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IN THREE CONSECUTIVE YEARS, 1962-65, RI“ERSIDE CITY
COLLEGE HAD THREE DIFFERENT FOLICIES FOR STUDENT WiTHDRAWALS
FROM CLASS--(1) A 6-WEEK NO-FENALTY FERIOD, WITH THE GRADE
ASSIGNED FOR WITHDRAWALS AFTER THAT FERIOD TO B DETERMINED
BY THE STUDENTS® FROGRESS UF TO THE DATE OF WITHDRAWAL, (2) A
6-WEEK NO-FENALTY FERIOD, WITH GRADES CF F FOR LATER
WITHDRAWALS, EXCEFT IN "EXTENUATING CIRCUMSTANCES," AND (3)
NO-FENALTY FERIOD OF THREE WEEKS IN SOME CLASSES AND EIGHT
WEEKS IN OTHERS, WITH A FAILING GRADE FCR LATER WITHDRAWALS,
EXCEPT "UNDER SFECIAL CIRCUMSTANCES." A STUDY OF STARTING AND
ENDING ENROLLMEMTS DURING THE FALL SEMESTER OF EACH OF THE
THREE YEARS INDiCATES THAT RETENTION WAS BETTER UNDER THE
FIRST OF THESE FOLICIES. THE AUTHOR SUGGESTS THAT (1) THE
FURFOSE OF THE FENALTY GRADE SYSTEM, THE ENCOURAGEMENT OF AN
EARLY COMMITMENT BY THE STUDENT, WAS NOT ACHIEVED, AND (2)
APFLICATION OF THE FIRST OF THESE FOLICIES WOULD RESULT IN
FEWER STUDENT FAILURES AND MORE FUNDS FROM STATE
AFFORTIONMENT . (WO)
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Reteantion of Students Over a Three Year Period
(Fall Semesters, 1962, °63 and °64) Under Three Different Drop Policics

By Evan Vail
Spring, 1966
Burpose

\3 The purpose of thig study is to detexmine the effect of three different
i " "prop Policies” on the retention of students. Theoretically, the only
i variable 19 tae drop policy, but of course there ave always many cther
4 variables which affect student retention, Most of them are difficult
: to igolate and measure, For example, a variable which is undoubtedly
affecting student retention during the current year, 1965-66, is the
war in Viet Nam with its attendant incremsing draft quotas, appeal for
voluntary enlistments, tighteaning of student deferment policy, ete.
o This variable is affecting student retemtion in two ways. Some students
I are dropping cut to fulfill their service obligetion; others are staying
in schorl to postpone it, Nevertheless, the €hree year period, 1962,

. 163, '64, wes a falrly stable one in most respects concerming student
- ret~ation variables,

During the 1962-63 school year, the drop pericd during which all courses
could be dropped without penalty (i.e., course would not appear on permanent

] record) was six weeks from the beginning of the semester, Courses

) dropped after the sixth week vere assigned WS, WD or WF grades by the

instructors, depending upon the student’s progress in the individual

course up to the time of withdrewal,

For the 1963-64 school year the six week drop period was retained, but
students who dropped individual courges after the sixth week were noxmally
given F grades in that course, Extenuating circumstances surrounding the
drop permitted the imstructor to assiga a WS, WD, or WF grade,

During the 1964-65 school year some of the courses had a three week drop
period while others had an eight weeck drop pericd, Dropping a class
after the drop deadline {either 3 or 8 week) would result in a WF grade
s for the course except under special circumstances,

All three of the above "Free-Drop Period Policies" and their attendant

mrade penalties has its rationale, It is not the purpose of this study

*~o debate the merits of each plan, but rather to see if the vetention of
students was affected positively cr negatively by cach of the three policices.
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Procedure and Explanation of the Column Headings en the Taisle

Starting enrollment figures for each course {excluding physical

education wera cobtaired £rom the report each instructor submitted to

the president of the college. This report titled, YFeacher's Schedule

Card" indicatas the number of studente in 2ach clacs as of Priday 2t

the end of the first week of the semester., No doubt there are inaccuxacies
in those figures, One instructor might report the number according to

the officlal original data processing iist--in which case students who
enrolled but never attended would be counted; ancther iustructor might
conscizntiously include only the studenis who actually appeared in class,
T However, it might be assumed that those ilmstructors who reported attendonce

— in the former fashion would continue %0 do so for the three yesy period;
T the same might be assumed for the latter group of instructors. The

‘ original class listings {(on yellow sheets) £rom data processing were not

- used because complate reeords were nol available,

b7 Ending enrollment figures were taken from data processing lists f£iled in
A the Admission’s Office, WS, WD and WF grades were included in the figuzes
: : because they are am important port of the picture, The WD and WF grades
are treated exactly the same 28 D and F £inal grades at RCC in regavd
to units attempted sad grade points eavned, but some colleges and
universities treat them as ordinary W grades {i.e, no uwnits attempted, no
grade points earned),

The column, “No Peralty Diops" includes students who withdrew from college
or wsre dropped by instrnctors before the drop deadiineso, It also
encompasgsses stndents who withdrew from individual courses within the drop
pexicd,

; The WS, WD and WP cotvmns include students who withdrew from individual
' courses afteyr their drop deadline, students who withdrey from college

