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ABSTRACT 

Thi research w conducted in order to determine if the retention and graduation 

rat of colJe e stud n1 at1 ndin Au in Peay tate niver ity required to enroll in 

D elopm ntaJ tudi Pro am (D P) cour a condition of admi sion to the 

univer ity arc cqui al nt to the retention and graduation rate of college tudents 

attendin Au tin Peay tale niv :r ity not required to nroll for D P cour . The 

a d rnic r ord of Au in P y tat Uni r ity tud nts whose fir t t nn of enrollment 

wa betw nth fall m ter of 19 5 and th fall m ter 1992 w re amined in 

r gard to r l ntion and graduation. For tudent in thi cate ory r quired to complete 

the d mic r,...:,.:i,'-.J.3ment and Pia m nt Program (AAPP) testing, 60% who enrolled in 

coll ge completed th D lopm ntal tudies Program (D P) cour work assigned by 

their a d mic record coupled ith th ir AAPP core . Of thos students completing the 

D P cour e work, 53% r retained under the d finit ion of completion of at least 60 

eme ter hour of cour work withjn a thr e year time period. Of tho e DSP completer 

tudent retained, 60% p r isted to graduation. Trus calculates to a 32¾ overall 

graduation rate for D P completer tu dents. Of tho e tu dents not required to participate 

in the AAPP and D P, 46% were retained under the definition of completion of at least 60 

semester hours of course work within a three year time period. Of that percentage, 64% 

persisted to graduation. Trus calculates to a 29¾ overall graduation rate for non-DSP 

students. Trus data indicates the Developmental Studies Program faculty and staff at 

Austin Peay State University have reached their goal of leading at-risk students to the 

academic readiness level of students prepared for college-level academia. 
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CB.APTER! 

Introduction 

The Developmental Studies Program (DSP) at Austin Peay State University has 

been a mandated program for underprcpared student since 1985. In that year, the 

TCM Board of Regen (TBR) implemented a statewide program to assist 

academicaJJy und rprepar tu dent who enroU in in titutions of higher learning in 

Tenn . Th TeMes Board of Re ent provide a pr ci e definition of 

und rpr par d for Au tin P y late ni r ity tudent . A stud nt i con idered 

underprepared if he/ h do not earn a minimum score on the Academic Asses ment and 

Placem nt Program (AAPP) te tin . Categories of tudents who have traditionally been 

identified academically at-ri k are required to undergo the AAPP te ting to assist in the 

determination of appropriate academic course placement for the student. 

A fir t-time college tu dent under the age of tw nty one years must undergo the 

AAPP te ting if he/she h an A T English, math ma tics, or composite score under 19, or 

equivalent scores on the SAT in each of tho e areas. A first-time college student of age 

twenty one years or more mu t undergo the AAPP. A transfer student with less than sixty 

hours of traditional college credit must undergo the AAPP unJess he/she has transfer credit 

for composition based college level English and algebra based college level mathematics. 

Once students in these categories have completed the AAPP testing battery, the AAPP 

scores and other academic records are holistically examined to detennine the most suitable 

academic placement for the student in the areas of reading, writing, mathematics and study 

skills. Successful mastery determined by adequate AAPP scores or completion of the 

courses prescribed by the Developmental Studies Program identities the student as the 
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coUegc level ready. 

There arc eight po ible courses an underprcpared student may be assigned by the 

DSP. uccessful comp I ion of the prescribed coursework label the student as a DSP 

compl er. indicatin th stud nt ha.s succe fully remediated him If/herself to the point 

of being a d mically prepared the stud nt population that i not con idered at-risk. 

Th goal of the D lopmental tu die Program i to provide the instruction, guidance 

and coun e ling nece ry for DSP complet r tudent to succ ed in college equally as well 

tho · tudent not receiving D lopm ntal tudie Program as istance as determined 

by th ir admj sion ppli tion materials. A strong measur of success of a program in a 

univer ity ttin is the r t ntion rate of the roup of individuals participating in that 

program. Once it h b n d t muned D P complet r students are ucceeding 

equival ntly, studi hould b developed for the purpo e of di covering the specific 

practice D P faculty and taff perform that igruficantly contribute college student 

retention. 

