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EXECUTIVE
SUMMARY
The College Sustainability Report Card is the only comparative 
evaluation of campus and endowment sustainability activities 
at colleges and universities in the United States and Canada. In 
contrast to the academic focus on sustainability in research and 
teaching, the Report Card examines colleges and universities, as 
institutions, through the lens of sustainability.

Sustainability signifies meeting the needs of the present without 
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own 
needs. Are these considerations guiding how resources are managed 
in campus operations and endowment practices? The Report Card 
is designed to identify colleges and universities that are leading 
by example on sustainability. The aim is to provide accessible 
information for schools to learn from each other’s experiences and 
establish more effective sustainability policies.

Just as the grading system serves as an incentive in the classroom, the 
Report Card ’s grading system seeks to encourage sustainability as a 
priority in college operations and endowment investment practices 
by offering independent yearly assessments of progress. The focus is 
on policies and practices in eight main categories: 

Now in its second year, the College Sustainability Report Card covers 
the colleges and universities with the 200 largest endowments in 
the United States and Canada, representing more than $343 billion 
in endowment assets, or more than 80 percent of all university 
endowments. It doubles the number of schools included in the first 
edition of the Report Card and provides insights into recent trends.

TRENDS
As prominent institutions of higher education, these 200 schools 
have resources to become leaders in aligning sustainable campus 
and endowment practices with their educational missions. Have 
they made progress in this regard? For the schools that appear in 
both the 2007 and 2008 editions of the Report Card, the trend is 
generally positive:

More than two out of three schools (68 percent) improved their •	
overall grade. More schools are taking action on sustainability 
measures, in part reflecting increasing concern about climate 
change and the realities of rising oil and gas prices. Overall school 
grades improved from a “C” average to a “C+” average with 13 
percent of schools improving by at least one full letter grade (e.g. 
from “C-” to “B-”). See list on page 7 and Snapshot section on 
pages 8–9.

Schools are taking on climate change through aggressive •	
carbon reduction commitments. A significant shift occurred 
in addressing climate change, with the proportion of schools 
committing to reductions in carbon emissions more than tripling 
(from 14 to 50 percent). Notably, more than 25 percent of the 
schools have committed to achieving carbon neutrality in the long 
term by signing the American College and University Presidents 
Climate Commitment. For more details, see page 14.

Increasing use of local food drives significant grade improvement.•	  
The number of schools reporting that they buy at least some food 
from local farms/producers grew from 63 to 84 percent. The “A” 
grades in Food & Recycling almost doubled, jumping from 20 to 
38 percent. For more details, see page 16.

Green building policies are becoming more widespread.•	  The 
percentage of schools with green building policies increased from 
48 to 69 percent. For more details, see page 18.

Endowment investments in renewable energy funds increased •	
dramatically. The percentage of schools with current endowment 
investments in renewable energy funds, or similar investment 
opportunities, more than tripled from 9 to 31 percent. Partly 
because of these investments, the “A” grades in the Investment 
Priorities category increased from 13 to 38 percent. For more 
details, see page 24.

Some schools have lower grades due to assessment of new •	
category and indicators. Roughly 10 percent of schools had a 
slight decline in their overall grades, but none dropped by a full 
letter. The reasons for this drop varied, but in most cases reflected 
the increasing rigor of the evaluation indicators and the addition 
of the Transportation category.

To find out how these trends are reflected in specific schools, refer to 
the Snapshot section on pages 8-9, which provides a list of all 200 
schools along with their overall grades. Arrows indicate whether the 
grade has improved or declined for schools covered in both editions 
of the Report Card.

Administration•	

Climate Change & Energy•	

Food & Recycling•	

Green Building•	

Transportation•	

Endowment Transparency•	

Investment Priorities•	

Shareholder Engagement•	
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schools received an “F” grade, while only 4 percent earned an “A” 
grade. For more details, see pages 22 and 26.

Schools perform best in Food & Recycling category.•	  An 
impressive 29 percent of schools earned an “A” grade in this 
category while only 3 percent of schools received an “F” grade. 
Notably, 70 percent of schools devote at least a portion of food 
budgets to buying from local farms and/or producers. For more 
details, see page 16.

