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The Basic Classification is an update of the traditional classification about the Carnegie Classifications.
framework developed by the Camegie Commission on Higher Education in
1970 to support its research program, and later published in 1973 for use

by other researchers. Although this classification has undergone many Please Note

changes over the years, the current release involves some significant _

changes from previous editions, All-inclusive classifications are
time-specific snapshets of institutional

With the advent of several new classifications to complement the Basic attributes and behavior based on data

classification, more nuanced groupings of institutions can be identified by from 2003 and 2004. Institutions might

examining the classifications in combination. The Custom Listings tool be classified differently using a different

provides this functionality. timeframe.

Overarching Changes

Order of presentation. We now present major groupings in order of
aggregate enrollment.

Single-year data. Previous editions of the Carnegie Classification used a
combination of single-year data and multiple-year averages. While using
data from several years can smooth out year-to-year fluctuations, it can
also diminish the classification’s sensitivity to changes. Because the

- classifications are inherently retrospective, time-specific snapshots,

accuracy and timeliness are enhanced by using the most current data
available.

Exceptions. Although previous editions of the Carnegie Classification
identified specific empirical criteria for assigning colleges and universities
to categories, some institutions were classified instead on the basis of
their history, traditions, and identity. This practice undermined the
classification’s transparency and replicability, and it ted to concerns that
the rules were different for certain institutions. With this revision of the
classification, we substantially curtailed this practice, because our new
classification tools can be used to identify distinct subtypes. We also
increased the level of master’s degree production separating the
Baccalaureate and Master’s groups, recognizing the growth of graduate
education at primarily undergraduate colleges. In December 2006, we
extended the option of reclassification from the Master's to Baccalaureate
groups to selected institutions based on their profiles (see Technical
Details for further information).

The Camnegie Classification system now includes new classification
schemes and a Custom Listings tool for aggregating and combining
them-to identify points of intersection between classifications, and to
create new, customized classifications. This provides a way to explicitly
identify special groupings within categories of the Basic classification,
identifying contextual factors that were previously not available for
examination. We believe this is an appropriate way to overcome the
limitations of any single classification.

There remain some circumstances in which we have considered requests
for special handling: cases where the 2003-04 degree data reflect a
verifiable departure from usual patterns; cases where the institutional
data combine information from distinct units with different missions and
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as other institutions.

Categories (Refer to Technical Details for category definitions and data
Sources.)

Associate’s Colleges. Includes institutions where all degrees are at the
associate's level, or where bachelor's degrees account for less than 10
percent of all undergraduate degrees. Excludes institutions eligible for
classification as Tribal Colleges or Special Focus Institutions.

Assoc/Pub-R-5: Associate’s—Public Rural-serving Small
Assoc/Pub-R-M: Associate’s—Public Rural-serving Medium
Assoc/Pub-R-L: Associate’s—Public Rural-serving Large
Assoc/Pub-5-5C: Associate’s—Public Suburban-serving Single
Campus

Assoc/Pub-5-MC: Associate’s—Public Suburban-serving
Multicampus

Assoc/Pub-U-5C: Associate’s—Public Urban-serving Single
Campus

Assoc/Pub-U-MC: Associate’s—Public Urban-serving
Multicarpus

Assoc/Pub-Spec: Associate’s—Public Special Use
Assoc/PrivNFP: Associate’s—Private Not-for-profit
Assoc/PrivFP: Associate’s—Private For-profit
Assoc/Pub2ind: Associate’s—Public 2-year Colleges under
Universities

Assoc/Pub4: Associate’s—Public 4-year, Primarily Associate’s
Assoc/PrivNFP4: Associate’s—Private Not-for-profit 4-year,
Primarily Associate’s

Assoc/PrivFP4: Associate’s—Private For-profit 4-year,
Primarily Associate’s

Doctorate-granting Universities. Includes institutions that award at least
20 doctoral degrees per year (excluding doctoral-level degrees that qualify
recipients for entry into professional practice, such as the JD, MD,
PharmD, DPT, etc.). Excludes Special Focus Institutions and Tribal
Colleges.

RU/VH: Research Universities (very high research activity)
RU/H: Research Universities (high research activity)
DRU: Doctoral/Research Universities

Master's Colleges and Universities. Generally includes institutions that
award at least 50 master's degrees and fewer than 20 doctoral degrees per
year. (Some institutions above the master’s degree threshold are included
among Baccalaureate Colleges, and some below the threshold are included
among Master’s Colleges and Universities; see Technical Details.) Excludes
Special Focus Institutions and Tribal Colleges.

Master’s/L: Master’'s Colleges and Universities (larger
programs)

Master’s/M: Master’s Colleges and Universities {medium
programs)

Master’s/S: Master’s Colleges and Universities (smaller
programs)

Baccalaureate Colleges. Includes institutions where baccalaureate degrees
represent at least 10 percent of all undergraduate degrees and that award
fewer than 50 master's degrees or 20 doctoral degrees per year. (Some
institutions above the master's degree threshold are also included; see
Technical Details.) Excludes Special Focus Institutions and Tribal Colleges.

Bac/A&S: Baccalaureate Colleges—Arts & Sciences
Bac/Diverse: Baccalaureate Colleges—Diverse Fields
Bac/Assoc: Baccalaureate/Associate’s Colleges

Special Focus Institutions. Institutions awarding baccalaureate or
higher-level degrees where a high concentration of degrees is in a single
field or set of related fields. Excludes Tribal Colleges.

http:/fwww.camegiefoundation.org/classifications/index.asp?key=791
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The Carnegie Classification of Institutions of Higher Education™

About Carnegie Classification™

The Camegie Classification™ has been the leading framework Tor recognizing and describing institutional diversity in U.S.
higher education for the past four decades. Starting in 1870, the Carnegie Commission on Higher Education developed a
classification of colleges and universilies to support its program of research and policy analysis. Derived from empirical data on
colleges and universities, the Camegie Classification was originally published in 1973, and subsequently updated in 1976,
1987, 1994, 2000, 2005, and 2010 to reflact changes among colleges and universitiss. This framework has been widely used in
the study of higher education, both as a way to represent and contrel for institutional differences, and also in the design of
resaarch studies to ensure adequate representation of sampled institutions, sludents, or faculty.

Te ensure continuity of the classification framework and to allow comparison across years, the 2010 Classiication update
retains the same slructure of six parallel classifications, initially adopted in 2605. They are as follows: Basic Classification {the
traditional Camegie Classification Framework), Undergraduate and Graduate Instructional Program classifications, Enroliment
Profile and Undergraduate Profile elassifications, and Size & Sefting classification. These classifications provide different
leases through which to view U.S. colleges and universities, offering researchers greater analytic flexibility.

These classifications were updated using the most recent national data available as of 2010, and collectively they depict the
most current landscape of U.S. colleges and universities.

In adidition to the all-inclusive classifications, the Camegie Foundation also completed another round of its Elective
Classification on Community Engagemeni. Unlike the all-inclusive classifications based on secondary analysis of existing
naticnal data, elective classifications rely on voluntary participation by institutions, permitting analysis of atiributes that are not
available in the national data.

Using this Site
The menus above provide access to extensive tocumentation as well as tools for looking up specific institutions, listing all

institutions irt a particular classification categery, aggregating calegories within a classification, and examining points of
intersecticn across two or more classifications. Mare...
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"Hidder In Plain View," Inside Higher Ed, May 10, 2007
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Classification Description
Undergraduate Instructional Program Classification

The Undergraduate Instructional Program Classification focuses attention on undergraduate education, regardless of the
presence or extent of graduate education. Undergraduate education is an essential component of what most colleges and
universities do, as the vast majerity of 1.5, institutions of higher education {each undergraduates. Indeed, even at institutions
with strong commitments to graduate education and the production of new knowiedge through research and scholarship, the
undergradi:ate program usually accounts for the majority of student enroliment. (Simitarly, our undergraduate profile
ciassification focuses on the undergraduate population at all institutions with undergraduates). For specific information
regarding how this classification is calculated, please see the Undergraduate Instructional Program Mathodotogy.