Statement of the Problem 

The problem inve tigated in this study was the retention and graduation rate of 

students whose first term of enrollment was between the fall semester of 1985 through the 

fall semester of 1992 who were required to complete the Developmental Studies Program 

at Austin Peay State University as determined by the Tennessee Board of Regents policy 

as compared with the retention and graduation rate of students enrolling for their first tenn 

between the fall semester of 1985 through the fall semester of 1992 who . For the 

purposes of this study, a student is retained if he/she has ea.med junior level status at the 



university within three year of their first date of enroUment. 

Hypothesis 

Null Hypo1hesi One: The retention rate of developmental tudies students as compared 

with coUege-re.ady st\Jdents i non~significantly different. 

Null hypoth · Two: The gr duation rate ofth retained developmental studies students 

as compared with colic e-r dy tud nt i non-si nificantly 

Definition of Teans 

A ad mi ally at-ri k tud nl - Stud nt required to enroll in DSP courses. 

D lopm nta/ tudi Program - A tat -mandated program de igned to prepare 

tudent for coll e le el cour work. 

FO U - A comput r progranurung language u ed to create and compile reports of 

student academic record . 

Retention - The degree to whjch a student maintain enrollment . For the purpose of thjs 

study, a student is retained if 60 eme t r hour of credits have been earned within three 

years from the first date of enrollment. 

Student Information ,ystem - The computerized record management system used by 

higher education institutions in the Tennessee Board of Regents system. 

Importance of the Study 

Institutions of higher education due to budgetary and political pressures are 

becomjng increasing accountable for their programs and course offerings. The programs 

that produce data indicating they are successfully assisting students travel through their 

college careers are more favorable than those who cannot. For the purpose of self-

3 



4 

evahatfon and ju ification of D P, this study conducted to determine the resulting 

equality between :sln..ve.~fully remcdiatcd student and the general college population. 

incc Developm ntal Studi Program u · t ud nt who are underpr pared for college 

work, it i often a umcd th stud nt cannot be uccc ful with holarly activity and 

thu kew th university' r tcntion and graduation rat s. Th study is important becau e 

it mpow r th uni er ity faculty and official to support a program that is not only 

b n ficiaJ to indi "dual tud nt but to th unjver ity community. 

Limitations of the Study 

Th r vi w of lit :ratur for thi study was limited in that most of the infonnation 

w obtained from th F Ii G. Woodard Library at Austin Peay tate University and its 

int r-library loan sy tern. Further, the data for thi tudy was limited to Austin Peay tate 

niversity tudent record from the fall me ter of 1985 to the fall eme ter of 1996. 

The data collected may pro to b too mall to make definitive conclusions concerning 

the future retention of students at Austin Peay tat niversity or to extend to other 

in titutions of higher learrung. 



CBAPTER2 

Review of the Literature 

SucccssfuJJy reta.inin students in institution of higher education is a goal of every 

institution. lnstjtutional cffcctiven is often m ured by retention rat . Since all 

administrator wish to incr institutional effectiven , studies of contributing factors 

and the de ee to which th factor have influ nee have b n conducted in many 

in titution . 

nd r the tudent Right to Know and ampu curity Act 1991, universities are 

required to di close retention rate . There is not a univ r aJ measure for rel ntion rate. 

From study to study, the p ific definition of retention i not constant. Thi may result in 

mj leading r port of retention. tin ( 1993) conducted a comprehensive study of 

students from l 29 univ r itj and found the r tention rate to be deceptive. It is 

imp rative for univer iti to clearly d fin and maintain th given definition of retention 

rate throughout a tudy of r t ntion of its student . 

Gerde and Mallinckrodt ( 1994) found , after a six year study based on surveys and 

academjc records of students, emotional and ociaJ factors are at least as reliable as 

academjc constructs in identifying students subject to attrition. This outcome encourages 

colleges to cater to entering students' emotionaJ as well as academic need. Higher 

education institutions should educate the student as a whole person. The education witrun 

the student's academjc discipline must have first priority, but it should be coupled with 

opportunity for emotional and personal growth. 