More than one in three schools have full-time staff dedicated to •	
sustainability. A considerable number of schools have recognized 
the need for full-time campus sustainability administrators. 
Currently, 37 percent report having dedicated sustainability staff 
with several additional schools announcing imminent hiring 
plans. For the Administration category as a whole, 21 percent of 
schools achieved an “A” grade. For more details, see page 12.

Increased attention to climate change reflected in aggressive •	
carbon reduction commitments. With the urgency of 
confronting climate change receiving increasing attention, almost 
half the schools have made a commitment to carbon reduction. 

KEY FINDINGS
In the 200 schools surveyed this year, the level of campus sustainability 
initiatives far outpaces that of endowment sustainability activity. 
The chart (at right) illustrates the percentage of “A” grades in each 
of the eight categories. For all schools in the College Sustainability 
Report Card 2008, key findings include: 

Almost one in three schools earnd an overall grade of “B•	 -” or 
better. The cumulative grade distribution is as follows: 3 percent 
of schools earned “A” level grades, 28 percent earned “B” level 
grades, 41.5 percent earned “C” level grades, 25.5 percent earned 
“D” level grades and 2 percent earned “F” level grades.

Campus sustainability initiatives outshine endowment •	
sustainability activity. Strong performance across all five campus 
categories resulted in a collective total of only 106 “F” grades. In 
contrast, a widespread lack of endowment sustainability activity 
resulted in 131 “F” grades in the Shareholder Engagement category 
and 116 “F” grades in the Endowment Transparency category.

Six schools are recognized as overall College Sustainability •	
Leaders. Schools whose campus operations and endowment 
practices merited an overall grade of “A-” qualify as College 
Sustainability Leaders–our highest recognition. The schools 
are: Carleton College, Dartmouth College, Harvard University, 
Middlebury College, University of Vermont, and University of 
Washington.

More than two dozen schools attained Campus Sustainability •	
Leader status. High marks for all 5 campus categories resulted in 
25 colleges and universities achieving the Campus Sustainability 
Leader designation. All such schools received an average grade of 
“A-” or better for the campus categories. See sidebar on page 7.

Only three schools qualify as Endowment Sustainability •	
Leaders. Carleton College, Dartmouth College, and Williams 
College were the only schools to receive an average grade of “A-” 
or better across the three endowment categories.

A significant percentage of schools have endowment investments •	
in renewable energy funds. Currently, 19 percent of schools 
report having endowment investments in renewable energy 
funds. An additional 17 percent report exploring endowment 
investments in this area. As a result of this and other factors, 22 
percent achieved “A” grades in the Investment Priorities category. 
For more details, see page 24.

Schools are weakest in Shareholder Engagement and Endowment •	
Transparency categories. The weakest category was Shareholder 
Engagement, with an average grade of “D-”; 66 percent of schools 
received an “F” grade while only 11 percent attained an “A.” 
Similarly, schools fared poorly in the Endowment Transparency 
category, receiving an average grade of “D”; overall, 58 percent of 

Two out of three schools (68 percent) improved their overall grade.

“A” GRADES BY CATEGORY

Administration
21%

Climate Change & Energy
14%

Food & Recycling
29%

Green Building
18%

Transportation
17%

Endowment Transparency
4%

Investment Priorities
22%

Shareholder Engagement
11%
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In all, 88 percent of schools 
participated in at least one  
of the three research surveys.

Almost one in three schools have committed to achieving carbon 
neutrality in the long term by signing the American College and 
University Presidents Climate Commitment. Many schools are 
already taking action with 37 percent purchasing at least some 
renewable energy while 34 percent have onsite wind and/or solar 
energy production. For more details, see page 14. 

Three in five schools have green building projects. •	 A substantial 
61 percent of schools have at least one building certified through 
the U.S. Green Building Council’s  Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED) rating system or are in the 
process of constructing one. Notably, however, only 18 percent 
received an “A” grade in the Green Building category because 
many schools lack comprehensive green building policies. For 
more details, see page 18.