P after drop deadlines, and students who were dropped by their instructoxs

i after tha drop desdline, During 196465 the WD grade was eliminated;

: neverthaless, four WD's stmehow got récovded,

: 1t was esseatial ¢ have a column showing F grades because during the
. 1963~64 year the ¥ grade was the penalty grade given if a course was
dropped by a studern® or if a student was dropped by am instruetor after

3 the 6 veek drop pericd,

- The last two columns arc self-explanatoxy; the first one includes only
. A, B, C, D, and F grades while the last one includes only passing grades
! (AoB,C, and D), The tast column is really a "success™ symbol and is
the most important cse to consider when making judgments about the
retention of students uuder three different drop policies (one reason
being the manipulation o€ the F grade during 1963-64),

All percentages shown arce percentages of the "Starting Barollmento"




< ,;c:

Hotice that while we had both three and eight week drop periods only
during 1964-65, it was essential to separate courses into these twe
categories for the preceding two years in order to make valid comparisons.

The discrapancy in starting enrollments between 1962-63 and 1963-64

(it looks as though enrollment dropped) may be attributed to three factorss
(1> A disproportionate numbsry of imstructors did not veport starting
enrollment figures tc the president during 1963-64; {2) Psychology 49

was & requivad freshman course in 1962-63 and was an elective course in
subsequent yoars; {3) The aversage number of units fand hence, courses)
cach student carrizd dropped during 1963-66, -

Conclusions

1. Retention of students was best under the six week drop pexiod
that did mot penalize students (mandatory F or WP grade) fox
dropping courses or being dvopped by imstructor after the drop
pexiod, Thie conclusion is based upon the figures in the last
two colums, Reep in mind che double use of the F grade during 1963-
66, It meant both failure at the ead of the course and a penalty
grade for dropping or being dropped after the deadline, When
Psychology 49 courses are removed from the statistics the
yetention picture for the 1962-62 year looks even bettez, For
exanple, the starting enrollment for 17 sections of Psychology 49
that year was 1511, The ending enroliment was 852 {56%) and the
no pemalty drops, 659 (4&%). Duwning 1962-63, Psychology 49 xan for
fourteen weeks snd was required, Since then it has rum for six
weeks, is optional, and retention has been bettero It is in the
3 week drop category of courses,

An interesting sidelight to the figures in the last colunn is that
in 1962-63 sixty five pervcent of students who completed Enmglish 1A
(largest 3 week drop coursej received a C or better vhile 35%
veceived a D or F (W grades not being included)., Foxr 1964~65 the
respective figures were seventy and thirty percent.

2, The appareat better retention of the threa-waeek drop courses (egainst
the eight week) during 196465 is largely illusory. &y comparing
the two categories in the lest column for the years 1962-€3 and
196465 one can see that two perccut more of the three week drop
courses weve conpleted successfully than were the eight week drop
courses for both years, At the gsame time WP grades for the three
werek group increassed from 3% in 1962<63 to 8% in 1964-65 and F
gradas from 8% to 10%, For the eight week group, WF°s decreased
from 3% to 2% and F's were 9% for both years. As ome might expect
"No Penalty Drops" decreased for the three week group from 15%
to 12% while they increased for the eight week group grom 16% to
23%, A shorter dvop period for the former and a longer one for the
latter is an obvious explanation, but the counseling staff, who
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approve all dropped and added courses, reports that during the
pericd from the thivd %o zhe eiphth week, eight week drop courses
are gonetines dropped in preforauce to the three weck couvses because
of the pemalty elcment, even though students are deing satisfactoxy
work in the efght weck couzses aund unsatisfactory work in the three
vesk courses., A wniform drop period for all courses would elimimaie
the necesaity for this sort of decision,

Riverside City College would probably obtain more state money baged
upon A.D.A, if they returned to the 1962-863 drop policy for three
reagons:

(1) Theze was a higher percentage reteation of students who
complsted the semester,

(2) There were slightly fewer W and F grades given in 1962-63
thav in the other two yeavs, Students who ecawn W and F
grades axrs probably mot present for the second ' census weck
peviod, .

(3) Theve were three pezcent fower (16% vs. 19%) "No Penalty
Drops" during 1962-63 than in the other two years; hence
moze students would be present duving the £ivst census week
Cuswelly the fourth week),

There should be a systematic and accurate system for obtaining starte
ing cnvollment figures for each couxse offered, This figure should
be based upom actual envellment in courses after YDrop and Add Day"
and "Late, Late Registration.” It should not inelude students vho
registerad but never attended, Probably Priday for the first week is
a ussful dete for this puvpose, Other statistics ond administrative
decisions could be based upon these more mesningful Figures,

One of the reasons for the F and WF penaliy grades for courses
dropped after the prescribed peviod was to try for an early commite

- ment on the part of the student toward his study iist, It was felt

that the student would be encouraged to maintain his courses throughe
out the semester and not drop ihem when the going got tough, It

mey be that the need for this artificial prod (which apparently

was not effective) has been replaced by federal rules concerming the
draft and G, 1, BLll=—at least for the male students, Students who
want to maintain their student defeyments must carry 30 semester
units per years former servicemen who want full subsistance allotments
must carry 14 units per semester,