H d H ru·sh (1993) identified academica.lly at-risk students and 
Polansky, oran, an a 
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udcnt to study sJcills training or career counseling. Study skills 

training was found as a jgnifica.nt contributor to these students' succe sful retention for 

the folJowing two semester . Of the stud nt panicipating in the study skiJls training, 88% 

earned grade point a er e of 2.0 or above. Th ri ult indicate attention to study skills 

may contribute to rugher reteTition. 

Indiana W I an ni r ity revi wed th ir developmental program retention 

through comparing th r t ntion of tud nt r quirin reading r m diation with those who 

did not. Th research r, Di on ( 1993), found that ret ntion of tudents completing the 

reading course during the 1990/ 1991 a dernic year w re retained at a rate of 65% as 

compared to th ir counterpart who did not receive reading r mediation at rate of 36%. 

Burley ( 1994) r ports that 95% of all in titutions of higher learning offer a type of 

r medial or developm ntal cour • work. An e ample of the growth over time can be 

found in the p rcentage of colleges offering reading remediation in 1960 as compared to 

1984. During that period of time, the percentage of reading remediation courses rose 

from 10% to 84%. Burl y's ( 1994) meta-analysis of the exjsting research studies 

provided the quantitative data to conclude that remedial/developmental programs 

implemented in colleges and universities were successful and therefore beneficial to the 

institutions including these programs in their curriculum. 

Bogart and Hirshberg (1993) presented a paper at the Midwest Regjonal Reading 

. " This 
and Study Skills Conference titled "A Holistic Approach to Student Retention. · 

· I ded · structs identified as vital to a college's retention rate. Of those 
paper me u rune con 

· thr f them pertained to remedial and developmental education. 
rune constructs, ee o 



Th academic progr of d clopmental tudent at Laramie County Community 

CoUe e produced an a.s ment of their program u ing data collected from the fall 

rn er of 1993 through th pnng m ter of 1995. The Office of Asses ment and 

Im pro em nl w r pon ible for the developm nt of the project. Several conclusions 

w r unco red, includin th tern of cour placem nt etf ective in id ntifying at-risk 

tud nt' a de,.....;c \I\Jlnerab1·1·1t·1 h d · 11 u ~ t aca emJc ucces of de lopm ntal students 

cquatin to th t of non-de lopm ntal tud nt and tron r r tention rates for 

d elopm ntaJ tud nt than for non-d :velopmental tud nt . 

high r education institution implement pro rams to assist students, the e 

7 

in titution much justify th pro ram• e · t nc . Haeu er ( 1993) conducted descriptive 

r search of Ann Arundel ommunjty Coll ge it related to retention of students. A 

tud nt w con id red retajned in thjs study if the student wa enrolled or graduated. It 

w concluded that at-ri k tud nt in n d of remedial and developmental assistance were 

per i ting at rate equi aJent to th coll ge-ready tudent enrolling at that in titution. 

This study al o included an e ample of the funding model for the college that contained a 

ignjficant construct of retention. Haeuser ( 1993) was able to fonn a strong quantitative 

argument agrunst the popularly held philosophy that remedial/developmental programs are 

replicating the appropriate functions of hjgh schools in Maryland and scarce state funding 

should be directed to programs more prestigious than the remediation of adults. 

Stutz ( 1994) in his report of student retention and graduation for the University 

System of Georgia identifies success in student retention as having significant and lasting 

benefits for the student as well as the state. A student persisting through graduation has a 
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direct financial benefit tot · in titution becau that student' s tuition is retained. 

Retention also contribut to an in ·tution' enrollment growth which is a figure used in 

mo . 1e in 1j1u1ion fundin formula for an a d mic year. Stat recognize other 

financial n fi from ret ntion through graduation. Th state will a better-educated, 

mor ad ptable citizenry that i prepared to make a gr ter contribution to the work force 

and hold a mor rui h ljfi through po ur to educatjon. 



