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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 

Demand)1
Health Sciences

Applied 
Baccalaureate

Total 
Undergraduate

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 121,337 5,110 12,630 160 139,237

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 1,583                        360  270                                ‐    2,213
AY 2010‐2011 2,117                       360  270                               40  2,787
AY 2011‐2012 ‐267                    1,050  330                            120  1,233
AY 2012‐2013 ‐880                    1,060  520                            200  900
AY 2013‐2014 ‐840                    1,090  520                            340  1,110
AY 2014‐2015 80                    1,110  520                            340  2,050
AY 2015‐2016 750                    1,120  540                            290  2,700
AY 2016‐2017 760                    1,150  500                            190  2,600
AY 2017‐2018 630                    1,170  540                            160  2,500
AY 2018‐2019 200                    1,200  520                               80  2,000

Total Estimated Incremental Growth 4,133 9,670 4,530 1,760 20,093

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

125,470 14,780 17,160 1,920 159,330

1

Community and Technical Colleges

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded

Undergraduate

For Community and Technical Colleges, STEM (High Demand) includes STEM and Workforce 
Development.
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 

Demand)1
Health Sciences

Applied 
Baccalaureate

Total

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 26,490 1,890 4,680 40 33,099

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 1,050 140 100 70 1,360
AY 2010‐2011 770 130 100 10 1,011
AY 2011‐2012 220 390 120 ‐5 725
AY 2012‐2013 330 390 190 35 944
AY 2013‐2014 321 401 201 90 1,012
AY 2014‐2015 659 419 190 145 1,413
AY 2015‐2016 671 411 200 260 1,542
AY 2016‐2017 549 430 180 245 1,405
AY 2017‐2018 1,081 429 200 230 1,940
AY 2018‐2019 419 440 200 140 1,199

Total Estimated Incremental Growth 6,070 3,580 1,680 1,220 12,551

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

32,560 5,470 6,360 1,260 45,649

Community and Technical Colleges

Degrees, 1 year or longer Certificates, Apprenticeship Awards ­ All 
Funding Sources
Baccalaureate
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 12488 1364 670 14522 1586 1096 1604 4286 18808

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 636 54 42 732 75 6 20 101 833
AY 2010‐2011 622 85 44 751 67 47 16 130 881
AY 2011‐2012 313 52 27 392 85 51 3 139 531
AY 2012‐2013 215 42 22 279 89 55 10 154 433
AY 2013‐2014 202 59 23 284 54 60 53 167 451
AY 2014‐2015 232 46 24 302 95 63 18 176 478
AY 2015‐2016 143 139 71 353 5 147 32 184 537
AY 2016‐2017 317 41 30 388 98 72 21 191 579
AY 2017‐2018 375 46 24 445 100 75 21 196 641
AY 2018‐2019 415 52 26 493 68 51 15 134 627

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

3470 616 333 4419 736 627 209 1572 5991

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

15958 1980 1003 18941 2322 1723 1813 5858 24799

Building availability and occupancy are modeled in a step‐wise fashion for FTEs, while maintaining the relationship of FTEs to degrees in modeling degree production

Washington State University
Pullman / Spokane

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate

Projections assume an unlimited supply of students and operating budgets and that all WSU buildings on 10‐year capital plan are built and fully occupied.
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

BA BS/BAS
FY/AY 2009 (Base) 2534 587 358 3479 444 221 289 953 4432

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 54 27 25 106 15 1 2 18 124
AY 2010‐2011 305 41 25 371 16 9 3 28 399
AY 2011‐2012 164 27 17 208 21 10 4 35 243
AY 2012‐2013 92 24 15 131 23 11 4 38 169
AY 2013‐2014 82 31 15 128 17 12 14 43 171
AY 2014‐2015 60 25 16 101 28 12 5 45 146
AY 2015‐2016 26 68 42 136 10 29 9 48 184
AY 2016‐2017 101 24 19 144 31 14 5 50 194
AY 2017‐2018 118 21 13 152 32 15 6 53 205
AY 2018‐2019 113 24 15 152 39 10 4 53 205

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

1115 312 202 1629 232 123 56 411 2040

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

3649 899 560 5108 676 344 345 1364 6472

Washington State University

Pullman / Spokane

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 1476 187 36 1699 287 29 63 379 2078

