Virginia Tech Board of Visitors Meeting
April 20, 2012

Minutes

A. Resolution: Appreciation to the Office of the Attorney General of Virginia
B. Resolution: Appreciation to the Firm of McGuire Woods

C. Presentation: 2012-13 Tuition and Fee
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The Board of Visitors of Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University heid a
special meeting on Friday, April 20, 2012, in the Pocahontas Room, Hotel Roanoke,
Roanoke, Virginia.

Present Absent

Mr. George Nolen (Rector) Ms. Michele Duke
Mr. Frederick J. Cobb (via phone)

Ms. Beverley Dalton

Mr. Douglas R. Fahl

Mr. Cordel Faulk

Mr. William B. Holtzman

Dr. Calvin D. Jamison, Sr. (via phone)

Mr. John C. Lee IV (via phone)

Ms. Suzanne Obenshain

Ms. Deborah Leigh Martin Petrine

Mr. Michael J. Quillen

Mr. John G. Rocovich, Jr.

Mr. Paul W. Rogers, Jr.

Dr. Bruce Pencek, Faculty Representative

Ms. Maxine Lyons, Staff Representa e

Ms. Michelle McLeese, Graduate Student Representative
Mr. Matthew Banfield, Undergraduate Student Representative

Also present were the following: Dr. Charles Steger, Mr. Ralph Byers, Ms. Shelia
Collins, Mr. Corey Earles, Ms. Natalie Hart, Ms. Kay Heidbreder, Mr. Timothy Hodge,
Ms. Elizabeth Hooper, Dr. Mark McNamee, Ms. Kim O’'Rou e, Mr. |._ark Owczarski,
Mr. Christopher Rahmes, Mr. Dwight S| Iton, Ms. Sandra Smith, Dr. Sherwood
Wilson, and Ms. Tonia Moxley (Roanoke Ti es).

L O

Rector Nolen convened the meeting at © :10 am. The start of t : meeting was
delayed from 9:30 because of travel delays experienced by several Bo: 1 members.

LI

President Steger presented for the Board’'s consideration two resolutions to express
appreciation to the staff from the Office of t : Attorney General and the firm of McGuire
Woods for their extraordinary efforts throughout the Peterson ryde vs. Commonwealth
of Virginia civil litigation.

* &k ok ok

75



276

The following resolution was moved by John Rocovich, seconded by William
Holtzman, and approved unanimously.

Resolution of Appreciation
to the Office of the Attorney General of Virginia

That the resolution expressing aj reciation to the staff of e Office
of the Attorney General of Virginia, specifically Robert McDonnell,
Governor (formerly Attorney Ge¢ eral); Kenneth T. Cuccinelli, i,
Attorney General; Wesley G. Russell, Jr., Deputy Attorney General;
Peter R. Messitt, Seni ' Assistat Attorney General; Mike F. Melis,
Assistant Attorney General; Ki Heidbreder, Special ssistant
Attorney General; and Ms. Susan Terry, Parale il Senior of the
Office of the Attorney General, for their invaluable service to Virginia
Tech and the Commo wvealth of irginia in the Peterson/Pryde vs.
the Commonwealth of Virginia civ litigation be approved. (Copy filed
with the permanent minutes and marked Attachment A.)

* %k %k * %

The following resolution was moved by Mr. Rocovich, seconded by Mr. Holtzman, and
approved unanimously.

Resolution of Appreciation
to the Firm of | :Guire Woods

That the resolution expressing a )jreciation to the firm of McGuire
Woods, specifically to Wiiliam G. Broaddus, Richard Cullen, Frank
Atkinson, Thomas Cabaniss, Jeremy S. Byrum, a | Katie Lilley, for
invaluable service to Virginia Tech and the Commonwealth of
Virginia in the Peterson/Pryde vs. the Commonwealth of Virginia civil
litigation be approved. (Copy filed with the permanent minutes and
marked Attachment B.)

