exam sccres than memathletes, already putting them 

at «a disadvantage (Kiger & Lerentzen, 13506). 

Among the athletes used in the Kiger and Lorerntzer (139686) 

study, minarity athletes had the peerest academic 

performance. In camtrast, the mirncarity nenmathletes had 

Similar academic performance recerds ta the qeneral 

nrenathlete populaticer. The authers indicated that if it were 

met for athletics, these students weuld net be ir college. 

Kiger and Loeremtzer (1986) ccaomcluded that if athletic 

departments are indeed ccimitted te ccmplying 

with NCAA academic reforms, ther mincrity students deserve 

special caomsideraticn with academic programs develcped 

specially Fer student athietes. 

National Collegiate Athletic Asscaciaticans 

In response tc increasing public pressure, the NCAA 

imitiated a survey cf 4000 students and athletes at 42 

Division 1A imstituticns. The survey was coenmducted by the 

Center for the Study «af Athletics at the American Institutes 

for Research at the request af the NCAA Presidert’s 

Ceuvamissicorn (Suillivar, i989).
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The study reported that, an the average, athletes have a 

lower grade-paint average than mnemathietes. Of all athletes, 

Football and basketball players have, cam the average, the 

lewest grade pcint averages. Mare importantly it was reported 

that academics were met the athlete’s tap pricrity, makirig it 

harder te get the grades they are capable of getting 

(Sullivan, 1989). 

In avs ef Fort tae spare instituticms embarrassment, the 

NCAA dees met publish individual graduation rates. The rates 

are broekerm inte several categories but me individual 

imstituticons are listed. This cinissicn i168 for gead reason. 

Very few colleges and universities wish their individual 

graduations rates te be published, because cf the spaetlight 

being placed om their pragrams. Only a few pewerheuses such 

as Duke, Georgetown, Neatre Dame, and Providence Ccallege 

graduate mere than 3S per cert «ef their athletes (‘Gup, i15783)., 

Graduaticu: Rate Refarm 

The public cutery against cellege athletics has led te a 

hest of prepesed refarms. These critics have voiced 

Suggestions including paying cecllege athletes, shartering the 

Playing seascenm, mandatary red shirting for the first year, 

reductiarn ir practice time ar ever drastic measures such as 

CSliminating athletic schelarships (Gup, 1389). Senator Hill 

Bradley, a former NEA and collegiate star, introduced 

legislatican requiring a university toa allaw public access
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ta itS graduation rate. The Student Athlete Right ta Knaw Act 

requires calleges and uriversities receiving Federal 

financial assistance te report graduaticanm rates arnmually te 

the Secretary of Educatica, ancluding the graduation rates af 

athletes broken dewn by sSpart, race, and sex. The Act alse 

Calls for reperting the praperticn «of students whe earn & 

degree within Five years, reperted by spart, race, ard Sex, 

The proepesed Act would require schecls te report: 

1. Statistics on students whe receive athletic 

scheclarships breker dewn by Field ef study, type af 

degree received, and speart. 

&. The rumnber af athletes wha earr a degree within Five 

years, breken dawn by sport, Sex and race. 

The above informatica: am graduation rates and degrees 

camferred for all students will be brekerm dowr in & 

Similar marmner. 

a. The information coaomtained in the repert te ali high 

schacl athletes beirg recruited by the scheal as 

athletic schelarship carthidates (Bradley, 1389, p. 4). 

In additics, The Student Athlete Right ta Krew Act 

requires the Secretary of Education te ccampile and publish 

the information fer individual cellegqes ard universities and 

aggregate infoermatican for athletic conferences recognized by 

the NCAA and the National Assaeciatian of Intercallegiate
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Athletics (NATA). Fris information will alsa be available tea 

high scheel guidance ccunselcars and principals. Irn testamary 

before the Urited States Senate, Sernatecr Hradley stated: 

The Student Athlete Right te Krew Act is ane small step 

Forward iff straightening cut these pricrities. f seek te 

strengthen the role af educaticr rather than weakening 

the role of athletics (Hradley, i389, po. 3). 

However, if the aftermath af the 1990 NOAA ccowerrth ics, 

Senater Bradley plans ta alter the Student Athlete Right Te 

Krew Rot te exclude all NCAA member instaituticms including 

these in Divisieam It. The Student Athlete Right ta Krew Ret 

Will met be withdrawn urtald the NATA and the mation? Ss gurmier 

ccelleges aise agree tea voluntarily reveal graduation cates 

INCAA News, L990). 