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 248 31 6 285 21 3 16 40 325
AY 2010‐2011 56 40 8 104 14 4 11 29 133
AY 2011‐2012 48 64 8 120 20 13 3 36 156
AY 2012‐2013 96 19 9 124 34 6 3 43 167
AY 2013‐2014 88 19 9 116 37 6 3 46 162
AY 2014‐2015 98 20 10 128 41 8 4 53 181
AY 2015‐2016 198 36 15 249 64 11 15 90 339
AY 2016‐2017 177 33 16 226 70 14 17 101 327
AY 2017‐2018 83 31 80 194 43 15 56 114 308
AY 2018‐2019 158 24 12 194 88 15 27 130 324

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

1250 317 173 1740 432 95 155 682 2422

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

2726 504 209 3439 719 124 218 1061 4500

Building availability and occupancy are modeled in a step‐wise fashion for FTEs, while maintaining the relationship of FTEs to degrees in modeling degree production

Washington State University
Vancouver

Undergraduate Graduate
FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded

Projections assume an unlimited supply of students and operating budgets and that all WSU buildings on 10‐year capital plan are built and fully occupied.
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

BA BS/BAS
FY/AY 2009 (Base) 487 96 16 599 107 6 29 142 741

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 47 15 3 65 0 0 7 7 72
AY 2010‐2011 32 21 3 56 8 1 5 14 70
AY 2011‐2012 10 33 3 46 7 2 2 11 57
AY 2012‐2013 29 9 4 42 12 2 1 15 57
AY 2013‐2014 29 10 4 43 14 1 1 16 59
AY 2014‐2015 31 10 4 45 15 1 2 18 63
AY 2015‐2016 32 18 6 56 12 2 7 21 77
AY 2016‐2017 45 18 6 69 24 3 8 35 104
AY 2017‐2018 22 15 33 70 11 3 25 39 109
AY 2018‐2019 52 13 5 70 28 3 13 44 114

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

329 162 71 562 131 18 71 220 782

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

816 258 87 1161 238 24 100 362 1523

Washington State University

Vancouver

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 570 53 102 725 143 34 34 211 936

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 78 8 14 100 4 1 1 6 106
AY 2010‐2011 86 8 17 111 1 2 2 5 116
AY 2011‐2012 47 4 11 62 4 2 2 8 70
AY 2012‐2013 43 5 12 60 0 1 1 2 62
AY 2013‐2014 46 4 13 63 1 1 1 3 66
AY 2014‐2015 50 5 14 69 ‐1 1 1 1 70
AY 2015‐2016 52 6 15 73 ‐1 1 1 1 74
AY 2016‐2017 53 106 35 194 ‐1 1 1 1 195
AY 2017‐2018 112 22 31 165 ‐1 1 1 1 166
AY 2018‐2019 95 19 25 139 0 0 0 0 139

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

662 187 187 1036 6 11 11 28 1064

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

1232 240 289 1761 149 45 45 239 2000

Building availability and occupancy are modeled in a step‐wise fashion for FTEs, while maintaining the relationship of FTEs to degrees in modeling degree production

Washington State University
Tri‐Cities

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded

Undergraduate Graduate

Projections assume an unlimited supply of students and operating budgets and that all WSU buildings on 10‐year capital plan are built and fully occupied.
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

BA BS/BAS
FY/AY 2009 (Base) 177 43 2 222 50 21 5 76 298

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 22 5 0 27 11 0 0 11 38
AY 2010‐2011 17 7 1 25 1 1 0 2 27
AY 2011‐2012 17 4 0 21 ‐1 2 1 2 23
AY 2012‐2013 16 3 0 19 3 0 0 3 22
AY 2013‐2014 16 4 0 20 0 1 0 1 21
AY 2014‐2015 17 4 0 21 0 1 0 1 22
AY 2015‐2016 17 4 1 22 0 0 0 0 22
AY 2016‐2017 ‐49 85 0 36 0 1 0 1 37
AY 2017‐2018 28 18 1 47 0 0 0 0 47
AY 2018‐2019 30 15 0 45 0 0 0 0 45

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

131 149 3 283 14 6 1 21 304

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

308 192 5 505 64 27 6 97 602

Washington State University

Tri‐Cities

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 3863 50 0 3913 300 0 0 300 4213