* % % h %

(NOTE: Mr. Quillen arrived at 10:20 a.m. d :to a travel delay.)
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Presentation on 2012-13 Tuiti 1 and Fee Recommendations

Rector Nolen called on Mr. Shelton, Vice 'resident for Finance and Chief Financial
Officer, to give a presentation he had pre ired for the Board on the utcome of the
2012 General Assembly Session and tuiti 1 and fee recommendations for 2012-13.
(Copy filed with the permanent minutes and marked Attachme tC.)

Mr. Shelton presented an update on the university's financ 1l outlook and need for
increased tu on and fee rates. The update included the financial outcomes of the joint
Conference Commitiee of the Virginia General Assembly, which impact both the
institution’s costs and resources. This incl led significant increases in state-assigned
costs and the positive step of the Conferees inclusion of $3.8 million in support with
some designations for a portion of those funds.

The presentation also covered the university’s current financial status, a review of the
university’s lean administrative cost struc re and efforts to further reduce energy
utilization and leverage technology to cor ain costs, the cost drivers impacting the
university and the amount of state support available to assist with a portion of these
costs, the process and considerations in establishing tuition rates, potential revenue
from tuition rate scenarios, a potential scenario for balancing the university budget, the
progression of rate reductions since the Board's previous approval of the six-year
financial plan, and a recommended set ¢ tuition and fees including a proposai to
reduce rates for on-campus undergraduat : for summer 2013. While raising tuition
and fees is never desirable, a 4.9 percent resident undergraduate increase and 6.0
percent non-resident undergraduate rate recommendation were shared to demonstrate
how resource needs could be balanced with price sensitivity. As the university
increases tuition, it also plans to increas the amount of financial aid available to
students. The Funds for the Future program shelters returning students with need from
all or a portion of the impact of a rate increase depending on income. Mr. Shelton also
noted that the proposed non-resident tuitic and mandatory E&G fees would be 143
percent of the Average Cost of Education. This is in compliance v h state tuition
policy, which mandates that non-residents pay at least 100 percent of the Average
Cost of Education. The proposal would have resident students fund 60 percent of their
cost of education. The presentation also included an 1 date on student debt,
differential pricing, trends in higher education, a summary of e outlook of public peer
institutions, and an update on net price and benchmarking of Virginia Tech’s rates with
public peer institutions for 2011-12. Virginia Tech ranks 20 out of 24 for in-state
undergraduates and 18 out of 24 for nonresident undergraduates.

A discussion ensued with concerns of the oposed rates. | . Shelton was asked to
prepare several scenarios that would allow the university to meets its financial targets
and submit those recommendations to the Board. While Board members did not
express an interest in increasing in-state tuition for studer ;, one option that was
discussed was to possibly incre e tuition paid by out-of-state students.

No action was taken by the Board on the iition and fee . ommendations.
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The following resolution was moved by Ms. Dalton, seconded by Mr. Fahl, and
approved unanimously.

MOTION TO BEGIN CLOSED MEETING

| move that the Board convene in a closed eeting, pursuant to § 2.2-3711, Code of
Virginia, as amended, for the purposes of discussing:

1. Discussion of salaries of actual employees
2. Briefing on probable litigation.

pursuant to the following section 2.2-3711 (A)(1) and(10}, Code of Virginia, as
amended.

& k ok % &

(NOTE: Ms. Obenshain departed at 12:05 .m. At that time, the telephone connection
with the three Board members participating by telephone was checked, and it was
discovered that they were no longer conner :d.)

* k k ok Kk

The following resolution was moved by Ms. Dalton, seconded by Mr. Rocovich, and
approved unanimously.

MOTION TO RETURI TO OPEN SESE )N

WHEREAS, the Board of Visitors of Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State University
has convened a closed meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmative recorded vote
and in accordance with the provision of The Virginia Freedom of Information Act; and

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3712 of the Code_of Virginia requires a certification by the
Board of Visitors that such closed meeting was conducted in conformity with Virginia
law;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVEl that the Board of Visi rs of Virginia
Polytechnic Institute and State University hereby certifies that, to the best of each
member’s knowledge, (i} only public business matters lawf ly exempted from open
meeting requirements by Virginia law were discussed in the closed meeting to which
this certification resolution applies, and (ii) only such public business matters as were
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identified in the motion convening the « )sed meeting were heard, discussed or
considered by the Board of Visitors.