The Undergraduate Instructional Program Classification is based on three pieces of information: the level of undergraduate
degrees awarded (asstclate’s or bachslor's), the praportion of bachelor's degree majors in the arts and sciences and in
professional fields, and the extent to which an institution awards graduate degrees in the same fields in which it awards
undergraduate degrees. Al categories in this classification are determined using degres conferral data from the update year
(2008-2009).

The distinciion between arts and sciences and professional undergraduate majors is one that has been made in the
Classification since 1887 (but only for undergraduate colleges), and researchers and others in the higher education community
have also made similar distinctions. We are extending and elaborating the previous analysis by (1) applying it to almost all
baccalaureate-level institutions, {2) making finer distinctions along the arls & sciences — professicns continuum, and (3}
recognizing a “middie ground” wherg the two domains exist in relative balance with respect to graduating students’ major
cencentrations.

A high concentration of majors in the arts and sciences is not the same as a liberal arts education, and we do not view any
particutar location on this continuum as the special province of liberal education. Examples of high-quality liberal education exist
across the spectrum.

Soma institutions enroll no graduate students. Others may have graduate programs that operate relatively independently of the
undergraduate program (such as a law school). Still others offer graduate education in most or all fields where they have
undergraduate prograris, and, of course, some. institutions fall between these extremes. By examining the number of
undergraduate fields in which' we aisc see graduate degrees {as determined by overlap in the four-digit Department of
Education CIP* codes under which baccalaureate and graduaie degreas are recorded), we can locate institutions alang this
eontinuum ef undergraduste-graduate “coexistence.” Departmants that teach oniy undergraduates can differ in many ways from
those that alse train graduate students. Examples of such differences include faculty activities and instructional resources.

It is important to emphasize that we do not view these continua (aris & sciences — professions or graduate coexistence) as
signifying gradations in value or quality.

The categories are as follows:

Assoe: Associate’s.
These institutions awarded associate's degrees but no bachelor's degrees.

Assoc-Dom: Asseciate’s Dominant
These institutions awarded hoth associate’s and bachelor's degrees, but the majority of degress awarded were at the
associate’s level,

AZSFNGE: Arts & sclences focus, no graduate coexistence,
At least 80 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in the arts and sciences, and no graduate degrees wera awarded in fields
corresponding fo undergraduate majors.

AEB-FIBGC: Arts & soiences focus, some graduste cosxistence.
At least 80 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in the arts and sciences, and graduate degrees were observed in up to
half of the fields corresponding to undergraduate majors.

AGS-FIHGC: Arts & sciences focus, high graduats ceexistence.
At least 80 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in the aris and sciences, and graduate degrees were observed in at least
half of the fields corresponding to undergraduate majers.

A&S+ProfiNGC: Arts & sclences plus professions, no graduate coexistence.
6079 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in the arts and sciencas, and ne graduate degrees were awarded in fields
corresponding to undergraduate majors.

AZS+ProfiSGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, some graduate coexistance.
60-79 percent of bachelor’s degree majors were in the arts and sciences, and graduate degrees were observed in up to half of
the fields corresponding to undergraduate majors.

AZS+ProfHGE: Arls & sciences plus professions, high graduate coexistence.
60-79 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in the arts and sciences, and graduate degrees were cbserved in at least haif
of the fields corresponding to undergraduate majors.

Bal/NGC: Balanced arts & sciences/professions, no graduate coexistence,
Bachelor's degrees awarded were relatively balanced between arts and sciences and professional fields (41-59 percent in
each), and no graduate degrees were awarded in fieids comesponding to undergraduate majors.

BaliSGC: Batanced aris & sciences/professions, some graduate coexistence.
Bachelor's degree majors were relatively balanced between arts and sciences and professional fields {41-59 percent in each),
and graduate degrees were observed in up tc half of the fields corresponding to undergraduate majors.

Bal/HGC: Balanced arts & sciences/professions, high graduate coexistence.
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Bachelor's degree majors were relalively balanced between arts and scisnces and prefessional fields (41--59 percent in sach),
and graduate degrees were observed in at least half of the fialds corresponding to undergraduate majors.

Prof+ ABSNGE: Professions plus arts & sciences, ne graduate coexistence,

According to the degree data, 6079 percent of bachelor's degree majors wers in professional flelds {such s business,
education, engineering, health, and social work), and no graduate degrees were awarded in fields corresponding to
undergraduate majors.

Prof+ ABBISGC: Professions plus aris & sciences, some graduate coexistence. :
60-79 percent of bachelor’s degree majors were in professional fields, and graduate degrees were observed in up to half of the
fields commesponding to undergraduate majors. :

Prof+ASS/HGE: Professions plus arts & sciences, high graduate cosxistence.
60-79 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in professional fields, and graduate degrees were observed in at least half of
{he fields corresponding fo undergraduate majors.

Prof-FINGC: Professions focus, no graduzie coexistence.
Al least 80 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in professional fields (such as business, education, engineering, health,
and social work), and no graduate degrees were awarded in fields corresponding to undergraduate majors.

Prof-FISGC: Professions focus, some graduate coaxistence.
At least B0 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in professional fields, and graduate degrees were sbserved in up to half
of the fields corresponding te undergraduate majors.

Prof-FHGG: Professions fosus, high graduate coexistence. :
Al least B0 percent of bachelor's degree majors were in profassional fields, and graduate dagrees were observed in at least half |
of the fields corresponding te undergraduate majors.

Classificalions are Wime-specific snapshols of instifutional attributes and behavior based on data fiom 2008 and 2010.
Institufions might be classified differenfly using a different time frame.

* CIP = Classification of Instructional Program

nitpi/rclassincatons. carnegietoundation.org/descriptions/ugrad. ..
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Summary Tables

Undergraduate instrustional Program Classification

Distribution of Institutions and enroliments by classification category

dowrioad isble (esv)

Category

Assoc: Asscciates

Assoc-Dom: Associates Deminant

A&S-FINGC: Arts & sciences focus, no graduate coexistenice

A&S-F/SGC: Arts & sciences focus, some graduate coexistence

AZS-FHGC: Arts & sciences focus, high graduate coexistence
AZS+PrefiINGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, ho graduate coexistence
ARS+ProffSGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, some graduate coexistence
AZS+ProfHGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, high graduate coexistence
Bal/NGC: Balanced arts & sciences/professions, no graduate coexistence
BalfSGC: Balanced aris & sciences/professions, some graduaie coexistence
Bal/HGC: Balanced arts & sciences/professions, high graduate coexistence
Prof+ASS/MNGC: Professions plus arts & sciences, no graduate cogxistence
Prof+A&S/SGC: Professions plus arts & sciences, some graduate coexistence
Prof+A&S/HGC: Professions plus ants & sciences, high graduate coexistence
Prof-F/NGC: Professions focus; no graduate coexistence

Prof-FISGC: Professions focus, some graduate coexistence

Prof-F/HGC: Professions focus, high graduate coexistence

{Special focus institution)

{Not applicable)

{Not classified)

All Institutions

Institutions
1,714
240
o8
33
27
65
92

41
99
291
96
100
358
73
Q2
158

Percent
37.0%
52%
21%
07 %
06%
1.4 %
2.0%
0.9%
21%
63%
21%
22%
7.7%
1.6%
20%
34%
05%
183 %
04%
3.5%
M0.0%

SUMMARY TABLES

Total Enrcllment
7,722,808
1,248,550

153,886
95,174
318,187
102,776
458 657
809,492
182,641
2,005,154
2,409,303
174,586
2,114,533
1,305,321
111,710
630,735
127,363
652,589
19,045
85,148
20,727,660

CLASSIFICATIONS

BOWNLOADS

Percent
373%
6.0%
0.7 %
05%
1.5%
05 %
22%
3.9%
0.9 %
9.7 %
11.6 %
0.8 %
10,2 %
63 %
05%
3.0%
06 %
31%
01%
04%
100.0 %

PREVIOUS WORK

LIRS

Average Enroliment

4,506
5202
1,570
2,884

11,785
1,581
4,985

19,744
1,845
6,891

26,067
1,746
5,807

17,881
1,214
3,967
5,005

768
952

NOTES
1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.

