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Total Enrollment by Level
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Undergraduate Enrollment by Full-time/Part-time Status
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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Undergraduate Enrollment by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Graduate Enrollment by Full-time/Part-time Status
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Graduate Enrollment by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Total Degrees Awarded by Level
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Academic Year 2004-2005
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Total Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Bachelors Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Bachelors Degrees Awarded by Discipline
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Masters Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Academic Year 2004-2005
75

%

69
%

65
%

62
%

43
%

73
%

72
%

61
%

53
% 58
% 65

% 74
%

64
%

58
%

25
%

31
%

35
%

38
%

57
%

27
%

28
%

39
%

47
% 42
% 35

% 26
%

36
%

42
%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Cal 
Tec

h

Carn
eg

ie 
Mell

on

Corn
ell

Duke

Emory

Geo
rg

ia 
Tec

h
MIT

North
wes

ter
n

Pen
n

Prin
ce

ton
Rice RPI

Stan
ford

Was
hington

%Men %Women

122 1,535 1,544 1,169 1,048 1,400 1,557 2,504 2,674 407 530 510 2,014 1,256Degrees:

Source: IPEDS

Masters Degrees Awarded by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Academic Year 2004-2005

9% 7% 8% 8% 8% 8%

41
%

35
%

35
%

13
% 40

%

32
%

27
%

25
% 37

%

23
%

24
% 34

%

26
%

50
%

60
%

60
%

88
% 72

% 52
%

62
%

67
%

67
% 58

%

70
%

68
% 58

%

68
%

15
%

5% 6% 6% 6% 5% 7% 7%

5%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Cal 
Tec

h

Carn
eg

ie 
Mell

on

Corn
ell

Duke

Emory

Geo
rg

ia 
Tec

h
MIT

North
wes

ter
n

Pen
n

Prin
ce

ton
Rice RPI

Stan
ford

Was
hington

%Under-represented Minority %Non-resident Alien %Other

122 1,535 1,544 1,169 1,048 1,400 1,557 2,504 2,674 407 530 510 2,014 1,256Degrees:

Source: IPEDS

8.12



Masters Degrees Awarded by Discipline
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Doctoral Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Doctoral Degrees Awarded by Ethnicity
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Doctoral Degrees Awarded by Discipline
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Freshmen Retention Rate
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2003 Cohort
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Student to Faculty Ratio
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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First-time Freshmen Enrollment
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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First-time Freshmen Enrollment by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
71

%

63
%

51
%

52
%

43
%

70
%

58
%

46
%

50
%

53
%

48
%

76
%

52
%

50
%

29
%

37
%

49
%

48
%

57
%

30
%

42
%

54
%

50
%

47
%

52
%

24
%

48
%

50
%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Cal 
Tec

h

Carn
eg

ie 
Mell

on

Corn
ell

Duke

Emory

Geo
rg

ia 
Tec

h
MIT

North
wes

ter
n

Pen
n

Prin
ce

ton
Rice RPI

Stan
ford

Was
hington

%Men %Women

207 1,367 3,054 1,640 1,589 2,582 1,077 1,915 2,419 1,172 726 1,079 1,645 1,452

Source: IPEDS

Enrollment:

First-time Freshmen Enrollment by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Acceptance Rate
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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SAT 25th-75th Percentile Range
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Average Faculty Compensation - Professors
(Compensation Adjusted Using Runzheimer Indices)

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005
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Average Faculty Compensation - Associate Professors
(Compensation Adjusted Using Runzheimer Indices)

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Average Faculty Compensation - Assistant Professors
(Compensation Adjusted Using Runzheimer Indices)

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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University Endowment Funds ($000)
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Expenditures per FTE Student ($000)
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Tuition & Fees
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Academic Year 2005-2006
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Average Peer Institution Tuition & Fees = $29,884

Tuition & Fees Plus Room & Board
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Average Peer Institution Tuition, Fees, Room & Board = $39,128
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Percent of First-time, Full-time Freshmen Receiving Financial Aid
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2003 Cohort
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First-time, Full-time Freshmen Enrollment
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2003 Cohort
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Percent of First-time, Full-time Freshmen Receiving Federal Grant 
Aid

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2003 Cohort
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Average Amount of Federal Grant Aid Received
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2003 Cohort
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Percent of First-time, Full-time Freshmen Receiving State/Local 
Grant Aid

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2003 Cohort
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Average Amount of State/Local Grant Aid Received
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2003 Cohort
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Percent of First-time, Full-time Freshmen Receiving Institutional 
Grant Aid

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2003 Cohort
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Average Amount of Institutional Grant Aid Received
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2003 Cohort
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Percent of First-time, Full-time Freshmen Receiving Student Loan 
Aid

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2003 Cohort

32%

45% 44%
36% 38% 37% 40%

34% 37%

8%

33%

61%

33% 35%

0%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Cal 
Tec

h

Carn
eg

ie 
Mell

on

Corn
ell

Duke

Emory

Geo
rg

ia 
Tec

h
MIT

North
wes

ter
n

Pen
n

Prin
ce

ton
Rice RPI

Stan
ford

Was
hing

ton

Source: IPEDS

Average Amount of Student Loan Aid Received
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2003 Cohort
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