* %k k% k *

The date for the next regular meeting is Jur 34, 2012, Blacksburg, Virginia.

The meeting adjourned at 12:40 p.m.

George Nolen, Rector

Kim O'Rourke, Secretary



Attachment A

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION
TO THE OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRGINIA

WHEREAS, on April 16, 2007, the tranquil learning environment of Virginia Polytechnic Institute and
State University was shattered by an outburst of unprecedented, incomprehensible violence that in
two separate incidents resulted in the slaying of 33 people and the physical injury of more than 20
others; and

WHEREAS, in the immediate aftermath of the shootings when then-Attorney General Robert
McDonnell (now Governor) rushed to the Virginia Tech campus and throughout the ensuing years
under the direction of The Honorable Kenneth T. Cuccinelli, Il, the Office of the Attorney General has
steadfastly supported the Virginia Tech community and its leadership; and

WHEREAS, Special Assistant Attorney General Kay Heidbreder was instrumental in negotiating
settlement agreements with those who were physically injured and all but two of the families of those
who were slain; and

WHEREAS, with great care, compassion, and sensitivity, the legal team comprised of Wesley G.
Russell, Jr., Deputy Attorney General; Peter R. Messitt, Senior Assistant Attorney General; Mike F.
Melis, Assistant Attorney General; Kay Heidbreder; Special Assistant Attorney General (assisted by
Virginia Tech paralegal Patti Smith); and Susan Terry, Paralegal Senior; under the leadership of
Attorney General Kenneth T. Cuccinelli, Il spent countless hours as they, in cooperation with the team
from McGuire Woods, diligently prepared for and expertly represented the Commonwealth of Virginia
and named defendants in the civil case of Peterson/Pryde vs. the Commonwealth of Virginia that was
tried in Montgomery County, Virginia, in March 2012; and

WHEREAS, numerous issues arising and decided in the course of the litigation will have significant
impact not only upon Virginia Tech, but upon all institutions of higher education across the country;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Visitors of Virginia Polytechnic Institute
and State University does hereby express its deepest appreciation and pay tribute to Robert
McDonnell, Governor; Kenneth T. Cuccinelli, Il, Attorney General, Wesley G. Russell, Jr., Deputy
Attorney General; Peter R. Messitt, Senior Assistant Attorney General; Mike F. Melis, Assistant
Attorney General, Kay Heidbreder, Special Assistant Attorney General; and Ms. Susan Terry,
Paralegal Senior of the Office of the Attorney General, for their unwavering dedication and
outstanding service to Virginia Tech and the Commonwealth of Virginia.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the above resolution expressing appreciation to the staff of the Office of the Attorney General of
Virginia for their invaluable service to Virginia Tech and the Commonwealth of Virginia in the
Peterson/Pryde vs. the Commonwealth of Virginia civil litigation be approved.

April 20, 2012



Attachment B

RESOLUTION OF APPRECIATION
TO THE FIRM OF McGUIRE WOODS

WHEREAS, on April 16, 2007, the tranquil learning environment of Virginia Polytechnic Institute and
State University was shattered by an outburst of unprecedented, incomprehensible violence that in
two separate incidents resulted in the slaying of 33 people and the physical injury of more than 20
others; and

WHEREAS, a civil law suit, Peterson/Pryde vs. the Commonwealth of Virginia, et al., was brought by
the families of two of the slain students against the Commonwealth of Virginia, Virginia Tech,
President Charles Steger, and others; and

WHEREAS, with the blessing of Chairman and Partner Richard Cullen and Managing Partner
Thomas Cabaniss, the law firm of McGuire Woods, LLP of Richmond, Virginia, graciously offered to
represent President Steger pro bono; and