CHAYTERJ 

Methodo.lo 

Th research was conducted to determine the retention and graduation rates of 

student compl in th cou work P" ribed b th D :velopmental Studies Program 

and of stud nt not required to complete this cour work as determined by adequate 

admi · on appti tion at Au tin Peay State ni er ity. For thi study, a tudent is 

con id red r tajned if h h r ch junior le I tatus within three calendar years of their 

fir date of nrollment. Th data w collect d for D P and non-D P tudents enrolling 

for th tim p riod b innin with faJI m t r of 19 5 and nding with the fall semester 

of 1992. Th data wa compiled usin a programming langua e, FO U , and Austin 

Peay tate ruver ity' comput rired record holdings on the tud nt lnfonnation System 

(SIS). Three pi of information w r coll ted : fir t, of the stud nts required to 

participate in the D P by TBR policy, th perc nt ho compl ted the prescribe 

cour work; econd, of the tudents who completed the pre cribed cour ework, the 

percent who were retajned at th uru rsity; third, of the tudents retained at the 

uruver ity, the p rcent who per isted to graduation to date (see Appendix C and D). The 

information collected in this study reflects that data concerning DSP students and their 

retention and graduation rate is equivalent to the students not requiring the completion of 

the DSP as a condition of their admission. 

Description of the Subjects 

The study involved all students enrolling for their first semester at Austin Peay 

. . . h r. 11 f 1985 and the fall of 1992. Of those enromng 4,575 
State Uruvers1ty between t e ,a o 

9 
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were required to participate in the DSP and 7,975 were not required to participate in this 

program du to adequate admi ion docum n . 

Research Procedures 

Written pcrmi · on to conduct the study w obtained through Au tin Peay State 

niver ity from th Dir or of R rd and R gi tr tion and th Dean of tudent Affairs 

App ndi ). Th coll ion of the data did not employ the u of any r cord of 

tudent n m nd con,6d nti Jity and anonymjty of tud nt ' and r cord ' were 

maintained. omput r progr m were writt n in FO language to pull th information 

for ch m t r in luded in tru study from th tud nt Information y t musing an 

aJgorithrn b ed on th con tr int detennined by th definitions of r tent ion and 

graduation. 



CHAPTER4 

Results 

Of th 4,575 stud nt enrolling academically at-risk, indicated by their 

appli tion m terial under th d finition provid d to Au tin Peay State niversity by 

TBR., 60% com pl ted th ir D elopmental tudi Program requir ments. Of tho e 

stud nt comp! in th D P r uir ment ( ee Figure 1 ), 53¾ were id ntifi d as retain d 

under th con ram of ea.min 60 m t r hour of credit within three calendar years. 

Th comp r to a 46% r t ntion rat of tud nt not havin to comp! te D P 

requir m nt Fi re 2). f th udent r tained, 60% of the d velopm ntal students 

gr du ted b fall m t r of 19 6 and 64% of th non-de elopmental tudent graduated 

by fall m r of 1996 ( igure )). 

Th o er JI gr du tion r t a of fall m t r 1996 of tu dents enrolling at Austin 

Peay tate ni r ity from fall m ter 19 5 through fall mester 1992 without respect 

to th d finition of r t ntion in thi tudy i a follow . D elopmental Studies Program 

comp! ter tudent graduated at a rate of 32°/c, as compared to non-D P students 

graduated at rate of 29°/o. 

The number of students retained and graduated drop sharply for the students 

enrolling for fall 1992 seme ter. Excluding this semester of enrollees, brings the 

graduation rate of DSP completer students to 3 5% while the non-DSP students are 

retained at 30% (see Appendix B). 

11 
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CBAYTER5 

Summary, Conclusion and Recommendations 

Summa01 

Remedial and devi Jopmental programs arc in existence in some form in the 

majority of in itu1ion of higher education in the nited State . The level of involvement 

of the program in ch tale va.ry as d termin d by the college' s and univer ity' s 

o enun b Board of R nt ystem implcm nted a tate-wide 

mandatory r m dial/de elopm ntal program in it colle e and universitie in 1985. 

Ther for Au tin Peay tate ni rsi ty included in it College of Arts and cienc s the 

D lopmentaJ tudie Pro am char ed to admini ter the Academic Assessment and 

Placement Program and to provide the academic as well study lci ll instruction 

n ce ary to prepare at-ri k tud nt for the world of colJeg level academia. It is the 

goal of this program to r mediate the academically at-risk tudents to the scholastic level 

thei r collegiate count rpart not in n ed of r mediation have accomplished at the point of 

admi sion to the univer ity. 

