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Total Enrollment
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Total Enrollment by Level
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2004
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Undergraduate Enroliment
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
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Undergraduate Enroliment by Full-time/Part-time Status
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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Undergraduate Enroliment by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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Undergraduate Enroliment by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2004
Enrollment: 896 5,529 13,625 6,301 6,346 11,546 4,136 9,115 11,958 4,678 2,933 4,927 6,555 7,350
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Graduate Enrollment
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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Graduate Enrollment by Full-time/Part-time Status
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2004
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Graduate Enrollment by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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Graduate Enrollment by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2004
Enrollment: 1,275 4,274 4,968 4,805 3,822 5295 6,184 7,169 8942 2030 1,922 1,769 11,267 4,645
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Total Degrees Awarded
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005
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Total Degrees Awarded by Level
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005
Degrees: 526 3,020 5,758 3,364 3,404 4,267 3,358 5385 6,700 1,825 1,415 1,817 4,708 3,426
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Total Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 526 3,020 5,758 3,364 3,404 4,267 3,358 5,385 6,700 1,825 1,415 1,817 4,708 3,426
100% /= /=1 M1 1 1 B e e e e e e
< . 8 - 2
> S © S o © o
% <t co g N (3] o c\o >~ N >~ o
8ov 1 [N || (8] [§] [« ol 18] |E] |5] |2 g |2
| < ~ B — < < < — <
jr— LD j—
60% - | = [ |
0f | o |- - I _ 77_77 e |- - _ - _ ] L _ ] _ - X|-- _ _
TEE |8 Ik | 1R] s
i I X = . = © 8 8 = ) ) g
0 T 8 2 B B i i i 3
20% - I
0% : : :
g 3 > L Q> Q S @ N > Q
& §° & & N & & &
RN O & e & ¢ & RN
F e S S N &> L
S N\ N R 07
< o > {
< o S
O’b

‘I:I%Men O %Women ‘

Source: IPEDS

Total Degrees Awarded by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 526 3,020 5758 3364 3404 4,267 3358 5385 6,700 1,825 1,415 1,817 4,708 3,426
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Bachelors Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 217 1,278 3,474 1,448 1476 2512 1,220 2,083 2,854 1,145 748 1,173 1,790 1,529
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Bachelors Degrees Awarded by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 217 1,278 3,474 1448 1476 2512 1,220 2,083 2854 1,145 748 1,173 1,790 1,529
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Bachelors Degrees Awarded by Discipline
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 217 1,278 3,474 1448 1476 2512 17220 2,083 2,854 1145 748 1,173 1,790 1,529
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Masters Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 122 1,535 1,544 1,169 1,048 1,400 1,557 2,504 2,674 407 530 510 2,014 1,256
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Masters Degrees Awarded by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 122 1535 1,544 1,169 1,048 1,400 1,557 2,504 2674 407 530 510 2014 1,256
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Masters Degrees Awarded by Discipline
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 122 1,535 1544 1,169 1,048 1,400 1,557 2504 2,674 407 530 510 2,014 1,256
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Doctoral Degrees Awarded by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005

Degrees: 187 207 452 277 162 355 581 366 463 273 137 134 671 275
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Doctoral Degrees Awarded by Ethnicity
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005
Degrees: 187 207 452 277 162 355 581 366 463 273 137 134 671 275
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Doctoral Degrees Awarded by Discipline
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005
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Freshmen Retention Rate
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2003 Cohort
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Six-Year Graduation Rate
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Student to Faculty Ratio
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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First-time Freshmen Enrollment

Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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First-time Freshmen Enrollment by Gender
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Fall 2004
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Acceptance Rate
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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SAT 25th-75th Percentile Range
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions

Fall 2004
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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 - Assistant Professors
(Compensation Adjusted Using Runzheimer Indices)
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2004-2005
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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
Fiscal Year 2004
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Tuition & Fees
Carnegie Mellon vs. Peer Institutions
Academic Year 2005-2006
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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 Financial Aid
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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Percent of First-time, Full-time Freshmen Receiving Institutional
Grant Aid
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
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