WHEREAS, even after President Steger was formally dismissed as a defendant in the case along
with the other individual defendants prior to trial, McGuire Woods remained steadfastly committed to
the defense of the Commonwealth of Virginia and the vindication of all those who previously had
been named in the suit; and

WHEREAS, with great care, compassion, and sensitivity, the legal team of William G. Broaddus,
Counsel, and Jeremy S. Byrum, Associate, in consultation with Richard Cullen, spent countless hours
as they, in cooperation with the team from the Office of the Attorney General of Virginia, diligently
prepared for and expertly represented the Commonwealth of Virginia and named defendants in the
civil case of Peterson/Pryde vs. the Commonwealth of Virginia that was tried in Montgomery County,
Virginia, in March 2012; and

WHEREAS, throughout the proceedings, the team of Frank Atkinson, Partner and Chairman of
McGuire Woods Consulting, and Katie Lilley provided expert professional communications consulting
services to Virginia Tech;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Visitors of Virginia Polytechnic Institute
and State University does hereby express its deepest appreciation and pay tribute to William G.
Broaddus, Richard Cullen, Frank Atkinson, Thomas Cabaniss, Jeremy S. Byrum, and Katie Lilley of
the firm of McGuire Woods for their unwavering dedication and outstanding service to Virginia Tech
and the Commonwealth of Virginia.

RECOMMENDATION:

That the above resolution expressing appreciation to the firm of McGuire Woods, specifically to
William G. Broaddus, Richard Cullen, Frank Atkinson, Thomas Cabaniss, Jeremy S. Byrum, and
Katie Lilley, for invaluable service to Virginia Tech and the Commonwealth of Virginia in the
Peterson/Pryde vs. the Commonwealth of Virginia civil litigation be approved.

April 20, 2012
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W VirginiaTech

Invent the Future

(continued)

[ Joint Conference Budget as of April 17" includes the following E&G
base operating support for Virginia Tech for 2012-13:

General Fund ($ in millions)

Base Operating Support $1.7
New Virginia Undergraduate Growth 0.7
Six-Year Plan Initiatives 0.9
VA View (K-12 career program) 0.3
VA Space Grant Consortium (internships) 0.3
Total Operating Support $3.9
Total Operating Support for E&G Division _$3.3

Total Flexible Operating Support Available
to Address Fixed Cost Increases $1.7
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invent the Future

Authority to stablish Tuition

O The Management Agreement of 2006 affords the university:
“the sole authority to establish tuition, fees, room, board, and
other charges consistent with sum sufficient appropriation
authority for non-general funds as provided by the Governor and
the General Assembly in the Commonwealth’s biennial
appropriations authorization.”

Q Higher Education Opportunity Act of 2011 framed tuition and
General Fund support within a calculated “aggregate cost of
education”, limiting total resources to a theoretical total need.
However, allowances remain for institutional specific needs related
to faculty salaries and uniquely mission-oriented initiatives.

Q All versions of the 2012-14 biennial budget retain the university’s
sum sufficient nongeneral fund appropriation and the authority of
the Board of Visitors to set tuition and fee rates.

Attachment C
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Invent the Future

Foomans

U Example of incremental revenue generated through various
percentage increases to each student group.

Incremental Revenue ($ in millions)

3% 4% 5% 6% 7%
Instate Undergraduate $ 42 $ 56 $70 $84 §$ 98
Out-of-State Undergraduate 3.9 5.2 6.5 7.8 9.1
Instate Graduate 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
Out-of-State Graduate 0.6 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3

Total $ 9.2 $ 121 $151 $18.1 $21.1
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Not Implemented
because tuition-and-mandatory

%Vu}g[njaTECh fee proposal was not accepted

Invent the Future

A Ralancian: 't v

Reallocate Funds % in milions

NGF share of State-Assigned 3% Bonus 6.3

Classroom Renovation Program 0.7
Allocate New Equipment Trust Fund Resources

High Performance Computing 2.0

Classroom Technology (Video Broadcast Services) 1.0
Ask Campus to Absorb Inflation