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 25 25 50 0 0 0 0 50
AY 2010‐2011 25 25 50 0 0 0 0 50
AY 2011‐2012 45 25 70 0 0 0 0 70
AY 2012‐2013 35 25 60 0 0 0 0 60
AY 2013‐2014 10 25 35 0 0 0 0 35
AY 2014‐2015 25 25 0 0 0 0 25
AY 2015‐2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AY 2016‐2017 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AY 2017‐2018 10 25 35 0 0 0 0 35
AY 2018‐2019 30 25 55 0 0 0 0 55

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

205 75 100 380 0 0 0 0 380

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

4068 125 100 4293 300 0 0 300 4593

The Evergreen State College

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 1024 140 0 1164 100 0 0 100 1264

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 5 0 0 5 10 0 0 10 15
AY 2010‐2011 1 14 0 15 0 0 0 0 15
AY 2011‐2012 6 15 0 21 0 0 0 0 21
AY 2012‐2013 16 2 0 18 0 0 0 0 18
AY 2013‐2014 10 1 0 11 0 0 0 0 11
AY 2014‐2015 7 1 0 8 0 0 0 0 8
AY 2015‐2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AY 2016‐2017 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AY 2017‐2018 10 1 0 11 0 0 0 0 11
AY 2018‐2019 14 3 0 17 0 0 0 0 17

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

69 37 0 106 10 0 0 10 116

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

1093 177 0 1270 110 0 0 110 1380

* Currently, Evergreen's Bachelor of Science and dual Bachelor of Art and Science are counted as STEM degrees per our National Science Foundation grants and for purposes of Dept. of 

The Evergreen State College

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences

Undergraduate 
Total

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences Graduate Total

Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 13,690 3 9,050 3 955 23,695 3,675 3 3,125 3 3,700 10,500 34,195

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 100 100 50 50 150
AY 2010‐2011 100 100 50 50 150
AY 2011‐2012 50 50 120 120 170
AY 2012‐2013 50 50 120 120 170
AY 2013‐2014 50 50 120 120 170
AY 2014‐2015 75 75 140 140 215
AY 2015‐2016 125 125 140 140 265
AY 2016‐2017 225 225 140 140 365
AY 2017‐2018 225 225 140 140 365
AY 2018‐2019 225 225 140 140 365

Total Estimated Incremental Growth 0 1,225 0 1,225 0 1,160 0 1,160 2,385

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

13,690 10,275 955 24,920 3,675 4,285 3,700 11,660 36,580

1

2

3
4
General and High Demand Enrollments in FY/AY 2009 are split according to 2008‐09 Base Analysis provided by UW. 
Health Science degree awards are included in the STEM (High Demand) awards.

The UW has reported "STEM (High Demand)" as equivalent to Areas of Critical State Need which include "life, natural, environmental and health sciences, engineering, computer and 
information systems and sciences, education and teacher preparation, and mathematics, applied mathematics, and statistics."  

University of Washington
Seattle

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate

The UW did not provide funding sources for degrees produced, and so all degrees reported are recorded as State Funded.  
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences

Undergraduate 
Total

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences Graduate Total

Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 4,450 2,700 4 7,150 1,720 2,040 4 3,760 10,910

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 170 100 270 ‐70 80 10 280
AY 2010‐2011 ‐270 240 ‐30 ‐10 20 10 ‐20
AY 2011‐2012 0 ‐30 ‐30 0 0 0 ‐30
AY 2012‐2013 ‐60 110 50 10 10 20 70
AY 2013‐2014 ‐20 40 20 ‐10 20 10 30
AY 2014‐2015 40 ‐70 ‐30 10 10 20 ‐10
AY 2015‐2016 ‐5 25 20 0 10 10 30
AY 2016‐2017 ‐25 55 30 0 10 10 40
AY 2017‐2018 20 0 20 ‐10 20 10 30
AY 2018‐2019 10 30 40 10 0 10 50

Total Estimated Incremental Growth ‐140 500 0 360 ‐70 180 0 110 470

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

4,310 3,200 0 7,510 1,650 2,220 0 3,870 11,380

University of Washington

Seattle

Degree Awards All Funding Sources 1

Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences

Undergraduate 
Total

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences Graduate Total

Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 1,335 3 275 3 140 1,750 140 3 60 3 30 230 1,980

