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Link to Five Year Trend Reports

Highlights

Credit hour enrollment reached an all-time high at IUPUI, increasing by 3.3% over last year's previous high. Headcount
enrollment also increased, but at a slightly lower rate (2.9%) as the proportion of full-time students continues to rise.

Graduate and graduate/professional enroliments increased by 3.6%, reversing a three-year decline.

First-time freshmen admissions increased by over 17% but new transfer student admissions and intercampus transfers (from
other IU campuses) were down slightly. The largest source of new students continues to be the township school districts
within Marion County. However, the larger entering class contained larger percentages of under-prepared students.

The larger numbers of under-prepared students also resulted in lower average SAT scores and H.S. percentile rank.

IUPUI's overall retention rate among first-time freshmen also declined as the positive impact of learning communities and
other support programs could not compensate for the larger proportions of under-prepared students admitted last year.

Many of the students entering IUPUI's strong first professional programs in Medicine, Dentistry and Law, originate from
the undergraduate and especially the graduate programs of IUPUI.

IUPUI has one of the largest graduate non-degree programs in the country. The majority of these students take
undergraduate courses however, as they pursue personal interests, explore possible graduate program paths, or fulfill
graduate program entry requirements.

Overview

Fall 1998 student enrollment at IUPUI continued several trends that have developed over the past four years.
Course credit hour enrollment continued its rise to record levels fostered by growing numbers of full-time
students. The total number of students also increased modestly this year due, in part, to a significant increase in
the number of new first-time freshmen.

Graduate and professional enrollments also increased this year. Master's level and graduate non-degree
enrollments experienced a healthy rebound after several years of decline. Enroliments in IUPUI's large first
professional programs (Medicine, Dentistry, and Law) continued their steady growth trend.

But behind these numbers of growth and prosperity lurk two troubling trends. At the undergraduate level, IUPUI
continues to enroll increasing numbers of under-prepared students. At the graduate level, enroliment in doctoral
programs continues to decline.

This year's enrollment report and analysis looks at some of these trends in greater depth. It monitors
developments along several fronts, including where students come from, in what programs they enroll, and how
they progress toward graduation. The companion report on degree and certificate conferrals examines trends in
program completers through last year's graduating students.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Compared to Other IU Campuses

Overall student enroliment at Indiana University increased by 1.4 percent to 92,479. As at IUPUI, overall credit
hour enrollments increased at a faster rate (2.4%). For the first time in the university's history, credit hour
enrollments topped one million. Display 1 shows that enrollment changes varied significantly by campus. IUPUI
is one of four campuses that experienced increases in both headcount and credit hour enroliments. Percentage
increases were led by the Southeast and South Bend campuses. Numerical increases were greatest at the
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largest campuses, Bloomington and Indianapolis/Columbus. IUPUI now accounts for 30 percent of all students
and 27.5 percent of all credit hours within Indiana University. In comparison, Bloomington enrolls 38.5 of all
students and 46.5 percent of all credit hours. Regional campuses account for the remaining 31.5 percent of
students and 26 percent of total credit hours.

2 | Enrollment by Campus
Headcount Credit Hours Pt Change in Headcount & Credit Hours

No. % Chg No. % Cho 0% 5% 0% 5% 10%
Bloomington | 35 BOO 1.9 | 4BE2195 2.8 S
Indianapalis® | 27,821 29 | 2750710 3.3 | ®Headoomt B
Fast 2 280 28 70,392 0 18
Fort Wayne™| 5,390 -0.6 55,6440 1.8 | ®eoredtous By
Kokoma 7 796 4.5 74,192 0 14 -—
Northwest 4 792 88 43,9040 B4 —
South Bend | 7,387 3.0 B3.465.0 35 .
Southeast 5 813 5.3 52474 5 B.9 | -
U TOTAL g7 474 14 | 1.001,362.0 74 _:

*Includes ILUPL Columbus, Includes only enrallment in U programs; #*From fall 19397 enrollment levels

Ten Year Enrollment Trends at IUPUI

Display 2 portrays trends in overall enrollments at [IUPUI among students enrolled in undergraduate and
graduate/professional programs. These trends are summarized in the bottom four rows of the table. The first two
of these summary rows depict the trends in terms of percentage changes over the past year (1997-1998) and the
entire ten-year period (1989-1998). The last two rows indicate which year had the peak enrollment for that
specific (column) category and how the fall 1998 numbers rank within the ten-year period.

Increases in new students highlight undergraduate enroliment trends. At the same time, non-degree
undergraduate enrollments continue to decline as few students choose this path that makes them ineligible for
such financial supports as scholarships and loans. Display 2 also shows in detail the trends in graduate and
professional enrollments noted above. The decline in doctoral enrollments is particularly troubling in that this
relates to the only measure that keeps IUPUI from achieving status as a "Research I" university according to the
Carnegie classification system, which requires 50 or more doctoral degrees per year. This past year we
conferred 36 degrees but future numbers are not likely to increase with the trend toward fewer students enrolling
in doctoral programs. It should be noted, however, that these declines follow a national trend in declining doctoral
level enrollments.
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Display 2. Ten Y ear Trends in IUPUI Enrollment by Student Level

Eall Undergraduate Students Graduate/Professional Students
a
Semester Total M Continuing  Mon-Degree Total Masters Doctorate Professional Mon-Degres| Total UPLUI
1983 20,087 4093 14 213 1776 G562 2067 294 2080 211 26 F49
1950 205971 3552 15 277 1,742 G547 1569 297 2120 2181 27 518
1981 21167 3985 16 396 773 G 531 2025 270 2224 2112 27 783
1992 21445 3897 1k /a8 B9 B 2599 219k 320 22 2156 28 344
1993 20,3592 3587 16 307 495 7,160 2230 354 224 2335 27 552
1954 19 483 3340 15 527 B16 7,283 2316 368 22877 2322 26 766
1995 19 BE7 4155 15,151 4h1 72 2282 386 2296 2308 Zh 539
1996 19950 4408 15,164 378 7 0B1 2214 358 2312 2177 2701
1997 20,130 4395 15 328 407 G 906 2074 345 2,365 214 27 036
1993 20 667 4854 15 421 J92 7,154 2233 309 2331 2231 27 821
Percent Change
past year 27% 10.4% 0E% -37% 3.6% Fi%  -10.7% 0.7% 5.2% 29%
ten year 2.9% 18.4% 85% V9% 9.0% 8.0% 5.1% 14.5% £.2% 4 4%
Peak Year 1992 1998 1992 1989 1994 1994 1995 1998 1993 1992
Rank of 98 4 1 5 J 4 3 7 1 4 2

FInzludes students who first matriculated during the preceding summer sessions

Undergraduate Enrollments, 198998
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Display 3 provides further details on trends in enrollment among IUPUI's undergraduate degree-seeking
students. The left side of the table highlights the trends among new students. The phenomenal 17.3 percent
increase this past year in first-time freshmen compensated for declines in transfer student enroliment.

