U.S. News & World Report Law School Rankings:
2013 to 2014 Color-Coded Changes for All Reported Law School Statistics

The following table provides the USN&WR law school rankings statistics for 2013
and 2014, with color coding to help visualize what changed for each school: green for
positive changes, red for negative changes, yellow for no change, and no color for N/A
(Not Available or Not Applicable - see below).

Note that for acceptance rates and student/faculty ratio, an increase in the reported
figure is negative and coded red, and a decrease is positive and coded green (i.e., we
all want a lower student/faculty ratio and we all want to be more exclusive and admit a
smaller percentage of our applicants; | also did the math to reflect this - a “+ 3%"”
change in acceptance rate means it decreased by three percent, thus was better, and
so is coded greed. Sorry if that is confusing.)

USN&WR publishes the 25th and 75th percentile numbers for LSAT and UGPA, but
doesn’t publish the median of those statistics that they actually use to rank schools;
the median LSAT and UGPA below are from the ABA.

In the table, N/A means "Not available" if the school submitted no data for an item,
or "Not Applicable" for the change in ranking if a school only moved around in the "Tier
2" rankings, or if the math involved an N/A cell. And for Tier 2 schools, they are all
considered #148 for purposes of calculating any movement in or out of the Second Tier
from 2013 to 2014.

And the schools are in order of the Spring 2014 ranking.

Brian Huddleston

bhuddle@loyno.edu

Senior Reference Librarian

Loyola University New Orleans College of Law

UPDATED: March 27, 2014
(One column had the math backwards!)

Jss 2 » %,
Ol/p@ef @%/7;@0 Y60 >, 4, 6o >, 5y, sy N e ‘%%0 g’e (/&41?;2/‘9?‘@\96 /;:%oo » 0%%0 ;’%s% )
A BNCORA ’@( S N, s 30?% s, N N\t N, Ry, & 5% 07 NI :,,%@@ Ay,
RN S KONGRS N AN NG I A N N SN I S NG
N oo\, N\, N\ g, N\, 4 5 N\ e L Yoy IR % » ONRN
e g, N0 % e ‘0 e g % % %
ey A e ) &
Vale University 2013] 1| 100] 48] 47] 38a] 390 398 170] 173[ 176] %] 79[ 907%] o91.2%] 963%]  77%| 125.1%] N
2014| 1| 100| 48| 47| 382 390 397 170 173] 176] o%| 77| 89.6%| 91.4%| oaau|  74%| 127.6%] nv
Harvard University 2013 2 95| a8 48] 377 388 395] 170] 173[ 175] 16%| 11.4] 90.9%| 93.7%] 975%]  77%| 126.6%] Nv
2014 2| 96| as8| a8 377 388 395 170 173] 175] 16%| 119] o10%| 941%| o97.0%|  74%| 131.1%] nv
change]  of | 0.0 o00[ o000 0.00[ 0.0 0 0 0 0% -05] +o0.1%| +o.a4%| -o5%| 3% +asu| |
Stanford University 2013 2 95| a8 47] 376] 386] 396] 168 170] 173[ 10%] 7.6] 93.2%] os.8%] 885%] 67%| 132.1%] cA
2014 3| 95| 47| 48| 376] 387 395 169] 171] 173] 10%| 73| oas%| 96.1%| 936%| e6%| 141.8% ca
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) . 2013 4 92 4.6 46| 3.58] 3.71 3.82 170 172 174 18% 8.0 93.2%| 95.4%| 96.2% 77%| 124.9% NY
Columbia University
2014 92| 4.6 4.7 3.54] 3.70 3.81 169 171 173 21% 7.3 93.2%| 97.0%| 95.3% 74%| 128.8% NY
. ) 2013 4 92 4.6 4.7 3.65| 3.90 3.96 167 171 173 20% 7.5 90.6%| 95.1%| 96.4% 89%| 108.3% IL
University of Chicago
2014 92| 4.6 4.7 3.67] 3.90 3.95 166 170 172 20% 11.0f 94.0%| 96.7%| 94.6% 87%| 108.7% IL
Change of ool o0 [ 0.00)
. 2013 6 89 44 46 3.54] 3.69 3.84 169 171 173 28% 9.0 93.1%| 93.8%| 95.5% 77%| 124.0% NY
New York University
2014 6] 88| 44 4.5 3.57] 3.72 3.85 168 170 172 31% 8.9 94.8%| 95.9%| 94.8% 74%| 128.1% NY
. i 2013 7 85 4.3 46| 3.55| 3.87 3.94 164 170 171 16% 10.3| 83.6%| 91.2%| 94.2% 77%| 122.3% NY
University of Pennsylvania
2014 7 86| 4.3 4.4 3.55| 3.89 3.94 165 169 171 17% 10.4| 95.2%| 97.0%| 93.2% 74%| 125.9% NY
. L 2013 7 85 4.4 46| 3.53] 3.87 3.93 164 170 171 15% 109 97.3%| 96.0%| 91.8% 79%| 116.2% VA
University of Virginia
2014 8] 84 43 4.5 3.52] 3.87 3.94 164 169 170 18% 11.3| 97.5%| 97.3%| 96.1% 77%| 124.83% NA
Chane ool BEEI o
University of California - 2013 9 83| 44 4.4 3.68] 3.81 3.91 163 167 170 12% 11.6( 72.6%| 82.6%| 86.8% 67%| 129.6% CA
Berkeley 2014 9 83| 44 4.5 3.66] 3.78 3.89 163 167 169 18% 12.5 80.8%| 88.1%| 87.2% 66%| 132.1% CA
buke Universit 2013 11 81 4.2 45 3.58] 3.76 3.85 166 169 170 19% 9.1 72.9%| 87.4%| 95.4% 77%| 123.9% NY
u iversi
Y 2014 10 82 4.2 4.5 3.59] 3.77 3.84 165 169 170 19% 9.5 77.8%| 87.1%| 95.6% 74%| 129.2% NY
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University of Michiean 2013 9 83 4.4 4.7 3.57 3.73 3.83 166 169 170 24% 12.8 70.7% 85.8% 94.8% 77%| 123.1% NY
I\ I IcNI
Y & 2014 10 82 4.4 4.6 3.52 3.71 3.82 165 168 170 27% 12.4 75.0% 86.6% 93.8% 74%| 126.8% NY
Change o0 —
Northwestern Universit 2013 12 79 4.1 4.4 3.38 3.75 3.84 164 170 171 24% 8.2 77.4% 84.7% 93.9% 89%| 105.5% IL
w I\ I
Y 2014 12 79 4.1 4.4 3.30 3.75 3.82 161 168 171 26% 8.3 76.9% 85.8% 96.1% 87%| 110.5% IL

Change 0 0 0.0 0.0

Cornell University

2013 13 76| 4.2 4.5] 3.54] 3.68 3.77 166 167 169 29% 9.4 69.7%| 76.1%| 91.3% 77%| 118.6% NY

85.8%| 91.6% 74%| 123.8% N

=<

2014 13 76| 4.1 4.4 3.52| 3.66 3.73 165 167 167 30% 10.3 77.9%

Change 0 0

Georgetown University

2013 14 75 4.1 45| 3.43| 3.72 3.82 165 169 170 28% 11.0] 63.7%| 71.1%| 92.6% 77%| 120.3% NY

84.3%( 90.0% 74%| 121.6% N

=<

2014 13 76| 4.1 4.4 349 3.74 3.83 163 168 169 31% 11.2) 77.3%

University of Texas

Change m
2013 15 74 4.1 43| 3.52| 3.67 3.82 163 167 169 27% 11.5] 62.0%| 76.7%| 94.2% 86%| 109.5% TX
2014 15 73] 4.0 4.1 3.43| 3.68 3.82 163 166 168 30% 10.4] 64.1%| 81.5%| 92.3% 82%| 112.6% TX

University of California - Los
Angeles

2013 17 70 3.9 4.1 3.58 3.78 3.89 164 168 169 24% 10.9 45.9% 64.8% 84.7% 67%| 126.4% CA
2014 16 72 3.9 4.1 3.51 3.79 3.88 162 167 169 28% 10.4 55.6% 77.2% 88.1% 66%| 133.5% CA

Change_ 0.0 0.0

Vanderbilt University

2013 15 74 3.8 4.2 343 371 3.85 163 169 170 30% 13.1 65.2%| 76.3%| 95.9% 77%| 124.5% TN

2014 16 72 3.8 411 3.45| 3.74 3.85 163 167 169 34% 12.6| 67.9%| 745%| 95.7% 73%| 131.1% TN

Change 0.00 0
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Washington University in St. 2013 19 67 3.6 4.0 3.34] 3.68 3.78 160 166 168 29% 10.4] 52.7%| 66.6%| 98.4% 93%| 105.8%| MO
Louis 2014 18 69 3.6 3.8 3.27] 3.69 3.77 160 166 167 24% 9.6 50.7%| 75.0% 94.2% 92%| 102.4%| MO
Emory Univversit 2013 23 65 35 39| 3.35] 3.70 3.82 161 165 166 31% 10.8] 52.4%| 76.0%| 93.2% 85%| 109.6% GA
ivversi
Y Y 2014 19 66 34 3.8 3.39] 3.75 3.84 157 165 166 32% 11.0 53.8%| 78.6% 96.6% 84%| 115.0% GA
. . . 2013 21 66 34 39| 3.32] 3.60 3.77 161 167 168 30% 15.4] 81.7%| 88.0%| 93.9% 77%| 121.9% NY
George Washington University
2014 20 65 34 3.7 3421 371 3.82 159 165 167 42% 15.01 85.0%| 91.0% 90.5% 74%| 122.3% NY