Carrent Graduaticn Rates 

Accerding te statistics previded by the NCAA, the mear 

Qraduatian rate for large public uriversities is 43.1%, The 

mear graduation rate for all schcelarship athletes at large 

public wumiversities is 43. 74%. For scheaeals in the Sautherr: 

region (which includes Virginia Tech), the mean graduat ic 

rate for all schelarship athletes is 43.9% (NCAA Acacemic 

Reperting, 1388). 

National graduation rates for individual varsity sperts, 

excluding foatball, are currently net available. The 

graduation rate in 1988 for the CFA, of which Virginia Tech 

is a member, was 49.8%, a decrease cf less than cane percent
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fram the previceus year (CFA, 1989). The survey involved the 

freshman Class ef 1383, including these wha ernbtered at that 

time Gut whe did net receive financial aid until after their 

imitial year aor whe transferred from ancther inmstitutics are 

Subsequently received a grant-irn-aid. 

The University of Kertucky cabtained a SO” success rate 

graduating 18 «af 2O af ats feetball clayers included in the 

SUV ey. Twelve other institutions graduated FOX ar mare af 

the football players that errclled in 1983 (CFA, 19389). 

Sumner y 

Reforms in cellenge athletics are cccurring at a 

staggering rate. The American public has turned its 

attenticn te cellegiate athletics resulting in pressure tea 

change a system that allows ar athiete tea graduate college 

while being furncticmally illiterate. Prapaesed reforms 

im cellege athletics have ranged fram reduced practice time 

tc paying cellege athletes. These prepesed changes fear 

cellege athletics have came from the media, ccllege 

administratoers and ever the Federal Geverrnmert. 

As a result of recruiting athletes as performers first 

and students seccmd, marry instaituticnms da nat graduate a 

majyarity af their athletes. Therefere individual graduaticar 

rates for instituticns are net published. However, 

increasing pelitical pressure fram Senatcar Hradley fran New 

Jersey, has resuited in the NCAA passing legislatican
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requiring its member institutions te previde prespective 

athletes with the scheal’s graduation rates. These rates must 

tnclude such variables aS Sex, race, and sport of 

participatianr, 

Ne matter hew mary reforms are praopesed, the athletes 

themselves must net be cverlachked. Aecarding te twee studies, 

Kiger and Lerentzern and the NOAA Presidents’ Ccunmissicr, 

athletes are ret receivirg the academic attention that is 

mecesasary for Success. These studies alse indicated that if 

tt were moet for athletics, these "student" athletes wanld mat 

be emralled at a college cor uriversity.



CHAPTER THREE 

Metheadcalegy and Procedure 

Lest rreedd uct 2 cers 

Informatican used ta determine Virginia Tech’s 

graduation rate has came fram af ficial university receards, 

such as the Department af Athletics, the Office af the 

Registrar, and cid athletics recerds im the Office af 

Scehalarship and Financial Aid. These recards irchicate a 

mediar graduatian rate ef 39.2% for Virginia Tech students 

tHarder, iIDB8Sd. Virginia Tech athletes have a median 

graduation rate af S7.2% (Harder, 13989). Of these whe 

graduated, 7&.AX% aF all athletes tack more thar Four academic 

Years tec ccmplete their degree, while 30.7% tock more thar 

Five years (Harder, i989). 

Tre purpose ef this study was tc assess & graduatican rate 

For these athletes wha, while maintaining at least a 2.0 

cumulative quality credit average, chase ta leave Virginia 

Tech between 1375 and 19385. An additicnal purpese of the 

study was te determine these former athletes’ reascamis) far 

leaving Virginia Tech. This chapter details the subjects, 

instrumentation, procedures, analysis af data and a 

SUAMAT Lr. 

Subjects 

A tetal af Four hundred and thirty eight 

undergraduate schelarship athletes left Virginia Tech, 

betweer 1975 and i995, witheut receiving their academic 

16



degree. Of these, “70 left with a cumulative GOA cf 2.0 aor 

Nigher, which indicates that they prebably ceuld have stayed 

at Virginia Tech if they had chesern tea dae sa. These 70 

athletes wha left Virginia Tech between 1375 - 19385, while 

maimtairimg at least a 2.0 GCA were eligible tea be included 

in Virginia Tech’s adjusted graduatican rate and were the 

subjects af this study (Table 1). The mamnes and last kKrewr 

addresses af the Subjects were previded by the Athletic 

Department and Virginia Tech recerds under the Freedcin af 

ImFormat ice: Aot. 