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 50 25 75 20 0 20 95
AY 2010‐2011 50 25 75 20 0 20 95
AY 2011‐2012 130 45 175 15 10 25 200
AY 2012‐2013 130 45 175 15 10 25 200
AY 2013‐2014 175 50 225 20 15 35 260
AY 2014‐2015 175 50 225 20 15 35 260
AY 2015‐2016 175 50 225 20 15 35 260
AY 2016‐2017 175 50 225 20 15 35 260
AY 2017‐2018 175 50 225 20 15 35 260
AY 2018‐2019 175 50 225 20 15 35 260

Total Estimated Incremental Growth 1,410 440 0 1,850 190 110 0 300 2,150

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

2,745 715 140 3,600 330 170 30 530 4,130

1

2

3
4

The UW has reported "STEM (High Demand)" as equivalent to Areas of Critical State Need which include "life, natural, environmental and health sciences, engineering, computer and 
information systems and sciences, education and teacher preparation, and mathematics, applied mathematics, and statistics."  

University of Washington
Bothell

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate

The UW did not provide funding sources for degrees produced, and so all degrees reported are recorded as State Funded.  

General and High Demand Enrollments in FY/AY 2009 are split according to 2008‐09 Base Analysis provided by UW. 
Health Science degree awards are included in the STEM (High Demand) awards.
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences

Undergraduate 
Total

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences Graduate Total

Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 640 220 4 860 65 55 4 120 980

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 0 0 0 15 ‐5 10 10
AY 2010‐2011 10 ‐10 0 10 10 20 20
AY 2011‐2012 20 0 20 0 10 10 30
AY 2012‐2013 20 0 20 20 0 20 40
AY 2013‐2014 30 0 30 10 10 20 50
AY 2014‐2015 30 0 30 20 0 20 50
AY 2015‐2016 30 0 30 10 10 20 50
AY 2016‐2017 20 0 20 30 0 30 50
AY 2017‐2018 20 0 20 10 10 20 40
AY 2018‐2019 10 0 10 10 10 20 30

Total Estimated Incremental Growth 190 ‐10 0 180 135 55 0 190 370

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

830 210 0 1,040 200 110 0 310 1,350

University of Washington

Bothell

Degree Awards All Funding Sources 1

Baccalaureate Graduate 

Appendix A

14



Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences

Undergraduate 
Total

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences Graduate Total

Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 1,520 3 380 3 75 1,975 160 3 150 3 65 375 2,350

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 160 40 200 10 10 20 220
AY 2010‐2011 160 40 200 10 10 20 220
AY 2011‐2012 225 75 300 15 15 30 330
AY 2012‐2013 225 75 300 15 15 30 330
AY 2013‐2014 225 75 300 20 30 50 350
AY 2014‐2015 225 75 300 20 30 50 350
AY 2015‐2016 250 100 350 30 30 60 410
AY 2016‐2017 250 100 350 30 30 60 410
AY 2017‐2018 250 100 350 30 30 60 410
AY 2018‐2019 250 100 350 30 30 60 410

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

2,220 780 0 3,000 210 230 0 440 3,440

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

3,740 1,160 75 4,975 370 380 65 815 5,790

1

2

3
4

The UW has reported "STEM (High Demand)" as equivalent to Areas of Critical State Need which include "life, natural, environmental and health sciences, engineering, computer and 
information systems and sciences, education and teacher preparation, and mathematics, applied mathematics, and statistics."  

University of Washington
Tacoma

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate

The UW did not provide funding sources for degrees produced, and so all degrees reported are recorded as State Funded.  

General and High Demand Enrollments in FY/AY 2009 are split according to 2008‐09 Base Analysis provided by UW. 
Health Science degree awards are included in the STEM (High Demand) awards.

Appendix A

15



Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences

Undergraduate 
Total

General
STEM (High 

Demand)2
Health Sciences Graduate Total

Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 820 170 4 990 65 55 4 120 1,110

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 ‐10 0 ‐10 15 ‐5 10 0
AY 2010‐2011 0 0 0 10 10 20 20
AY 2011‐2012 50 0 50 0 10 10 60
AY 2012‐2013 40 10 50 20 0 20 70
AY 2013‐2014 40 0 40 10 10 20 60
AY 2014‐2015 40 0 40 20 0 20 60
AY 2015‐2016 30 0 30 10 10 20 50
AY 2016‐2017 20 0 20 30 0 30 50
AY 2017‐2018 20 10 30 10 10 20 50
AY 2018‐2019 20 0 20 10 10 20 40