A means of m uring th.i goal i through collecting data concerning retention and 

graduation of DSP students. From the data collected from academic records of students 

entering the university between the fall semester of 1985 through the fall semester of 

1992 it can be concluded that the Developmental Studies Program has been successful in 
) 

reaching its goal . Students completing the Developmental Studies Program prescription 

· ed t · ed and graduated at rated comparable to non-DSP students. 
as assign are re am 

15 
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Conclusions 

Retention and graduation rat of student completing the Developmental Studies 

Program arc analo ou to ud nt not required to complete thi program. The 

hypoth in thi tudy w re both accepted based on the data collected. The structure of 

the program at Au in Peay tale niver ity i u ceeding in re pect to th con traints of 

r tention and aduation. D lopmentaJ tudi Program acros the state a.re being 

called to ju tify th m el to coll administrator as w II a legi lati e policy makers. 

Many admini tr tors and policy mak r ar philo oph.ically oppo ed to remedial and 

developm ntal in ruction at th coll e I v I. Programs that continue to show their value 

to the tate will b th pro ram that will continue to receive funding from the state. 

This tudy how th t rningly acad mically at-ri k tudents at Austin Peay State 

niver ity ar abl to ucceed and per i t to graduation at equivalent rates to college­

ready student . 

Recommendations 

The collection of data indicate that stud nt who e previous academic record 

coupled with as es ment core categorize the student as not college-ready does not 

indicate not college-capable. The fo llowing recommendations a.re presented as a result of 

th.is study: 

1
. . f th.is study be admjnjstered across all TBR institutions; 

1. That rep 1cat1on o 

2. That the specific interventions and instruction DSP faculty and staff are 

. . b 'd t'fied and determined as significant or non-significant to 
proVJdmg students e I en 1 

student success; 
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3. That a comparison of retention and graduation rate ofDSP programs in 4-year 

insthutions be conducted with 2-ycar institutions. 
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Appendix A 

tudent Record Acee P rmi ion Letter 



Au s t in Peay State University 
S tudent Information System 

A prova l Re ques t 

Loretta Ussery Griffy is granted permission to use her 
access to Austin Peay State University's Studen t In f ormation 
System to compile student records for the purpose of 
completing her field study , in partial fulfillment f or the 
Ed . S. program. A specific student record will NOT be used, 
but data will be compiled for use in statistical analysis. 

I t!:>/2 , /rr 
Date 

Date 
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Appendi B 

hart of Or ani z,ed Data 
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Developmental Studies tudent Data 

Eotcrin IDSP DP %DSP #D p ,,., D p #D p o/o D P Term Enrolled Complete Complct.c Coo:iplete Complete Complete Complete 
Retainod Retained Rcta.incd Retained 

Graduated Graduated 
2 3 195 50% 50% 82o/, 

25 7 2 • 2 29-/, I 50% 

I 44% 4 50% 3 75% 

2 361 19-4 5-4% 49°/, 65 6¾ 

7 4 7 23 9-/o 9 39°/4 5 56¾ 

7 19 7 36'/4 3 43¾ I 33¾ 

2 405 230 57% 11 3 49°/4 74 65¾ 

39 19 49-/4 6 32% 3 50¾ 

I 7 39-/4 3 431/o I 33¾ 

92 4 5 2 5 •;, 15 1 54°/, 106 70¾ 

9 I I I 43 39°/, 22 5 1% 15 6 % 

9 123 65 53°/4 23 35¾ 16 70% 

2 414 256 62% 14 5 % 104 70% 

117 55 47¾ 2 1 3 % 11 52¾ 

90 5 1 3 1 6 1¾ 16 52¾ 9 56% 

9 12 459 3 15 690/4 175 56% 124 7 1¾ 

914 131 79 6081. 40 51 ¾ 21 5)% 

91 34 24 71% 16 67¾ 9 56% 

922 599 407 68% 217 53¾ 119 55% 

924 161 67 42¾ 4-4 66% 23 52% 

928 63 35 56o/, 22 63¾ 10 45% 

932 557 378 6 •;. 214 57% 60 28% 

1443 53¾ 860 60% 
2725 6()1'/o TOTAL 4575 
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on-Devclopmenw Studie Student Data 

Enterin , ~D p -D % -D P # oo-D P % Non-D P Tenn Re1,-incd llcd RClaincd Rct.ainod AND Retained who 
Graduated Graduated 

2 276 5 % 205 74°/4 

30 33'Yo 17 57•1. 