Inter-campus transfer student enroliments, shown in the middle set of columns of Display 3, show a mixed trend.
Although we still enroll a larger number of upper division compared to lower division students coming from one of
the other IU campuses the trends have been going in opposite directions. Furthermore, the decline in upper
division intercampus transfers has outpaced the increase in lower division enrollees and so the overall number
has declined this year to the second lowest level within the last ten years.

Among continuing students, IUPUI enroliments are at the mid-point of the past ten years. Recent increases in
numbers of continuing students is entirely due to changes at the lower division. Upper division student numbers
have remained relatively stable, especially over the last three years, after declines from 1993 through 1996. The
lack of connection between lower division and upper division student enroliments at [IUPUI has several causes.
First, the significant numbers of students enrolled in associate degree programs don't always progress to upper
division status (unless they subsequently enroll in a bachelor's level program). Second, despite declines, we
continue to enroll large numbers of transfers and intercampus transfers directly into the upper division. Third, a
relatively small percentage (less than 45%) of students who enter [UPUI as first-time freshmen make it to upper

division levels. A later section of this report focuses on trends in I[UPUI's retention rates.
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Display 3. Ten Year Trends in Undergraduate by Entry Status and Class Level

Degree-Seeking Students
Mew to Indiana University Inter-Campus Transfers Continuing Students
Fall First-Time  Oth. Lower  Upper Lovwser Upper Lower Upper Mon- | Grand
Semester | Freshman'  Division Division Totzl Division  Divisien Total Diwision  Division Total | Degree| Total
1989 3,204 674 2200 4098 393 atala 954 7 B9 SE08 13289 1,776 | 20087
1990 2839 a70 243 34952 415 572 o5a B473  &AB1E 14289 1,742 20971
1991 2,808 95 285 359385 422 B51 1073 8787 BEIB 15323 i3 | 21167
1992 2 k71 1039 287 3997 392 590 a5z gap9s 7078 15776 B91 | 21.44R
1993 2377 910 300 3557 355 B01 959 ooe4 7284 15348 493 | 20392
1994 2,13 64 345 3340 366 obE 932 448 7147 14595 G156 | 19,433
1995 2 585 1,095 ks 4055 a7 ah4 951 7270 BE3A0 14200 461 | 19 557
1996 2,885 1,179 341 4 405 404 o584 953 7395 B8 14176 378 | 19950
1997 2.ma2 1,148 /e 4395 400 batalal 956 7h30 BF42 14 372 407 | 20130
1995 3 346 1,129 379 4854 447 456 933 FE94  BF94 14 488 302 | 0BT
Percent Chahge
past year 17.3% 25%  1B%  104% ] 118% -126% -24% 0.8% 0.8% 08% | -37% 27%
ten year 4 4% BFA% 723% 184% | 123% -12R% -2 2% 06%  21.1% 93% [ -779% 29%
Peak Year 1995 1996 1997 1995 1995 1991 1991 1991 1993 1992 1939 1992
93 Rank 1 3 2 1 1 10 g 5 5 5 g 4

'Includes students wha matriculated during the preceding summer sessions and enrolled at IUPUI for the fall semester.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Origins of New Students

First-Time Freshmen

Approximately seven out of ten first-time freshman in fall 1998 come to IUPUI from Marion and the seven
surrounding counties. Graduates of Marion County high schools represent 60 percent of this group and 40
percent of the total. Within Marion County, the vast majority of new freshmen attended the township high
schools. Only 15 percent of Marion County high school graduates who came to IUPUI in fall 1998 attended one
of the Indianapolis Public School (IPS) high schools. Display 4 summarizes the trends in first-time freshman
origins according to the county of high school attended.

The trends in Display 4 show that a large portion of the increase in new freshmen at IUPUI (over 60%) comes
from those who graduated from the township schools within Marion County. Among the surrounding counties,
large increases are noted for some counties (Shelby, Boone, and Hamilton) but small increases (Hendricks and
Johnson) or declines (Hancock and Morgan) for others. New students originating from other Indiana high schools
and from other locations (including mostly GED completers, international and out-of-state students) also
increased notably.

5 of 20 3/14/2006 1:48 PM



IUPUI Fall 1998 Enrollment Report

6 of 20

Display 4. Trends in Degree-Seeking Beginners by County of High School Attended

http://www.imir.iupui.edu/infore/mi/fall98/fall98en.htm

Fall Semester Entering Cohorts h Chng.

H.=. County 1984 1995 1996 1997 1988 97to 98
Marion

[P= 154 222 211 180 195 2.3%

Other B26 795 875 847 1117 31.9%
Total from harion County 780 1017 1086 1027 1312 27.8%
Surrounding Counties

Boone a7 27 23 55 67 21.8%

Hamiltan 131 140 179 174 199 14 4%

Hancock 59 G B3 107 a7 -9.3%

Hendricks 138 171 184 194 203 4 6%

Johnsan 156 150 184 187 200 T.0%

Morgan 43 86 105 93 87 -6.5%

Shelbwy a7 33 55 45 59 3M11%
Taotal from Surrounding Counties B0E 671 813 555 912 6.7%
Other Indiana High School 297 490 560 534 629 17.8%
All Others' 212 270 314 205 336 10.2%
Grand Total 1995 2448 2773 2721 3189

1Clut—n:n‘—state, GED, unknown, etc.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Display 5 shows the top feeder high schools for new freshmen. Ben Davis High School leads the list, having
rebounded from relatively low enrollments in 1997 to record high numbers in 1998. The large area high schools

of North Central, Carmel and Warren Central come next in the list. Southport and Pike high schools had

significant increases this past year to bring them within this top group. Only one IPS high school—Arsenal
Technical—is among those from which 50 or more students came to IUPUI in 1998.