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

250 20 0 270 135 55 0 190 460

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

1,070 190 0 1,260 200 110 0 310 1,570

University of Washington

Tacoma

Degree Awards All Funding Sources 1

Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 5150 1710 440 7300 210 40 15 265 7565

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 106 35 9 150 5 3 2 10 160
AY 2010‐2011 126 43 11 180 5 3 2 10 190
AY 2011‐2012 152 53 15 220 10 3 2 15 235
AY 2012‐2013 164 59 17 240 10 5 2 17 257
AY 2013‐2014 175 66 19 260 15 5 2 22 282
AY 2014‐2015 145 57 18 220 15 5 4 24 244
AY 2015‐2016 128 55 17 200 20 5 4 29 229
AY 2016‐2017 128 55 17 200 20 7 4 31 231
AY 2017‐2018 134 58 18 210 25 7 4 36 246
AY 2018‐2019 138 62 20 220 25 7 4 36 256

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

1396 543 161 2100 150 50 30 230 2330

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

6546 2253 601 9400 360 90 45 495 9895

Central Washington University
Ellensburg

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 
Demand)*

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 1360 320 120 1800 130 15 10 155 1955

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 10 5 2 17 5 2 2 9 26
AY 2010‐2011 10 5 5 20 5 2 2 9 29
AY 2011‐2012 10 7 5 22 6 3 2 11 33
AY 2012‐2013 15 8 5 28 6 3 3 12 40
AY 2013‐2014 15 10 8 33 6 4 3 13 46
AY 2014‐2015 25 10 8 43 7 4 3 14 57
AY 2015‐2016 30 15 10 55 7 5 3 15 70
AY 2016‐2017 30 15 10 55 7 5 4 16 71
AY 2017‐2018 25 20 12 57 8 6 4 18 75
AY 2018‐2019 20 20 15 55 8 6 4 18 73

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

190 115 80 385 65 40 30 135 520

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

1550 435 200 2185 195 55 40 290 2475

Central Washington University

Ellensburg

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 

Appendix A

18



Institution:
Campus/Location:

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 1240 30 20 1290 55 5 0 60 1350

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 40 5 3 48 5 3 8 56
AY 2010‐2011 50 5 3 58 5 3 8 66
AY 2011‐2012 50 10 5 65 7 5 12 77
AY 2012‐2013 60 10 5 75 7 5 12 87
AY 2013‐2014 70 10 7 87 7 5 12 99
AY 2104‐2015 70 10 7 87 10 7 17 104
AY 2105‐2016 60 10 10 80 10 7 17 97
AY 2016‐2017 60 10 10 80 10 7 17 97
AY 2017‐2018 50 10 10 70 12 10 22 92
AY 2018‐2019 50 10 10 70 15 10 25 95

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

560 90 70 720 88 62 0 150 870

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

1800 120 90 2010 143 67 0 210 2220

Central Washington University
University Centers

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate
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Institution:

Campus/Location:

General
STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate and 
Graduate Total

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 550 10 560 20 10 0 30 590

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 5 2 7 2 1 3 10
AY 2010‐2011 10 2 12 2 1 3 15
AY 2011‐2012 15 3 18 4 2 6 24
AY 2012‐2013 20 3 23 4 2 6 29
AY 2013‐2014 25 4 29 5 2 7 36
AY 2104‐2015 25 4 29 5 2 7 36
AY 2105‐2016 30 5 35 6 3 9 44
AY 2016‐2017 30 5 35 6 3 9 44
AY 2017‐2018 40 6 46 7 4 11 57
AY 2018‐2019 40 6 46 7 4 11 57

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

240 40 0 280 48 24 0 72 352

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

790 50 0 840 68 34 0 102 942

Central Washington University

University Centers

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

*Eastern has provided a FY/AY 2008 Base.  The FY/AY 2009 Base used here is their  FY/AY 2009 Estimate.