22 97 23% 1 I 500/, 

72 03 6 9 471/o 215 711/o 

7 2 409 26'Y, 14 500/o 

7 1 134 231/, 14 45o/o 

2 332 9 51•1. 239 72¾ 

2 70 40-/4 0 O¾ 

40 107 371/, 19 4 ¾ 

92 427 1120 3 1/, 294 69% 

94 IOI 242 421/, 63¾ 

9 9 19 231/, 2 57% 

2 3 9 732 531/, 2 2 72¾ 

115 2 6 4~/4 67 5 ¾ 

90 6 211 22¾ 23 50% 

9 12 3 656 5~/4 265 6¾ 

91 4 1 1 461/, 46 55¾ 

91 60 194 311/, 35 58¾ 

922 370 656 56¾ 23 64¾ 

924 195 45¾ 49 56¾ 

928 69 187 37% 45 65¾ 

62¾ 190 46¾ 
932 41 5 674 

TOTAL 3693 7975 46¾ 2360 64¾ 
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Appendix 

Computer Program ampl for DSP Data 
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Focus Proif11D: DSP.}lON..COMPLETERS 

-• Program ame: D P _ 0 _CO:MPLETERS 
-• Au1ho : Lorctu. Griffy & Cindy Dougherty 
-• rittcn: pring 1 6/ ummer 1996 
• 

-•Th program iden1ifi the student who nrolled in DSP but failed to complete 
-•th program for th term entered by th program op rator. To compile multiple 
-•t rm of dat run tru program for each t nn ( ) . 
• 

J Y RT RTFIL TOR OT KEY AAFil.. AS RT AA JOIN 

D EQ '###' 
Q 'C ' 

p 

OMP ID 09 = IF TUD ID LAT TU ID THE 

BY TU ID 

0 TABL OL -TOTAL TUD ID 

END 
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Focus Promn,: DSP ENROLLMENT -
-• Program am : D P _ENROLLME 
-• uthors: Loretta Griffy & Cindy Dough rty 
- • ritten: Sprin 199 Summer 1996 

-· 
-•Thi program iden1ifi the student who nrolled in DSP and completed 
-•th program for th term entered by th program op rat or. To compi1e multiple 
-•t :rm of d t run thi program for ht rm ( 
• 

JO Y RT . RTFIL TO RO T KEY AAFIL A RTAAJOIN 

DEQ ' 
TlJD Q ' A ' 

p D -
D AL TlJD 

ID 09 = IF STUD_ID LA T TU ID THE 

B ID 

0 TABL -TOT AL TlJD T ID 
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Focus ProiWJl· DSP RETAINED 

-• Program ame: D P _RETAINED 
-• Author : Loretta Griffy & Cindy Dough rty 
-•Written: pring l /Summer 1996 
• 

-•Thi program id n1ifi th tuden who compl ted D P and w re retained 
-•under the definillon of completion of a minimum of 60 credit hour with in three 
-• l ndar ear of th fir t date of nrollm nt for the tenn nt red by th program 
-•op rator. To compile multiplet nn of d t run thi program for each t nn 
• 
• 

JO Y RT RTFlL TO ROOT Y AAFIL A RT AAJOfN 

LOP AL TUD Q ' A ' THE 1 L 

TABL IL RTFIL 

IF lTTRM D Q ' ###' 
- - -

IF D LOP ' A ' 

WHERE LA L 

P TTERM 
1 T TERM GRAD D 

DE - LOP - TAL_ TUD 
LA _L L 
LA _HOUR 

DP O T 
URR_UJ_GPA 

COMPUTE STUDENT _ID/109 = IF STU _ID 

I ELSE O; 

BY STUD_ID 

ONT ABLE COLUMN-TOT AL STUDENT _ID 
ON TABLE COLUMN-TOT AL DSPCOUNT 

WHERE TERM EQ '###'; 