For several of the high schools included within Display 5, large increases in fall 1998 represent returns to earlier
levels after a one year drop in fall 1997. Aside from Ben Dauvis, this group includes Carmel, Columbus North,
Brownsburg and Lawrence Central. Other schools have seen more steady increases, such as Franklin Central
and Decatur Central. The significant increase in students from Beech Grove is related in part to a special
program, the Beech Grove Pact, that was designed to aggressively intervene and advise students from junior
high through high school about the benefits of going to college. These students were further encouraged to
attend IUPUI specifically because of both mentoring opportunities and financial incentives.
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Display 5. Top Feeder High Schools - Beginners

Fall Semester Entering Cohorts h Chng.

1984 1995 1995 1997 1988 97to 98

Een Davis 95 131 152 711 171 545
Marth Central 62 31 21 22 104 27%
Carmel B6 5 95 FiS 98 26%
Warren Central 71 92 T3 549 g6 3%
Southport 42 53 58 56 83 48%
Fike 26 59 59 &1 g0 33%
Center Grove E5 69 a0 21 T -5%
Franklin Central 45 33 o3 £ Eis) 17%
Ferry Meridian 26 44 a2 75 74 -1%
Columbus MNorth A G0 B4 43 B9 60%
Lawrance Morth 24 a7 40 3z B6 106%
Cecatur Central A4 45 53 o4 51 13%
Erownsburg 43 61 51 49 B0 22%
Avon 28 a7 ar 52 a7 10%
Lawrance Central 28 40 B5 46 56 22%
EBeech Grove 12 32 24 18 o) 206%
Arsenal Technical a7 45 55 45 a0 11%

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

New Transfers

Display 6 shows the trends in feeder institutions for new transfers to IUPUI. This list does not reflect the large numbers of
students who come to IUPUI from other Indiana University campuses. Such “intercampus” transfers are not considered to
be new students. Ball State University continues to be the top feeder of transfer students to IUPUI. However, in 1998 there
was a large increase in the number of transfers from Purdue, West Lafayette. Transfers from lvy Tech Indianapolis also
continue to grow in number, fostered by our collaborative and articulation arrangements with the Indianapolis campus of
Ivy Tech State College. Vincennes University remains a slightly larger feeder than Ivy Tech but the gap has closed
substantially. The list of top transfer feeders is rounded out by two public Indiana universities—Indiana State University
and University of Southern Indiana—and two private Indianapolis area institutions—the University of Indianapolis and
Butler University.

Display 6. Top Feeder Institutions - Transfer Students

Fall Semester Entering Cohorts he Chng.

1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 97to 98

Ball State University 100 102 131 117 154 32%
Furdue Univ. West Lafayetie 56 38 94 98 133 36%
Vincenneas University g7 106 102 103 103 0%
VY Tech - Indpls a2 73 24 g8 100 14%
Indiana State University ) g2 70 86 70 -19%
Univ. of Indianapalis 23 44 25 41 51 24%
Univ. of Southrn Indiana 22 14 21 34 28 -18%
Eutler University 17 21 23 26 24 -8%

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

New First Professional Students

Students enter IUPUI's first professional programs in Medicine, Law and Dentistry at varying points in their
academic and professional careers. Some come straight from attaining a baccalaureate degree. Others first
complete a graduate degree, most typically a master's, before entering these programs. Still others take time off
between their undergraduate and professional degree pursuits to work and to fulfill course requirements while
attending a college or university as a non-degree graduate student. For this reason, it is difficult to characterize
the "feeder" colleges and universities in a consistent manner.
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Display 7 shows the prior institution of attendance, among Indiana colleges and universities, for those entering
IUPUI's first professional programs in fall 1998. The IU Bloomington campus stands as the top feeder overall and
for each of the first professional programs. IUPUI ranks second overall and for two of the three programs (Law
and Medicine). It should be noted, however, that this includes students who matriculate directly from certain
graduate programs. For example, just over one half of the Medical School entrants from IUPUI (19 of 37)
matriculate directly from a master's program within the School of Medicine. IUPUI serves as its own professional
school feeder primarily through graduate programs (including non-degree). For example, another group of such
students, not shown in Display 7, are those who enter postgraduate studies within the School of Dentistry. Of the
30 new postgraduates in Dentistry this year, just under one-quarter (7) received their professional degrees from
the IU School of Dentistry.

Display 7. Prior University or College of Attendance of New Professional Program Students

Institution Dentistry Lawy Medicine Total
Indizana U niversity Bloomington 22 g9 54 135
[LPUI 4 33 a7 T4
Purdue University, West Lafayette 10 19 33 62
Ball State 4 18 10 30
Wiy abash College 0 9 18 24
DePauw L niversity 4 4 9 17
Indiana State University 1 11 1 13
[LUPU Fort W ayne 2 3 ] 10
Butler Lintversity 0 3 B 9
Hanower College 0 3 4 9
LI niversity of Evansville 0 G 3 9
niversity of Motre Dame 0 3 5 g
Lniversity of Southern Indiana 3 g a g
Indiana University Southeast 2 2 3 7
U niversity of Indianapolis 0 4 3 7
Goshen College 0 1 a G
Indiana L niversity Morthwest 2 1 3 6
Franklin College 0 3 2 ]
Other Public Indiana Institutions 2 3 a 3
Other Private Indiana Institutions 1] 13 11 24
Total from Indiana Institutions 26 150 198 444
Out of State Schools 43 L g2 223
Total a8 288 2580 657

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

The Quality of New Freshmen

While there are no consistent and reliable measures that predict student performance in college, there are
several measures of past performance that indicate the levels of preparation for academic studies among new
students. One gross distinction made upon application for admission is whether the prospective student meets
the Indiana University Board of Trustees requirements for unconditional admission. These requirements are that
the student graduate within the top half of their high school class, attain an SAT score (or its ACT equivalent)
above the average for test takers from Indiana, and complete a minimum number of college preparatory classes
in high school. Up until fall 1997, students who did not meet these criteria were admitted into the preparatory
program of IUPUI's Undergraduate Education Center.

With the formation of University College, there is no longer such a distinction among students after admission.
Admitted students who do not meet the IU Board of Trustees criteria are now referred to as conditional admits,
but they enter the same developmental program as formerly required of preparatory program students. Another
change in language with the advent of University College is the label applied to students who are admitted into a
specific school-based degree program. Up until this year, such students were referred to as direct admits. Since
those students are now concurrently enrolled in University College and the School of their degree program, such
students are now referred to as dual admits.

Using conditional admissions status as an overall indicator of incoming students' level of preparation, Display 8
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shows the recent trends in this measure according to the county of high school attended (i.e., following the
format of Display 4). Between 1995 and 1996, the overall proportion of new students falling into this conditional
category increased notably from 57% to 64%. The rate remained stable for a year but increased to over 70
percent for fall 1998. Furthermore, these increases in less well-prepared students occurred almost uniformly
across the regions from which IUPUI obtains students. The only notable exceptions were those areas from which
IUPUI already obtained relatively large proportions of under-prepared students: IPS and the "All Others "
category.