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 5,681 1,252 807 7,739 1,144 39 151 1,335 9,074

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 ‐76 19 16 ‐41 1 1 2 4 ‐37
AY 2010‐2011 9 19 16 44 1 1 2 4 48
AY 2011‐2012 51 19 17 87 1 1 2 4 91
AY 2012‐2013 28 20 17 65 1 1 2 4 69
AY 2013‐2014 21 20 17 58 1 1 2 4 62
AY 2014‐2015 15 20 18 53 1 1 2 4 57
AY 2015‐2016 10 21 18 49 1 1 2 4 53
AY 2016‐2017 32 21 19 72 1 1 2 4 76
AY 2017‐2018 17 21 19 57 1 1 2 4 61
AY 2018‐2019 25 21 19 66 1 1 2 4 70

Total Estimated Incremental Growth 133 201 177 511 10 6 22 38 549

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

5,813 1,453 984 8,250 1,154 46 173 1,373 9,623

Eastern Washington University
All Locations

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 
Demand)*

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 1,476 325 223 2,023 482 16 63 562 2,585

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 ‐19 5 4 ‐10 95 3 12 111 101
AY 2010‐2011 2 5 4 11 1 0 1 1 12
AY 2011‐2012 13 5 4 22 1 0 1 2 24
AY 2012‐2013 7 5 4 16 1 0 1 2 18
AY 2013‐2014 5 5 4 15 1 0 1 2 16
AY 2014‐2015 4 5 5 13 1 0 1 2 15
AY 2015‐2016 3 5 5 12 1 0 1 2 14
AY 2016‐2017 8 5 5 18 1 0 1 2 20
AY 2017‐2018 4 5 5 14 1 0 1 2 16
AY 2018‐2019 6 5 5 16 1 0 1 2 19

Total Estimated Incremental Growth 33 51 45 128 100 6 22 128 256

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus Incremental 
Growth

1,509 375 267 2,151 582 22 85 689 2,841

Eastern Washington University

All Locations

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 9719 1408 512 11639 408 85 43 536 12175

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 180 25 9 214 7 1 1 9 224
AY 2010‐2011 152 25 9 186 7 1 1 9 195
AY 2011‐2012 181 25 9 215 7 1 1 9 224
AY 2012‐2013 171 25 9 205 7 1 1 9 214
AY 2013‐2014 171 25 9 205 7 1 1 9 214
AY 2014‐2015 171 25 9 205 7 1 1 9 214
AY 2015‐2016 171 25 9 205 7 1 1 9 214
AY 2016‐2017 171 25 9 205 7 1 1 9 214
AY 2017‐2018 171 25 9 205 7 1 1 9 214
AY 2018‐2019 171 25 9 205 7 1 1 9 214

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

1711 248 90 2049 72 15 7 94 2143

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

11429 1656 602 13688 480 100 50 630 14318

Western Washington University

FTE Enrollment ­ State Funded
Undergraduate Graduate
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Institution

Campus/Location

General
STEM (High 
Demand)*

Health Sciences
Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

FY/AY 2009 (Base) 2641 433 201 3275 265 55 58 378 3653

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 114 19 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2010‐2011 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2011‐2012 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2012‐2013 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2013‐2014 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2014‐2015 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2015‐2016 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2016‐2017 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2017‐2018 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150
AY 2018‐2019 114 20 9 143 5 1 1 7 150

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

1139 197 93 1429 51 12 8 71 1500

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

3780 630 294 4704 316 67 66 449 5153

Western Washington University

Degree Awards All Funding Sources
Baccalaureate Graduate 
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Institution
Campus/Location

General
STEM  (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
Total 

Undergraduate
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Total Graduate
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base) 18,496 4,278 1,672 24,446 6,425 117 506 7,048 31,494

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010 684 221 69 974 289 9 ‐4 294 1,268
AY 2010‐2011 234 83 40 357 99 12 3 114 471
AY 2011‐2012 258 115 27 400 85 13 12 110 510
AY 2012‐2013 221 119 47 387 62 12 2 76 463
AY 2013‐2014 177 109 38 324 58 12 22 92 416
AY 2014‐2015 182 83 38 303 45 13 22 80 383
AY 2015‐2016 266 103 7 376 44 12 22 78 454
AY 2016‐2017 261 99 6 366 44 13 2 59 425
AY 2017‐2018 229 132 6 367 44 12 2 58 425
AY 2018‐2019 199 71 8 278 50 12 1 63 341

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

2,711 1,135 286 4,132 820 120 84 1,024 5,156

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

21,207 5,413 1,958 28,578 7,245 237 590 8,072 36,650

Undergraduate Graduate

Independent Colleges

FTE Enrollment ­ Independent Colleges at Current Level of Resources
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Institution
Campus/Location