END 

LAST STU _ID THEN 

O· , 
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Focus Promn,· DSP GRADUATED 
WWW 

-•Program . ame: D P _GRADUATED 
-• Au1hors: Lorett Griffy & Cindy Dougherty 
-•Written: Spring 199 / ummer 1996 
• 

-•Thi program iden1ifie. th student who completed DSP and were retained 
-•und th definition of compl tion of a minimum of 60 credit hours with in thre 
-•cal ndar year ofth fir date of enrollm nt and raduated prior to Fall 1996 for 
-•th t nn nt red by th . program op rator. To compil multipl t rms of data, 
-•run thi program for ch t rm(###). 

JO Y RTFIL TOR T Y AAFIL A RTAAJOIN 

RTFIL 
. 09 = ID LA T TU ID THE l EL 

TABL FIL RTFIL 

p l TT RM - - - RADED 
D LOP AL TUD 

RM 
LA L L 

BY TU ID 

IF DE LOPME TAL_ TUD Q ' A ' 
IF TUDE . ID EQ l 
WHERE 1 TT RM._GRADED EQ ' ###' 

WHERE TERM EQ ' ###' 

WHERE CLASS_LEVEL EQ 'JR' OR'SR' ; 

ON TALBE HOLD AS RTAA 

JOIN STU_ID IN RTAA TO STU_ID IN RAFILE AS RTAARA 

O· 
' 

DEFINE FILE RT AA ID NE LAST STU ID THEN l ELSE O; 
STUDENT_ID/109 == IF STU_ -

END 



Focus Prowain· DSPw!,RADUATED (continued) 

TABLE Fil..E RTAA 

OMP 

BY 

IF 
IF 
0 

_ IST_TERM_GRADED 
DEVELOP AL_STIJD 
TERM 
CLAS LE L 
RE OMP TED TERM 

GRAD TOT ALJ109 = IF 
O· • 

ID 

D RM L '972' 
Ql 

ID LA T TU ID 1lIE 1 

-TOTAL GRAD_TOTAL 

31 
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Appendix D 

Comput r Program Sampl · for on-DSP Data 



Focus Pxoaram: NON_DSP_ENROLLMENT 

-• Program arnc: 0 _DSP _ENROLLMENT 
-• Author : Loretta Griffy & Cindy Dough rty 
-• ritl n: Sprin 1 umm~ 1996 

-· -•Th program identifi the studen1 who not required to complete DSP and 
-•w r ain und th d :firution of compl tion of a minimum of 60 er; dit 
-•h ur with in thr J dar year of th fir t d tc of cnrollm nt for the tenn 
-• n1 r b th pro am operator. To compile multipl tenn of data, run this 
-•pro am for ch t nn ( ) . 

33 

J Y RT R IL TOR T y fL A RTAAJOTN 

p 

BY 

0 TAB 

END 

ID 

OL 

' OR 'T ' OR 'D ' 

D 
AL TUD 

T ID 09 = IF TUD ID LA T TU ID THE 

-TOTAL T D ID 
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Focus Prowro· NON DSP.JlEIAINEP 

-• Pro am ame: 0 _D P _RET D 
-• utho : Lor n Griffy & Cindy D u h rty 
-•Wrin : · prin 1 ummcr 1996 
• 

-•Thi program id ntifi th student who wh r not r uired to complete DSP 
-•and re r tam und r the definition of completion of a minimum of 60 credit 

'th in thr cal dar year of th fir dat of enrollment for the tenn 
-• nt r b th program operator. To compil multipl t nn of d ta, run thi 
-•pro m for h term ( 
• 

J Y RT R IL T RO y IL RTAAJOIN 

R IL 
06 = IFD AL TUD Q 'D ' OR 'T ' OR ' ' 

HE 

T IL R IL 

RAD D Q ' #' 
T Q 'D ' OR 'T ' R ' ' 

p 

D T 

' JR' OR ' R' ~ 

D 
TAL_ T 

CURR UJ GPA - -
COMPUTE STUDE T I0/109 = IF STU_ ID 

I ELSE O; 