2. Falt enroliment does not necessarily reflect the total number of students served over the course of a year.

3. Percentage details may not sum to 100 due to reunding.

Undergraduate Instructional Program Classification

Distribution of institutions by classification caiegory and controt

downioad lable (cov)

Category Public
Assoc: Associates 1,032
Assoc-Dom: Associales Dominant 58
A&S-FINGC: Arts & sciences focus, no graduate coexistence 7
A&SF/SGC: Arts & sciences focus, some graduate coexistence 5
A&S-FHGC: Arts & sclences focus, high graduate coexistence 8
ALSHProfINGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, no graduate coexistence 11
ARS+HProffSGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, some graduate a5
coexistence

A&SfProfII-IGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, high graduate 2
coexistence

Bal/NGC: Balanced arts & sciences/professions, no graduate coexistence 19
Bal."c‘_:GC: Balanced arts & sciences/professions, some graduate 137
coaxstence

BallHGC: Balznced arts & sciences/professions, high graduate coexistence 72
Prof+A&S/NGC: Professions plus ars & sciences, no graduate coexdstence 26
Prnﬂ_—A&SISGC: Professions plus arts & sciences, some graduate 135
coaxistence

Prof+A&5/HGC: Professions plus arts & sciences, high graduate 8
coexistence

Prof-FINGC: Professions focus, ne graduate coexistence 13
Prof-FISGC: Professicns focus, some graduate coexistence 14
Prof-FfHGC: Professions focus, high graduate coexistence 2
{Special focus institution}) 41
(Not applicable) 3
(Not classified) 15
All Institutions 1,704

Insfitutions
Private, not-fer-
profit

96

48

8g

28

13

54

55

18
79
152

24
71

214

23

52
94

568
16
13

1714

Private, PUblic

for-profit

586 60.2%
134 24.2%

T.1%
182%
286%
16.9%

DU‘ADNg

-

32.1%

=

93.7%

-

19.2%
2 47 1%
Q0 75.0%
3 26.0%
9 37.7%

b

65.8%

27 14.%
51 B&%
16 8.0%
241 4.8%
15.0%
133 9.3%
1,216 36.8%

-

Percentage Distribution
Private, not-for-

profit

5.6%
20.0%
90.8%
84.8%
48.1%
83.1%

59.8%

43.9%
79.8%
52.2%

25.0%
71.0%

29.8%

31.5%

36.5%
58.1%
28.0%
66.8%
80.0%

8.1%
37.0%

Private,
for-profit
34.2%
55.8%
2.0%
0.0%
222%
0.0%

1.1%

2.4%
1.0%
0.7%

0.0%
3.0%

2.5%

27%

29.3%
32.1%
64.0%
28.4%

5.0%
82.6%
26.2%
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SOURCE: 2010 Carnegie Classification; National Certter for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Characteristics (2009},

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately In [IPEDS.
2. Percentage distribution in rows; details may not sum to 100 dus to rounding.

3. "Public” includes triballycontrolled institutions.

Undergraduate Instructional Program ClassiHication

Enroliment by classification category and control

downtoad table {csv}

Total Enrollment

http://classifications. carnegiefoundation. org/summary/ugrad_p...

Average Enrollment

- Private, not-for- Private, . Private, not-for- Private,
Category Public profit for-profit Public profit for-profit
Assog: Associates 7,284,595 41,833 386,351 7,068 436 659
Assoc-Dom: Associates Dominant 463,570 131,433 653,547 7,993 2,738 4,877
A&S-F/INGC: Arts & sciences focus, no graduate coexistence 19,187 128,027 6,672 2741 1,439 3,336
AZS-FISGC: Aris & sciences focus, some graduale coexistence 34,214 60,960 0 6343 2477 NA,
A&S-FIHGC: Aris & sciances focus, high graduate coexistence 198,049 112,480 7,648 24756 8,553 1,278
A&S-}-PruffNGC: Arts & sciences plus professions, no graduate 23618 76,857 0 2084 1,479 NA
coexistence
A&Sf-ProﬁSGC: Arts & sciences pius professions, some graduate 240,455 217,266 335 6679 3950 935
coexistence
A&S_+Profll—|GC: Arts & sciences plus professions, high graduate 551,724 257,371 397 25078 14,298 307
coexistence
Ba_h'fthC: Balanced arts & scisnces/professions, nc graduate 67,563 14828 249 3556 1,451 449
coexistence
BalstC: Balanced aris & sciences/professions, some graduate 1,314,880 812,005 78,166 9598 2007 39,083
coexistence
BalHGC: Balanced arts & sciences/professions, high graduate
comistence 2,039,223 370,080 0 28323 15,420 NA
ProffA&SINGC: Professions plus arts & sciences, no graduate 92 984 80,172 1430 3576 1,129 477
coexistence
PrcffA&SISGC: Professions plus arts & sciences, some graduate 1,255,581 796,314 50,638 9301 3735 6.626
coexistence
Pmﬂ:A&SMGC: Professions plus arts & sciences, high graduate 1,098 916 166,031 40,374 22894 7219 20,187
coexistence:
Pref-FINGG: Professions focus, no graduate coexistence 32,400 58,554 20756 2492 1,126 789
Prof-FISGE: Profassions focus, some graduate coexistence 57,764 308,296 264,675 4126 3,280 5,190
Prof-FIHGC: Professions focus, high graduate coexistence 21319 21,255 84,769 10,660 3,036 5,299
(Special focus institution) 77417 346,853 228,219 13888 611 o947
(Not applicable) 4151 14,232 663 1,384 890 653
(Not classified) 21,306 4,804 59,038 1,420 370 444
All Institutions 14,908 227 3,925,666 1893777 8749 2,290 1,557
SOURCE: 2016 Garnegie Classffication; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Characteristics and Fall Enrollment (2009). o .
NOTES
1. Branch campuses are counied separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Fall enroflment does not necessarily reflect the total number of students served over the course of a year.
3. "Public" includes tribaliy-controlied institutions.