Display 8. Trends in Degree-Seeking Beginners by County of High School

Attended: Percent Admitted in Conditional Status
Fali Semester Entering Cohorts

H.S County 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998
Mlarion
PS5 64% 65 % TBY T5% TBY%
Other 50% 5304 B2% 63% T2%
Total from Marion County 53% 6% B5% 65% 73%
Surrounding Counties
Boone B2% 31% 55% 73% 24%
Hamilton BE% 9% 4% 66% 83%
Hancock 42% 67 % B2% 53% T1%
Hendricks 41% 47 % BEY% 60% BEY%
Johnson 59% £1% B % 51% B9%
horgan 44%, 57% 25% 53% T0%
Shelby 59% 48 % 45% 58% T8%
Total from Surrounding Counties 54% 59% 5% 62% 73%
Other Indiana High School 55% 520 56% 54% B3%
All Others' B5% 56 % 9% 72% 73%
Grand Total 55% 57% 64% 63% T1%

"Out- of-state, GED, unknown, etc.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Display 9 shows trends in some of the traditional entering student quality indicators. Overall, the quality of
students as measured by SAT scores and percentile rank in high school, decreased slightly in fall 1998. On a
positive note, students are completing a higher number of college preparatory classes during high school. When
the numbers are disaggregated by students' entry status, the trend appears to be mixed. New IUPUI students
who exceed the Board of Trustees requirements are showing higher average scores and students below this
threshold have similar scores to their peers who entered last year. The overall decline is thus a result of the
increased number of students who enter conditionally. The bottom panel of Display 9 shows that the entire
increase in new freshmen is attributable to increases in conditional admits.
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Display 9. Trends in Qualifications of Beginning Freshmen

Fall Semesters
1994 1985 1886 1997 1998

Average SAT

IUPUIT Total 939 8930 926 841 935
Direct/Dual Admits 1048 10472 1041 1055 1084
University College Owverall 910 902 901 8916 09
Fegular Admits 987 954 1004 1005 1029
Zonditional Admits 857 852 255 874 874
Average Percentile Rank in High Schooj
IUPUITotal 52 51 50 a0 49
Direct/Dual Admits 70 72 71 72 72
University College Overall 43 46 46 46 45
Fegular Admits 65 B4 B3 sts 70
Zonditional Admits 38 38 38 38 39
Average Total High School Units
IUPUI Total 145 14 4 14 6 150 153
Direct/Dual Admits 1687 167 167 174 177
University College Overall 140 1329 142 14 6 14.9
Regular Admits 166 16.5 16.9 173 177
Zonditional Admits 127 128 1323 135 14 2
NMumber of Beginning Freshmen
IUPUIT Total 1990 2447 2766 2712 3186
Direct/Dual Admits 362 437 416 403 400
University College Owverall 1628 2005 2350 23049 2786
Regular Admits 27 510 580 BO7 522
Zonditional Admits 1101 1395 1760 1702 2264

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Display 10 provides another way to look at the trend in new first-time students' academic backgrounds. It shows
that the percentage of new students who graduated in the bottom third of their high school classes has risen
steadily since 1995. However, the substantial increase in numbers of first-time students this fall did not occur
among only the least prepared students. The number of new freshmen coming to IUPUI after graduating in the
top third of their high school class increased 13 percent this past year (from 693 to 785) and is up 55 percent
from 1994. In comparison the numbers of students from the bottom third of their high school class is up 30
percent this past year, and 106 percent since 1994.
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Display 10. Trends in the Academic Quality of New Students who

Recently Graduated From High School

H.S. Rank 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998
Top Third i 506 585 BYS BY3 785
Yo 33% 31% 31% 31% 30%

Middle Third 599 774 834 845 972
%% 39% 41% 38% 38% 37%

Bottom Third fy 335 397 505 530 590
%% 22% 21% 23% 2409 26%

GED/Others 93 129 183 158 169
5% 7% 8% 7% 5%

(zrand Total 1538 1685 2217 2226 2616

Note Includes only those students who graduated from high school or eamed a GED in
the same year or year prior to their ILPUI matriculation date.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

The placement of new students into remedial or developmental classes represents another indicator of their level
of preparedness. Display 11 shows the increase in such placements in the areas of reading and writing.
However, the already high remedial math placement rates did not increase this year.

Display 11. Remedial Course Placement Rates among Beginning

Fall 1996 Fall 1997 Fall 1993
Feading Course Required 27.0% 239% 28.8%
Remedial Math (MO10, 001) 79.8% 81.4% 81.5%
Femedial Writing 29.7% 21.5% 29.3%

Mote: Percentage based on the number tested. Writing figures exclude the ESL test.
Includes summer matriculants who enrolled for Fall.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Undergraduate Student Retention Rates

The last two years of new first-time student admissions to IUPUI have been characterized by larger proportions
of traditional-aged, full-time students with weak academic backgrounds. Display 12 shows the toll that this trend
has taken on the campus' one-year retention rate among beginning freshmen. The overall retention rate declined
by 1.7 percent to its lowest point in recent history. This overall decline masks even larger declines among
full-time (down 1.8%) and part-time (down 3.3%) students. The lower overall drop reflects the increasing
proportion of full-time students in the general population. The only group shown in Display 12 that did not
experience a decline in retention rate was the full-time students admitted directly into a specific (school-based)
degree program. The largest declines in retention occurred among new students enrolled in the UEC, who met
the Board of Trustees admissions criteria.