The Transportation category, new this year, shows significant •	
positive activity. Hybrid or electric vehicles can be found in 
fleets at 42 percent of schools. Biodiesel is made and/or used at 31 
percent of schools, and 23 percent of schools have bicycle-sharing 
programs, encouraging the use of alternative transportation. For 
more details, see page 20.

For further facts and analysis, please refer to the eight category 
summaries on pages 12–27 and the individual school profiles. The 
category summaries provide descriptions of each category and brief 
highlights of leading schools in each group. Each category also 
recognizes leadership by including a list of schools that received an 
“A” grade.

ABOUT THE SCHOOLS
The College Sustainability Report Card 2008 evaluates the colleges 
and universities in the United States and Canada with the 200 
largest endowments. The schools are located in 44 states, the 
District of Columbia, and 4 Canadian provinces. 

Policies were reviewed at 129 private institutions with $251 billion in 
combined endowment assets and at 71 public institutions with $92 
billion in combined endowment assets. The total endowment assets 
of the schools equal more than $343 billion. The 200 schools are a 
mix of large and small institutions of higher education. Together, 
they count more than four million currently enrolled students.

For more information on the selection process, please refer to full 
Methods section page 228.

METHODS OVERVIEW
Data collection for the report took place from June through 
September 2007. For the five sections related to campus 
management (Administration, Climate Change & Energy, Food & 
Recycling, Green Building, and Transportation), information was 
gathered first from publicly available documentation. Then, three 
surveys were sent to each school: 1) A Campus Survey covering the 
Administration, Climate Change & Energy, Green Building, and 
Transportation categories; 2) A Dining Services Survey covering 
the Food & Recycling category; and 3) An Endowment Survey 
covering the Endowment Transparency, Investment Priorities, and 
Shareholder Engagement categories. 

The response rate to the Campus Survey was 75 percent, whereas 
65 percent completed the Dining Services Survey and 45 percent 
responded to the Endowment Survey. In all, 88 percent of schools 
participated in at least one of the three surveys.

All 39 indicators used for grading are described in the Indicators 
section of this report on page 230. Each school earned numerical 
points in proportion to its policies and practices for each indicator. A 
predetermined scale, based on points earned for the indicators, was 
then used to determine letter grades for each of the eight categories. 
To simplify grading, only full letter grades (i.e., no plus or minus) 
of A, B, C, D, and F were given in the five campus management 
categories and the three endowment-related categories. The eight 
equally weighted category grades were totaled to calculate a grade 
point average (GPA) on a 4.0 scale. The GPA was then translated 
into an overall sustainability grade, ranging from “A” to “F,” using a 
standard grading scale. See page 228 for further information about 
methods.

THE SUSTAINABILITY 
LEADERSHIP CHALLENGE
Renowned management expert Peter Drucker once recommended 
that, “The best way to predict the future is to create it.” By 
highlighting the need for vision and commitment, this observation 
epitomizes the sustainability leadership challenge faced by colleges 
and universities. It entails embracing a long-term perspective 
and a willingness to encourage a participatory problem-solving 
process. This empowering approach to creating a sustainable 
future characterizes the schools that the Report Card recognizes as 
leaders.

OVERALL COLLEGE  
SUSTAINABILITY LEADERS
Carleton College

Dartmouth College

Harvard University

Middlebury College

University of Vermont

University of Washington 
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Applying Drucker’s insights requires leading by example and 
making difficult choices about the allocation of resources. For 
instance, lessons learned about sustainability in the classroom, in 
the library, and in the laboratory are reinforced when they take 
place in energy-efficient buildings, powered by renewable energy 
and accessed via biking/walking paths or mass transit. The Report 
Card  looks at whether schools prioritize such sustainability criteria 
in campus operations and planning.

Incorporating a preference for sustainability in campus operations 
is an investment bringing both returns in energy savings and 
improvement in quality of life. Adopting this perspective also 
presents educational opportunities for participation in decision 
making on a variety of sustainability options on campus. 

Leadership in undertaking these initiatives does not necessarily 
require large financial resources. As the Report Card illustrates in 
each category’s section on “Leading by Example,” many smaller 
or less wealthy schools have made impressive strides. This point is 
highlighted by the Sustainability Innovator Awards given only to 
schools that had noteworthy sustainability policies but did not have 
endowments large enough to be included in the Report Card.