Change
o i 2013 19 67| 3.5 4.0 3.36] 3.80 3.89 158 167 168 23% 10.9 64.0%| 66.3%| 97.2% 93%| 104.5%| MN
University of Minnesota
2014 20 65 3.5 3.7 343 3.79 3.90 156 164 167 31% 11.1f 66.1%| 75.2%| 99.3% 91%|( 109.1%| MN
Change m
University of Southern 2013 18 68 3.6 4.1 3.51] 3.73 3.80 165 167 168 29% 11.7 54.6%| 69.6%| 91.3% 67%| 136.3% CA
California 2014 20 65| 3.5 3.8] 3.50[ 3.70 3.79 163 166 167 29% 11.4| 58.8%| 72.4%| 87.2% 66%| 132.1% CA
Change
o 2013 21 66/ 3.0 3.7 3.31f 3.83 3.94 158 165 167 25% 10.1f 66.5%| 87.8%| 93.6% 77%| 121.6% AL
University of Alabama
2014 23 64| 3.1 3.3 342 386 3.94 157 164 166 25% 10.7| 65.1%| 86.0%| 96.5% 76%| 127.0% AL
Change o0
. 2013 33 58] 3.2 4.0 3.45| 3.74 3.84 161 164 166 32% 14.1 45.6%| 68.1%| 85.0% 79%| 107.6% VA
College of William and Mary
2014 241 63| 3.2 3.7 3.46| 3.73 3.88 161 164 165 30% 11.0f 46.6%| 85.3%| 87.9% 77%| 114.2% VA
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. . . 2013 28 61| 3.1 39 3.50f 3.68 3.82 162 164 166 22% 9.3 54.9%| 62.6%| 87.4% 67%| 130.4%| WA
University of Washington
2014 24 63| 3.1 3.6 3.46| 3.64 3.80 161 164 165 26% 8.9 50.8%| 79.0%| 94.4% 67%| 140.9%| WA
Change oo g
. . 2013 23 65| 3.4 4.0 3.43| 3.66 3.80 161 166 167 24% 9.3 48.9%| 66.8%| 88.6% 77%| 115.1% NY
University of Notre Dame
2014 26 62| 3.4 3.8] 3.39] 3.60 3.75 160 163 165 28% 9.3 60.7%| 77.6%| 93.5% 87%| 107.5% IL
Change oo oo
Boston Universit 2013 29 60| 3.4 3.8 3.52| 3.75 3.83 162 166 167 30% 12.7 44.0%| 57.5%| 94.8% 87%| 109.0%| MA
iversi
Y 2014 27 61| 3.3 3.6 3.44| 3.67 3.77 161 165 166 35% 12.0 46.9%| 68.1%| 93.6% 83%| 112.8%| MA
University of lowa 2013 26 62| 3.3 3.7| 3.46] 3.64 3.80 158 162 164 49% 10.8( 48.6%| 72.7%| 90.3% 90%| 100.3% 1A
iversi W
Y 2014 27 61| 3.2 3.6 3.42] 3.59 3.72 158 161 163 52% 9.5 56.8%| 77.3%| 95.6% 93%| 102.8% IA
Indiana University - 2013 25 64 3.3 4.0 3.39] 3.80 3.88 156 164 166 46% 11.6( 62.1%| 73.3%| 92.6% 83%| 111.6% IN
Bloomington 2014 29 58| 3.2 3.7 3.39] 3.80 3.90 154 162 164 53% 11.4 40.7%| 64.7%| 87.8% 79%| 111.1% IN
. . . 2013 33 58] 3.1 3.6 3.33] 3.65 3.82 158 164 165 31% 11.8 56.8%| 66.5%| 91.6% 85%| 107.8% GA
University of Georgia
2014 29 58| 3.1 3.3 3.33] 3.69 3.81 158 163 164 33% 11.5 48.9%| 76.0%| 94.0% 84%| 111.9% GA
. . . 2013 29 60| 3.0 3.5 3.30] 3.65 3.82 161 163 165 34% 10.2 50.2%| 72.1%| 85.8% 76%| 112.9% AZ
Arizona State University
2014 31 571 3.0 33| 3.33] 3.54 3.71 158 162 164 39% 9.7 59.0%| 72.6%| 86.4% 80%| 108.0% AZ

Change

U-I
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Ohio State Universit 2013 36 57 3.2 3.5 3.43 3.64 3.79 158 162 164 47% 11.7 43.7% 71.0% 93.8% 86%| 109.1% OH
I IV |
y 2014 31 57 3.2 3.5 3.49 3.65 3.81 157 160 162 45% 11.1 44.1% 72.1% 93.5% 84%| 111.3% OH

University of North Carolina

2013 31 59 3.5 4.0 3.33] 351 3.69 160 162 164 28% 13.0] 46.6%| 78.1%| 89.8% 80%| 112.3% NC

2014 31 57 3.5 3.9 3.28] 3.50 3.68 159 161 163 45% 1191 44.9%| 72.3%| 88.5% 79%| 112.0% NC

University of Wisconsin

2013 33 58 3.4 3.7 3.33 3.61 3.72 157 162 164 37% 10.9 46.5% 70.1% 99.6% 88%| 113.2% WI
2014 31 57 3.3 3.6 3.21 3.58 3.70 156 161 163 44% 11.0 46.8% 72.5%| 100.0% 86%| 116.3% WI

. . 2013 36 57 3.1 3.8 3.40| 3.63 3.75 159 163 165 42% 10.6] 39.9%| 65.2%| 90.7% 80%| 113.4% NC
Wake Forrest University
2014 31 57 3.1 3.6] 3.26] 3.57 3.73 157 162 164 45% 11.8| 53.8%| 76.9%| 89.3% 79%| 113.0% NC
Boston College 2013 31 59 33 3.7 3.40] 3.61 3.71 161 164 166 29% 12.6] 51.9%| 72.3%| 96.2% 87%| 110.6% MA
g 2014 36 56 3.2 3.7 3.41] 361 3.69 160 164 165 35% 119 49.6%| 71.2%| 91.7% 83%| 110.5% MA
Chane ool BB oo o
. . . 2013 44 54 2.9 3.5 3.40| 3.75 3.81 158 162 165 29% 15.1| 45.3%| 58.0%| 98.6% 88%| 112.0% uT
Brigham Young University
2014 36 56 2.9 33 3.45] 3.77 3.88 158 161 164 36% 13.1| 57.8%| 782%| 86.1% 82%| 105.0% uT
Chane oo o
. . 2013 38 56 3.2 3.6/ 3.34] 3.52 3.68 162 164 166 32% 13.7| 43.9%| 60.3%| 89.5% 77%| 116.2% NY
Fordham University
2014 36 56 3.2 35 3.32] 3.52 3.68 161 163 165 38% 149 54.5%| 68.9%| 89.4% 74%| 120.8% NY

m
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. . . . ) 2013 38 56| 3.4 3.7 3.38] 3.60 3.71 160 163 165 36% 10.6( 34.9%| 60.5%| 75.0% 67%| 111.9% CA
University of California - Davis
2014 36 56| 3.4 3.7 3.31] 3.55 3.65 159 162 164 52% 10.1| 45.5%| 67.8%| 78.3% 66%| 118.6% CA
University of Arizona 2013 38 56| 3.0 3.6 3.28] 3.52 3.79 159 161 162 40% 10.5( 49.4%| 79.1%| 85.1% 76%| 112.0% AZ
iversi iz
Y 2014 40 55| 3.1 3.4 3.31] 3.57 3.72 155 160 163 40% 10.0f 51.0%| 75.2%| 91.5% 80%| 114.4% AZ
Chane
Universitv of lllinois 2013 47 52| 3.1 3.7 3.23] 3.55 3.74 158 163 165 43% 12.3[ 36.3%| 56.3%| 92.4% 89%| 103.8% IL
iversi inoi
y 2014 40 55| 3.1 3.6 3.26] 3.56 3.72 157 160 163 45% 11.2 43.7%| 68.1%| 97.7% 87%| 112.3% IL
Change m
. . 2013 48 50| 2.5 3.3 3.30] 3.65 3.81 157 161 164 34% 15.4( 43.0%| 69.5%| 87.1% 86%| 101.3% TX
Southern Methodist University
2014 42 541 2.6 3.3 3.32] 3.63 3.82 157 162 163 41% 14.2 50.2%| 80.2%| 88.9% 82%| 108.4% TX
Chane " oq —
University of Colorado - 2013 44 54 3.1 3.3 3.35| 3.65 3.79 159 164 166 34% 9.7 33.5%| 64.2%| 93.5% 86%| 108.7% co
Boulder 2014 43 521 3.0 3.2 3.29] 3.58 3.73 158 162 164 38% 9.2 41.7%| 64.0%| 88.7% 84%| 105.6% co
Washington and Lee 2013 26 62 3.3 4.0 3.40| 3.62 3.73 159 164 165 30% 10.2 27.9%| 63.6%| 95.7% 79%| 121.1% VA
University 2014 43 52| 3.2 3.7 3.34] 3.51 3.66 160 164 165 38% 10.7| 34.6%| 56.9%| 71.7% 77%| 93.1% VA
. . 2013 48 50| 2.9 2.7 3.29 3.54 3.73 157 160 162 33% 12.7 23.3%| 78.9%| 88.3% 80%| 110.4% FL
Florida State University
2014 45 51| 2.9 29| 3.27] 3.51 3.72 157 159 161 42% 13.1| 32.2%| 77.3%| 88.9% 79%| 112.5% FL
Chane oo —
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George Mason Universit 2013 41 55 2.7 3.4 3.27 3.70 3.79 158 163 164 28% 14.4 49.4% 78.2% 90.6% 79%| 114.7% VA
iversi
& Y 2014 46 50 2.7 3.2 3.17 3.55 3.71 157 161 163 35% 12.7 57.3% 72.7% 87.1% 77%| 113.1% VA