Instifution Lookup ~ Standard Listings ~ Custom Listings ~ Classification Descripons ~ Methodology ~ Summary Tables  Downlbads  Links Centact
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Graduate Instructionat Program Classification

Distribution of institutions and enroliments by classification category
downioad table (osv)

Category Institutions Percent Total Enroliment Percent  Average Enrollment
S-PostbacfEd: Single postbaccalaureate (education) 0 1.5% 136,394 07% 1,848
S-Postbac/Bus: Single postbaccalaureate {business)é1 1.3% 132,546 0.6% 2173
S-Postbac/Other: Single postbaccalaureate (other field) 8 1.1% 86,732 0.4% 1,681
Postbac-Comp: Postbaccalaureate comprebansive 108 24% 1,212,759 59% 11,126
Postbac-ASS: Postbaccalaureate, aris & sciences dominant 22 0.5% 97,991 0.5% 4,455
Postbac-A&S/Ed: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sciences {education dominant} 130 28 633,146 31% 4,870
Postbac-A&S/Bus: Postbaccalaureate with aris & sciences {business dominant} 89 1.9 % 504,286 2.4% 5,666
Posibac-ASS/Other: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sclences (other dominant fields) 7 1.7 % 344,173 1.7 % 4,470
Postbac-ProffEd: Postbaccalaureats professional {(education dominant) 118 25% 364,220 1.8% 3,087
Postbac-ProfiBus: Postbaccalaureate professional {businsss dominant) 106 2.3% 416,964 20% 3,934
Postbac-Prof/Qther. Posthaccalaureate professional (other dominant fields} 79 1.7 % 276,837 1.3% 3,504
5-Doc/Ed: Single doctoral {education) 55 1.2 % 376,223 1.8% 6,840
5-Doc/Other; Single docioral (other field) 58 1.3 % 378,500 18% 6,526
CompDocMedVat: Cormprehensive doctoral with medical/veterinary 84 1.6 % 2239578 108% 26,862
LompDocMedvet: Comprehensive doctoral {ne medicalfveterinary) 79 1.7 % 1,644,439 79% 20,818
Doc/HSS: Docteral, humanities/social sciences dominant 5 0.1% 58,783 03% 14,757
Doc/STEM: Doctoral, STEM dominant 48 1.0% 516,321 25% 10,757
Doc/Prof: Doctoral, professional dominant 121 25% 1,662,744 80% 13,742
{Special focus institution}- 850 183 % 652,589 31% 768
{Not applicable} 2422 523% 8,993,435 43.4 % 3713
All institutions 45634 1000 % 20,727,660 100.0% 4,473

SOURCE: 2010 Camegie CIassnflcallon National Center for Educations Slatlsllcs IPEDS Fall Enroliment {2009}.

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Fall enroliment does not necessarily reflect the total number of students served over the course of a year.
3. Percentage details may not sum to 100 due to rounding.

Graduate Instrustional Program Classification

Distribution of institutions by classification category and control
downioad iable (csv)

Institutions Percentage Disfribution

. Private, not-for- Private, . Private, not-for. Private,
Category Public profit for-profit Public profit for-profit
S-Postbac/Ed: Single postbaccalaureate (education) 15 55 G 21.4% 786% 0.0%
S-Postbac/Bus: Single postbaccalaureate {business) 4 34 23 -8.6% 55.7% 377%
S-Postbac/Qther: Single postbaccalaureate (other field) 1 ar 3 21.6% 72.5% 5.8%
Postbac-Cemp; Postbaccalaureate comprehansive 85 23 1 780% 21.1% 0.8%
Postbac-A&S: Postbaccataureate, arls & sciences dominant 5 15 2 27% 68.2% a.1%
Postbac-A&8/Ed: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sciences (aducation &9 60 1 531% 4B.2% 0.8%
dominant)
:osl.bao-A&SIBus: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sciences (business 18 56 15 20.2% 62.9% 16.9%

aminant)

::Izlsl;ac-A&S.fOther: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sciences {other dominant 21 56 0 27.3% 72 79% 0.0%
Postbac-Prof/Ed. Postbaccalaureate professional {education dominant} 22 88 8 186% 74.6% 5.8%
Postbac-Prof/Bus: Postbaccalaureate professional (business dominant) 3 59 44 2.8% 55.7% 41.5%
Postbac-ProfiOther: Posthaccalaureate professional (other dominant fields) 7 60 12 89% 75.9% 15.2%
§-Doc/Ed: Single doctoral (education} 20 32 3 38.4% 582% 5.5%
S-DocfOther: Single doctoral (other field) 17 41 0 28.3% T0.7% 0.0%
CompDoc/Medvet Comprehensive doctoral with medicalfveterinary 56 28 0 B8.7% 33.3% 0.0%
CompDoc/NMedvet: Comprehensive doctoral (no medicalfveterinary) 56 23 0 70.9% 28.1% 0.0%
Doc/HSS: Doctoral, humanities/social sciences dominant 2 3 0 40.0% 60.0% 0.0%
Doc/STEM: Doctoral, STEM dominant 29 18 1 60.4% 37.5% 2.1%
DocfProf: Doctoral, professionat dominant 54 56 11 44.6% 46.3% 9.1%
(Special focus institition) 41 568 241 4.8% 66.8% 2B.4%
(Not applicable) 1,169 402 851 483% 16.6% 35.1%
All Institutions 1,704 1,714 1,216 36.8% 37.0% 26.2%

SOURCE: 2010 Camegie Classification; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Characteristics (2009).
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NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Percentage distribution in rows; details may not sum to 100 due to reunding.

3. "Public” includes tribally-controlled institutions.

Graduate Instructional Program Classification

Enroliment by classification category and control

downinad table (v}

Category

S-Postbac/Ed: Single postbaccalaureate (education)}

S-Postbac/Bus: Single postbaccalaureate (business)
S-Postbac/Other: Single postbaccalaureate (cther field)
Postbac-Comp: Postbaccalaureate comprehensive

Postbac-A%S: Postbaccalaureate, arts & sciences dominant
Postbac-A&5/Ed: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sciences (education
dominant}

Postbac-A&S/Bus: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sciences (business
dominant)

Postbac-A&S5/Other: Postbaccalaureate with arts & sciences (other
dominant fields)

Pestbac-ProffEd: Postbaccalaureate professional (education dominant)
Postbac-Prof/Bus: Postbaccalaureate professional {business dominant)
Postbac-ProffOther: Postbaccalaureate professional {other dominant
fields)

$-Doc/Ed: Single doctoral (education)

$-Doc/Other: Single doctoratl (other field)

CompBoc/MedVel: Comprehensive doctoral with medical/veterinary
CompDoc/NMedVei: Comprehensive doctoral {no medicalfveterinary)
Doc/HSS: Doctoral, humanities/social sciences dominant
Doc/STEM: Doctoral, STEM dominant

DocfProf: Docteral, professional dominant

{Special focus institution)

{Mot applcable)

All Institutions

Public

45,377
11,055
39,594

1,060,630
44,148

429,957
200,948

121,242

103,464
13,509

33,3214

204,163
185,013
4,732,293
1,403,029
33,572
391,218
809,678
77.417
7,968,301
14,908,227

http://classifications.carnegiefoundation. org/summary/grad_pr...

Total Enroliment
Private, not-for-
profit
91,017
56,274
43,129
120,598
51,846

202,492
169,553

222,831

208,618
182,309

150,455

186,601
193,487
507,285
241,410
25211
122,413
377,710
346,953
445,184
3,925,656

Private,
for-profit
0

65,217
3,009
31,331
2,199

697
133,385

0

52,138
221,046

93,061

5,459

0

1]

0

3]

2,690
475,356
228,219
579,970
1,893,777

Public

3,025
2,764
3,599

12,480
8,829

5,231
1,164

5773

4703
4,536

4,760

10,208
10,883
30,034
25,054
18,786
13,490
14,994

1,888

5,816

8,749

Average Enrollment

Private, not-for-
profit
1,655
1,655
1,166
5243
3,443

3,375

3035

3,981

2,37
3,090

2,508

5,206
4719
18,117
10,496
8,404
6,301
6,745
611
1,107
2,290

SOURCE: 2010 Carnegie Classification; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Characteristics and Fall Enroliment {2009).