The Report Card regards endowment practices as a vital component 
of a school’s sustainability efforts. Choices about the transparency of 
the endowment, its investment priorities, and shareholder decisions 
are all expressions of a school’s values and priorities–the type of 
future it is helping to create with its financial resources. For example, 
how many schools “connect the dots” between supporting campus 
sustainability and leading by example in shareholder engagement 
to advance energy efficiency and other corporate sustainability 
policies?

Meeting the sustainability leadership challenge in relation 
to endowment practices and campus operations requires 
acknowledging that maintaining the status quo is a choice. While 
it may be more due to inertia than to active consideration, such 
a choice has repercussions on the sustainability of both the 
endowment and the overall economy. As oil climbs toward $100 
a barrel, the synergy between economic realities and sustainability 
in endowment investment practices is becoming more evident. 
These developments are reflected in the trend that the Report Card 
documents towards increased endowment investments in renewable 
energy funds. Looking ahead, the question about campus operations 
and endowment practices is: In what other ways will colleges and 
universities help create the future by rising to the sustainability 
leadership challenge? 

CAMPUS 
SUSTAINABILITY LEADERS
Arizona State University

Bates College

Bowdoin College

Carnegie Mellon University

Dickinson College

Duke University

Harvard University

Middlebury College

MIT

Northeastern University

Oberlin College

Oregon State University

Pennsylvania State University

Santa Clara University

Univ. of British Columbia

University of California

University of Colorado

University of Florida

University of Michigan

University of New Hampshire

University of North Carolina

University of Oregon

University of Vermont

University of Washington

Yale University

ENDOWMENT 
SUSTAINABILITY LEADERS
Carleton College

Dartmouth College

Williams College

SCHOOLS IMPROVING BY ONE  
FULL LETTER GRADE OR MORE
Boston University  (D to C)

Carleton College  (C+ to A-)

Macalester College  (C to B)

Michigan State University  (C to B)

Northeastern University  (C- to B)

Oberlin College  (C+ to B+)

University of Arkansas  (D to C)

University of Notre Dame  (D- to C)

University of Southern California  (D to C+)

University of Virginia  (D+ to B-)

University of Washington  (B- to A-)

Washington and Lee University  (C- to B-)

Yeshiva University  (D- to C-)

“The best way to predict the 
future is to create it.”  
- Peter Drucker
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SNAPSHOT (A - R)

C Georgia Institute of Technology n

D- Gettysburg College
B Grinnell College p

C+ Hamilton College p

A- Harvard University       W Q n
C Haverford College
F Howard University
D Illinois Institute of Technology
C Indiana University p

C Iowa State University
B- Johns Hopkins University p

F The Juilliard School
D+ Kansas State University
D- Lafayette College q

D+ Lehigh University q

C- Louisiana State University
D+ Loyola Marymount University
C- Loyola University of Chicago
D- Loyola University of New Orleans
B Macalester College p

D- Marquette University
B+ Massachusetts Institute of Technology Q   p
B- McGill University p

D+ Miami University (OH)
B Michigan State University p

A- Middlebury College       W Q p
D Mississippi State University
B- Mount Holyoke College
D- National University
C+ New York University p

D North Carolina State University
B Northeastern University Q   p
C+ Northwestern University n

B+ Oberlin College Q   p
D+ Occidental College
C+ Ohio State University p

D+ Oklahoma State University
B- Oregon State University Q
B Pennsylvania State University Q   p
D- Pepperdine University
B Pomona College p

B- Princeton University n

C Purdue University n

C Queens University
C+ Reed College
F Regent University
C- Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute n

C Rhode Island School of Design
C- Rhodes College
C+ Rice University p

C Agnes Scott College 
D+ American University
B Amherst College p

B- Arizona State University Q
D+ Auburn University
B- Bates College Q
C- Baylor University p

C+ Berea College n

D+ Berry College
C Boston College p

C Boston University p

B- Bowdoin College Q   n
C Brandeis University
B+ Brown University p

C+ Bryn Mawr College
C- Bucknell University
C California Institute of Technology p