lest riunent at ica 

Avr trdatial questicnmaire was cemstructed fram irterviews 

with Dr. Martha Harder, Asscciate Director of the Office of 

Scholarship and Financial Aid far Athletics (Appendix Ad. The 

initial questicrmaire was sent tea ten of the former studerit 

athietes for use aS a& pilot study. It was determined pricnm te 

the study that ten participants be chasen ta receive the 

gpilet questicrmmaire. The participants’? studert idermtificaticar 

numbers were listed fram 1 te 7O in ascending numerical order 

based upenm their year oF departure fre Virginia Tech. A 

randan mnunber chart was used ta select the First term (10) 

wumerals listed in the chart less thar: 70. The participants 

assigned ta these rumerals were chaser ta receive the pilet 

Questicnmmaire. 

Six af the ten questicmmaires mailed in the pildat survey 

were returned. All the questicms listed cm the pileat
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Questicnmmaire were resoerdded ta tr the groper manner, 

indicating that recipients understead the language and 

symtax af the questicmmaire. Tre cata received fram the 

Phicth Shudy was Bpoined with the pamuiabicn af this Final 

etady For data analysis. These participgating in the oilbeat 

ebhucy were mob Serb &@ receat Questicmmaraire. 

Pie eG) tte 

Each of ENS remaining garticiogamts (60) cm the list was 

set a goacketb canmtbainiva the questicamaire fcr GR-SCAN)D with 

a Caves: letber (Sopendan 8, The letter explains the purpose 

oF the researcn. Ar addressed stamped return envelope was 

aise broobucdec. Rach OF - SCAN sheet was rumber coded te 

9Sure the recipient’ s cemPFidentiality. 

Diliman (i979) reccuwmends that came week after the 

Questicamaire is mailed, a post card or letter be mailed as a 

reminder ta all subjects. A Follew up letter was develcoed 

{Appendix €). This researcher decided that three weeks after 

the ainitadal mailing, anether letter (Appendix D) and another 

capy af the criginal survey weuld be sent te ary 

nan -respenmderrt s. As a firal effort te ceomtact participants, 

the decisicr was made ta send a fourth letter (Appendix E) 

with a cepy of the criginal survey by certified mail, 

agoraximately sever: weeks after the initial mailing. 

Arialysis oF Data 

HB frequency distribubican and percentages were used tea 

tralecnulate the responses te each questican.
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Ini arder ta determine why these athletes cheese ta leave 

Virginia Tech, a frequency and percentage display was 

presented Fear Questicans fh thraough 37. These respcamnses were 

aleaced crm the display, indicating the mast frequerrt 

Selectica: amang the possible reascms for leaving Virginia 

if
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These athletes whe indicated that they received a 

machelar?s degree frcm an accredited institutica, were 

Cesionated as degree recipients in the following areas: 

t. the spert tem which the athlete participated 

m. the year of entrey inte Virginia Tech 

oS. the demegraphic designaticanm (i.e. race, gender, 

imfaut state student). 

The date was aise used ta determine the average length of 

time between an athlete’s departure date fream Virginia Tech 

and that athlete’s ernrclimernt at anather ccelleqge cr 

UML VErsity. 

The number af athletes whe indicated they had received a 

degree, was ther added ta the rumber af scholarship athlete 

degree recipients from Virginia Tech, in the pericad between: 

1375 amd 1385. These scholarship athletes whe received a 

degree were divided by the tcetal rumber of athletes eligible 

for a degree, resulting in the adjusted graduation rate for 

each speart betweer 1975 and i335. The tetal raunber caf 

athletes in this study wha indicated they had received a
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bachelar’s degree were ccunbined with the existing rumber af 

athlete degree recipients, te calculate Virginia Tech’s 

ad yested graduaticarn rate. 

Hetween i975 and 1945, j7O scholarship athletes withdrew 

From Virginia Tech ever theugh they were maintaining at least 

a cumulative GOA oF 2.0 and ceurlid have academically cambtinued 

their ermrallmernt. These 7O students were surveyed in ar 

atbenct tea determine whether ar net they graduated freun 

anether instituticnm and their reaseans for leaving Virginia 

Tech. This chapter detailed the subjects, instrumentatiarn, 

pracedures, and the metheads of amalysis which were used ta 

Further the purpose of this study. The primary methead af 

amalysis utilized was frequency of responses by spart, 

academic year af entry te Virginia Tech, race, gender, and 

residency. Rdditicnally, am adjusted graduatican rate for the 

pericd between 13975 and 1945 was calculated te include thease 

scholarship athletes whe ccmtinued their educatiarn amd 

gracuated fram ancther instituticr.