Tulane Universit 2013 48 50 3.0 3.6 3.23] 3.6 3.63 156 161 163 48% 13.3| 36.5%| 64.7%| 77.0% 70%| 110.0% LA
u iversi
Y 2014 46 50 3.0 3.4 3.12] 3.39 3.60 156 160 162 46% 142 36.8%| 72.1%| 77.8% 63%| 123.5% LA
. . 2013 41 55 3.0 3.1 3.32 3.65 3.77 151 162 164 27% 1191 57.6%| 62.3%| 88.1% 81%| 108.8%| MD
University of Maryland
2014 46 50 2.9 3.1 3.30] 3.53 3.70 154 159 162 44% 114 64.3%| 68.7%| 81.3% 78%| 104.2%| MD
Change m
. . . 2013 46 53 3.1 3.9 3.33] 3.59 3.73 160 161 164 33% 13.4] 35.0%| 64.8%| 92.0% 80%| 115.0% FL
University of Florida
2014 49 49 3.1 3.4 3.31] 3.55 3.76 156 160 162 50% 13.2 32.4%| 63.1%| 89.5% 79%| 113.3% FL
Change m
University of Utah 2013 41 55 2.9 3.4 3.32] 361 3.80 156 160 162 35% 8.6] 47.8%| 74.6%| 90.4% 88%| 102.7% uT
iversi
Y 2014 49 49 2.8 3.1 3.31] 3.51 3.68 155 159 161 45% 8.4 50.7%| 70.9%| 83.0% 82%| 101.2% uTt
Bavlor Universit 2013 54 48 2.3 3.5 3.23] 3.52 3.72 158 162 163 21% 13.6] 30.6%| 73.2%| 95.1% 86%| 110.6% X
iversi
y y 2014 51 48 2.4 3.3 3.24] 3.53 3.68 156 160 162 29% 14 28.7%| 73.2%| 93.5% 82%| 114.0% X
Chanee |8l 0|
. . . 2013 64 44 2.3 3.2 3.23] 3.56 3.73 156 159 160 42% 9.3 24.6%| 49.2%| 87.6% 85%| 103.1% PA
Pennsylvania State University
2014 51 48 2.4 3.1 3.28] 3.58 3.78 154 158 160 53% 8.8 25.3%| 64.9%| 94.0% 82%| 114.6% PA

Change
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. . . 2013 53 49| 23 3.2 3.21f 3.50 3.60 158 162 163 21% 11.4] 38.0%| 77.1%| 83.6% 79%| 105.8% VA
University of Richmond
2014 51 48| 2.5 3] 3.19] 3.50 3.62 157 161 163 29% 10.9] 45.3%| 77.7%| 83.3% 77%| 108.2% VA
Chane o0 o
. . . 2013 61 45 2.6 3.2 3.34] 3.63 3.74 156 162 164 43% 13.3] 26.6%| 51.1%| 86.6% 67%| 129.3% CA
Pepperdine University
2014 54 47 2.6 33| 3.27| 3.59 3.69 154 160 162 52% 13.01 33.3%| 58.2%| 85.6% 66%| 129.7% CA
Change m
University of California 2013 48 50| 3.2 3.8] 3.29] 3.58 3.75 158 162 165 30% 17.3] 26.0%| 51.6%| 78.6% 67%| 117.3% CA
(Hastings) 2014 54 47 3.1 3.8] 3.28] 3.52 3.69 155 159 163 40% 15.8] 30.0%| 51.7%| 76.4% 66%| 115.8% CA
Change m
. . . 2013 58 46| 2.8 2.9 3.25( 3.6 3.66 157 159 162 36% 11.6] 31.3%| 60.9%| 90.7% 82%| 110.6% CT
University of Connecticut
2014 54 471 2.8 2.7 3.22| 3.46 3.64 154 158 160 45% 10.6| 41.2%| 70.4%| 86.7% 82%| 105.7% CT
Change oo 000
. . 2013 61 45 2.4 3.1 3.31] 3.63 3.83 155 158 161 51% 11.5| 43.1%| 76.2%| 88.3% 83%| 106.4% NE
University of Nebraska
2014 54 471 2.5 3.1 3.32] 361 3.81 152 156 159 59% 11.2| 43.8%| 82.0%| 92.3% 83%| 111.2% NE
Change m
. . 2013 48 50| 2.6 3.0 3.23] 3.47 3.70 159 161 163 30% 11.5| 58.0%| 75.8%| 92.0% 86%| 107.0% TX
University of Houston
2014 58 46 2.6 2.8 3.19] 3.42 3.65 157 160 162 34% 10.8| 58.8%| 75.2%| 87.1% 82%| 106.2% TX
Change m
. . 2013 58 46| 2.5 3.3 3.25] 3.51 3.73 155 158 161 51% 14.6] 49.6%| 81.5%| 94.8% 86%| 110.2% KY
University of Kentucky
2014 58 46 2.5 3.1 3.24] 3.50 3.75 154 157 160 60% 15.01 52.4%| 83.7%| 90.0% 82%| 109.8% KY
Change 0 0 0.0
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. 2013 68 43| 24 3.00 3.10f 3.41 3.58 155 158 161 38% 13.5( 41.7%| 73.6%| 88.7% 88%| 100.8% OK
University of Oklahoma
2014 58 46| 2.5 3.2 3.24 348 3.73 155 157 159 41% 12.4 45.2%| 77.7%| 87.2% 84%| 103.8% OK

Temple University

University of Ark. - Fayetteville

2013 56 47 2.7 3.0 3.17 3.42 3.64 158 161 163 41% 12.2 37.6% 65.5% 91.2% 85%| 107.3% PA
2014 61 45 2.7 3.0 3.10 3.40 3.61 156 160 162 44% 11.1 35.0% 64.3% 84.1% 82%| 102.6% PA
2013 68 43 2.3 3.1 3.25 3.52 3.74 153 156 158 37% 14.1 38.8% 76.7% 82.6% 84% 98.3% AR
2014 61 45 2.3 3.0 3.29 3.50 3.72 152 154 157 50% 12.3 35.6% 85.6% 85.7% 76%| 112.8% AR

Change m
) ) . 2013 76 42 2.8 3.2 3.14] 3.36 3.57 155 156 159 55% 13.0] 31.2%| 61.0%| 83.1% 80%| 103.9% FL
University of Miami
2014 61 45 2.7 3.2 3.16| 3.38 3.60 155 157 160 53% 12.6] 32.3%| 688%| 81.3% 79%| 102.9% FL
Chane " oq o
Case Western Reserve 2013 68 43 2.7 3.3] 3.10f 3.38 3.60 156 160 161 54% 11.7] 35.3%| 55.2%| 81.8% 86%| 95.1% OH
University 2014 64 44| 2.6 3.2 3.20f 3.38 3.62 155 159 161 49% 11.1] 39.0%| 61.6%| 81.9% 84%| 97.5% OH
Chane oo —
. ) ) 2013 54 48| 2.5 29| 3.19| 3.37 3.60 156 159 161 27% 10.9] 64.5%| 77.4%| 94.2% 85%| 110.8% GA
Georgia State University
2014 64 441 2.5 2.7 3.15 3.38 3.55 157 159 160 28% 11.2] 59.3%| 74.9%| 96.8% 84%| 115.2% GA
Chane [ oq) o
) ) i ) 2013 76 42 2.5 29| 3.10 3.50 3.74 152 157 159 56% 12.9] 38.3%| 73.8%| 97.5% 93%| 104.8%| MO
University of Missouri
2014 64 441 2.5 3.0l 3.13| 345 3.64 155 157 160 52% 11.2| 46.3%| 78.9%| 96.2% 92%| 104.6%| MO
Chane [ oq) o
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Yeshiva Universit 2013 58 46 2.8 33 3.30 3.53 3.67 158 162 165 37% 15.0 28.4% 55.8% 88.1% 77%| 114.4% NY
iva Universi
y 2014 64 44 2.8 3.0 3.201 3.45 3.65 156 160 162 46% 141 31.0% 60.5% 85.0% 74%| 114.9% NY

. . . 2013 76 42 2.5 3.2 3.12f 335 3.57 156 158 160 43% 13.7 33.1%| 60.6%| 88.8% 89%| 99.8% IL
Loyola University Chicago
2014 68 43 2.5 3.1 3.14( 3.0 3.58 155 158 160 51% 11.9 33.6%| 63.5%| 91.0% 87%| 104.6% IL
. . 2013 64 44| 2.4 3.0l 3.23| 3.50 3.72 154 158 161 52% 145 48.1%| 72.0%| 88.5% 84%| 105.4% NJ
Seton Hall University
2014 68 43 2.3 3] 3.23] 3.50 3.69 152 157 159 50% 13.6 56.4%| 76.8%| 84.1% 78%| 107.8% NJ
. . 2013 64 44| 2.7 29| 3.18] 3.46 3.64 155 159 161 46% 9.8 32.8%| 56.8%| 88.0% 86%| 102.3% co
University of Denver
2014 68 43 2.6 3.00 3.19| 3.43 3.65 154 158 160 55% 9.3 37.9%| 59.3%| 88.7% 84%| 105.6% co
. . 2013 86 40| 2.6 3.2 3.22f 3.50 3.71 154 157 159 54% 12.7 26.2%| 61.9%| 91.7% 89%| 103.0% KS
University of Kansas
2014 68 43 2.6 3.1 3.10f 3.42 3.69 153 156 159 57% 10.8| 33.1%| 74.7%| 90.5% 89%| 101.7% KS
Chane [ oq) —
. . . 2013 56 471 3.0 3.3 3.18| 3.4 3.58 156 159 162 33% 11.0f 36.4%| 47.8%| 76.8% 77%| 99.7% NY
American University
2014 72 421 2.8 3.2 3.13| 3.40 3.54 153 157 159 47% 11.0f 40.2%| 53.6%| 80.8% 74%| 109.2% NY
Chane o
Chicago-Kent 2013 68 43 2.5 3.0l 3.09( 3.7 3.62 154 159 161 50% 11.0f 28.6%| 56.6%| 97.2% 89%| 109.2% IL
I -
& 2014 72 421 2.5 2.8 3.16| 3.43 3.60 153 158 159 55% 10.8| 29.4%| 65.2%| 94.8% 87%| 109.0% IL