Contract Inflation 0.5
Update Student Financial Aid Goal with Lower Tuition

Financial Aid (BOV Scorecard Metric) 0.5
Financing

Extend Term of Unifted Communications System 0.4
Tuition

Projected Revenue 17.2
Total $ 28.6
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WVirginiaTech
' Invent the Future

f nte f

L

Q Proposed rates for Virginia undergraduates are:
a

d

A Driven largely by ‘ixed cost increases and necessity to
address existing university commitments

O Allows the university to make modest progress in support of
the Higher Education Opportunity Act goals

23
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Attachment C

VirginiaTech

lnvent the Future 2012-13 R Fee-

U Technology Fee: To offset additional costs of university’s
communication network, €911 system, and emergency
communications systems.

™ Commonwealth Capital and Equipment Fee: 2012 General
Assembly increased assessment by $35 per year for nonresident
students. Revenue passed directly to state to service debt for
facilities and equipment.

2011-12 Proposed Increase
Charge 2012-13 $ %
Technology Fee 47 63 16 34.0%

Commonweaith Capital
and Equipment Fee
(Nonresident only) 569 604 35 6.2%

27



Attachment C

W VirginiaTech

J Invent the Future . ea
2012-13 /f.uxiliary Fees
2011-12 Proposed Increase
Charge 2012-13 $ %
Comprehensive Fee
Student Activity Fee 411 437 26 6.3%
Health Service Fee 346 363 17 4.9%
Athletic Fee 260 279 19 7.3%
Bus Fee 104 110 6 5.8%
Recreational Sports
Fee 258 265 7 2.7%
Student Services Fee 231 235 4 1.7%
Total Comprehensive Fee 1,610 1,689 79 4.9%
Northern Virginia Center Student Services © 106 106 N/A
Q
NS> 0t
Room & Board Fees D ‘0‘\1\‘5“'
Pre-1983 Dorm. we oa‘d ° 4,138 4,508 370 8.9%
NejorFex Plan e 2,718 2,806 88 3.2%
v
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Invent the Future

Resident Graduates

Attachment C

2011-12 Proposed Increase
Charge 2012-13 $ %
Tuition $10,048 $10.F7 $629 6.3%
E&G F.elzes ’47 \led “0‘6 16 34.0%
Tuition & E&G Fees 10 (O ) 645 6.4%
B> 6°‘
W =0t . ARO 70 A Q0L

C.omnreheancive Fee
L\
oy
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N I R
Norres (= e
2011-12 Proposed Increase
Charge 2012-1" $ %
T t (4]
uition $19,497 &é\p‘e 129 7.3%
E&G Fees R 51 8.3%
'y _8.3%
Tuition & E&G Fees Voo 503 1480 7.4%
e
“* B 1 .0 70 A No/
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invent the Future
A \ W 4
Amount* % of Average
Average Cost of Education $15,870
Undergraduates
Residents 59%
Nonresidents 149%
Graduates o
Residents 68%
Nonresidents 132%
Residency
Residents 60%
Nonresidents 143%
*Amount includes proposed tuition and technology fee for 2012-13 (the
nonresident capital and equipment fee is not comparable to the Average
cost of Education).

Attachment C
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irginiaTech

invent the Future :

U Study indicates that Virginia Tech has similar number of

Program Fees as other Virainia doctoral institutions.

g
Q

Q

Q In addition to program fees, Virginia Tech has expanded the use
of course-based fees in 2011-12 for several resource-intensive
courses, and continues to review and implement additional
course fees as appropriate.