CHAPTER FOUR 

Results and Discussices 

irbreaduct 2 csr 

This chapter i8 a report af the results af the survey 

camdeucted in May, 1990. First, there is & discussican and 

siunmary of the results Fram the study including the analysis 

aF the usable qresticammaires, followed by the graduation rate 

by subrects’ race, gender, and residency. This sectico is 

Folblewed with the current amd adjusted graduatica rates far 

18 sa
 Virginia Tech athletes. The mext secticarn displays the averag 

length af tine these athletes tack between leaving Virginia 

Tech and emralbling in another insbituticas. A discussie af 

why these athletes may have left Virginia Tech follows. The 

chapter is camcluded with a summary af the results. 

Study Results 

Table = is a Summary of the results from the May Loo0 

SU ey « Firty af the seventy Surveys mailed were returnmed 

fE7R) aeisd of these Si (44%) were deemed usuable. Nine r 

certified mail receipts were returned fran the ocstal gervice 

labeled "urndeliverable”’. Twenty four of the resmcomdents (7%) 

earned bacheler'’s degrees fram annther ccellege ar university. 

while 7 (214%) did werk, Orne hundred percerth af the females 

(10) whe returned the Guesticmmainres indicated they had 

received a degree, ccmpared with 66.6% (14) for males. 

Twermty three (75%) af the white resmonding athletes indicated 

they had earned a degree, while acme (30%) af the black 

ro
 

ng



Table <= 

Sunmary af Results fram May 1390 Survey 

Total «ef Guesticrnmaires Returned 40 CS 7n%) 

Tetal Number of Usable Guesticnmmaires ai (44%) 

Number of respcendents earning & degree 24 (7K) 

Ruuaber af respendents NOT earning a degree 7 ifixn) 

Frequerccy Distributicrns 

  

Received Degree Did ret 

N PCT. MN PCT. 

Sex 

Male 14 56.6% 7 33.3% 

Female 1 100 % e) 

Race 

White 2 73.1% S Po. SK 

Black i a), O% 1 HO). OK 

Residency 

Ir State Oo 71.4% 2S.6% 

bi
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a Gut ef State 14 Bo, 4% 

Returned Guesticannmaires by Sport af Participation 

BHaseball.w sean Qe mmm mm mmm mmm rr renee iz 

ER ESET ae te me ne es 0 

Feet RD LF tc ee 3 

Gel Faw ce nen ewww mmm mm mm meee 2 

HOCK Oye ee eee mm © 

Swain h vite ow Qe ee 0 

VD Be ee Op ee ee ee 8) 

Tracks Fi Gh de ain o 

Web Demy DD ee a © 

Wreestlairige «ce een enw Lemme er mere © 
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respandents had earned a degree. Cut cf state residents 

returned B2.4% (14) of the questicrmaires, ccmnpared with 

71.44% (10) fer in state residents. 

Geclf team members had the mast returned usuable 

questicnmmaires, LOOK, followed by track/field participants, 

fos, and volleyball glayers, 66%. Swim team members were 

Fourth (S354), followed by foetball (434), basketball (42), 

hackey (G34), wrestling (25%), baseball (22%), and tennis 

(O24), (Table 3). The response rate for male participants 

ranged fraa a law af £ek te a high af 100K, The female 

respcmse rate was similar, ranging from 33% tea 1004, Blacks 

did net exceed a 16% respcmse rate (16% in foeotball) (Table 

3). There were me black respemndemnts in basketball and 

track/ Field. Hawever, there were sever sports if which there 

were mc @ligible black questicmmaire recipients (Table 3). 

White respondents in golf and track/s field equaled the 100% 

(mark. The lewest categeary for white recipierts was ternis 

{(O% returned), follawed by baseball (22%) (Table 3). ny
 

Adjusted Graduation Rates. Graduation percentages far 
  

race, gender, and residency are net categorized by academic 

year cf entrance and spert af participaticty,. Rather they are 

generalized te previde an cverview af the athletic pregram at 

Virginia Tech. Table 4 shews the current graduatican rate 

percentages, as well as the adjusted graduation rate 

percentages for race, gender, and residency as a result af 

the infermaticn acquired threaugh this study.