Change
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. 2013 80 41 2.5 3.2 3.24 3.47 3.65 156 160 162 55% 10.9 27.5% 53.6% 82.1% 78%| 105.3% OR
Lewis & Clark College
. . . . . (o] . . (o] . (o] . () () . (]
2014 72 42 2.4 3.0 3.46 3.47 3.67 154 158 161 59% 9.7 30.6% 64.1% 91.5% 81%| 113.0% OR

. . 2013 76 421 23 3.3 3.09| 3.38 3.60 153 157 160 45% 203 27.3%| 84.7%| 86.9% 70%| 124.1% LA
Louisiana State University
2014 72 421 2.2 2.8 3.13| 345 3.66 153 156 159 46% 18.7 36.8%| 83.9%| 78.0% 63%| 123.8% LA
Change [0 o
. . . 2013 64 44| 2.5 2.8 3.09 N/A 3.70 152 N/A 158 32% 9.9 22.3%| 69.9%| 85.3% 88%| 96.9%| NM
University of New Mexico
2014 72 421 24 2.7 3.09| 3.42 3.62 151 154 158 40% 8.6 28.6%| 69.7%| 90.9% 89%|( 102.1%| NM
. . 2013 61 45| 2.6 3.1 3.30f 3.60 3.75 156 160 161 37% 13.8[ 34.9%| 67.1%| 80.5% 77%| 104.5% N
University of Tennessee
2014 72 421 2.6 29| 3.28| 3.54 3.75 153 157 160 51% 12,5 41.3%| 72.3%| 85.1% 73%| 116.6% N
Change o9 oo
. . 2013 86 40| 2.0 2.8 3.05| 3.38 3.61 153 156 158 36% 11.7 32.5%| 72.5%| 86.6% 88%| 98.4% OK
University of Tulsa
2014 72 421 2.0 2.7 3.08| 3.44 3.74 152 155 158 38% 10.5| 41.8%| 79.1%| 87.2% 84%| 103.8% OK
Change o9 o
. . L 2013 80 41 2.5 2.7 3.20] 3.50 3.73 156 158 161 59% 10.7 36.7%| 67.5%| 92.0% 86%| 107.0% OH
University of Cincinatti
2014 79 41| 24 3.0/ 3.21f 351 3.65 155 158 159 61% 9.8 30.0%| 64.3%| 89.0% 84%| 106.0% OH
Change [0 o
. . . 2013 68 43| 2.7 3.0l 3.28| 3.50 3.63 157 160 162 44% 16.1f 37.1%| 55.7%| 73.6% 67%| 109.9% CA
University of San Diego
2014 79 41| 2.7 29| 3.30[ 3.0 3.63 156 159 161 47% 11.9 37.0%| 51.7%| 76.3% 66%| 115.6% CA
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Ruteers - Camden 2013 91 39 2.4 2.9 3.02 3.31 3.58 153 157 160 39% 121 55.0% 65.3% 81.5% 84% 97.0% NJ
u -
& 2014 81 40 2.4 3.0 2.83] 3.29 3.60 154 158 160 29% 9.3 50.7% 68.1% 84.1% 78%| 107.8% NJ

) ) ) 2013 91 39( 2.7 29| 3.09] 3.34 3.60 155 158 160 50% 14.6( 24.1%| 68.0%| 83.5% 85%| 98.2% PA
University of Pittsburgh
2014 81 40| 2.6 3.2 3.16| 3.42 3.61 154 158 161 50% 142 32.4%| 64.4%| 83.3% 82%| 101.6% PA
2013 80 41| 2.6 3.1 3.08f 3.33 3.50 158 161 164 37% 15.3 N/A|  54.3%| 89.6% 77%| 116.4% NY
Brooklyn Law School
2014 83 39] 25 29| 3.16| 3.0 3.63 157 159 161 44% 16.2| 37.6%| 57.5%| 84.9% 74%| 114.7% NY
Change N/A
Ruteers - Newark 2013 86 40| 2.5 3.0l 299 3.26 3.47 155 158 160 37% 15.3 46.4%| 62.9%| 80.2% 84%| 95.5% NJ
u - New
& 2014 83 39] 24 3.0l 3.01f 3.34 3.54 154 157 159 39% 14.8| 48.1%| 65.0%| 76.3% 78%| 97.8% NJ
Change m
) ) 2013 68 43| 24 2.6] 3.23| 346 3.70 156 159 161 28% 14.0f 52.3%| 71.1%| 82.7% 76%| 108.8% NV
University of Nevada
2014 83 39] 23 2.5 3.26] 3.45 3.71 154 158 160 32% 11.7 31.1%| 63.4%| 78.6% 73%| 107.7% NV
L . 2013 91 39( 21 2.8 3.14] 3.36 3.65 152 154 158 54% 10.2 52.8%| 79.2%| 78.9% 83%| 95.1%| WV
West Virginia University
2014 83 39] 21 2.8 3.10f 3.46 3.72 151 153 157 62% 10.1] 59.9%| 81.0%| 76.9% 82%| 93.8%| WV
Indiana University - 2013 98 36 2.5 29| 3.19| 3.39 3.68 152 156 159 49% 16.8 N/Al  63.1% N/A N/A N/A|  N/A
Indianapolis 2014 87 38| 24 3.1 3.18| 3.45 3.67 150 154 157 58% 14.8| 33.9%| 61.7%| 78.7% 79%| 99.6% IN
Change N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Lovola Marvmount Universit 2013 68 43 2.7 2.9 3.29 3.54 3.65 157 161 162 38% 15.2 22.6% 46.9% 82.5% 67%| 123.1% CA
u 1V |
Y Y y 2014 87 38 2.6 3.1 3.30 3.47 3.62 156 159 161 47% 15.1 22.9% 47.9% 77.2% 66%| 117.0% CA
Michiean State Universit 2013 80 41 2.3 3.0 3.24 3.55 3.72 152 157 160 32% 13.5 N/A 60.1% 88.5% 82%| 107.9% MI
Icni IV |
& Y 2014 87 38 2.3 2.9 3.27 3.52 3.71 152 157 159 50% 13.8 34.4% 58.8% 69.9% 64%| 109.2% M
Change [ 0.0 0 0 N/A
Seattle Universit 2013] 102 35 2.4 3.0 3.07 3.32 3.54 154 156 159 51% 12.0 N/A 49.5% 76.0% 67%| 113.4% WA
1V |
Y 2014 87 38 2.3 3.0 3.03 3.37 3.55 153 156 158 58% 12.2 21.1% 61.0% 71.4% 67%| 106.6% WA
Ghange oo — A
Universitv of Louisville 2013 68 43 2.2 3.0 3.17 3.44 3.68 155 156 159 45% 13.1 57.0% 86.6% 89.5% 86%| 104.1% KY
I\ I uisvi
Y 2014 87 38 2.2 2.9 3.00 3.31 3.58 152 155 157 66% 13.1 50.4% 79.5% 83.7% 82%| 102.1% KY
Ghange oo o
Wavne State Universit 2013] 105 34 2.1 2.7 3.10 3.37 3.60 153 156 159 53% 133 24.1% 56.2% 79.3% 82% 96.7% MI
Y I
Y Y 2014 87 38 2.1 2.7 3.17 3.44 3.63 153 157 159 49% 12.9 23.2% 64.9% 71.4% 64%| 111.6% Ml
Marauette Universit 2013 94 38 2.4 3.0 3.15 3.40 3.56 153 155 158 62% 15.5 34.3% 64.8%| 100.0% 88%| 113.6% WI
u 1\ |
a y 2014 93 37 2.4 3.0 2.97 3.28 3.51 151 155 157 73% 154 32.1% 67.9%| 100.0% 86%| 116.3% Wi
Northeastern Universit 2013 86 40 2.4 2.9 3.27 3.52 3.67 154 161 163 39% 15.0 N/A 55.2% 91.2% 87%| 104.8% MA
1V |
Y 2014 93 37 2.3 2.9 3.27 3.53 3.69 153 161 162 44% 15.6 N/A 51.6% 84.4% 83%| 101.7% MA
Change 0.0 0.00 0 N/A
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St Louis Universit 2013 98 35 2.0 3.1 3.23 3.45 3.70 151 156 159 59% 139 32.0% 67.6% 88.2% 93% 94.8% MO
. Loui iversi
Y 2014 93 37 2.1 3.1 3.15 341 3.66 151 155 158 59% 13.2 49.3% 73.2% 92.6% 92%| 100.7% MO
Change o —
Stetson Universit 2013] 109 33 2.1 2.5 3.02 3.28 3.52 152 155 157 43% 15.5 N/A 65.5% 87.4% 80%| 109.3% FL
iversi
Y 2014 93 37 2.1 2.7 3.11 3.37 3.57 152 154 158 44% 14.4 N/A 68.9% 89.3% 79%| 113.0% FL
Change o — vA
University of New Hampshire 2013 119 31 1.9 2.6 2.92 3.28 3.59 151 156 159 59% 16.5 29.3% 55.1% 82.6% 81%| 102.0% NH
School of Law 2014 93 37 1.9 2.7 3.05 3.39 3.62 153 157 159 54% 14.6 44.2% 68.1% 91.8% 84%| 109.3% NH
Change o — VA
. . . 2013 98 36 2.3 3.0 3.01 3.32 3.58 154 157 159 50% 15.1 29.3% 59.5% 82.9% 77%| 107.7% SC
University of South Carolina
2014 93 37 2.3 2.8 3.05 3.27 3.54 153 155 158 57% 14.0 35.4% 76.1% 81.0% 73%| 111.0% SC
Change m
Villanova Universit 2013 98 36 2.3 3.2 3.29 3.51 3.69 155 158 161 62% 18.7 27.4% 59.9% 91.9% 85%| 108.1% PA
i v iversi
y 2014 93 37 2.3 3.3 3.24 3.56 3.74 153 157 160 55% 15.1 36.3% 59.4% 90.9% 82%| 110.9% PA
Change m
Florida International 2013 105 34 1.6 1.9 3.14 3.60 3.76 151 156 157 22% 12.8 N/A 67.6% 89.3% 80%| 111.6% FL
University 2014 100 36 1.7 2.0 3.10 3.59 3.73 151 156 158 26% 11.3 N/A 76.1% 81.4% 79%| 103.0% FL
SUNY Buffalo Law School 2013 86 40 2.4 2.9 3.19 3.51 3.67 152 156 158 44% 12.8 36.3% 62.0% 83.5% 77%| 108.4% NY
u w
2014 100 36 2.3 2.7 3.21 3.48 3.66 150 154 158 52% 12.6 33.0% 62.2% 82.4% 74%| 111.4% NY