FY/AY 2009 (State‐Funded Base)

Estimated Growth Increment
AY 2009‐2010
AY 2010‐2011
AY 2011‐2012
AY 2012‐2013
AY 2013‐2014
AY 2014‐2015
AY 2015‐2016
AY 2016‐2017
AY 2017‐2018
AY 2018‐2019

Total Estimated Incremental 
Growth

Total AY 2008‐2009 Base Plus 
Incremental Growth

General
STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences
 Undergraduate 

Total
General

STEM (High 
Demand)

Health Sciences Graduate Total
Undergraduate 
and Graduate 

Total
BA BS/BAS

4,606 911 446 5,963 # 2,730 43 189 2,962 8,925
0
0

59 10 5 74 # 58 0 0 58 132
51 11 4 66 # 113 0 9 122 188
26 4 34 64 # 80 1 10 91 155
330 91 27 448 # 68 0 0 68 516
60 35 3 98 # 66 0 1 67 165
54 38 17 109 # 44 1 18 63 172
46 38 29 113 # 31 0 19 50 163
55 15 17 87 # 34 0 18 52 139
69 28 1 98 # 35 1 1 37 135
121 21 1 143 # 34 0 0 34 177

871 291 138 1,300 563 3 76 642 1,942

5,477 1,202 584 7,263 3,293 46 265 3,604 10,867

Baccalaureate Graduate 

Independent Colleges

Degree Awards State Funded ­ Independent Colleges at Current Level of Resources
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Potential Cost Rates for Capacity Study Enrollment Plans as of 10/08/08

General STEM Health Sciences General STEM Health Sciences

UW‐Seattle 5,600 9,600 12,500 15,100 15,500 16,800
UW‐Bothell 5,800 10,000 12,500 15,000 15,500 16,800
UW‐Tacoma 5,800 10,000 12,500 15,000 15,500 16,800
WSU‐Pullman/Spokane 5,600 9,600 12,500 15,100 15,500 16,800
WSU‐Tri‐Cities 5,800 10,000 12,500 15,000 15,500 16,800
WSU‐Vancouver 5,800 10,000 12,500 15,000 15,500 16,800

Central Washington University 6,200 9,000 7,800 11,300 15,500 14,900

Eastern Washington University 6,200 9,000 7,800 11,300 15,500 14,900

The Evergreen State College 6,200 9,000 7,800 11,300 15,500 14,900

Western Washington University 6,200 9,000 7,800 11,300 15,500 14,900

Community and Technical Colleges 5,600 8,800 8,800

CTC Applied Baccalaureate 6,300

Calculated

2007­09 Budgeted Rates Assumptions and Methodology
1
2
3

4

5
6
7
8
9
10

Graduate Four‐Year‐High Demand Costs based on WSU’s Masters in Engineering and Science program  
Graduate Research Inst‐Health Sciences Costs align with 2008‐09 appropriations

Undergraduate Comprehensive Inst‐Health Sciences Costs calculated based on Educational Cost Study and ECS Disclosure Report (due to no 
2008‐09 appropriation)
CTC Lower Division Costs ‐All Categories ‐ based on 2008‐09 appropriations

Costs are weighted by Base FTE within sectors.

Graduate Four‐Year‐General Costs align with 2008‐09 appropriations

2008­09 Base State Support Rates per Average Additional FTE
Includes Resident and Nonresident Students
Sources: Senate Ways & Means Committee Proposal for 2007‐09 Higher Education Enrollment; Calculated Costs from 2005‐06 Education Cost Study, 2007‐08 
Disclosure Report, Methodology Below

CTC Applied Baccalaureate Costs based on 2008‐09 appropriations

Undergraduate Graduate

Undergraduate Four‐Year‐General Costs align with 2008‐09 appropriations
Undergraduate Four‐Year‐High Demand Costs align with 2008‐09 appropriations
Undergraduate Research Inst‐Health Sciences Costs align with 2008‐09 appropriations
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Assumptions

1

2

Methodology

Step 1)

Notes:

a)

Step 2)

Notes:

a)

Step 3)

Step 4)

Step 5)

Cost of instruction is identical for resident and nonresident students.  Tuition varies greatly, with nonresident students paying more tuition.  
The final state cost numbers reflect the status quo split of resident and nonresident students, based on budgeted 2007‐08 FTEs and may 
appear lower than other estimates which include only resident students.

