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SUBJECT:  2011-2012 Minimum Progression Standards Report  

 

 The annual Minimum Progression Standards Report provides system data for students 

who met and students who did not meet Regental minimum progression benchmarks during the 

2011-2012 academic year.  The attached Executive Summary reviews the key observations from 

this year’s analysis, while the Full Report examines minimum progression data across a range of 

student subgroups.   
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Executive Summary 
 

 BOR Policy 2:10 Grades and the Use of Grade Point Averages (GPA) establishes standards for 

student minimum progression based on cumulative GPA and system term GPA.  Students maintaining a 

cumulative GPA of 2.0 or better are considered to be in “good standing” with their institutions.  Students 

failing to meet this benchmark are subject to academic probation and/or academic suspension, and these 

students are considered to be “high-risk” from a retention standpoint.  Data from past years have tended to 

show that several student populations – including freshmen, non-traditional freshmen, students admitted 

as exceptions, associate degree-seeking students, and students without a high school diploma – exhibit a 

heightened likelihood of experiencing academic difficulty.  Consequently, the annual Minimum 

Progression Standards Report attends to each of these student subgroups.    
 

 As presented in the full report, key observations from this year’s Minimum Progression 

Standards Report include: 
 

System-Level Results 
 

 System-wide, 55,660 (term-duplicated) student records were reported for AY2011-2012.  Of 

these, 91.2% were marked by a “good standing” academic status, a slight increase from the 

rate recorded last year (90.6%).  By institution, USD (92.9%) recorded the highest proportion 

of students in good standing. 
 

Admission Codes 
 

 All entering degree-seeking undergraduates are assigned one of nine admission codes; these 

codes reflect the category of admission requirements each student has met in order to enroll.    

 Segmenting the student population by admission code group, rates of academic good standing 

were found to be lowest among the following groups
1
: 

o ACX – Admitted as part of the ten percent associate exception group – 60.4% 

o ACG – Met admission requirements for non-high school graduates – 62.5% 

o ACJ – Met associate admission requirements only – 68.9% 

o AC3– Admitted as part of the three percent baccalaureate exception group – 69.2% 
 

Freshman Students 
 

 Freshmen constituted less than one third of student records for the 2011-2012 academic year.  

Despite this, freshmen accounted for 78.4% of all students placed on probation, 72.3% of those 

suspended, and 44.3% of those who withdrew from the Regental system. 

 Rates of academic good standing were especially low in the following admission groups
2
: 

o ACX – Admitted as part of the ten percent associate exception group – 45.2% 

o ACG – Met admission requirements for non-high school graduates – 52.0% 

o AC3– Admitted as part of the three percent baccalaureate exception group – 57.4% 

o ACJ – Met associate admission requirements only – 60.6% 
 

Non-Traditional-Age Freshmen 
 

 Non-traditional-age freshmen include those students who were 21 years or older upon 

admission to the system.  In 2011-2012, non-traditional-age freshmen were slightly more 

likely to be placed on academic probation than were traditional freshmen (14.4% vs. 16.5%), 

and also were somewhat more likely to be suspended or to withdraw (6.1% vs. 11.5%). 
 

                                                 
1
 Combined, these students account for only 4.9% of analyzed student records. 

2
 Combined, these students account for only 8.4% of analyzed freshman records. 
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Full Report 
 

 §3 of BOR Policy 2:10 outlines the cumulative GPA thresholds which Regental students are 

required to meet or exceed on an ongoing basis (summarized in Table 1), and delineates the 

administrative processes related to minimum progression.  At the end of each term, students meeting 

the minimum progression standards are considered to be in good academic standing, while students 

with sub-standard cumulative GPAs are placed on academic probation.  Once on probation, students 

who are unable to raise their system term GPAs or cumulative GPAs (within one term) to the 

mandated level are placed on academic suspension for a minimum period of two academic terms, 

contingent on appeals process outcomes and institutional administrative action.   
 