Change
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2013 80 41 2.5 2.5 3.04 3.36 3.59 154 158 160 29% 9.5 50.5% 72.3% 74.4% 83% 89.6% HI
University of Hawaii
2014 100 36 2.4 2.6 3.03 3.32 3.61 155 157 159 33% 8.6 25.5% 66.0% 74.4% 75% 99.2% HI

University of Oregon 2013 94 38 2.8 3.2 3.09 333 3.63 155 158 160 53% 15.1 22.4%| 49.4%| 80.0% 78%| 102.6% OR
iversi
Y & 2014 100 36| 2.7 3.3 3.03| 3.37 3.55 156 158 161 49% 15.2 27.3%| 49.1%| 82.3% 81%| 101.6% OR
Mercer Universit 2013 105 34 2.1 2.8 3.18 3.43 3.60 149 153 156 53% 142 29.8%| 67.7%| 77.4% 85%| 91.1% GA
iversi
Y 2014 104 35| 2.0 2.6 3.06] 3.38 3.60 148 152 154 63% 13.6| 32.4%| 78.2%| 87.0% 84%| 103.6% GA
Chane oo
) ) . 2013 102 35 2.2 2.8 3.07] 3.39 3.67 151 155 157 36% 15.2 33.8%| 62.3%| 84.1% 82%| 102.6% MS
University of Mississippi
2014 104 35| 2.2 2.7 3.13| 3.46 3.67 152 155 157 41% 13.2 36.4%| 66.1%| 72.0% 81%| 88.9% MS
) ) ) i 2013 109 33 2.2 2.8 3.00] 3.22 3.57 149 152 156 58% 13.8 N/Al  71.4%| 97.1% 93%| 104.4%| MO
University of Missouri - KC
2014 104 35| 2.2 271 292 3.26 3.53 150 152 155 59% 14.0 N/A|  75.2%| 95.7% 92%| 104.0% MO
Chane [ oq) o /A
) . . 2013 80 41| 24 3.0l 3.06f 331 3.52 153 157 159 36% 109 37.5%| 66.7%| 77.6% 81%| 95.8%| MD
Catholic University of America
2014 107 34 23 291 292 321 3.37 151 154 157 55% 10.3| 37.4%| 62.6%| 81.4% 78%( 104.4%| ™MD
) ) 2013 113 32 2.2 2.8 3.00] 3.27 3.58 152 155 157 63% 15.5 N/A|  63.8%| 70.4% 67%| 105.1%| WA
Gonzaga University
2014 107 34| 2.2 3.0l 3.01f 3.27 3.50 152 154 156 62% 14.8 N/A|  68.7%| 81.2% 67%| 121.2%| WA
Chane [ oq) ocolEBEE o /A
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. 2013 96 37( 2.6 3.00 3.00f 3.23 3.45 156 158 160 52% 11.9( 38.5%| 51.4%| 77.1% 67%| 115.1% CA
Santa Clara University
2014 107 34| 24 3.1 297 3.22 3.42 155 157 160 57% 11.0f 36.6%| 56.4%| 71.2% 66%| 107.9% CA

st John's Universit 2013| 102 36| 2.2 2.8 3.12 3.44 3.66 153 158 161 48% 16.5| 30.8%| 55.1%| 84.6% 77%| 109.9% NY
. 1V |
Y 2014| 107 341 2.2 29| 3.17] 3.39 3.62 153 156 158 57% 16.6| 32.7%| 60.9%| 78.4% 74%| 105.9% NY
Chane [ oq) o
. . 2013 96 371 23 3.00 3.12] 3.28 3.46 152 153 156 47% 12.4] 36.8%| 60.6%| 81.8% 77%| 106.2% NY
Syracuse University
2014| 107 341 23 29| 3.06] 3.29 3.45 152 155 156 59% 12.3| 37.8%| 55.7%| 76.7% 74%| 103.6% NY
Chane [ oq) I
. . 2013| 105 34 1.9 2.6 3.24 3.48 3.68 152 156 158 48% 16.3] 29.0%| 73.0%| 90.7% 86%| 105.5% X
Texas Tech University
2014| 107 341 2.0 2.7 3.15| 3.46 3.68 152 155 158 50% 17.01 26.5%| 71.2%| 83.3% 82%| 101.6% TX
CUNY 2013| 132 28| 2.1 2.5 2.96( 3.32 3.55 154 155 159 25% 9.7 N/A|  41.4%| 69.5% 77%| 90.3% NY
2014 113| +33| 2.0 2.6 3.04] 3.37 3.64 153 154 157 30% 9.1 N/A| 59.6%| 82.3% 74%| 111.2% NY
Change N/A
Drake Universit 2013| 109 33 1.9 29 3.03 3.30 3.58 152 155 159 66% 13.2] 27.1%| 71.6%| 91.6% 90%| 101.8% 1A
1V |
y 2014 113 33 1.9 2.8 297 3.24 3.49 149 153 158 79% 1191 30.9%| 74.8%| 89.9% 93%| 96.7% 1A
. . 2013| 119 31 1.9 2.4 292 3.30 3.59 151 154 157 45% 12.2] 27.0%| 64.9%| 82.4% 86%| 95.8% OH
Cleveland State University
2014| 115 32 1.9 2.6 3.02] 331 3.62 150 152 155 50% 11.5| 28.4%| 60.2%| 85.7% 84%| 102.0% OH

Change
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Creighton Universit 2013 119 31 2.0 2.9 2.92 3.23 3.50 150 152 156 68% 14.5 32.7% 69.3% 83.6% 90% 92.9% 1A
i iversi
& y 2014 115 32 1.9 3.0 2.95 3.23 3.55 149 152 155 77% 12.6 33.9% 69.1% 94.8% 93%| 101.9% 1A
Ghonee 0w —
Washburn Universit 2013| 140 26 1.9 2.6 2.93 3.18 3.51 150 153 156 59% 10.4 N/A 55.6% 83.5% 89% 93.8% KS
u iversi
Y 2014 115 32 1.9 2.5 2.97 3.30 3.62 149 153 155 58% 9.6 30.8% 74.4% 82.7% 89% 92.9% KS
Ghones o — s
2013 132 28 2.0 2.6 3.02 3.32 3.55 149 152 155 69% 12.9 28.0% 55.9% 78.6% 77%| 102.1% NY
Albany Law School
w
y 2014 118 31 2.0 2.5 3.13 3.38 3.59 150 153 156 60% 12.7 30.9% 61.4% 81.1% 74%| 109.6% NY
Change m
Quinnipiac Universit 2013 134 27 2.0 2.1 3.13 3.39 3.66 153 156 158 50% 12.2 18.0% 45.1% 80.6% 82% 98.3% CT
uinnipi iversi
P Y 2014 118 31 1.9 2.2 3.05 3.34 3.58 151 154 157 53% 11.1 23.2% 68.2% 88.8% 82%| 108.3% CT
Universitv of Idaho 2013 134 27 2.1 2.6 2.94 3.21 3.52 149 153 156 65% 15.3 N/A 59.8% 86.2% 85%| 101.4% ID
iversi
Y 2014 118 31 2.0 2.6 2.93 3.25 3.51 149 152 156 56% 13.6 N/A 65.4% 85.3% 86% 99.2% ID
Ghones o — o Vs
Campbell Universit 2013| 126 29 1.4 2.5 2.98 3.29 3.55 152 154 157 53% 17.7 31.6% 79.7% 92.1% 80%| 115.1% NC
iversi
P Y 2014 121 30 1.5 2.3 3.02 3.27 3.59 151 152 156 54% 17.1 19.3% 77.9% 94.5% 79%| 119.6% NC
DePaul Universit 2013] 109 33 2.3 3.0 3.07 3.41 3.56 153 158 160 54% 14.1 16.0% 51.4% 92.6% 89%| 104.0% IL
ul Universi
Y 2014 121 30 2.3 2.8 3.02 3.29 3.53 151 154 156 64% 13.9 15.8% 51.9% 87.5% 87%| 100.6% IL