Table 3 Aralysis ef Usable Guesticrmmaires 

Spart # returned Male Female Hlack White Overall 

Raseball ~ eoKx N/A N/A cin cok 

Hasket ball & 1OOR 33% On HOw 42K 

Foatball 1O 43% N/R 16% mish 43% 

Gal F 3 LOOK N/A N/A LOOK LOOK 

Hackey 1 NA 33% N/A 33% 33% 

Sw ining b HOw SK N/A Sm SA 

Track/Field 3 66% LOOK OX LOOX 7 OK 

Terris 0) On N/A N/D On On 

Volleyball 2 N/A 66% N/A 66% 66% 

Wrestling i con N/A N/A Lon ean 

Netes: N/A indicates there were me questicrmaire recipierts 

ins this categery. 

This table represents the percentage cf respendents far 

each categary listed. 

Refer ta Table One for subject proefile used in this study. 

ro
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Takkle 4 

Graduation Rate by Sex, Race, Residency 

  

Catencry Current Rate Adiusted Rate 

Sex 

Male SS. DR S6.2% 

Female 63. O% 63. 3% 

Race 

White bo. BH 63, 2% 

Black 36. 2% 36. 2% 

Other a3. GX a3. BX 

Residency 

In state 61.5% 61.6% 

Gut ef state aO, BA wi. ix 

iCurrent rates previded by Office «efF Schelarship ard 

Firarmncial Rid) 

fa
 
o
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The female athlete graduatian rate (634%) is slightly 

higher thar the graduatican rate for male athletes (SE. 9%). 

The graduatica rate for white and instate students is higher 

thar the graduaticn rate fer black and cut of State students 

CTatebe 4). 

The aad pusted gradtaticn rate by race was only slightly 

affected due ta the small numerical size of this study (m=70) 

ard tye number aF respemdents (rreeSi>. In addition, there 

were camnly twa black respemdents (Table 2). 

Hesiderncy graduation rate percentages increased if ar 

MWmeqgual manner, ever though the respendents ta the survey 

were aimest equal in beth categeries (Table 4). This is due 

ta the large number cf scholarship athletes frem within the 

state af Virginia. 

Baseball and termis graduatican rates were net adyusted by 

the results of this study (Table ©). The respcermses revealed 

that several baseball and ternis team members have enrclied 

im ather institutions, hewever, they have not received a 

bachelear’s degree. In this study, foaeatball players (7) were 

the mast frequent degree recipients follcewed closely By swim 

team members (6) (Table S&S). Hawever, oarnly S14 of the eligible 

Foot ball participants had received degrees, and ameanyg 

eligible swim team participants, S5* had received a degree. 

The eligible hoackey participant had the highest adjusted 

graduatican percentage (100%), and eligible termris
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participants were last with Ox. Irn the overall pregram, reer 

revenue sperts graduated 65.9% af their participants, while 

revenue spcaorts Nave & graduaticn rate af 49.7%. 

Time between leaving Virginia Tech and errclling at 
  

ancther college cor university. Table & shews that 73% af the 

respemdents whe left Virginia Tech emralled at anather 

ecllege cr umiversity. OF these, 97% enrcelled within ane 

academic year af leaving Virginia Tech and mone af the 

respandents waited mare thar twe academic years. 

Reascrsa For leaving Virginia Tech. Respondents ta the 
  

Survey indicated three main reasans for departure froin 

Virginia Tech (Table 7). Farty twee percent af the athletes 

Surveyed cited the sport af participatican as the main reasears 

For leaving, follewed by Virginia Tech in general (37.0%) and 

third was perscanal reaseans (29.6%). The rest of the responses 

were distributed amcng the ather categecries, except far 

tutorial and suppert services which did net illicit ary 

responses. 

Sunnary 

Graduation rate percentages increased slightiy 

which is pessibly due te the large athlete population and the 

small sample size used in this study. Hewever, the 

graduation rate percentages for a majority af the sports were 

altered by a substantial amcurit. Graduatican percentages 

based ca race, gender, and residency increased slightly, but



Table 6 

Length af time between departing Virginia Tech 

ernreaellinmg at anathner ccellege cr university 

and 

Responding athletes errelled at ancther institutions 

  

N PCT. Pee ars Std. Dev. Low High 

eo 73.0 1.6818 » 99457 1.% 4.0 

N cunPCTy. 

{1) ernrecllied next available semester 14 66. 3 

(2) waited cane senester = 76.7 

(3) emrelled within ane academic year ot 37 

(4) ernrclled after twa academic years 1 LOO 

(3) errclled after three academic years Oo 100 

(6) errelied after foaur cor more academic years 0 LO 

( >) indicates the numerical value assigned the variable 

er the questicrmaire



TABLE. 7 
  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

  

REASONS FOR DEPARTING VIRGINIA TECH NO. OF PCT. 
RESPONDENTS 

25. Virginia Tech in General 10 37% 

26. Sport of Participation ll 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 alsa affected by the large athlete population and the 

Sizce af this samrple. 