The retention rate at IUPUI is very much a function of student academic achievement. And, whereas faculty have
less control over students' family and work obligations, performance in the classroom is a factor where
intentional effort by IUPUI faculty and staff can have direct impact. The percentage of students who attain a
grade of D or F, or who withdraw from a class before completion, is one such indicator of students' classroom
performance. The DFW rate is monitored closely at [IUPUI, especially among those classes that enroll large
numbers of first-year students.
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Display 12. Beginning Freshmen Retention to the Second Year {(AS/BS Degree-Seekers)

http://www.imir.iupui.edu/infore/mi/fall98/fall98en.htm

1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
Campus Summary

TOTAL 85.7% 55.2% 87.2% 55.8% 84 1%
(2218) (1979 (2421) (2753 (2701)
Directly Admitted to a Schaool BB .2% BE.0% BB.7% B7.B% BB 2%
(3827 (353) (417 (404 (3943
UEC - Regular Program 89 8% 89.8% B4 9% B3.7% a4 3%
(574 (227 (609 (290} (607
LEC - Preparatory Program a0.7% 49 3% 91.0% al 4% 49 4%
(12607 (1098 (130957 (1759 {17007

Full-Time
TOTAL B1.4% B1.4% B2.0% B1.0% 50 2%
(1332 (1300 (1851) (1823 (1966)
Directly Admitted to a School T0.4% T70.3% T0.1% BO.6% T0.2%
(314 (206 (333 (338) (332
LUEC - Regular Program BS. 7% B5.4% TO.1% B7 4% B9 . 1%
(3797 (379) (489) (454) (4813
UEC - Preparatory Program 54 4% 24 7% 84.1% 25.9% 83.5%
(639) (B25) (8443 (1131 (1153

Part-Time
TOTAL 47 2% 43.4% 46.9% 43.7% 40 4%
(Bad) (B79) (70 (330 (739
Directly Admitted to a School 47 1% 49 .1% 51.9% a7.6% 45 2%
(HE) (57) (74) (66) (B2
UEC - Regular Program 48 2% 45 3% 47 1% a1.5% 37 3%
(194) (148) (140 (13B) (128
UEC - Preparatory Program 46 9% 42.2% 46.1% 40 6% 40 B%
(6217 (474 (5513 (28] (547

Motes: The numbers in parenthe ses indicate the size of the entering freshman cohorts.

IUPU Columbus students are distributed among the entry program categories as appropriate.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Display 13 shows the change in DFW rate from fall 1996 to fall 1997 among courses with traditionally high rates
that are taken by large numbers of first-year students. Overall, the rate among these courses increased slightly,
but one half of one percent. However, the DFW rate increased notably in two courses on the list (Math 111 and
ECON E201) and decreased notably in three courses (SOC R100, ENG W001, and COMM R110). The decline
in DFW rate of 2.1 points is also notable for MATH 001, since this course enrolls the largest number of new

students.

Although the declining retention rates may be understood in part by the increasing number of under-prepared
students, IUPUI has devoted significant time and effort toward programs intended to improve retention among
this group. Learning communities and supplemental instruction (peer mentoring) are two such programs. In fall
1997 the learning communities program was geared almost entirely to students who were admitted conditionally

to the university. Given the size of this group, not all could be accommodated last year within learning

communities. Just under one-half (45%) of the conditional admits, as well as a small proportion of other new

students (12%) enrolled in learning communities in fall 1997.
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Display 13. DFW Rates (in Percent) in Select

Freshman Courses, Fall Semesters 1996 and 1997

http://www.imir.iupui.edu/infore/mi/fall98/fall98en.htm

Enroliment DFW Rate Withdrawal Rate
Fall 1996 Fall 1997 |Fall 1996 Fall 1997 Change Fall 1996  Fall 1997
Math 153 586 B B0 9 616 07 345 359
Math 154 2149 2649 L 535 1.8 245 2749
Math 111 1512 14490 320 417 9.1 157 217
Math 001 2274 2287 407 286 -2 181 16.9
Econ E201 5549 B17 208 3872 75 14.9 17.0
Fsy  B104 1266 1403 i 266 14 949 106
Soc R100 218 265 339 340 -43 26 11.8
Eng  W131 1750 1693 203 220 1.2 128 153
Math  M118 5958 BET 331 313 -18 187 165
Eng Woo1 237 530 35 3 B 12.3 9.3
CommE 110 1020 10849 310 262 -4 .8 164 14 .0
Total 11654 11551 366 a7 05

Mote: Data are based on grades as of 11/13/98

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Display 14 shows that the first-year retention rate among those within learning communities was significantly

higher than among all students, and especially among the conditional admits who were enrolled in the largest
numbers. Even when controlling for important differences among those who enrolled in learning communities
compared to those who did not (e.g., credit load and course grades), the learning communities still had over a
four percent impact on the overall retention rate as shown in Display 15.

Display 14. One-Year Retention by Participation in Learning Com munities, Entry

Status and Course Load of Fall 1997 Beginning Freshm en {Indianapolis Only)

Learning Community

MNon-Participant

N Ret. Rate N Ret. Rate

all Students

UEC Preparatary Ba0 56 6% 244 43 4%

All Cthers 103 BB 0% 78z B2 9%

Total 783 58.1% 1626 52.8%
Full-Tirme Students

UEC Preparatory o901 58 4% 490 48.2%

All Gthers g4 73.0% skl B7.0%

Total B40 B0.5% 1129 oH.3%
Fart-Titme Students

UEC Preparatory 129 48 8% 354 A6.7%

All Cthers 14 a5.7% 143 40 8%

Taotal 143 47 8% 497 27.8%

Hote. Patticipation in a Learning Community is based an section enralliment as of census.

Display 15. Impact of Learning Comm unities
on Retention Rates when Contrelling for

Differences in Student Grades and Course

Load Status

Learning Non-
Community Participant
LUEC Preparatory a8.3% o4 7%
All Others 50 6% 84 7%
Cverall 59.5% §5.3%

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)
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The Relationship between Remedial Course Placements and Retention

Display 16 shows the strong relationship between remedial placements in English (writing) and math, and the
retention rate. The higher the level of initial placement, the more likely the student will be retained to the second
year. This relationship does not hold for reading placements, which are characterized by several mitigating
factors. For one, many students with learning disabilities, who have other compensating mechanisms that offset
their reading difficulties, achieve low reading scores. In addition, [IUPUI has several intensive programs, such as
the Student Mentoring/Advising Program (MAP) that have had success serving the needs of students with
reading deficiencies.