BY STUD_ID 

0 TABLE COLUMN-TOTAL STUDENT_ID 
ON TABLE COLUMN-TOT AL NO COUNT 
WHERE TERM EQ '###\ 
END 

LAST STU ID THEN 



focus Prowaor NON.J)SP..QRADUATED 

-• Pro am am : 0 _DSP _GRAD ATED 
- • Authors: Loretta Griffy & Cindy Dougherty 
-• rittcn: Sprin 1996/ ummer 1996 

-· 
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-•Th program ;d ntifie th tudent who wh re not required to compl ted DSP 
- • and w retained und r the definition of completion of a minimum of 60 credit 
-• ho ur with in thr calendar year of the fir t date of enrollment and graduated 
-•prio r to FaJJ 1996 fo r th term entered by the program op rator. To compile 
-•multiple tenn of d t run thi program for ch t rm(###). 

JO Y RTFIL TO ROOT Y AAFILE A RTAAJOIN 

RTFIL 
09 = IF TU ID 

TABL IL RTFIL 

p 

BY 

RM 
L 

ID 

RM 
p 

RAD D 
TAL TUD 

L 

LT TUIDTHE l L 

IF D LOP AL - TUD Q ID I OR 'T ' OR . , 

IF ID Ql 
WHERE 1 T TERM_ GRAD D EQ '###' 

WHERE TERM EQ ' ###' 

WHERE CLASS_LEVEL EQ ' JR' OR'SR\ 

o TALBEHOLDASRTAA 

JOIN STU ID IN RTAA TO STU_ID IN RAFILE AS RTAARA 

o· , 

DEFINE FILE RT AA ID NE LAST STU ID THEN 1 ELSE 0; 
STUDENT_ID/109 = IF STU_ -

END 



Focus Pro&r1ID · NONJ)SP .. QRADUATEP ( continued) 

TABLE FILE RTAA 

0 

BY 

_ I ST_ TERM_ GRADED 
D OP AL_STIJD 
TERM 

LASS L L 
RE O D TERM 

ID 

TAl./109 = IF TU ID LA T TU ID THEN 1 

RM L •972• 
] 

-TOT AL GRAD_ TOT AL 

36 
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Appendix E 

.Remcdi and Devclopm nt I our D riptions 
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RemecliaJ and D ~elopmental Course Descriptions for 
Austin Peay State Uni ersity 

ED 0710: Ba ic Reading 

Intended to c)jminatc dcficicnci in b ic rcadin ki!J F 
ocab J d. · . ocuse on 

u ary, ict,onary u , and lit raJ and infi rentiaJ reading kills. 

ED 0820: oDegt Reading kills 

t seJ tions and oth r r din to develop kill in lit raJ, infi r ntiaJ, 
riticaJ and tudy r din w II to introduce the u r of r fi rence 

m t riaJ . 

G 0 10: B i Writing 
Int nded to limin t 
profici ncy. Fo u 
cont of nt n 

d fici nca in ba ic writin kill for minimum 
on p llin m hank , grammar and usage in the 

and para r ph . 

E G 0820: Introduction to Expo itory Writing 

cquaint tud nt with th writin pro s, pre nt a r view of u age and 
m haru , and introduces work with primary and econdary ource 
m teriaJ . 

I JI 0710: B ic them ti 
ain topic r whol numb r , fraction , decimals, percents, stati tics and 

gr ph : m urem nt ; g m try; t mp rature; integers linear equations in 
on ari bl , word problem . 

r1A H O 20: I ment ry bra 
Pro ·de al ebraic kills equivaJent to one year high school algebra. Main 
topic are prop rtie of real numb r ; linear equations and inequalities; 
op ration with polynomiaJs; sp cial products and factoring; rational 
e pres ions; applications. 

MA TH 0830: Int rmedi te Algebra 
Main topics are functions, relations and graphs; systems of linear equation 
and inequaJities, rational and irrational numbers; quadratic equations and 
inequalities; complex numbers; conic sections. 

PSY 0820: Developmental Study Skills 
Focuses on the improvement of ski lls and attitudes necessary for college 
success. Group activities encourage development in problem solving, 
coping with stress and understanding University policies. Activities aJso 
aid in improvement of self-esteem and in the exploration of career goals. 
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