[ As program resources and value demand, the university will
review revenue enhancement strategies to address exceptional
program costs.
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VirginiaTech

Invent the Future

“Hyairia

In-state Undergraduate
| Public SCHEV Peers
Virginia Institutions
UVA
CWM

Out-of-state Undergraduate
Public SCHEV Peers
Virginia Institutions
Regional Competitive Peers (a)

Attachment C

2011-12
VT Average VT Rank

$10,509 $10,594 out of 24
$10,509 $9,465 yut of 15
$10,509 $11,576

$10,509 $13,132

$24 480 $26,504 out of 24
$24,480 $24 141 yut of 15
$24,480 $24,922

(a) Regional competitive peers: Pennsylvania State, Rutgers University, University of Marland, Ohio State, University of

Pittsburgh, and North Carolina State.
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Invent the Future

Institutions

William and Mary
University of Virginia

Virginia Military Institute
Christopher Newport University
Longwood University

Virginia Commonwealth University
(Genrae Maenn | nivaraityv

university ot Mary vashington

James Madison University

University of Virginia's College at Wise
Old Dominion University

Virginia State University

Radford University

Norfolk State University

Tuition and
Mandatory Fees Total Cost
$13,132 $22,024
$11,576 $20,612
$13,184 $20,360
$10,084 $19,612
$10,530 $18,664
$9,517 $18,163
R0 2RA ®17 RRA
38,806 $17.,274
$8,448 $16,788
$7.813 $16,703
$8,144 $16,362
$7,090 $15,970
$8,320 $15,909
$6,600 $14,527

Attachment C

Rank

N O A WON -

11
12
13
14
15
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VirginiaTech

Invent the Future

Institutions

University of Virginia
William and Mary
Virginia Military Institute
George Mason University

Virninia Mammanuwiaalth | Iniviarcity

wIg UOminion UNIversity
Longwood University

University of Virginia's College at Wise
James Madison University

University of Mary Washington
Christopher Newport University
Norfolk State University

Radford University

Virginia State University

Attachment C

Tuition and
Mandatory Fees  Total Cost Rank
$ 36,570 $ 45,606 1
$ 35,962 $ 44,854 2
$ 32,164 $ 39,610 3
$ 26,744 $ 35,144 4
¢ 29 QA0 ¢ 241 EOR =
» 22,484 $ 3V, 702 {
$ 22,380 $ 30,494 8
$ 21,428 $ 30,318 9
$ 21,738 $ 30,078 10
$ 20,534 $ 29,002 11
$ 19,306 $ 28,834 12
$ 20,243 $ 28,170 13
$ 19,478 $ 27,067 14
$ 15,988 $ 24,868 15
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W VirginiaTech _

Invent the Future -
I
1uitron and
Mandatory Fees Total Cost
Institutions $ $ Rank
University of California, Berkeley 12,834 28,106 1
University of California, Davis 13,860 26,557 2
University of Pittsburgh 16,132 25,562 3
Pennsylvania State 15,984 25,404 4
University of lllinois, Urbana 14,581 24,661 5
Rutgers University, New Brunswick 12,754 24,016 6
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor 12,634 23,162 7
University of Washington, Seattle 10,574 20,924 8
Michigan State 12,769 20,923 9
University of Minnesota, Twin Cities 13,022 20,856 10
Ohio State 9,735 20,517 11
University of Colorado, Boulder 9,152 20,430 12
University of Texas, Austin 9,794 20,216 13
Purdue, West Lafayette 9,478 18,988 14
University of Maryland, College Park 8,655 18,532 15
SUNY at Buffalo 7,482 18,210 16
University of Missouri-Columbia 8,989 17,632 17
Stony Brook University 6,994 17,568 18
I limivimmemibis ~F VAT A A~~~ im RAAAdiAme alalals AT A -~
LGACHT LIV O,4£ | 10,021 L E
North Carolina State 7,018 15,554 22
lowa State 7,486 15,468 23
University of Fiorida 5,657 14,457 24




giniaTech

Invent the Future

Institutions

University of California, Berkeley
University of California, Davis
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor
University of Texas, Austin
University of Colorado, Boulder
University of lllinois, Urbana
Michigan State