Table 1 

SDBOR Minimum Progression Standards 

Class Credit Hour Range GPA Standard 

Freshman 0.00 - 31.99 2.00 

Sophomore 32.00 - 63.99 2.00 

Junior 64.00 - 95.99 2.00 

Senior 96.00 + 2.00 
 

 The following sections summarize Regental minimum progression outcomes across a variety 

of student populations.  For purposes of this report, minimum progression outcomes are binned into 

the following categories:  1) Good Standing / Returned to Good Standing (abbreviated as “Good 

Standing”), 2) Probation / Admitted on Probation (abbreviated as “Probation”), 3) Suspended, and 4) 

Withdrawn.   It is important to note that, because academic standing may vary within a single 

academic year for any given student, figures presented in this report are based on term-duplicated 

data.3   
 

System-Level Results 
 

 There were 25,113 degree-seeking undergraduate students enrolled in Fall 2011, 23,313 in 

Spring 2012, and 7,234 in Summer 2012.  These figures combine to form a term-duplicated total of 

55,660 students for the 2011-2012 academic year.  Overall, 91.2% of these students were in good 

standing, 5.3% were on probation, and 3.5% were on suspension or were withdrawn. These 

percentages have been strikingly stable in recent years (see Table 2). 
 
 

Table 2 

Students (All) by Academic Standing Category – Five-Year Trend 

Student Classification 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 

      

Good Standing 90.3% 90.3% 90.3% 90.6% 91.2% 

      

Probation 5.9% 6.1% 6.0% 5.7% 5.3% 

      

Suspended/Withdrawn 3.8% 3.6% 3.7% 3.7% 3.5% 

      
 

 

 

                                                 
3
 Unless otherwise noted.  Data presented in this report are derived from all degree-seeking undergraduate students 

in the Regental system.  Datasets used in this report were provided by Regents Information Systems staff. 
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By Institution 

 

Looking at minimum progression figures from each Regental institution, USD (92.9%) 

had the highest percentage of students in good standing, while SDSMT had the smallest 

percentage of students who either were suspended or withdrew from the institution (2.5% 

combined).  Overall percentages of students by academic status and university are summarized in 

Table 3.   
 

 

Table 3 

Students (All) by Academic Standing and Institution: 2011-2012 

Student Classification BHSU DSU NSU SDSMT SDSU USD System 

        

Good Standing 89.6% 88.7% 88.2% 92.8% 91.2% 92.9% 91.2% 

        

Probation 5.7% 5.9% 7.1% 4.7% 5.9% 3.7% 5.3% 

        

Suspended  2.6% 1.9% 2.1% 1.5% 1.5% 1.2% 1.6% 

        

Withdrawn 2.1% 3.5% 2.6% 1.0% 1.3% 2.2% 1.9% 

        
 

 

 

Admission Code Groups
4
 

 

All entering degree-seeking undergraduates are assigned one of nine admission codes; 

these codes reflect the category of admission requirements each student has met in order to 

enroll.  These categories are differentiated based on BOR Policy 2:3 Undergraduate Admissions.  

Examining these nine classifications (Table 4, next page), the largest unduplicated group (by n) 

comprised students who were assigned the AAC admission code (i.e., students meeting regular 

baccalaureate admission requirements for freshmen); this group contained 17,868 students.  The 

second largest category was formed by students with the ACM admission code (i.e., students 

transferring 24 or more credit hours and meeting all institutional requirements), a group made up 

of 4,992 unduplicated students.  Together, these admission code groups constituted 83.6% of all 

students enrolled in the Regental system during the 2011-2012 academic year.  [Discussion 

continues on next page.] 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

                                                 
4
 All data observations in this section refer to unduplicated student data.  
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Table 4 

Students (All) by Admission Code and Academic Standing: 2011-2012 

 

Student Classification 

n 

(Unduplicated) 

Good 

Standing 

 

Probation 

 

Suspended 

 