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Fall enrollment does not necessarily reflect the total number of students served over the course of a year.

3. "Public" includes tribally-controlled institutions.

Private,
for-profit
NA

2,836
1,003
31,331
1,100

697
8,892

NA

8,517
5,024

7,755

1,820
NA

NA

NA

NA
2,690
43,214
947
682
1,557
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Enroliment Profile Classification

Distribution of institutions and enrollments by classification category
Download Tabie {csv)

Category Institufions Percent Total Enroliment Percent Average Enrollment
Exlf2; Exclusively undergraduate two-year 1,714 370% 7,722,808 37.3% 4,508
ExU4: Exclusively undergraduate four-year 722 15.6 % 1,222,046 59 % 1,693
VHYU: Veery high undergraduate 785 16.9 % 2,900,871 14.0 % 3,695
HU: High undergraduate 807 131 % 5,533,414 287 % 9,116
MU: Majority undergraduate 318 6.9 % 2,563,405 12.4% 8,061
MGP: Majority graduate/professional 210 4.5 % 657,167 32% 3,129
ExGP: Exclusively graduate/professional 270 58 % 127,848 0.6 % 474
{Not classified) 8 0.2 % 0 0% NA
All Institutions 4834 100.0 % 20,727,660 100.0 % 4473

SOURCE: 2010 Camegie Classification; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Fail Enroliment (2009).

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in iPEDS.
2. Fall enroliment does not necessarily reflact the total number of students served over the course of a year.
3. Percentage details may not sum to 100 due te rounding.

Earoliment Profie Classification

Distribution of institutions by classification category and control
Daownload Teble (o)

Institutions Percentage Distribution
Category Public Private, not-for-profit Private, forprofit Public Private, not-for-profit Private, for-profit
ExU2: Exclusively undergraduate two-year 1,032 95 586 60.2% 5.6% 34.2%
Exl4: Bxclusively undergraduate four-year 100 365 257 13.8% 50.6% 35.6%
VHU: Very high undergraduate 245 341 188 31.3% 43.4% 25.2%
HU: High undergraduate 242 284 81 39.9% 45.8% 13.3%
MU: Majority undergraduate 45 245 28 14.2% 77.0% 8.8%
MGP: Majarity graduate/professicnal 25 153 32 11e% 72.9% 15.2%
ExGP: Exclusively graduate/prefessional 14 227 29 52% 84.1% 10.7%
{Not classified) 0 3 5 Q.0% 37.5% 62.5%
All Institutions 1,704 1,714 1,216 36.8% 37.0% 26.2%

SOURCE: 2010 Carnegie Classification; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Characteristics (2009).

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Percentage distributicn in rows; details may not sum to 100 due to rounding.
3, "Public" includes tribally-contralled institutions.

EnvoBment Profile Classification

Enroliment by classification category and control
Dowritoad Tabls (csv)

Tofal Enrellment Average Enrollment
Category Public Private, not-for-profit Private, for-profit Public Private, not-for-profit Private, for-profit
ExUU2: Exclusively undergraduate two-year 7,294,595 41,833 386,381 7068 436 659
ExU4: Exclusively undergraduate four-year 577,784 365,722 278,540 5,778 1,002 1,084
VHU: Very high undergraduate 1,796,280 751,476 353,415 7302 2,204 1,783
#HU: High undergraduate 4,105,097 827,077 601,240 16,263 2912 7,423
MU: Majority undergraduate 1,053,197 1,356,364 153,844 23404 5,536 5,494
MGP: Majority graduate/professional £3,028 476,644 112,495 2721 3,115 3,515
ExGP: Exclusively graduate/professional 13,246 108,540 8162 946 469 281
{Not classified) 0 o c NA NA NA
All Institutions 14,808,227 3,925,656 1,893,777 8749 2,290 1,587

SOURCE: 2010 Gamegie Classification; National Certer for Ecucations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Gharacteristics a t2009).

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IFEDS.
2. Fail enrollment does not necessarily reflect the total number of students served over the course of a year,
3. "Public” includes tribally-controlled instituticns.

1o0f2 173112013 3:43 PM
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Summary Tables

Undergraduate Profile ClessHfication

Distribution of institutions and enrcliments by classification category

downioad table {csv)

Category Institutions  Percent Total Enrollment Percent
PT2: Higher part-ime fwo-year 450 97 % 3,988,045 182 %
Mix2: Mixad part/full-time two-year 535 11.5% 2,863,752 13.8 %
MFT2: Medium full-time two-year 357 7.7% 535,764 31%
FT2: Higher full-time two-year 479 103 % 297,582 1.4%
PT4: Higher part-time four-year 232 EQ% 1,394,138 6.7 %
MFT 4/l Medium full-time four-year, inclusive 213 46 % 923660 4.5 %
MEF4/SA T Medium full-time four-year, selective, lower transfer-in 37 08% 229,934 11%
MFT 4/S/HT1: Medium fufl-time four-year, selective, higher transfer-in 114 2.5% 1,312,151 63%
FT4/l: Full-time four-year, inclusive 418 9.0 % 1,526,221 74%
FT4/SATI: Full-time four-year, selective, lower transfer-in 283 6.1% 1,177,913 57 %
FT4/S/HTI: Full-time four-year, selective, higher transfer-in 286 682 % 2,351,591 113 %
FT4MES/LTIL Full-time four-year, more selective, lower transfer-in 27 59 % 2422377 10.2 %
FTA/MSHTIL Full-time four-year, more selective, higher transfer-in 66 1.4% 1,229,700 58%
(Special focus institution) 850 18.3 % 652,589 31%
(Not applicable} 23 0.5% 19,032 CA1%
(Not classified} 18 4% 3208 0.0 %
Al Institutions 4634 100.0% 100.0 %

NOTES

4. Branch campuses are counted separately if reporied separately in IPEDS.
2. Fali enroliment does net necessarily refiect the total number of students served over the course of a year.

3. Percentage detafls may net sum to 100 due te rounding.

Undergraduate Profile Classification

Distribution of institutions by classification category and control

downicad table{osy)

Category

PT2: Higher part-time two-year

Mix2: Mixed part/fuli-time two-year

MFT2: Medium full-time two-year

FT2: Higher full-time two-year

PT4: Higher part-time four-year

MFT4/I: Medium ful-Hime four-year, inclusive

MFT4/SATE Medium full-time four-year, selective, Tower transfer-in
MFTA/S/HTE Medium full-time four-year, selective, higher transfer-in
FT4/1: Fulltime four-yaar, inclusive '

FT4/S/LTI: Fuli-time four-year, selective, lower transfer-in
FT4/SMHTI Fuli-time four-year, selective, higher transfer-n
FTAMS/LTL Full-time four-year, more selective, lower transfer-in
FT4MSHT I Full-time four-year, mere selective, higher transfer-in
{Special focus institution)

{Not appiicable)

{Not classified)

All Institutions

Institutions

Public Private, not-for-profit

410
485
138

5
53
86

9
71

106
53
147
49
46
41

3

2

1,704

21
4
30
36
78
72
27
38
198
227
137
222
20
568

SOURCE: 2010 Carnegie Classificatior; National Center for Ecucations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Characteristics.

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separatsly in IPEDS.

2. Percentage distribution in rows; details may not sum to 100 due to rounding.

3. "Public” includes tribally-controlled institutions.