University of Washington, Seattle
Pennsylvania State

Purdue, West Lafayette

University of Florida

Rutgers University, New Brunswick
University of Maryland, College Park
Ohio State

University of Pittsburgh

University of Wisconsin, Madison
TAavas AR

YR Iy W VIR M L AT T

North Carolina State

SUNY at Buffalo

lowa State

Stony Brook University

University of Minnesota, Twin Cities

Attachment C

Tuition and
Mandatory Fees Total Cost
$ $ Rank
$ 35,712 $ 50,984 1
$ 36,738 $ 49,435 2
$ 37,782 $ 48,310 3
$ 32,506 $ 42,928 4
$ 30,330 $ 41,608 5
$ 29,953 $ 40,033 6
$ 31,639 $39,793 7
$ 28,058 $ 38,408 8
$ 28,066 $ 37,486 9
$ 27,646 $37,156 10
$ 27,934 $ 36,734 11
$ 25,416 $ 36,678 12
$ 26,026 $ 35,903 13
$ 24,630 $ 35,412 14
$ 25,540 $ 34,970 15
$ 25415 $ 33,139 16
™ A3 044 (ol aTa BNt IV =
[P RS 4 P OV, LS 19
$ 19,853 $ 28,389 20
$ 16,932 $ 27,660 21
$ 19,358 $ 27,340 22
$ 16,444 $27,018 23
$ 18,022 $ 25,856 24

49



Attachment C



W VirginiaTech

| invent the Future

institutions

University of Pittsburgh

University of Michigan, Ann Arbor
Pennsylvania State

Rutgers University, New Brunswick
University of lllinois, Urbana
University of Minnesota-Twin Cities
University of Maryland, College Park
Michigan State

University of California, Davis
University of Washington, Seattle
University of California, Berkeley

University of Florida
Mibhin Ctat~

WY TIONY W ¥VIDLUILIDHE, IVviaUuloul ]
University of Colorado, Boulder
University of Texas, Austin
SUNY at Buffalo

Stony Brook University

Purdue, West Lafayette
University of Missouri-Columbia
lowa State

Texas A&M

North Carolina State

Tuition and Mandatory

Fees
$ Rank
19,514 1
18,860 2
18,032 3
16,531 4
15,727 5
15,240 6
13,983 7
13,656 8
13,105 9
12,898 10
12,834 11
11,954 12
11,009 12
10,867 16
10,610 17
10,536 18
9,974 19
9,478 20
8,866 21
8,508 22
8,180 23
7,834 24

Attachment C
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invent the Future

Institutions

University of Michigan, Ann Arbor
University of Pittsburgh
Pennsylvania State

University of Florida

Ohio State

University of Maryland, College Park
University of California, Davis
University of lllinois, Urbana
University of California, Berkeley
Purdue, West Lafayette

Michigan State

University of Colorado, Boulder
University of Washington, Seattle
Rutgers University, New Brunswick
University of Wisconsin, Madison

I hmissmumiti s ~E R Al im i m fmn Thaddem ML~

WENVSIDILY WU IWVHODOUULN WU TIIA
lowa State

University of Texas, Austin
North Carolina State

SUNY at Buffalo

Stony Brook University

Texas A&M

ee. 'ntl1

c'u

-

Tuition and Mandatory

Fees
$ Rank

$37,920 1

$31,476 2

$30,516 3

$29,348 4
$28,548 )
$28,527 6

$28,207 7

$27,955 8
$27,936 9
$27.,646 10
$26,820 11
$26,743 12
$25,768 13
$25,531 14
$25,127 15
LY, 20Y 8
$20,224 19
$20,108 20
$19,882 21
$16,826 22
$16,264 23
$15,692 24

Attachment C
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 This recommendation balances the resource needs
of the university with price sensitivity.

d Increases are significantly less than in previous
years, yet allow the university to make modest
progress towards meeting the university’s and
Commonwealth’s goals.

J Commitment to access for Virginia resident
undergraduates in accordance with the university’s
Management Agreement is continued.
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