Withdrawn 
      

ACC - Met baccalaureate admission requirements 

for high school graduates 
 

17,868 85.5% 8.9% 3.1% 2.6% 

ACM - Transferred 24 or more hours and met all 

institutional requirements 
 

4,992 89.9% 3.8% 1.4% 4.9% 

ACL - Transferred less than 24 hours and met 

baccalaureate admission requirements for high 

school graduates 
 

2,270 81.2% 9.7% 4.2% 4.9% 

ACJ - Met associate admission requirements for 

high school graduates, did not meet all 

baccalaureate admission requirements 
 

529 68.9% 18.1% 6.3% 6.7% 

ACN - Met admission requirements for non-

traditional students (25+ years of age at time of 

admission) as required by the enrolling institution 
 

513 74.5% 14.1% 3.4% 8.1% 

ISIS - Admitted under ISIS before standardized 

basis of admission cohort tracking was initiated 
 

369 88.5% 4.7% 1.0% 5.7% 

AC3 - Did not meet baccalaureate admission 

requirements for high school graduates; admitted as 

part of the 3% exception group 
 

332 69.2% 17.6% 8.4% 4.7% 

ACX - Did not meet associate admission 

requirements for high school graduates; admitted as 

part of the 10% exception group 
 

283 60.4% 22.7% 10.6% 6.3% 

ACG - Met admission requirements for non-high 

school graduates (GED/home-schooled students) 
 

185 62.5% 23.2% 4.6% 9.7% 

      

Total 27,341 84.8% 8.6% 3.1% 3.5% 

  
Referring still to Table 4, minimum progression outcomes appear to vary considerably by 

admission code group.  Students in the ACX group (60.4%), ACG group (62.5%), ACJ group 

(68.9%), and AC3 group (69.2%) recorded “good standing” rates that were substantially lower than 

the overall proportion of 84.8%.  By contrast, students in the ACM group (89.9%), ISIS group 

(88.5%), and ACC group (85.5%) recorded rates that exceeded the between-groups figure.     
 

BOR Policy 2.3 System Undergraduate Admissions states that each university may admit a 

group of students to associate’s programs – limited in size to 10.0% of the previous year’s freshmen 

class – who do not meet the system’s regular admission requirements.  Students in this discretionary 

pool are assigned the ACX admission code. Looking at all Regental students from the 2011-2012 

academic year (Table 4, above), 1.0% entered with this admission classification.  Additionally, each 

university may admit a group of students to baccalaureate programs – limited in size to 3.0% of the 

previous year's freshman class – who likewise do not meet regular admission standards.  Students in 

this pool are assigned the AC3 admission code.  Across all institutions, 1.2% of Regental students 

entered the system with this admission classification.  Institutional comparisons for the ACX and AC3 

admission codes are depicted in Figure 1.   
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Figure 1 

Students (All) Assigned the ACX or AC3 Admission Codes: 2011-2012 

 

 
Freshmen 

 

Students with a “freshman” classification accounted for a large share (28.3%) of duplicated 

enrollments by degree-seeking undergraduates in 2011-2012, compared with seniors (29.1%), 

sophomores (21.4%), juniors (20.5%), and other students (0.8%).  As seen in Table 5, seniors 

were most likely to be in good academic standing.  Freshmen, by comparison, were least likely 

to be in good academic standing.  Comparing across class levels, freshmen recorded the highest 

proportional values in the “probation” (14.8%), “suspended” (4.2%), and “withdrawn” (3.0%) 

categories. 

 
Table 5 

Students (All) by Academic Standing and Class: 2011-2012 

Student Classification Freshman Sophomore Junior Senior 

     

Good Standing 78.1% 93.5% 96.2% 98.3% 

     

Probation 14.8% 3.3% 1.5% 0.5% 

     

Suspended 4.2% 1.4% 0.5% 0.1% 

     

Withdrawn 3.0% 1.7% 1.8% 1.1% 

     

 
 

 Students classified as freshmen during the 2011-2012 academic year constitute 

approximately 28.3% of the students examined in the Minimum Progression Standards Report.  But 

despite making up less than one third of the analyzed student population, freshmen accounted for 