Undergraduate Profile Classification

Enroliment by classification category and control

downdosd tableiosv)

Private, for-profit
19

36

189

438

100

55

-

12

1,216

Total Enrollment

20,727,660

o1.1%
907%
387%
1.0%
228%
40.4%
24.3%
62.3%
254%
187%
514%
17.9%
697%
4.8%
13.0%
1.1%
36.8%

PREVICUS WORK

LINKS

Average Enroliment
8,852
5,353
1,781

621
6,009
4,335
6,214

11,510
3,651
4,162
8,222
7,774
18,632

768

827

178
4,473

Percentage Distribution
Public Private, not-for-profit Private, for-profit

4.7% 4.2%
25% 6.7%
8.4% 52.9%
7.5% 91.4%
341% 43.1%
33.8% 258%
73.0% 27%
34.2% 3.5%
47.6% 27.0%
80.2% 1.1%
47 9% 0.7%
81.3% 0.7%
30.3% 0.0%
66.8% 28.4%
82.5% 4.3%
22.2% 36.7%
37.0% 26.2%

Average Enrollment
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Category

PT2: Higher part-time two-year

Mix2: Mixed part/full-time two-year

MFTZ: Medium full-time two-year

FT2: Higher full-time two-year

PT4: Higher part-time four-year

MFT4/: Medium fuil-time four-year, inciusive

MFTAS/LTI: Medium full-time four-year, selective, lower fransfer-in
MFT4/S/HT . Medium full-time four-year, selective, higher transfer-in
FT44: Fulltime four-year, inclusive

FTAISITI: Full-time four-year, sefective, lower transfer-in
FT4/S/HTI: Ful-time four-year, selective, higher transfer-in
FT4MS/TL: Fulltime Tour-year, more selective, lower transfer-in
FT4/MSHTI: Full-time four-year, more selective, higher transfer-in
{Special focus nstitution)

{Not applicable)

{Not classified)

All Institutions.

NOTES

Rup//classmeatens.carmegietoundation.org/summary/ugrad_pro. ..

Public Private, not-for-profit Private, for-profit Public Private, not-for-profit Private, for-profit

3,967,577
2,839,306
495,689
2,310
517,361
675,352
86,952
1,100,770
560,381
515,787
1,959,656
951,560
1,053,458
77.417
4,151

0

14,808,227

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Fall erroliment does not necessarily refiect the total number of students served over the course of a year.

3. "Public" includes tribally-controlled institutions.

8,659
5,623
14,056
16,456
281,356
161,380
141,349
206,760
381,930
612,191
386,492
1,168,780
176,242
346,953
14,218
3,209

3,925,556 1

S Institutional Characteristics an

1,810 9,677
18,823 5,854
126,019 2,502
278314 562
495,422 11,648
86,928 7,853
1633 9,661
4521 15,504
583,910 5,287
49935 9,732
5,443 13,331
2,037 19,420
0 22,901
228219 1,888
663 1,384

0 WA

BO377T B,749

412
402
469
457
3,561
2,241
5,235
5,302
1619
2,697
2,821
5,265
8,812
611
748
802

2,290

all Enralment (2008).

522
523
667
635

4,954
1,581
1,633
1,155
5,167

16,645

2,722
1,019
NA
947
663
NA
1,557

Institution Leokup  Standard Lisings  Custom Listings  Classification Descriptions  Methodology  Summary Tables

Downloads

Links

Cantact
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Size and Setting Classification

Distribution of institutions and enrcllments by classification category

downioad table {osv)

Category Institutions Percent Total Enrollment Percent Average Enroliment
VS2: Very small two-year 500 10.8 % 155,396 0.7 % 31
52: Small two-year 634 13.7 % ©04,360 4.4 % 1,426
Mz: Medum two-year 389 8.4% 2,038,857 98% 5,241
L2: Large two-year 199 4.3 % 2,251,077 109% 11,312
VL2: Very farge two-year 99 21 % 2,435 454 M7 % 24,601
VS4/NR: Very small four-year, primarily nonresidential 272 5.9% 189,445 0.9% 686
VS4/R: Very small four-year, primarily residential 70 1.5% 58 357 03% 834
VS4/HR: Very small four-year, highly residentiat 140 3.0% 94,047 0.5% 672
S4/NR: Small four-year, primarily nonresidential 200 43% 510,944 25% 2555
S4/R: Small four-year, primarily residential 164 3.5% 397,967 19% 2,427
S4/HR: Small four-year, highly residential 321 5.9% 652537 31% 2,033
M4/NR: Medium four-year, primarily nonresidential 175 38% 1,382,152 8.7 % 7,898
M4/R: Medium four-year, primarily residential 172 3.7 % 1,230,094 59% 7,152
M4/HR; Medium four-year, highly residential 132 28% 721,755 35% 5,468
L4/NR: Large four-year, primarily nonresidential 134 29% 3,845,134 18.5% 28,680
L4/R: Large four-year, primarily residential 103 22% 2,419,563 M7 % 23,491
L4/HR: Large four-year, highly residential 41 0.9% 770,900 37% 18,802
ExGP: Exclusively graduate/professionat 23 0.5% 18,032 0.1% 827
(Special focus institution} 850 183 % 852589 31% 788
{Not classified) 16 0.3% 4 0.0% NA

All Institutions 4,634 100.0 % 20,727 660 100.0 % 4,473
SOURCE; 2010 Camegle Ciassification, National Center for Educations Statistics, PEDS Fall Evvaliment (2009). 7" e
NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Falt enroliment does net necessarily reflact the total number of students served over the course of a year.
3. Percentage details may not sum to 100 due to rounding.

Size and Setting Classification

Cistribution of institutions by classification category and coniro
downicad iable {cov}

Institutions Percentage Distribution
Category Public  Private, not-for-profit  Private, for-profit Public  Private, not-forprofit  Private, for-profit
V52: Very smali two-year &4 76 B0 12.8% 152% 72.0%
$2: Small two-year 3 25 308 47.5% 39% 48 6%
M2: Medium two-year 376 V] 13 96.7% 0.0% 3.3%
L2: Large two-yaar 198 0 1 99.5% 0.0% 0.5%
V1L2: Very large two-year 99 V] 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
VE4/NR: Very small four-year, primarily nonresidential 24 75 173 8.8% 27.6% B83.5%
VS4/R: Very small four-year, primarily residential 7 58 5 10.0% 82.9% 7.1%
VS4/HR: Very small four-year, highly residential 5 134 1 3.6% 95 7% 0.7%
S4/MNR: Small four-year, primarily nonresidential &1 83 56 30.5% 41.5% 28.0%
S4/R: Small four-year, primariy residential 39 121 4 Z238% 73.8% 2.4%
S4/HR: Small four-year, highly residential 23 298 4] 1.2% 82.3% 0.0%
M4/NR: Medium four-year, primarily nonresidential 112 36 27 84.0% 206% 15.4%
M4/R: Medium four-year, primarily residential 106 66 0 ©61.6% 38.4% 0.0%
M4/HR: Medium four-year, highly residential 3 101 0 23.5% 76.5% 0.0%
L4/NR: Large four-year, primarily nonresidential 107 13 14 79.9% 9.7% 10.4%
L4/R: Large four-year, primarily residential 93 10 0 903% 97% 0.0%
L4/HR: Large four-year, highly residential 12 29 0 29.2% 70.7% 0.0%
ExGP: Exclusively graduate/professional 3 19 1 13.0% 826% 4.3%
{Special focus institution) 41 568 241 4.8% 66.83% 28.4%
{Not classified) 2 2 12 12.5% 125% 75.0%

Al Instilutions 1,704 1714 1216  36.8% 37.0% 26.2%
SOURCE: 2010 Camegie Classification; National Cenler for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutionat Characteristics (2009) o o
NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separatsly If reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Percentage distribution in rows; detaiis may not sum te 100 due to rounding.
3. "Public” includes triballycontrolied institutions.
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Size and Seiting Classification

Enroliment by classification category and control

downioad table (csv)

http://classifications.carnegiefoundation. org/summary/size_sett. ..