Ninety-seven percent af the responding athletes wha 

graduated froaom ancther college or university, enmralled withir 

cme academic year oF leaving Virginia Tech. In ali, twenty 

four respondents indicated they had earned a bachelar’s 

degree at the time «fF this study. 

Almast all the respondents whe participated in this study 

chese @ither the sport ain which they played or Virginia Tech 

in general as the reaseam for leaving schoael. The third mast 

frequent response cited was persanal cm Family reasons.



CHAPTER FIVE 

Cemolusican and Reccunmerncdaticans 

Tmtrod uct ior 

This chapter cantains coanmclusians and reccmnmendaticans 

dreawm fran this study and suggesticans for future research 

based am this material. There are three main ccrmmlusicms 

that can be draw from this research, (1) «af the respenderts 

te this study, whe left Virginia Tech while maintaining a 2.0 

curnoulative GCA, 79X received a bacheler’s degree fram another 

college am university, (2) B7K af the respenderts enralled at 

arather institutican within cme academic year cf leaving 

Virginia Tech, and (3) a majority of the athletes left 

Virginia Tech because cf the scheal in general oar the spert 

which they played. 

Comelusioms 

The graduatican rates for & magjerity af the sperts at 

Virginia Tech increased as a result af this study. In & 

camparisan of revenue sperts (foactball, basketballt bath 

SExeS7), schclarship foetball players have a higher 

gradtaticn percentage. Amang nar reverue sports (all 

ethers), volleyball players have the highest graduatian 

percentage. In the cveralli pragram, nem revenue spcerts 

graduate 63.9% ef their participants, while revenue sports 

have a graduation rate af 49.7%. Several theeries have beer 

formulated ta explain this discreparcy. Tt must be noted, 

however, there are ma specific ccomclusicons ar the issue which 

car be drawn from this study.
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Of the responding athletes wha emralled at another 

college ar university, 37% did sca within ane academic year caf 

leaving Virginia Tech. This pessibly indicates they were neat 

"bared" of scheal, rather they were "tired" af Virgiria Tech 

Ive) general or Tech athletics. GOoily 12.5% af the respondents 

indicated they were tired of schacl, hewever, 30, 7% cited 

Virginia Tech as a comtributing factor in their decisicnm te 

leave scheaadl. The questicmmaire listed several subgqreups 

cancerning Virginia Tech (i.e. academic, tuterial and support 

Services, ccaurse af study), but mene af these areas received 

everwhelming suppcart. This may indicate the respendents 

found areas cutside "academic life” which did met satisfy 

them encugh te remain at Virginia Tech. 

The leading factor chasen by the respondents for leaving 

Virginia Tech was the spert in which the athlete 

participated. Hewever, the subgreaups under athletics 

(athletic administration and playing performance) received 

less than 15% af the respcanses. It seems the athletes’ 

enjoyed the pragram as a "whele"”, but were displeased with 

certair elements, possibly the ccaching staff aor the spert'’s 

tmpact am academic perfearmance. The primary coaomclusicer 

indicates that the respomdents were net nappy at Virginia 

Tech, therefore they erralled at anather instituticnr. 

Reccmmendat i cms 

This author's primary reccmmendaticrn is te mainstream 

athletes irte the general student pepulaticr. Ever though
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Virginia Tech dees not have an athletic darmitory per se, a 

majority oF the an campus athletes are heaused im come 

facility. Allewing athletes te irteract with the general 

student populaticn may fester understanding between the twe 

greups and affords athletes the opportunity te learn there is 

more tae college than athletics. The results indicated that 

athletes received sufficient academic and athletic 

enccuragement yet they were lackirg support away from the 

Classreaan and playing field. Interacting with students cther 

than fellcew athletes may previde the needed scacial 

interacticar. 

The athletic administraticn must net allow itself tea 

became ccmplacent ard lazy. Overall, Virginia Tech has 

implemented excellent pragrams tc retain ard graduate as marry 

athletes as pessible. These pregrams include increased 

staffing for tuterial services and mandatery "study hall”. 