Change
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. . 2013| 144 25 1.8 2.7 3.13| 3.34 3.58 150 152 155 60% 16.9 26.8%| 57.6%| 81.8% 85%| 96.2%
Duquesne University
2014 121 301 1.8 2.7 3.21] 3.42 3.64 150 152 155 68% 14.2 36.8%| 65.7%| 85.2% 82%| 103.9%
. o 2013| 126 29| 1.9 2.2 3.09 3.38 3.61 148 153 156 61% 15.7 31.7%| 69.3%| 89.2% 93%| 95.9%
Hamline University
2014 121 301 1.8 2.4 3.08] 3.30 3.53 149 153 156 63% 153 27.4%| 72.6%| 84.0% 91%| 92.3%| MN
. . 2013| 119 31 1.9 2.4 3.01f 3.37 3.64 151 153 156 50% 12.1f  21.6%| 72.4%| 91.1% 86%| 105.9% OH
University of Akron
2014 121 301 1.8 2.3 3.03] 3.34 3.63 150 153 156 55% 11.8| 23.7%| 69.1%| 84.0% 84%| 100.0% OH
. . . 2013 113 32| 2.2 2.7 2.86 3.20 3.46 149 152 156 44% 17.9 N/Al  74.0%| 82.9% 84%| 98.7% AR
University of Ark. - Little Rock
2014 121 301 2.2 2.7 294 3.25 3.58 147 151 155 53% 16.1 N/A|  68.3%| 74.3% 76%| 97.8% AR
Change_ 0.0 0.0 N/A
. . 2013| 113 32| 2.0 2.4 3.01f 3.49 3.66 152 154 158 58% 16.0f 43.5%| 68.2%| 88.4% 91%| 97.1% MT
University of Montana
2014 121 301 2.0 2.5| 3.00 3.32 3.61 151 154 157 58% 14.2 50.0%| 63.4%| 86.7% 93%| 93.2% MT
. . . 2013| Tier 2| N/A| 2.0 2.8 2.79 3.18 3.42 151 153 156 63% 131 N/A| 48.8%| 72.6% 78%| 93.1% OR
Willamette University
2014 121 301 2.0 29| 2.81] 3.08 3.36 148 151 154 73% 11.8| 23.2%| 72.0%| 81.5% 81%| 100.6% OR
Change N/A| 0.0 N/A
Drexel Universit 2013| 126 29| 2.0 2.5 3.02 3.28 3.60 154 157 159 39% 149 30.5%| 50.4%| 86.9% 85%| 102.2% PA
X iversi
Y 2014 129 29] 2.0 2.4 3.11] 3.35 3.57 152 155 157 45% 13.5 31.0%| 56.8%| 80.9% 82%| 98.7% PA

19



'q@ G/‘e &
Ry (P Y
Ry G, 2 4 r
e N\ “ %) OG,O 3> 4. 4 ‘ oonds. Ve . Oo) S0, %,
Loy, & 49$ & » < > 4 25, A & > Cc% % g NG 0‘9’@{@'6‘ 5‘5})} &% % /s 7 NP &eé,@ Y
RN AN R NCIRNZINGCINGCD NI PN AN
g ¢ e\t N6, \ Goy e 8\ % N D TS N RO
® J“oo @»% S I 4 @/;,/./ @/;,/./ » ) e 5%, 4 I XY e > ,oes q,o, 7
§ Sap N : § ° K ey Ve "% R
. . . 2013 134 27 2.2 2.7 3.10 3.31 3.53 152 155 157 56% 14.2 23.3% 50.0% 71.0% 73% 97.3% ME
University of Maine
2014 129 29 2.2 2.7 3.13 3.36 3.58 152 155 158 45% 11.9 34.5% 48.3% 69.1% 73% 94.7% ME
. . 2013 140 26 1.9 2.5 3.04 3.22 3.58 145 150 153 44% 18.1 N/A 61.7% 80.5% 85% 94.7% ND
University of North Dakota
2014 129 29 1.9 2.6 3.02 3.26 3.53 146 148 154 49% 18.3 N/A 77.8% 78.3% 81% 96.7% ND
Change m N/A
. . 2013 124 30 1.9 2.4 3.13 3.39 3.67 152 155 160 67% 135 17.2% 59.7% 92.4% 93% 99.4% MN
University of St. Thomas (MN)
2014 129 29 1.8 2.6 3.03 3.37 3.66 150 155 159 72% 12.8 29.8% 59.6% 88.5% 91% 97.3% MN

. . . 2013| 113 32 2.1 2.6 3.15( 3.43 3.58 149 153 156 46% 11.1] 36.5%| 66.2%| 56.9% 62%| 91.8%| WY
University of Wyoming
2014 129 29 2.0 2.8 3.10] 3.35 3.63 149 151 156 60% 10.1| 48.0%| 65.3%| 61.1% 60%| 101.8% WY
Chane I o
2013| 119 31 2.3 29 3.00f 3.21 3.51 149 152 158 83% 15.9] 20.7%| 55.7%| 74.2% 71%| 104.5% VT
Vermont Law School
2014 129 29 2.1 2.8 2091 3.22 3.48 147 151 155 83% 15.5| 32.0%| 58.3%| 76.1% 69%| 110.3% NT
Chane
. . 2013 113 32 2.3 3.1l 2.95 3.26 3.59 153 157 159 49% 15.0 N/A|  47.5%| 79.4% 77%| 103.1% NY
Hofstra University
2014| 135 28 2.2 2.8 2.80| 3.16 3.45 151 154 157 56% 18.1| 24.0%| 57.9%| 81.5% 74%| 110.1% NY
Change N/A
. ) 2013| 126 29 2.2 2.8 299 3.21 3.49 150 152 155 33% 17.9] 48.4%| 58.0%| 49.3% 81%| 60.9%| MD
Howard University
2014| 135 28 2.2 2.8 287 3.13 3.34 148 151 154 41% 16.5| 45.0%| 56.3%| 41.8% 74%| 56.5% NY
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. . 2013] 113 32 1.7 2.9 3.09 3.35 3.57 151 153 158 41% 16.4 33.8% 73.6% 92.5% 77%| 120.1% AL
Samford University
2014 135 28 1.8 2.8 2.88 3.25 3.50 148 150 155 80% 16.9 37.3% 68.1% 96.4% 76%| 126.8% AL

University of Baltimore 2013 134 27 2.0 2.2 2.83 3.13 3.41 149 152 156 61% 14.9 52.7% 63.1% 84.4% 81%| 104.2% MD
iversi i
Y 2014 135 28 2.0 2.6 2871 3.23 3.45 150 152 155 63% 145 48.7% 73.5% 84.7% 78%| 108.6%| MD
Change oo o
William Mitchell 2013 134 27 1.8 2.3 3.11 3.38 3.57 150 154 158 76% 18.9 N/A 54.3% 93.7% 93%| 100.8% MN
illi i
2014 135 28 1.8 2.4 3.00 3.33 3.56 149 154 157 71% 20.0 27.4% 67.7% 90.2% 91% 99.1% MN
Change oo o /A
. . 2013 126 29 1.8 2.0 3.20 3.38 3.60 154 158 160 42% 10.2 23.2% 48.0% 78.2% 67%| 116.7% CA
Chapman University
2014 140 26 1.8 2.4 3.07 3.27 3.51 155 158 160 51% 10.0 24.2% 47.8% 80.0% 66%| 121.2% CA
2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.9 2.2 2.83 3.13 3.40 149 152 154 54% 20.9 N/A 47.0% 80.3% 77%| 104.3% NY
New York Law School
2014 140 26 1.9 2.6 2871 3.17 3.43 149 151 153 58% 16.9 N/A 55.2% 67.2% 74% 90.8% NY
Change N/A| 0.0 0] N/A
Pace Universit 2013 134 27 1.9 2.4 3.08 3.37 3.58 150 153 156 45% 12.9 N/A 49.1% 75.5% 77% 98.1% NY
iversi
Y 2014 140 26 1.9 2.5 2921 3.21 3.51 147 151 153 60% 121 30.4% 55.2% 77.6% 74%| 104.9% NY
Change m N/A
. . . 2013| 144 25 1.8 2.3 3.04 3.25 3.54 152 154 157 35% 17.5 27.9% 63.6% 93.3% 77%| 121.2% TN
University of Memphis
20141 140 26 1.8 2.1 3.00f 3.24 3.60 151 153 155 46% 15.5 29.1% 67.2% 89.1% 73%| 122.1% TN