Display 16. Retentioh Rates by Placement in Writing, Math and Reading and Course Load

Retention Retention Retentian
Flacement M Fate Plac ement M Rate Flacement M Rate
All Students Combined All Students Combined Al Students Combined
ESL 46 73.9% mo10 137 48.2% Giatewsay a0 T0.0%
EC010 2 a0.0% 001 2019 582.2% #1480 267 53.2%
W oo 554 46. 3% 111 455 B2.7% H1482 33z 54.2%
i3 1981 55.3% Col Level 44 73.5% Exempt 19599 53.9%
w140 or Exempt zie] BE.1% Mo Test 41 43.9% Mo Test L] 53.4%
Mo Test 44 54. 6% Full-Time Students Full-Time Students
Full-Time Students mo10 7 a4 6% CGiateway 20 T0.0%
ESL 36 75.0% 001 1435 ar.T% #1480 1490 B1.1%
EO010 2 a0.0% 111 393 B3.6% ®1482 27 59 9%
Wy 0o g7 91.7% Col Level 42 78.6% Exempt 14592 58.7%
W31 1463 B0 3% Mo Test 149 52.6% Mo Test a7 59.6%
w140 or Exempt ad B3.5% Part-Time Students Part-Time Students
Mo Test 24 BE. 7% MO0 &0 40.0% Gateway 10 T0.0%
Part:-Time Students 001 a84 38.T% #1480 7 33.8%
ESL 10 T0.0% 111 62 a8.1% 1462 1148 43.5%
EC010 i 0.0% Col Level 7 42 9% Exempt a07 40.0%
Wy 0o 172 34.3% Mo Test 22 6. 4% Mo Test 26 42 3%
W3 518 41 1%
W 140 or Exempt 14 BB 7%
Mo Test 20 40.0%

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Retention beyond First-Time Freshmen

This past year, the director of IMIR conducted a national study to develop a new retention measure. Funded by
the Coalition of Urban and Metropolitan Universities, the new measure has the dual purpose of incorporating all
undergraduate students within a college or university, and controlling for differences in student body composition
among the participating institutions.

The adjusted retention index starts with all undergraduates enrolled in a particular semester (fall 1996). Students
are categorized according to entry status (first-time freshmen, new transfer, continuing), class level (first year,
second year, third year, fourth year), semester credit load (1-6, 7-11, 12-14, 15+ credits) and cumulative
grade-point average at the end of the initial fall semester (0.00-1.49, 1.50-2.49, and 2.50+). Retention rates were
calculated for each combination of these categories at each institution. Furthermore, weights were established
for each category according to the proportion of students in that category over all institutions. The weights for the
entire population are then applied to the individual category retention rates at each institution and summed
across all category combinations to derive an adjusted retention index. This retention index controls for
differences in student characteristics across universities much like a cost-of-living index controls for differences
in consumer purchasing behaviors over time.

Display 17 shows the retention rate among various subgroups of students before and after this adjustment
technique is applied. The rates are shown for the traditional first-time, full-time freshmen cohort, as well as for all
first-time freshmen, new transfers, continuing students, and all undergraduates. The first two columns of the
display show the rates at IUPUI for the 1997 and 1996 student cohorts, respectively. This is followed by the rate
among the fall 1996 cohort for a comparison group drawn from among the 26 institutions that participated in the
study nationally, as well as for the entire national sample.
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Looking at the 1996 cohort data first, this analysis reveals that the gap between IUPUI's initially low rates and the
comparison group and entire sample is lessened significantly by the adjustment. However, IUPUI still remains
below the comparison group with regard to new student retention rates. The differences in retention among
continuing students and all undergraduates, combined, disappear completely. Therefore, differences in student
characteristics according to course load, class level and grade performance explain a significant amount, but not
all of the difference between retention at IUPUI and the other institutions included in this study.

Looking now at the fall 1997 cohort numbers for IUPUI, one can see that the adjustment does not do as much to
bring the IUPUI rates up to either last year's levels at IUPUI, or to the national norms. This follows from the
changes at IUPUI toward more full-time students, who are normally retained at higher rates. In addition, although
not shown here, the average grades of the 1997 group of IUPUI freshmen actually increased slightly from the
1996 levels. This too should have brought IUPUI's overall unadjusted rate up. Since retention rates fell despite
the increase in full-time students and in grade performance, IUPUI fares less well with the adjustment.

Display 17. Com parative Retention Rates Before and After Adjusting for

Differences in Student Characteristics

B efore Adjusting IUPLI
Comparison
Population 1997 98 1996 97 Group Entire Sample
1. First-Tirme, Ful-Time Freshmen S8% B1% 1% 78%
2. Al First-Time Freshmen a4% a6% BE9% 72%
3. Mew Transfers B0% a6% 1% 0%
4. Continuing Students T2% 1% 6% 79%
5. Al Undergradu ates B8% GBE% 7 4% 77 %
After Adjusting IUPUI
Comparison
Population 1997 98 1996 97 Group Entire Sample
1. First-Tirme, Ful-Tirme Freshmen BB % B9 % 4% 75%
2. AllFirst-Time Freshmen B3% BE% 1% T2%
3. Mew Transfers B3% 67 % 1% 0%
4. Continuing Students 78% 79% 7% 79%
5. Al Undergradu ates 75 % TE% 75% 77 %

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

School Retention Rates

Retention rates among students enrolled in school major programs are typically much higher than the rate
among first-year students. In general, retention rates increase as students get closer to attaining a degree.
Retention is also higher among students who achieve good grades and among those who take full-time class
loads. Programs with high entry standards, those enrolling large numbers of upper-class students, and those
with more full-time students will tend to retain students at the highest rates. Having a retention index that controls
for differences in student level, credit load and grade performance allows one to examine more directly retention
rate differences among IUPUI's academic schools.

Display 18 shows the unadjusted and adjusted retention rates among IUPUI's academic schools for the past five
years. One can see from this display that the adjustment process has different effects on the various schools. As
one would expect, the adjustment rate has the largest impact on UEC preparatory program students since these
students are primarily freshmen who attain lower course grades on average. The adjustment also pulls up the
rate of students in the School of Continuing Studies, which includes many who attend on a part-time basis. In
general, the adjustment process will tend to pull down the rates of those with the highest initial retention levels,
and pull up those with the lowest initial levels. It is most interesting to note those schools at the high end who are
not pulled down (e.g., Social Work and Business), those at the lower end who are not pulled up (e.g., Science),
and especially those in the middle who are brought down (e.g., Education). For these schools, one can say that
factors other than those controlled for in this study—class level, credit load, and grade performance—count more
toward the likelihood of students persisting or withdrawing.
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Display 18. Unadjusted and Adjusted One-Year Retention Rates by School, 19931997