Ir, additican, the athletic department sheuld implemernt ar 

arvmual Follow up pragram ta track athletes whe depart fFreim 

Virginia Tech. This pregram would determine which athletes 

if any, returned ta ancther cceollege cr university, and their 

pregress tcwards a degree. A pregram such as this wauld be 

necessary tc accurately determine Virginia Tech’s athlete 

graduatiarn rate.
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This type ef research shenld be ccanducted in a 

lemgitudinal manner. RAR preperly comducted study cenuled 

imdentify schelarship athletes whe have received bachelar’s 

degrees but are cerremtliy listed as still ernrclled. There 

are several possible extensicns ta this research. A study 

ecculd be designed ta track athletes whe left Virginia Tech 

Witheaut graduating but did met maintain & cumulative 2.0. 

Arnether study cenrld expand the criginal questicanmaire te 

determine if amy of the athletes used in this study have 

earned past gracuate degrees and if sa, wher, where, what 

area af study?, expleare indepth the exact reascarn why a 

particular athlete chese te leave Virginia Tech, pall 

Particular greaups cf athletes (1.8. wamer, men, black, white) 

ta determine if there are ccramon factors why these athletes 

left Virginia Tech. Allo ef the afere menticned ideas ceuld 

expand understanding imta the life if a Virginia Tech 

athlete. 

Suyramiary 

For revenue sports the graduation rate for fFoeotball 

players increased the greatest amcunt as a result af this 

study. Arcang nen-revernue sperts, the swim team members’ 

graduation rate increased the greatest amcunt. However, iss 

ccmparisc:, nan-revenue sperts graduate more participants 

than de revenue spearts, 

This survey indicated that a majority cf the athletes 

respendimg te this study, emralled at anather ccallege ar
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umiversity within ane academic year of departing Virginia 

Tech. This seems ta reveal the respancding athletes were net 

tired «fF scheacal, rather the were net Satisfied with Virginia 

Tech. 

OF the responding athletes whe departed fram Virginia 

Tech and ermraclled at arnather cellege cr university, G7* af 

the respendents enrclled within ane academic year. None af 

the respocmding athletes waited longer thar twa academic 

years. 

A majerity ef the athletes chese the spart of 

participation and Virginia Tech in general as the twa mair 

reasans for leaving Virginia Tech. This may indicate they 

were unsatisfied with Virginia Tech in general, therefcre 

they ernraclled at ancther instituticanr. 

There iS a vast amount af research that can be 

implemerted using this study as a madel. Further research 

carn discever ather athletes whe have received degrees and 

indicate more precisely the reascans why these athletes left 

Virginia Tech.
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. VIRGINIA TECH LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER 3 ———" . 
: INCORRECT MARKS CORRECT MARK USE NO. 2 | | | | | | | | i | Z 

2FZ2 OC @e2 PENCIL IQOVOOOOOS OOO ; 
. NAME COURSE DATE OODOOOOOD © OF © | 
i DOOOOOOOD © OOD OO: 

O@DOOOOOOG © Og © 

{ This questionnaire concerns your academic DOO Oe oa ® bos g 
' career at Virginia Tech. Please feel free OOQOOOOOO © COG O 
: to answer all questions honestly as all DODOOOOO ® OO @ 
| responses will be kept confidential. Your bOoo5090a @ Q | 

answers will be pooled with the responses PQAGQH@ADAQ e ! 
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. 1POOGOOOOOS 

1. Etfnic Origin: 1) White 2) African American ; CQODOOOUS 

3) Other . 10000000000 
. 2. Sex: 1) Male 2) Female ‘6000000006 

3. Were you an in-state student? 1) Yes 2) No 5 0000000 

4&4. When was your last academic year at VT? oy 

Be eae ae pooseocoe 
| 3h bs | 8 BB Be boooosooee oe - a aN 

5) 1979 - 1980 10) 1984 - 1985 1POOOOOOOOe 
| 5. pid ou continue your education at another 1PHOOOQOOOOE 
| college or university? ox 

1) yee 2) no - go to quescion #9 " OGO90O0OOE 

6. How soon did you enroll at another school after " PESDOOOOOE 
leaving VT? (choose the most appropriate answer) 2DOOOOO0006 
2 ve next available semester | 

aited one semester 
3) The next academic year " HOOGOO09SO, 
4) After two academic years NOOOOOOOOOO 
S$) Afcer three academic years 

; 6) After four or more academic years 1S Hoooooooes 
i 

7. Have you received a Bachelor's Degree from 
another college or university? "HOOOOO0O08 

1) Yes 2) Bo nOOOOOO00008 
8. In which academic year did you receive your first 1uODOOOQOOOOOO 

1) 1975" 0 6) 1980 - 1981 

Bue | RBS Be "pocessooed 3 - - 
4) 1978 - 1979 9) 1983 - 198% 3DOOOOO0O0® 
5) 1979 - 1980 10) 1984 - 1985 1NO®OOOOOOO0E 

OVER PLEASE 2DOOOOOOOO® 

nOOOOOOOOOE   2 QOQQQ@SOOE 
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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) Spore 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 
Your responses will be kept this questionnaire. 