Change
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o 2013[ Tier2| N/a| 19| 23| 297 327] 354 149 152| 154  ae%| 12.1] 322%| 47.8%| 85.1% 86%| 99.0%| OH
University of Toledo
2014| 140 26| 18] 24| 300 333] 360 148 152| 155|  s9%| 117 25.2%| 64.6%| 79.3% 84%| 94.4%| OH
Change N/A n
o 2013| Tier2| N/a|  1.8] 24| 3.01] 328] 367 146 149 153|  e6%| 14.4| 41.8%| 455%| 90.0% 94%| 95.7%| sD
University of South Dakota
2014 14s| 25| 18] 24| 293 315] 356 144|  147| 150| 81%| 13.6] 36.8%| 78.9%| 87.5% 86%| 101.7%| sD
2013 144 25| 16| 23| 289 3.14] 340 151 153  155|  s3%| 20.2 N/A[ 73.9%| 87.3% 86%| 101.5%|  TX
South Texas College of Law
2014| 146 24| 17| 22| 293 315] 339 148 151 154|  63%| 197 N/A| 75.3%| 84.1% 82%| 102.6%|  TX
Change N/A
o . 2013 124] 30| 20| 26| 2970 333 356 152 156| 159 a9%| 137 N/A|  46.9%| 67.8% 67%| 101.2%| cA
University of the Pacific
2014| 146 24| 19| 2.6 3.00| 3.24] 361 151 154| 159| 68%| 14.9| 13.4%| 43.8%| 71.1% 66%| 107.7%| CA
Granes o0 — A
. 2013| Tier2| N/a| 13| 15| 2.73] 294 351 143 146 149 71%| 18.0 N/A|  38.0%| 61.9% 79|  0.8%| va
Appalachian School of Law
2014| Tier2| N/a| 13| 1| 273] 3.02] 351 143 145| 149] 71%| 15.9 N/Al  53.8% N/A N/A N/Al N/A
change] N/A] N/A] 00| 0.0] o0.00[l80I08] o0.00 o o  o% N/A N/A N/A N/A
, , 2013| Tier2| N/a| 1.1] 16| 255] 296 330 141 145 150| 85%| 19.8 N/A|  55.0%| 67.3% 76%| 88.6%| Az
Arizona Summit Law School
2014| Tier2| N/a| 12| 16| 255 288 330 141 144| 150| 85%| 19.9 N/Al  60.2% N/A N/A N/Al  N/A
change] N/A] n/AJRROM| 0.0] o.00[ 008  o0.00 o o  o% N/A N/A N/A N/A
Atlanta's John Marshall 2013| Tier2| N/a| 14| 15| 260 299 3.27 148 150 153|  s2%| 11.2] 25.0%| s51.5%| 73.0% 85|  0.9%| GA
Law School 2014| Tier2| N/a| 14| 16| 260 299 3.26 148 149| 153|  51%| 113 N/Al  58.2% N/A N/A N/Al N/A
change] N/A] N/A] 0.0 0M| 0.00] 0.00 | [ o N/A AR
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. 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.1 1.6 2.81 3.10 3.48 144 148 153 57% 17.6 N/A 44 3% 45.5% 80% 56.9% FL
Ave Maria School of Law
2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.1 1.8 2.76 3.12 3.41 141 146 148 71% 16.9 N/A 47.6% 75.0% 79% 94.9% FL
Barry Universit 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.4 2.55 2.92 3.26 147 147 152 58% 15.5 N/A 47.8% N/A N/A N/A N/A
v |
Y y 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.5 2.59 2.90 3.20 145 147 151 63% 18.4 N/A 52.5% 80.9% 79%| 102.4% FL
change] N/A| N/A[ 0.0 0 N/A N/A| NA[ O N/A
California Western 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.6 2.0 2.89 3.18 3.45 148 151 155 68% 16.9 N/A 42.1% 78.6% 67%| 117.3% CA
School of Law 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.6 2.2 2.85 3.13 3.39 148 151 154 72% 15.5 N/A 49.5% 77.0% 66%| 116.7% CA
Grange]_wial | oo IS RS o v
Capital Universit 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.6 2.1 2.91 3.16 3.40 147 150 153 70% 13.8 N/A 48.0% 80.5% 86% 93.6% OH
| IV |
P Y 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.5 2.2 2.88 3.14 3.44 145 148 151 77% 13.5 N/A 57.9% 90.6% 84%| 107.9% OH
Change| N/A| N/A N/A
2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.4 2.3 2.94 3.17 3.43 149 151 154 59% 16.4 N/A 59.6% 74.3% 77% 96.5% SC
Charleston School of Law
2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.3 2.0 2.84 3.12 3.39 146 150 153 68% 15.0 N/A 57.6% 70.5% 73% 96.6% SC
Change| N/A| N/A N/A
2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.9 2.65 N/A 3.32 142 N/A 150 76% 19.3 14.5% 38.1% 77.9% 80% 97.4% NC
Charlotte School of Law
2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.8 2.48 2.91 3.25 141 144 149 73% 19.1 12.0% 47.9% 65.2% 79% 82.5% NC
Change| N/A| N/A 0.0 N/A N/A
Elon Univenit 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.7 2.5 2.80 3.16 3.48 150 155 158 56% 154 19.2% 58.6% 81.7% 80%| 102.1% NC
IV |
Y 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.6 2.4 2.74 3.01 3.27 146 150 153 68% 13.9 19.6% 58.0% 74.0% 79% 93.7% NC
GO I T | O T e 7, S 2 W - 7 B -
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2013 Tier 2[ N/A 13 2.1  2.69 3.05 3.34 145 147 150 62% 17.5 N/Al  66.3%| 90.1% 77%( 117.0% AL
2014 Tier2[ N/A 1.3 2.1 2771 3.14 3.42 142 146 151 76% 17.7 N/A[  63.5%| 94.3% 76%| 124.1% AL

Faulkner University

. . . 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.3 2.0] 2.81| 3.09 3.34 145 146 151 38% 20.5 N/A[  38.2% N/A N/A N/A[  N/A
Florida A&M University

2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.3 1.7 2.78 3.02 3.36 144 146 150 46%| 22.1%* N/A 52.5% N/A N/A N/A A
Graneel_ |l o[RS GH o < [ v vl v
Florida Coastal 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.3 1.6 2.85 3.10 3.34 143 146 151 74% 19.9 N/A 41.0% 76.0% 80% 95.0% FL
School of Law 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.4 2.69 2.97 3.26 141 144 148 75% 19.4 N/A 41.2% 75.4% 79% 95.4% FL
Change| N/A| N/A N/A

2013 Tier 2[ N/A 1.7 1.8 2.79] 3.12 3.37 148 151 154 71% 16.3 N/Al  29.8%| 62.1% 67%| 92.7% CA
2014 Tier 2[ N/A 1.6 2.1 2,741 3.11 3.41 147 150 153 63% 16.3 N/Al  27.1%| 67.6% 66%| 102.4% CA

Golden Gate Univenity

Graree]_ | IR SR o IS 55— oo - IS e |
John Marshall Law 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.7 2.5 2.88 3.14 3.39 148 151 154 63% 16.4 18.7% 56.1% 83.3% 89% 93.6% IL
School (IL) 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.7 2.7 2.86 3.12 3.38 146 149 152 71% 16.4 30.2% 58.0% 83.5% 87% 96.0% IL

Change| N/A| N/A| 0.0

2013 Tier 2[ N/A 1.2 1.8 2.78] 3.32 3.63 148 150 155 48% 12.7 N/Al  54.4%| 50.0% 79%| 63.3% VA
2014 Tier 2[ N/A 1.2 1.7 283 3.23 3.54 148 151 155 50% 10.8 N/A[ 60.0%| 72.0% 77%| 93.5% VA

change] N/A| N/A[ 0.0 0 [ 0 N/A

Liberty University

2013| 126 29 2.1 3.00 297 3.21 3.46 150 152 155 67% 15.7] 35.1%| 59.3%| 66.3% 70%( 94.7% LA
2014| Tier2| N/A[ 21 3.0 281 3.15 3.48 147 151 154 70% 14.6] 39.2%| 52.5%| 58.9% 63%| 93.5% LA