A- Carleton College     W $ p
B- Carnegie Mellon University Q   p
C Case Western Reserve University q

C- Claremont McKenna College
B Clark University
C+ Clemson University
C+ Colby College
D+ Colgate University
C College of the Holy Cross
D- College of the Ozarks
D- College of William & Mary
C Colorado College
B Columbia University n

B Cornell University p

D Creighton University
A- Dartmouth College W  $    n
C- Davidson College
D Denison University
D- DePaul University
D+ DePauw University
B+ Dickinson College Q
D+ Drew University
C- Drexel University
B+ Duke University Q   p
C+ Earlham College
B- Emory University p

C- Florida State University
D Fordham University
C Franklin & Marshall College
D- Franklin W. Olin College of Engineering
B- Furman University
D+ The George Washington University q

B- Georgetown University p

 Overall College Sustainability Leader W 
Campus Sustainability Leader Q

Endowment Sustainability Leader $
Higher Grade Than Last Year p

Lower Grade Than Last Year q
Unchanged Grade From Last Year n   
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SNAPSHOT (R - Z)

C+ University of Miami
B+ University of Michigan Q   n
B University of Minnesota p

D- University of Mississippi
C University of Missouri p

D+ University of Nebraska n

B University of New Hampshire Q
C University of New Mexico
B- University of North Carolina Q   p
C University of Notre Dame p

C University of Oklahoma p

B- University of Oregon Q
B University of Pennsylvania n

C- University of Pittsburgh p

C University of Richmond p

C University of Rochester p

D- University of South Alabama
D- University of South Florida
C+ University of Southern California p

C- University of St. Thomas (MN)
C+ University of Tennessee n

B- University of Texas p

B University of Toronto p

D University of Tulsa p

C University of Utah
A- University of Vermont W   Q
B- University of Virginia p

A- University of Washington       W Q p
B+ University of Wisconsin p

C University of Wyoming
C+ Vanderbilt University p

B- Vassar College q

C Villanova University
D- Virginia Commonwealth University
C- Virginia Polytechnic Institute and State U.
D- Wabash College
D Wake Forest University n

B- Washington and Lee University p

C+ Washington State University p

C Washington University in St. Louis p

C+ Wellesley College p

B Wesleyan University p

C- West Virginia University
C- Wheaton College (IL)
C- Whitman College
C+ Willamette University
B+ Williams College $   q
D- Worcester Polytechnic Institute
B+ Yale University Q   n
C- Yeshiva University p

D- Rochester Institute of Technology
C The Rockefeller University p

D+ Rollins College
D- Rush University
C Rutgers, The State Univ. of New Jersey
D- Saint Louis University
F Samford University
B- Santa Clara University Q
C Sewanee: The University of the South
B- Smith College q

C- Southern Methodist University q

D+ Southwestern University
D- Spelman College
C- St. John’s University (NY)
B- St. Lawrence University
C- St. Olaf College
B+ Stanford University q

B- Swarthmore College n

B- Syracuse University p

C- Texas A&M University q

D+ Texas Christian University p

D Texas Tech University
D- Trinity University (TX) n

B+ Tufts University p

C Tulane University n

C+ Union College (NY)
B- University at Buffalo & SUNY
D+ University of Alabama p

C- University of Alaska
C University of Alberta
C+ University of Arizona
C University of Arkansas p

B+ University of British Columbia Q   p
B+ University of California Q   p
C- University of Chicago p

C+ University of Cincinnati p

B- University of Colorado Q
C University of Connecticut
D+ University of Dayton
C- University of Delaware n

B- University of Florida Q   p
D University of Georgia
D University of Houston
B- University of Illinois p

B- University of Iowa p

C- University of Kansas n

C University of Kentucky p

C+ University of Louisville p

C+ University of Maryland p

C+ University of Massachusetts

 Overall College Sustainability Leader W 
Campus Sustainability Leader Q

Endowment Sustainability Leader $
Higher Grade Than Last Year p

Lower Grade Than Last Year q
Unchanged Grade From Last Year n