1) 

1) 

1) 

1) 

1) 
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confidenrial and will be generalized for analysis. 
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Appendix EH 

Dear Farmer Hokie, 

The Naticnmal Collegiate Athletic Assaciaticn (NCAA) 

has recertly passed legislatican requiring its member 

amstitutians te publish their graduation rates far 

scholarship athletes. This legislaticn will affect Virgiria 

Tech. 

As a former schcalarship athlete at Virginia Tech, it 

1S very impertart te determine yaur academic career after 

leaving Virginia Tech. The NCAA allows scheals tea court 

athletes as graduates, if they have received a degree fru 

anather university ar ccallege. In order te calculate ari 

accurate graduation rate, it is impertant that your 

questicrmaire be returned for this study. Ioam trying te 

determine the graduation rate for Schealarship athletes, 

between 1975 and 1985. 

Yau may be assured af ccmplete ccomFidentiality. The 

questicrmaire has ar identification number for mailing 

purpeses canmly. This is se I can check your name cfF the 

mailing list when your questicnmaire is returned. Your mane 

will never be placed on the questicrmaire. 

If you have any questicnms regarding the questicmmaire, 

please write om call me. My telephemne number is 

7OS3-S52-8781. If your name was incerrectly chasen for this 

Survey please indicate your year caf graduation fram Virginia 

Tech, and return the questicmmaire. 

Sircerely, 

Mark Pacley 

Graduate Student 

D 37 Heritage 
Blacksburg, VA 240650



Appendix € 

Dear Former Hokie, 

Last week a questicrmaire about your academic career 

after leaving Virginia Tech was mailed ta you. 

If yor have already completed and returned it ta me, 

thank you very much. If net, please da sca taday. Recause 

eF the small sample chaser for this survey, it is very 

linpertant that your questicrmaire be imcluded in this study. 

If you did met receive the questicnmaire, crm it was 

misplaced, please cemtact me (703-552-8781) and I will send 

you a replacemert immediately. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Poaoaley 

Graduate Studert 
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Appendix D 

Dear Former Hokie, 

Abcut three weeks age I wrete you ceomcernming your 

academic career after leaving Virginia Tech. As of tacday I 

have net received your ccmpleted questicnmaire. 

loam caenducting a study tea determine Virginia Tech's 

graduaticn rate for scheclarship athletes. 

I have writter: you again because cof the significance 

cF your questicnmmaire iin the usefulness af this study. iys 

crder feo the results of this survey ta be accurate, it is 

essential that each persem in the sample returr their 

Questicrmmaire. 

In the event that the questicnmmaire has beer: 

misplaced, a replacement is enclased. 

Yau ceaperaticr is greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Pocley 

Graduate Student 

D 37 Heritage 

Blacksburg VA 24060



Appendix E£ 

Dear Farmer Hokie, 

Ioam writing your about my study of former Virginia 

Tech scholarship athletes. I have nat received yaur 

completed questicnmaire. 

This is the first study af this type that has ever 

been canducted. The large rumber of questicamaire returned 

iS very enccuraging. In order far this study tea be 

accurate, your questicrnmaire must be included. 

Because cf the importance ef yeur questionnaire, I am 

sending this letter by certified mail te insure delivery. 

Irn case my earlier letters did net reach you, a replacemert 

questicrmaire has been enclased. Please ccmplete and returr 

2t as quickly as pessible. 

Your ccartribution ta the success cf this study is 

greatly aporeciated. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Poacley 

Graduate Student 

D 37 Heritage 

Blacksburg, VA 24060 
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Vita 

Mark S. Peoeley was berm cm December 13, 1965 in Augusta 

Secrgia. He attended Serastee High Scheaal in Myrtle Beach, 

Seuth Carclina and later earned a Hacheler’s af Science 

Degree in Business Administraticr From Newberry Callege, 

lecated in Newberry Sauth Caralina. He was a graduate 

student at Virginia Tech from 1988 ta 1990, While at 

Virginia Tech he was a Graduate Teaching Assistant ir 

Health, Physical Education and Recreaticncs. 

  

Mark S. Pacley 
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