CCCU Tuition Survey: 2011-12 Update 
by Stanley A. Clark, Provost

Simpson University

Introduction.  This is the twenty-seventh in an annual series of reports on tuition and fees at member institutions of the Council of Christian Colleges and Universities (CCCU).  It is based on data collected by the College Board (“Annual Survey of Colleges 2011”); their findings appeared in the November 4, 2011 edition of The Chronicle of Higher Education.  All 109 member institutions in the US (see Note 1) are included in this report; Canadian schools and non-member affiliates are not. 

General findings.  The Appendix presents summary data for 109 CCCU institutions, rank ordered from highest to lowest tuition for 2011-12.  In order to better understand the central tendencies and variations across the population, Table I presents means, medians, ranges and standard deviations for 2011-12 and the past 4 years as well.

Table I

Summary Statistics: CCCU Tuition/Fees (in dollars)


2011-12
2010-11
2009-10
2008-09
2007-08


Mean
22,684
21,667
 20,595
 19,677
 18,743



Median
23,040
21,995
 20,740
 19,570
 18,771  
 
Std Dev
  4,385
4,220
4,244
4,075
3,834

Range 
23,030 
22,440
 21,790
 22,800
   20,842
    



Mean % Ch
5.1
5.1
4.8
                    6.3                   6.4

N
109
      107
   106
 106                 
  101                 



We can see from reviewing Table I that the means, medians and standard deviations continue to increase each year.  The percent increase in tuition/fees for 2011-12 is identical to the increase for 2010-11 (5.1 percent for both years).

An inspection of tuition/fee data (Appendix) in thousand-dollar intervals reveals that there is no modal interval for 2011-12.  The tuition for one-third of our institutions (N=35) falls in the narrow range between $23,000-26,000, and for almost two-thirds of our group (N=68) the tuition is between $19,000-26,000. Seventy-five (75) member institutions have passed the $20,000 mark this year, compared to 72 in 2010-11, 64 in 2009-10, 50 in 2008-09, 36 in 2007-08, 28 in 2006-07, 15 in 2005-06, and 10 in 2004-05.  Four schools now charge tuition in excess of $30,000.
National Comparisons.  How do the member institutions of the CCCU compare to national averages for tuition/fees?  Table 2 presents comparative data for 2011-12.  The rate of increase (see Note 4) was slightly higher for CCCU institutions (5.1 percent) than for the group of all 4-year privates (4.5 percent), but considerably below the increase at 4-year publics (8.3 percent) again this year.  Our average tuition is $5,816 below the national average of all privates, which makes our mean about 80 percent of that average.  Only 9 of our member institutions (8.2 percent) are either at or above the 4-year private college national mean, with 91.8 percent below the mean.  We continue to be an excellent value in comparison to other private 4-year US colleges.

Table 2

2011-12 Mean Tuition, and Mean Percent Changes from 2010-11 *

Type of Institution

Mean

Percent Change
   


        Private 4-year
       
   $ 28,500

   4.5

   


        CCCU


   $ 22,684

   5.1

   


        Public 4-year

   $ 8,244

   8.3
     *  source:  The Chronicle of Higher Education (November 4, 2011). 

Other findings.  The following are worth noting for 2011-12:

    (a.)  There continues to be consistency in rankings at the extremes of the distribution, and general stability in rankings throughout the CCCU.  For example, the top 10 schools are unchanged for 2011-12, in almost the identical order as they were a year ago.

    (b.)  Double-digit tuition increases occurred on only 2 campuses this year, compared to 3 in each of the last two years.  At the other end of the spectrum, 7 institutions had tuition increases of less than three percent, compared to 10 last year and 13 the year before.  One institution (University of the Southwest) did not increase its tuition at all, and one (Louisiana College) actually decreased tuition by $50 for 2011-12. 

    (c.)  The average dollar increase for 2011-12 was $1,083, compared to $1,072 in 2010-11, $950 in 2009-10, $1,164 in 2008-09, $1,121 in 2007-08, $1,056 in 2006-07, $944 in 2005-06, and $958 in 2004-05.  Sixty-three institutions increased tuition by more than $1,000, compared to 55 in 2010-11, 48 in 2009-10, 70 in 2008-09, 64 in 2007-08, 51 in 2006-07, 41 in 2005-06, and 43 in 2004-05.
Special notes.  

2. The universe is defined as all 110 US institutions listed on the CCCU website as “members” as of November 2011.  College of the Ozarks (MO) has again been excluded from this analysis because it does not charge tuition.  Two new members have been added to the Council in the past 12 months (Anderson University-SC and University of Mobile-AL), and they are included in this analysis.
3. The percent changes for CCCU tuition that appear in Tables 1 and 2 are calculated differently.  Table 1 describes the “mean percent change in tuition”.  That figure was obtained by determining the actual increase for each school, converting to a percentage, adding up across all institutions, and dividing by N.  It tells us by what percentage, on average, each CCCU school increased its tuition this year.  Table 2, on the other hand, focuses on the “percent increase in mean tuition”.  It was calculated by subtracting the 2010-11 CCCU mean tuition from the mean tuition for 2011-12, and dividing by the mean for 2010-11.  It tells us by what percentage the CCCU average increased this year.  While those percentages happen to be identical this year, in any other year the calculation in Table 1 would be the more useful one for individual analysis.

4. The tuition figures reported in this study do NOT take institutional discounts into consideration.  The net price is of course a much more significant comparison point than the sticker price.  According to The Chronicle source, the out-of-pocket (net) tuition paid by students at all private 4-year institutions was $12,970 for 2011-12, which is considerably more than the net for 2010-11 ($10,270).

5. The data for this report were collected by another source (The College Board).  The author accepts responsibility only for recording and/or calculation errors.
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