Humber of Enrolled Students Unadjusted One-Year Retention Rates Adjusted One-Year Retention Rates
School 1903 1994 1005 1906 1997|1993 1004 1005 199G 1997 1993 1004 1905 1996 1097
Allied Health 1139 1170 4131 1080 978 T3% TE% TT% 7% Ta% 69% 1% T2% 75% T6%
Business 269 813 831 a6z 847 25% 25% 26% 27% a7 % 88% 2% 25% 4% 26%
Continuing Studies 200  BBA Y03 TEE 8N % 0% GY% GE% G5 % 7% T8% TE% 2% TT%
Dentistry 127 132 147 138 127 2% Q2% 91% 93% G0% 54% 5% a28% 50% 25%
Education 1216 1261 1267 1364 1340 a0% TH% 75% 7% TE% 80% TE% TT% 75% 7%
Engr & Tech 2265 2074 1960 1905 1887 T4% 73% 74% 73% % 79% V% 1% 79% 20%
Herron 482 43 526 &N fiki4 T4% TH% TE% 78% T2% 7E% A0% 8% 80% 73%
Journalism 75 fis] G5 74 f5 21% T2% 25% 7% 23% 87% 2% 29% 80% 26%
Liberal Arts 2018 2062 8R4 1613 1481 72% 0% 71% T0% 1% 1% TE% 7d4% 7E% 75%
Mursing 1734 1188 93 843 Tap 8% 24% 26% 25% 25% 5% 24% TE% 84% 24%
Phys Educ 325 39 3F¥? 383 3T 1% 7% 70% 7d% 0% 7T% 7E% 7T% 7E% V6%
Science 1056 1108 1214 1306 1274 ThH% TE% 75% 75% T3% TE% 7% TE% TE% 73%
Social Wiork 166 173 186 177 165 94% 6% 25% 91% 93% 88% 90% 29% 87 % 92%
SPEA 55  EBR4  BAA B33 B16 ThH% T8% 20% 7% % 7T9% 32% 33% B2% 759%
JEC N05 3993 4262 4487 4831 9% A1% 3% f1% A3% 2% V% 5% 72% V4%
IJECH 2860 ZAASS 3040 3377 M 9% 48% a1% 45% 45% 69% 0% TE% £9% Td%
Grand Tota 19894 18867 19206 19572 19723 68% 6940 F0% 68% 6% 7504 7a% 6% 7% 75%

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Overall School Enrollment Trends

Enroliment trends in IUPUI's academic schools are affected by a number of factors. Trends in new student
enrollments, especially among transfers, play an important role, as do factors such as student demand, program
capacity, and organizational changes. Display 19 summarizes the trends in the number of student majors within
the various academic units and major programs of [IUPUI. One can immediately see in this table the impact of
new student trends on the size of University College (compared to its predecessor, the combined programs of
the Undergraduate Education Center or UEC). Also related to this increase is a portion of the decline in students
who were previously considered to be within the School of Liberal Arts. That is, students who attained 56 credit
hours but had not yet been admitted to a degree program were placed within Liberal Arts. The number of Liberal
Arts "non-majors" has declined steadily since this practice was discontinued. The number of true Liberal Arts
majors declined earlier in the time period shown in this table, but has been relatively stable over the past three
years.

Education and Engineering and Technology continue to remain the academic home of the largest number of
student majors at IUPUI. Science, Business, Liberal Arts, Medicine, and Nursing all have at least 1000 student
majors. Public and Environmental Affairs (SPEA) and Allied Health remain close to the 1,000 major mark,
although both are down from their enroliment levels in earlier years. The decline in Nursing enrollments over the
past five years is partly a result of organizational changes and partly due to decreasing demand. However, the
Nursing enroliments seem to have held steady over the past year.
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Display 19. Trends in Headcount by Student School

Fall Semester Pct. Chng
School 94 95 95 a7 98 97tos8
Allled Health 1173 11326 1056 935 303 -8.6%
Business 1230 1188 1165 1197 1232 2.9%
Columbus 1455 1413 1485 1497 1485 -0.5%
Continuing Studies 6418 G700 741 Tra T80 0.3%
Dentistry™ 587 512 626 B42 £33 -1.4%
Education 1995 1957 2064 2052 2027 -1.2%
Engr And Tech 2085 1982 1953 1336 1972 1.9%
rad Non-Degres 1366 1446 1242 1173 1228 4 1%
Graduate School 313 338 339 2364 373 2.5%
Herron School Of Art 496 b2 H36 676 B36 1.5%
Journalism 6 BS 79 BS 56 -13.8%
Lawi 241 235 236 262 287 2.9%
Libaral Arts 2059 1868 1643 1518 1365 -10.1%
Majors 1363 12745 11638 1172 1169 -0.3%
Mon-Majors B36 593 475 245 196 -43 4%
Library, Info Science 125 144 177 206 188 -8 7%
hWedicing 1098 1110 1118 1119 1124 0.4%
Music 1 2 17 12 19 58.3%
Mursing 1716 1477 1265 1081 1056 -2.3%
Fhysical Education™ 336 a74 334 220 347 -8.7%
Fublic & Envir Affairs 1125 1057 1045 964 953 1%
Fublic Health-MMead 0 0 0 0 31 *
Science 1300 1427 1502 1446 1449 0.2%
Social Work 477 544 554 526 542 2.0%
Transient 232 201 150 175 203 16.0%
University College B032 B551 B934 7354 8282 12 2%
Grand Total 267668 26939 27011 27036 27821 2.9%

*Unable to calcfine div by 0); Fncludes DAED: *lncludes RHIT

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Display 20 shows the other side of school-based enrollments: credit hours generated in school-based courses.
For those schools that serve primarily their own majors (e.g., Allied Health, Nursing, Dentistry, Law, Medicine),
credit hour enroliments follow closely from student major enroliment trends. For schools that offer many service

courses (e.g., Liberal Arts and Science), credit hour trends follow more closely with new student trends.

Engineering and Technology also appears to be benefiting from the increasing numbers of new students as more
students seek technology courses to support their academic and career plans.
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Display 20. Trends in Course Credit Hours by School