Change- N/A] 0.0 0.0

Loyola University New Orleans
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Mississioni College 2013| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 19| 3.06| 3.27 3.57 146 149 152 66% 17.3| 34.5%| 82.4%| 80.4% 82%| 98.0% MS
ississippi
PP & 2014| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 2.0l 298| 3.30 3.59 145 149 153 69% 15.6| 24.4%| 79.9%| 85.3% 81%| 105.3% MS
2013| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 22| 2.74] 3.06 3.40 145 149 153 89% 25.5 N/A|  44.5%| 94.0% 87%| 108.0%| MA
New England Law Boston -
2014| Tier2| N/A| 1.5 231 276 3.04 3.33 145 149 153 87% 26.5 N/A|  49.3%| 83.9% 83%| 101.1%| MA
North Carolina Central 2013| Tier2[ N/A| 1.5 21 291 3.22 3.47 143 147 151 34% 14.3 N/A| 58.2%| 73.8% 80%| 92.3% NC
University 2014| Tier2| N/A| 1.5 2.0l 290 3.16 3.37 142 145 149 56% 15.1 N/Al  35.2%| 59.6% 79%| 75.4% NC
Change| N/A| N/A| 0.0 N/A
o . 2013| Tier2| N/A| 1.7 2.5 2.80| 3.16 3.39 147 150 153 59% 16.3| 28.9%| 59.8%| 86.7% 89%| 97.4% IL
Northern Illinois University -
2014| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 221 281 3.10 3.37 146 150 153 68% 14.7 N/A| 64.8%| 87.3% 87%| 100.3% IL
Granse ] v G R o ia
o 2013| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 22| 287 3.17 3.40 149 152 155 70% 14.3 N/Al  57.5%| 79.2% 86%| 92.1% KY
Northern Kentucky University -
2014| Tier2[ N/A| 1.6 221 299 3.20 3.55 149 152 155 70% 14.5 N/A|  64.2%| 81.3% 84%| 96.8% OH
change] N/A] N/Al 0.0] 0.0 0N2| 003 R0Ns| 0 0 0 0% N/A
. 2013| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 23] 291 3.14 3.37 147 150 153 51% 16.3 15.6%| 67.2%| 86.6% 80%| 108.3% FL
Nova Southeastern University -
2014| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 2.0 282 3.07 3.33 146 149 152 48% 16.2| 16.1%| 66.2%| 79.6% 79%| 100.8% FL
i . 2013| Tier2| N/A| 1.6 24 281 3.8 3.45 145 152 154 51% 12.3 N/A| 58.8%| 90.7% 86%| 105.5% OH
Ohio Northern University -
2014| Tier2| N/A| 1.5 22| 286 3.22 3.42 145 150 152 47% 10.9 N/A|  66.7%| 90.7% 84%| 108.0% OH
change| N/A| N/A 0] N/A
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. . . 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.6 2.2 2.89 3.19 3.49 147 149 153 69% 18.4 N/A 74.4% 89.0% 88%| 101.1% 0K
Oklahoma City University -
2014( Tier 2| N/A 1.6 2.4 2.81 3.18 3.52 145 149 153 76% 16.1 N/A 72.0% 77.1% 84% 91.8% OK
Groneel_ Al ] oo IO o i
Regent Universit 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.9 2.97 3.33 3.61 151 153 159 48% 15.9 N/A 56.8% 75.4% 79% 95.4% VA
I\ |
& Y 2014 Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.9 3.01 3.37 3.65 150 153 157 54% 15.0 N/A 59.1% 81.8% 77%| 106.2% NA
change] N/A| N/A[ 00 00 0 N/A
. . . 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.7 2.0 2.96 3.28 3.56 147 151 156 79% 19.6 N/A 57.0% 80.4% 87% 92.4% MA
Roger Williams University -
2014 Tier 2| N/A 1.7 2.0 296 3.19 3.44 146 149 154 72% 22.3 N/A 56.4% 84.6% 83%| 101.9% MA
Change| N/A| N/A 0.0 0.0 0.00 N/A
. . . 2013| 140 26 1.8 2.9 2.65 3.05 3.43 149 152 155 57% 12.8 22.7% 68.2% 88.1% 89% 99.0% IL
Southern lllinois University -
2014( Tier 2| N/A 1.8 2.3 2.77 3.10 3.40 147 150 153 68% 13.4 19.5% 54.7% 79.8% 87% 91.7% IL
Southern University 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.4 1.9 2.57 2.84 3.15 143 145 148 59% 15.0 N/A 49.7% 58.8% 70% 84.0% LA
Law Center (LA) 2014( Tier 2| N/A 14 2.1 2.53 2.82 3.16 142 144 148 63% 14.9 N/A 62.3% 58.8% 63% 93.3% LA
change| N/A| N/A[ 0.0 [ 0 N/A
Southwestern Law 2013( Tier 2| N/A 2.0 2.0 3.03 3.26 3.50 151 153 155 43% 14.6 25.2% 52.3% 60.7% 67% 90.6% CA
School (CA) 2014 Tier 2| N/A 1.9 2.4 291 3.17 3.42 150 152 155 57% 14.6 22.2% 56.5% 61.2% 66% 92.7% CA
change] /A v/ | ORS00 | ORGINO0O|NO0S N o o o[RS TS e |
. . . 2013| 140 26 1.6 2.5 2.76 3.10 3.41 151 153 155 53% 21.1 N/A 83.1% 86.3% 86%| 100.3% X
St. Mary's University -
2014( Tier 2| N/A 1.6 2.5 2.66| 2.94 3.28 148 151 153 72% 19.6 N/A 75.7% 79.1% 82% 96.5% FX
Change- N/A| 0.0 0.0 N/A
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. . 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.4 1.8 2.77 3.01 3.26 146 148 150 63% 15.8 N/A 54.8% 75.1% 80% 93.9% FL
St. Thomas University (FL)
2014( Tier 2| N/A 14 1.6 2.78] 3.06 3.33 145 147 150 61% 15.8 N/A 48.1% 75.1% 79% 95.1% FL
Graree] e wa] oo IRRIOGIOCE O oW oo v IS
suffolk Universit 2013| 144 25 2.0 3.0 2.98 3.24 3.48 146 152 155 74% 18.1 N/A 48.6% 86.8% 87% 99.8% MA
u 1Vi |
Y 2014 Tier 2| N/A 2.0 2.7 3.00 3.27 3.48 145 149 153 78% 17.4 18.6% 51.5% 82.4% 83% 99.3% MA
Change N/A| 0.0 | 0.00) N/A
Texas A&M 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.7 1.8 2.84 3.09 3.33 149 152 155 53% 16.7 16.1% 53.8% 87.4% 86%| 101.6% X
X
2014 Tier 2| N/A 1.7 1.8 2.88| 3.13 3.40 150 152 155 54% 18.6 18.4% 65.2% 85.2% 82%| 103.9% TX
. . 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.5 2.0 2.84 3.08 3.40 144 145 148 35% 14.5 9.8% 57.7% 68.5% 86% 79.7% X
Texas Southern University
2014 Tier 2| N/A 14 2.0 2.77 3.08 3.39 143 144 148 35% 14.6 N/A 62.0% N/A N/A N/A[  N/A
Granee] |/~ B ool oo INNERRINRI o o v v vl
Thomas Jefferson School of 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.4 2.0 2.69 2.93 3.20 146 148 151 73% 20.1 9.7% 32.2% 36.6% 67% 54.6% CA
Law 2014( Tier 2| N/A 13 2.0 2.62 2.86 3.16 143 146 149 81% 19.9 8.1% 36.2% 53.6% 66% 81.2% CA
G NP N T 7 1 1 O B T e - RS T R = RS
2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.8 2.57 3.02 3.36 142 145 151 74% 19.6 N/A 43.8% 84.1% 82%| 102.6% Ml
Thomas M. Cooley Law School
2014 Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.8 2.49 2.96 3.32 141 145 150 79% 13.2 N/A 40.0% 59.5% 64% 93.0% Ml
change] N/A| N/A[ 00 00 0 N/A
Touro College 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.6 1.9 2.87 3.11 3.35 146 148 150 64% 16.5 N/A 63.8% 82.0% 77%| 106.5% NY
u
& 2014 Tier 2| N/A 1.6 1.8 2.75 3.02 3.34 145 148 150 73% 19.6 N/A 58.6% 70.2% 74% 94.9% NY
Granee] ] oo IR o o v
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. . 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.8 2.3 2.84 3.11 3.37 146 149 152 69% 14.3 16.4% 60.8% 71.6% 86% 83.3% OH
University of Dayton
2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.8 2.6 2.72 3.11 3.40 145 148 150 71% 145 N/A 57.6% 65.1% 84% 77.5% OH
change| N/A| N/A[ 0.0 [ 0.00) N/A
. . . 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.4 1.7 2.79 3.09 3.33 146 150 157 48% 17.2 N/A 47.4% 67.1% 82% 81.8% Ml
University of Detroit Mercy
2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.4 1.8 2.84 3.13 3.36 147 151 156 51% 17.9 N/A 41.0% 52.5% 64% 82.0% Ml
Change| N/A| N/A| 0.0 N/A
. . . 2013 144 25 2.1 2.4 2.98 3.26 3.51 153 156 159 44% 16.7 10.8% 41.9% 72.1% 67%| 107.6% CA
University of San Francisco
2014| Tier 2| N/A 2.1 3.0 2.95 3.28 3.51 151 153 158 49% 14.4 17.6% 32.1% 66.7% 66%| 101.1% CA
University of the District 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.4 1.8 2.66 2.95 3.27 148 151 153 27% 12.9 N/A 35.9% 59.3% 81% 73.2% MD
of Columbia 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.4 1.6 2.67 3.05 3.37 147 149 152 35% 13.7 N/A 37.6% 60.7% 78% 77.8% MD
Change| N/A| N/A|l 0.0 N/A
. . . 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.8 2.7 2.94 3.16 3.48 145 149 152 76% 14.4 N/A 49.2% 76.2% 83% 91.8% IN
Valparaiso University
2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.7 2.6 2.75 3.00 3.33 141 143 148 81% 14.9 N/A 54.7% 77.0% 79% 97.5% IN
Change| N/A| N/A N/A
Western New England 2013( Tier 2| N/A 1.5 1.7 2.83 3.14 3.42 147 150 152 74% 12.6 N/A 45.1% 73.2% 87% 84.1% MA
University 2014( Tier 2| N/A 1.4 1.7 2.98 3.20 3.42 145 149 152 83% 111 N/A 51.3% 75.0% 82% 91.5% CcT
change] /A WA 00 0w — VA
. . 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.5 2.85 3.12 3.34 149 151 155 54% 25.6 N/A 38.9% 78.3% 67%| 116.9% CA
Western State University
2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.2 1.7 2.79 3.09 3.32 148 150 152 57% 24.1 N/A 39.8% 80.5% 66%| 122.0% CA
change| N/A| N/A[ 0.0
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Whittier College 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.3 1.6 2.70 2.92 3.22 148 151 153 67% 20.8 N/A 23.6% 55.4% 67% 82.7% CA
ITCI
& 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.4 2.1 2.61 2.95 3.26 145 149 152 60% 18.5 N/A 45.9% 67.7% 66%| 102.6% CA
Change| N/A| N/A N/A
Widener Universit 2013| Tier 2| N/A 1.8 2.4 2.86 3.09 3.42 148 150 153 57% 12.9 18.1% 55.9% 85.5% 85%| 100.6% PA
| IV |
y 2014| Tier 2| N/A 1.8 2.3 2.84 3.16 3.39 147 150 152 67% 13.3 21.7% 50.6% 83.4% 82%| 101.7% PA