For 08‐09 base rates, the increase in total state cost between 07‐08 and 08‐09 (5.9%) is equal to the average of the increase from 05‐06 to 06‐
07 (3.6%) and the increase from 06‐07 to 07‐08 (8.3%).

08‐09 undergraduate health science base rates were weighted among for the comprehensive sector, based on FTEs within enrollment 
categories from the 05‐06 ECS.  Rates were rounded to nearest hundred.

The overall 05‐06 ECS ratio of undergraduate health sciences to graduate health sciences rates was applied to the calculated FY 2009 base 
rates for undergraduate health sciences at comprehensives to get graduate health science rates at comprehensives. 

The ratios of enrollment category costs were applied to net FTE cost, weighted by residency, from the 2007‐08 Disclosure Report.

Calculated Rate Assumptions

Ratios of enrollment category costs by level to total costs by level were calculated using the 2005‐06 Education Cost Study (ECS).

For the Community and Technical Colleges, Health and P.E. academic cluster was considered Health Science Enrollment.  

The ratio of resident to nonresident students remains constant.

The ratio of tuition to total state cost remains constant.
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The institutional and agency personned listed below assisted the project team during the course of the Capacity Study. 

Name Title Organization

Terry Teale Executive Director Council of Presidents

Shelly Johnson Budget Director Central Washington University

Carmen Knoke Assistant Director, Institutional Research Central Washington University

Mark Lundgren Director, Institutional Research Central Washington University

Linda Mahaney  Space Analyst Central Washington University

Wayne Quirk VP Academic Affairs Central Washington University

Carmen Rahm Asst. VP for Info Tech Central Washington University

Douglas Ryder Facilities Planning Officer Central Washington University

Libby Street Chief Planning Officer Central Washington University

John Swiney Admissions Director Central Washington University

Lawrence Briggs Associate VP Enrollment Services Eastern Washington University

Shawn King Associate VP Facilities and Planning Eastern Washington University

Teressa Martin Director, Institutional Research Eastern Washington University

John Mason Provost Eastern Washington University

Gary Pratt Chief Information Officer IT Eastern Washington University

Tomson Spink Facilities Contract Specialist Eastern Washington University

Violet Boyer President & CEO Independent Colleges of Washington

Elaine Davis Research Manager State Board for Community and Technical College Education

Cable Green Director, eLearning  State Board for Community and Technical College Education

Mary Alice Grobins Director, Financial Services State Board for Community and Technical College Education

Tom Henderson Director, Capital Budget State Board for Community and Technical College Education

Loretta Seppanen Director, Research and Analysis State Board for Community and Technical College Education

Jan Yoshiwara Deputy Executive Director of Education State Board for Community and Technical College Education

Don Bantz Academic Vice President and Provost The Evergreen State College

Laura Coghlan Director, Institutional Research The Evergreen State College

Steve Hunter Student Affairs The Evergreen State College

John Hurley VP Finance and Administration The Evergreen State College

Kirk Knittle Scheduling/Space Management The Evergreen State College

Paul Smith Director, Facilities Services The Evergreen State College

Ken Tabbutt Academic Dean The Evergreen State College

Phil Hoffman Director, Office of Institutional Studies University of Washington

Colleen Pike Director, Capital & Space Planning  University of Washington

Edward Taylor Vice Provost and Dean University of Washington

Phyllis Wise Provost & Executive Vice President University of Washington

Robert Bates Director, Res and Grad Educ Washington State University 

Deborah Carlson Director, Capitol Budget Washington State University 

Cathy Fulkerson Director, Institutional Research Washington State University 

Charles Hemphill Space Alloc Mgr, Cap Plng & Dev Washington State University 

Viji Murali VP Information Services Washington State University 

Jane Sherman Vice Prov Acad Policy & Eval Washington State University 

Rick Benner E.D. Facility Planning and Development Western Washington University

Jerry Boles Special Assistant to the Provost Western Washington University

John Lawson Vice Provost / CIO Western Washington University

Denis Murphy Provost Western Washington University

Sharon Schmidtz Asst. Dir. Institutional Research Western Washington University

Tim Wynn Director, Facilities Management Western Washington University
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