http://www.imir.iupui.edu/infore/mi/fall98/fall98en.htm

Fall Semester Pct. Chhg
Course School o4 95 95 o7 98 97 to 58
Allied Health 7,118.0 7oA77 E 70450 7.198.0 6,817.0 -5.3%
Business 14,126.0 14,343.0 15,200.0 13,712.0 17,6871.0 13.7%
Colurmnbus® 11,005.0 11,487.0 12,836.0 13,2240 13,115.0 -0.8%
Continuing Studies 85.0 131.0 134.0 2580.0 250 -12.8%
Dentistry 7.898.5 8,156.2 90350 2,021.0 10,662.0 18.2%
E duc ation 13,012.0 13,290.0 13,803.0 12,984 .5 12,224.0 -5.9%
Engr and Tech 15,882.0 14,810.0 14,2220 16,802.0 17,878.0 6.4%
Graduate School 183.0 181.0 160.0 141.0 356.0 152.5%
Herron Art 5,85858.0 5,076.0 6,355.0 73240 7.502.0 2.4%
Journalism g31.0 844.0 g9a2.0 760.0 932.0 226%
L 10,533.0 10,835.0 10,646.0 11,034.0 11,38%.0 3.2%
Liberal Ars 4969580 514180 53,0920 5556810 57H/10.0 4.0%
Litrary, Info Sci 715.0 g958.0 4581.0 1,033.0 1,035.0 0.2%
Medicine 206210  20791.0 20,9055 20416.5 18,865.0 -7.6%
hLsic 2010.0 21840 2446.0 26750 3,057.0 14.53%
M ew Wedia - - - - 258.0 -
M ursing 12.464.0 12,286.0 10,810.0 9,382.0 g,855.0 -4.5%
P hysical Education 51820 5,923.0 6,233.0 5,857.0 6,213.0 6.1%
Fublic & Ervir Affairs g,161.0 T.570.0 7.868.0 7.600.0 7.607.0 0.1%
SCIENCe 557930 592730 614730 §2,822.0 65,3300 4 0%
Focial ¥vork 5,344.0 5,250.0 6,665.0 6,372.0 5,222 .0 -2.A4%
All Others 62.0 75.0 7a.0 118.0 701.0 4589.1%
Grand Total 2466325 254,219.0 2609075 26863380 275,071.0 3.3%

ncludes all courses offered at Colum bus

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Credit Hours Generated by Graduate Non-Degree Students

Graduate non-degree students represent another significant group of students who take courses in schools
without being enrolled as degree-seeking students. There are two different subgroups of graduate non-degree
students. One group includes students already enrolled in particular schools, who are guaranteed matriculation

into a degree program upon successfully completing certain entry requirements. The other, larger group

comprises those who have not yet sought admission to a specific program. They may be exploring graduate
program options or may be taking courses for professional or personal interests. Any student who already has a

bachelor's degree must be admitted as a graduate non-degree student to take courses at IUPUI.

Display 21 shows recent trends in the types of classes taken by graduate non-degree students. There are clear
differences in the course-taking behaviors between the two groups of graduate non-degree students with little or
no change in these behaviors over time. About seven out of ten credits taken by those not yet enrolled in a
specific school are in undergraduate level courses. Conversely, school-affiliated graduate non-degree students
enroll in mostly graduate level courses. Since the non-school-affiliated group is larger, it works out that graduate
non-degree students take a majority of their courses at the undergraduate level. Given the size of this group,
they are an important source of students for upper division courses throughout IUPUI. They also represent a
large pool of potential students for our graduate and professional programs.
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Display 21. Number and Percent of Credit Hours Taken by Graduate, Non-

Degree Students by Course Level

Course Level 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998
Students not affiliated with any specific academic school
Undergraduate M 4020 4613 3852 674 767

%o BE% 71% BO% B9% B9%
Graduate M 2038 1904 1725 16848 1722
%o 34% 20% 1% 31% a1%
Students affiliated with a specific academic school
Undergraduate M 2224 1867 14697 1987 1698
% 48% 44% 4% 43% a7%
Graduate M 2396 2365 2076 2606 2833
¥ 52% BE% BF % 57% (3%
All Graduate Non-Degree Students
LIndergraduate M B244 B4 20 5489 alalaly 5485
% 58% B0% 83% 7% £5%
Graduate M 4434 4269 4807 42453 4555
%o 4 2% 40% 47% 43% 45%

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

Summary and Conclusions

Fall 1998 enrollments at IUPUI appear strong from a quantitative perspective. Credit hour enrollments reached
an all-time high and student headcount is the second highest in the institution's history. However, behind these
overall strong numbers lie some troubling trends.

This report documents, for the most part, a pattern of decline in retention rates. The decline can be attributed
directly to the larger number of under-prepared students enrolling at IUPUI. The campus has in fact moved from
a majority of returning adult students to a majority of traditional-aged students. The mean age of beginning
full-time students for fall 1998 is 19; and, for part-time students, it is an average of 22. The campus has launched
new programs to help these students make a successful transition to university study. Both the learning
communities initiative and the supplemental instruction programs are making a positive impact on the academic
achievement and persistence of entering IUPUI students. The adoption of the Principles of Undergraduate
Learning, coupled with faculty attention to the implementation of those principles and the assessment of student
learning outcomes are expected to complement these efforts. The continuing assessment of interventions is an
essential priority for IUPUI.

IUPUI has the highest percentage of graduate and graduate/professional enroliments in the state (26%
compared to 22% at Bloomington and 18% at West Lafayette). It ranks in the top ten in the country with regard to
number of first professional students (Medicine, Dentistry and Law) and among the top five in graduate
non-degree enrollments. However, master's and doctoral program enrollments do not match these levels
comparatively. Particularly troubling, but not surprising given national trends, is the decline in doctoral
enrollments. IUPUI still has a way to go with doctoral degree production to reach Research | classification.

There are several notable gaps between certain [IUPUI enrollment goals (improve undergraduate retention rates,
attract higher quality students, attain Research | status) and others (maintain access and optimize tuition
revenues). IUPUI's mission commits us to both access and excellence. In many ways, the campus has
demonstrated that these two principles can be pursued simultaneously. However, we also know from such
indicators as our retention rate that, despite many promising efforts, we have to transform access to success for
more of our students than we do at present. Certainly, this will only be possible through well coordinated,
carefully implemented, and thoroughly evaluated efforts.

(Back to Table of Contents, List of Displays)

For Further Detalils
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This enroliment report and analysis provides an overview for the IUPUI campus. The Office of Information
Management and Institutional Research provides this analysis as part of its Fall Enrollment Report series. This
series also includes a set of tables regarding fall 1997 enrollments and enrollment trends over the past five
years. IMIR also generates profile and trends reports for each academic school as well as for UEC and IUPU
Columbus. Copies of these reports are circulated to the campuses executive administrators, school deans, and
faculty and staff who serve on campus committees concerned with academic and student affairs.

IMIR also encourages members of the campus community to request more specific views of these and other
relevant institutional data by contacting our office by phone (278-2282), or by using the "Information Request"
form on our web page.
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Office of Information Management and Institutional Research

Campus Address: Union Building, Room G003
Mailing Address: 620 Union Drive, Room G003, Indianapolis, IN 46202-5167
Telephone: (317) 278-2282
Fax: (317) 274-3400

Go to Office of Information Management and Institutional Research Home Page
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