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Squads from LRIs 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14

APR 947 947 947 952 960 963 963

Eligibility 935 937 937 943 952 958 962

Retention 951 951 949 952 958 960 959

% Squads < 930 29% 29% 30% 27% 19% 18% 16%



Squads from HBCUs 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14

APR 934 931 930 937 948 955 953

Eligibility 913 911 911 918 931 941 943

Retention 950 946 939 945 953 957 953

% Squads < 930 39% 42% 44% 39% 28% 25% 25%



Squads from other Division 
I Conferences/5 
Conferences with 
Autonomous Governance

2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14

APR 968/977 970/978 971/980 973/978 976/980 977/983 979/985

Eligibility 967/976 969/977 970/981 972/979 977/983 979/985 981/985

Retention 965/972 967/973 968/974 969/973 971/974 972/977 974/979

% Squads < 930 14/6% 12/6% 12/5% 11/6% 8/5% 8/3% 6/2%
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A S S E S S  L E A R N I N G  D I S A B I L I T I E S
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C O M P U T E R  L A B

N O T E TA K E R

FA C U LT Y  M E N T O R

P E E R  M E N T O R

FBS (89%) FCS (66%) reported having
a computer facility that is dedicated for 
student athlete use only

*Note- All data portrayed is directly from NCAA research
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FAMU offers only 7/16 
frequent services that are 
generally offered   
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Overview of FAMU MFB APR 

Year Multi-Year Rate Penalties Post Season

2012-13 885 Level 1 Penalty-
Practice 
Reduction=Yes

Post Season 
Ineligibility=Yes

2013-14 887 Level 2 Penalty-In 
Season and Out of 
Season 
Restrictions=Yes

Post Season 
Ineligibility=Yes

2014-15 897 Level 3 Penalty-
Various 
Penalties=Yes

Post Season 
Ineligibility=Yes



Overview of FAMU MFB APR cont. 

Sport 2014-2015 2015-2016
Football 920 961

Single-year APR



Overview of FAMU MFB APR cont. 

SPORT 2014 - 2015 2015 - 2016
%

Increase

Football 2.58 2.76 0.18

Student-athlete GPA’s



Number of Advisors in  2014 – 2015 (2-Fall 2014, 2-Spring 2015)
Number of Advisors in  2015 – 2016 (2-Fall 2015, 4- Spring 2016)

Improved Student-athlete to Advisor ratio:

2014 – 2015 Ratio (133:1)
2015 – 2016 Ration (77:1)
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FAMU 
Recruitment 
Profile at a 
Glance cont.
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A Conceptual Model for Academic Success for HBCU 
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Burning Questions or Comments?
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