78.4% of those placed on probation, 72.3% of those suspended, and 44.3% of those who withdrew 

from the Regental system.5   
 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
5
 These proportions are based on duplicated counts.  All figures presented hereafter in this section (i.e., those in or 

with reference to Table 6) are based on unduplicated data. 
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Table 6 shows that, among individual admission groups, “good standing” proportions were 

lowest among the ACX group (45.2%), ACG group (52.0%), AC3 group (57.4%), and ACJ group 

(60.6%).  The withdrawal rate was especially poor for the ACG group, for whom it was reported that 

12.2% of students withdrew from the Regental system.  By contrast, “good standing” proportions 

were highest among the ACM group (78.3%) and ACC group (73.9%). 

 
Table 6 

Students (Freshmen Only) by Admission Code and Academic Standing: 2011-2012 

 

Student Classification 

% of 

Freshmen 

Good 

Standing 

 

Probation 

 

Suspended 

 

Withdrawn 
      

ACC - Met baccalaureate admission requirements for 

high school graduates 

 

72.7% 73.9% 17.7% 5.4% 3.1% 

ACL - Transferred less than 24 hours and met 

baccalaureate admission requirements for high 

school graduates 

 

9.4% 67.8% 18.1% 8.2% 6.0% 

ACM - Transferred 24 or more hours and met all 

institutional requirements 

 

6.0% 78.3% 13.3% 3.5% 5.0% 

ACJ - Met associate admission requirements for high 

school graduates, did not meet all baccalaureate 

admission requirements 

 

3.6% 60.6% 23.7% 8.1% 7.6% 

ACN - Met admission requirements for non-

traditional students (25+ years of age at time of 

admission) as required by the enrolling institution 

 

3.1% 64.8% 20.7% 4.6% 9.9% 

AC3 - Did not meet baccalaureate admission 

requirements for high school graduates; admitted as 

part of the 3% exception group 

 

2.0% 57.4% 25.2% 11.7% 5.7% 

ACX - Did not meet associate admission 

requirements for high school graduates; admitted as 

part of the 10% exception group 

 

1.6% 45.2% 32.7% 13.6% 8.5% 

ACG - Met admission requirements for non-high 

school graduates (GED/home-schooled students) 

 

1.3% 52.0% 29.7% 6.1% 12.2% 

ISIS - Admitted under ISIS before standardized basis 

of admission cohort tracking was initiated 

 

0.4% 67.5% 27.5% 2.5% 2.5% 

Total 100.0% 71.6% 18.4% 5.9% 4.1% 

 
Non-Traditional-Age Freshmen 

 

 Two possible methods exist for identifying non-traditional-age freshmen (i.e. those age 21 or 

older) in the Regental system.  First, admission code ACN is used to identify students who were of 

non-traditional age upon admission to the system.  However, since this code is used only for students 

who do not meet baccalaureate admission requirements for high school students, this method does 

not exhaustively capture the total population of non-traditional-age freshmen.  A second method 

relies on actual age calculations using date of birth values from the first registered term.  This section 

of the report uses the second strategy to identify non-traditional-age freshmen.   
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 The population proportion of non-traditional-age freshmen has remained relatively fixed 

over the last decade, declining slightly from 22.4% of all freshmen in 1999-2000 to 18.8% in 

2011-2012.  For the eighth straight year, BHSU had the highest proportion of non-traditional-age 

freshmen (29.2%), while SDSMT had the smallest proportion (10.0%) (see Figure 2).   

 
Figure 2 

Non-Traditional-Age Freshmen by Institution: 2011-2012 
 

 
 
 

 

A comparison of non-traditional-age freshmen and traditional-age freshmen by academic 

standing (see Figure 3) reveals that during the 2011-2012 academic year, non-traditional-age 

freshmen students were slightly more likely to be placed on probation than were traditional-age 

freshmen, and also were somewhat more likely to be suspended or to withdraw. 

 
Figure 3 

Non-Traditional-Age Freshmen by Academic Standing: 2011-2012 
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