Total Enroliment

Average Enroliment

Category Public  Private, not-for-profit  Private, for-profit Public  Private, not-for-profit Private, for-profit
V52: Very small two-year 31,036 20,273 104,087 485 267 263
$2: Small two-year 552,858 24,523 286,978 1,970 981 932
M2: Medium twe-year 2,000,301 s} 38,056 5321 NA 2,927
L2: Large two-year 2,245,233 0 5,844 11340 NA 5,844
VI2: Very large two-year 2,435,454 ] 0 24601 NA NA
VS4INR: Very smalf four-year, primarily nonresidential 26,139 58,978 104,328 1,089 786 603
VS4/R: Very small four-year, primarily residential 6,430 48,071 3,856 Ny 829 77
VS4/HR: Very small four-year, highly residential 4,542 88,627 878 08 661 ars
S4/NR: Small four-year, primarily nonresidentiat 191,180 202,313 17,441 3134 2,438 2,097
S4/R: Small four-year, primarily residential 103,466 287,043 7458 2,653 2,372 1,865
S4/HR: Small four-year, highly residential 51,708 500,829 0 2248 2,016 NA
M4/NR: Medium four-year, primarily nonresidential 948 057 259,143 176,902 8447 7,200 5,552
ME4/R: Medium four-year, primarily residential 815,926 413,168 0 7,707 £,260 NA
M4/HR: Medium four-year, highly residential 166,478 556,277 0 §370 5498 NA
L4/NR: Large four-year, primarily nonresidential 2,763,973 280,095 819,066 25,832 20,007 58,505
LA/R: Large four-year, primarily residential 2,207 497 212,068 0 23737 21,207 NA
L4/HR: Large four-year, highly residential 236,871 534,029 0 18732 18,415 NA
ExGP: Exclusively graduatefprofessional 4151 14,218 663 1,384 748 663
{Special focus institution) Fr a7 346,953 228,218 1,888 611 947
{Not classified) 0 0 o] NA NA NA
Al Institutions 14,908,227 3,925,656 1,893,777 8749 2,290 1,857
SOURGE: 2010 Carnegie Classification; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutionat Characteristics and Fall Enrolment (2009).
NOTES
1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in IPEDS.
2. Fall enrolimerit does not necessarily reflect the total number of studants served over the course of a year.
3. "Public” includes tribally-controfled institutions.
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Summary Tables

Basic Classification

Distribution of institutions and enrcliments by classification category

downioad abla {osv)

Category Institutions Percent EnrnII;Zt:: Percent Enﬂfx;ag:
Assoc/Pub-R-S: Asscciate's—Public Rural-serving Small 137 30% 167,460 08% 1222
AssocPub-R-M: Associate’s—Public Rural-serving Medium 299 B5% 1,101,615 53% 3,684
Assoc/Pub-R-L: Associate's—Public Rural-serving Large 134 29% 1,198,256 58% 8,042
Assoc/Pub-5-SC: Associate’s—-Public Suburban-serving Single Campus 109 24% 997,308 48% 9150
Assoc/Pub-8-MC: Associate's—Public Suburban-serving Multicampus 104 22% 1,302,702 63% 12,5626
Assoc/Pub-U-5C: Associate's—Public Urban-serving Single Campus 32 07% 42215 1.7% 10,694
Assoc/Pub-U-MC: Assodiate's—Public Urban-serving Multicampus 137 30% 1,995,508 986% 14,566
Assoc/Pub-Spec: Associate’s—Public Special Use 12 03% 31,784 02% 2,649
AssocfPrivNFP; Assaciate's—Private Not-for-profit 94 20% 42152 02% 443
AssociPrivFP: Associate's—-Private For-profit 652 141 % 410,684 20% 830
Assoc/Pub2ind: Associate's—Public 2-year colleges under 4-year universities 48 1.0% 128,084 086% 2,689
Assoc/Pub4: Associate's—Public 4-year Primarily Associaie’s 42 0.9 % 359,412 1.7 % 8,657
Assoc/PrivNFP4: Associate's—Private Not-for-profit 4-year Primarily Associale's 20 04% 13,824 01% 691
Assoc/PrivEP4: Associate's—Private For-profit 4&-year Primarlly Asscciate's 100 22% 93741 05% 837
RUMNH: Research Universities (very high research activity) 108 23% 2,809,581 136% 26,015
RU/H: Research Universities (high research activity) 89 21% 1,746,691 B84% 17,643
DRU: Doctoral/Research Universities 90 19% 1228848 59% 13,654
Master's L: Master's Colleges and Universifies (larger programs) 414 B89 % 3,508,103 169% 8,474
Master's M: Master's Colleges and Universities {madium programa) 1856 40% 785,885 38% 4,249
Master's 5: Master's Colleges and Universities (smaller programs} 127 27% /7,719 18 2,895
Bac/A&S: Baccalaureate Colleges--Arts & Sciences 270 58% 459,536 22 1,702
Bac/Diverse: Baccalaureate Colleges—Diverse Fields 392 85% 664,939 32% 1,696
Bac/Assoc: Baccalaureate/Associate's Colieges 47 32% 298,300 14% 2,028
azztc‘ﬁg:sh: Special Focus nstitutions—Theological seminaries, Bible colleges, and other faith-related 02 55% 99,479 05% a9
Spac/Med: Special Focus Institutiohs—Medical schools and medicai centers 53 11% 106,865 05% 2,016
SpecfHealth: Special Focus Institutions—-Other health professions schools 165 36% B3,039 04% 534
Spec/Engy: Spacial Focus Institutions—Schools of engineering 7T O02% 1,797 01% 1,685
SpecfTech:. Special Focus Institutions—Other technology-related schocls 57 12% 56,442 03% 930
Spec/Bus: Spesial Focus Institutions—Schools of business and managerment B 7% 74501 04% b5
Spec/Arts: Special Focus Institutions—Schools of art, music, and design 128 28% 172,881 08% 1,351
Specflaw: Special Focus Institutions—Schools of law 38 08% 30,834 C1% 811
SpeciOther. Special Focus Institutions—Other special-focus institutions 22 05% 11,751 C01% 534
Tribal: Tribal Celleges 32 07% 19,686 C1% 615
All Institutions 4534 1000 % 20,727,660 100.0% 4,473

SOURCE: 2010 Camnegie Classification; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Fall Enroliment (2008).

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reporled separately in IPEDS.

2. Fall enroliment does not necessarily reflect the total number of students served over the course of a year.

3. Percentage details may not sum to 100 due to rounding.

Basic ClassHication

Distribution of institutions by classification category and control

downioad able {csv}

Institutions Percentage Distribution
. Private, not-for- Private, . Private, not-for- Private,

Category Pubic profit for-profit Pusblic profit for-profit
Assoc/Pub-R-3: Associate's—Public Rural-serving Small 137 0 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/Pub-R-M: Associate's—Public Rural-serving Medium 299 0 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/Pub-R-L: Associate's—Public Rural-serving Large 134 0 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/Pub-5-3C: Associate's—Public Suburban-serving Single Campus 109 0 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/Pub-§-MC: Associate's--Public Suburban-serving Multicampus 104 0 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/Pub-U-SC: Associate's—Public Urban-serving Single Campus 32 0 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/Pub-U-MC: Associate's--Public Urban-serving Multicampus 137 o] 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/Pub-Spec: Associate's—Public Special Use 12 o] 0 100.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Assoc/PrivNFP; Associate's—Private Not-for-profit 0 94 0 00% 100.0% 0.0%
Assoc/PrivFP: Associate's--Private For-profit o] o 652 0O.0% 0.0% 100.0%
Assoc/Pub2ing; Assogiate's—Public 2-year colleges under 4-year universities 48 o) 0 106.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Assoc/Pub4d: Associate's—Public 4-year Primarily Associate's 42
Assoc/PrivNFP4: Associate's—Private Not-for-profit 4-year Prirmarily Asscciate's o}
Assoc/PrivFP4: Associate's-Private For-profit 4-year Primarily Associate’s 1]
RUNH: Research Universities (very high research activity) 73
RU/H: Research Universities (high research activity) 74
DRU: Decteral/Research Universities 30
Master's L: Master's Colleges and Universities (larger programs) 171
Master's M: Master's Colleges and Universities (mediurm programs) 51
Master's §: Master's Colleges and Universities (smaller programs) 39
Bac/ASS: Baccalaureate Colleges--Arts & Sciences 34
Bac/Diverse: Baccalaureate Colleges—Diverse Fields 76
Bac/Assoc: Baccalaureate/Associate's Colleges 27

Spec/Faith: Special Focus Institutions—Theological seminaries, Bible colleges, and
oiher faith-related institutions

Spec/Med: Special Focus Institutions—Medical schools and medical centars 27
Spec/Health: Special Focus Insfitutions—Qthar health professions schools 3
Spec/Engg: Spacial Focus Institutions--Schools of engineering 1
SpeciTech: Spacial Focus Institutions--Other technelogy-related schools 0
Spec/Bus: Special Focus Institutions—Scheols of business and management 0
Spec/Aris. Special Focus Institutions—Schools of art, music, and design 4
Spec/Law: Special Focus Insfitutions—Schools of law 5
Spec/Other: Special Focus Institutions—Other special-focus institutions 1
Tribal: Tribal Colleges 24
All Institutions 1,704

0
20
0
35
25
49
212
107
53
232
267
34

302

26
11

<]

3

20
58
26
16

8
1,714

0 100.0%

o]
100
g
0

C.0%
0.0%
67.6%
74.7%

1133 3%

31
17
25

4
48
86

0

0
51

SOURCE: 2010 Carnegie Classification; Naticnal Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Institutional Characteristics (2009).

NOTES

1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separately in iPEDS.
2. Perceniage distribution in rows; details may not sum to 100 due to rounding.
3, "Public" includes tribally-controlled institutions.

Basic Clasgification

Enroliment by classification category and control
downiogd table {osv)

Category Public
Assoc/Pub-R-§: Assaciate's—Public Rural-serving Small 167,460
Assoc/Pub-R-M: Associate's—Public Rural-serving Medium 1,101,615
Assoc/Pub-R-L: Assaciate's--Public Rural-seiving Large 1,198,256
Ass0c/Pub-5-SC: Associate's—Public Suburban-serving Single Campus 997,308
Assoc/Pub-8-MC: Associate’s—Public Suburban-serving Multicampus 1,302,702
Assoc/Pub-U-SC: Associate's—Public Urban-serving Single Campus 342,215
Assoc/Pub-L-MC: Associate's—Public Urban-serving Multicampus 1,995,508
Assoc/Pub-Spec: Associate’'s—Public Special Use 31,784
Assoc/PrivNFP: Associate's—Private Not-for-profit 1]
Assoc/PrivFP: Associate's—Private For-profit 0
Assoc/Pub2ind: Associate's—Public 2-year colleges under 4-year universities 129,064
Assoc/Pubd: Associate’s—Public 4-year Primarily Associate's 359,412
Assoc/PrivNFP4: Associate's—Private Not-for-profit 4-year Primarily Associate's 0
Assoc/PrivFP4; Associate's--Private For-profit 4-year Primarily Associate's o
RUMH: Research Universities {very high research activity) 2,283,130
RU/H: Research Universities (high research activity) 1,430,008
DRU: Doctoral/Research Universities 401,662
Master's L: Master's Colleges and Universities (Jarger programs} 2.011,888
Master's M: Master's Colleges and Universities (medium programs) 389,640
Master's S: Master's Colleges and Universities (smaller programs) 189,075
Bac/A&S: Baccalaureate Colleges—Arls & Sciences 93,998
Bac/Diverse: Baccalaureate Colleges—Diverse Fields 262,001
Bac/Assoc: BaccalaureatefAssociale’s Colleges 129,493
SpecfFaith: Special Focus Institutions—Theelogical seminaries, Bible colleges, and o
other faith-related institutions

SpeciMad: Special Focus Institutions—Medical schools and madical centers 66,853
Spec/Health: Special Focus Institutions—COther health profassions schools 560
Spec/Engg: Special Focus Institutions—~Schoals of engineering 2,176
SpeciTech: Special Focus Institutions—Other technclogy-related schocls 0
Spec/Bus: Special Focus Institutions-Schools of businass and management 0
Spec/Arts: Special Focus Institutions—Schools of art, music, and design 4,226
Spec/Law: Special Focus Institutions—Schools of law 2910
SpeclOther: Special Fecus Institutions--Other special-focus institutions 692
Tribal: Tribal Colieges 14,531
All Institutions 14,908,227

Total Enrellment

Private, notdor-
profit

cCoCcoOCcoQo

.y
M
o
oo

0
13,824

0
526,451
316,643
347 670
1,058,117
354167
125,985
357,910
365,830
64,845

99,479

40,012
63,989
9,621
15,805
30,997
55,045
23,406
8519
5,005
3,925,656

Private,
for-profit
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

+]
410,684
0

c

0
93,741
o

o
479,514
438,098
42178
52,645
7,628
37,108
103,962

o}

0
23610

0

40,537
43,504
113,610
4518
2,540

o
1,893,777

41.3%
33.0%
3C.7%
12.6%
18.4%
18.4%

0.0%

50.9%
1.8%
14.3%
0.0%
0.0%
2.1%
13.2%
4.5%
75.0%
36.8%

Public

1,222
3,684
8,942
9,150

12,526

10,894

14,566
2,649

NA
NA
2,689
8,557
NA
NA

31,276

19,324

13,389

11,765
6,388
4,848
2,765
3,447
4796

NA

2,476
187
2,176
NA
NA
1,057
582
592
608
8,749

0.0%
100.0%
0.0%
32,4%
25.3%
54.4%
91.2%
57.8%
43.6%
85.9%
58.1%
23.1%

100.0%

49.1%
&67.3%
85.7%

5.3%
256%
45.3%
68.4%
72.7%
250%
37.0%
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0.0%
0.0%
100.0%
0.0%
0.0%
122%
7.5%
9.2%
19.7%
1.5%
12.5%
58.5%

0.0%

C.0%
30.9%

0.0%
94.7%
74.4%
51.6%
184%
227%

0.0%
26.2%

Average Enroliment

Private, not-for-
profit
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
448
NA
NA
NA
691
NA
15041
12,666
7,095
4,991
3,310
2,000
1,543
1,370
1,907

329

1,539
578
1,604
5,302
1,550
949

532
637
2,290

SOURCE: 2010 Carnegie Classification; National Center for Educations Statistics, IPEDS Instifutional Characteristics and Fall Enroflment (2008).

NOTES
1. Branch campuses are counted separately if reported separataly in IPEDS.

2. Fall enrollment daes not necessarily reflect the tota) number of students served over the course of & vear,

3, "Pubiic” includas tritally-controlled institutions,

Private,
for-profit
NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

43,592
14,132
2,481
2,106
1,907
757
1,209

NA

NA
75
750

1,721
645
508

NA

1,957
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