OXIDE 2014 Falculty Demographics Survey: Gender Results for AY2013-14 (Alpha)

Total Faculty in Department, % Gender Assistant Profs % Gender Associate Profs % Gender Full Profs. % Gender Faculty
AV2013-14 AY201314 AV2013-14 Av201314 AY2013-13
[ Assistant professors || Associate professors || Full __professors. Totals Totals Totals Totals Totals
Institution #of ot mate] FOf  wor mate| ¥ yof mate] O yof Male| % Assistant an | ASSStant, | S Assstant, | ooy gy | % Associate, 3% Associate, HEuL o, Femalef| s Ful,  Male]| 6 Faculty. REESCtT
Female Female Female Female Female Male Female Male Al Female Male
Akron, U of 2 3 0 1 B 3 ) 33% 3% 200% 67% 0.0% 67% 50.0% 7% EE 200% 200%
Alabama, U of, Tuscaloosa 1 6 1 7 1 10 3 23 26.9% 38% 231% 308% 38% 26.9% 423% 38% 385% 1.5% 88.5%
Arizona State U o 2 6 8 2 % 8 36 a5% 00% 45% 318% 13.6% 18.2% 63.6% as% 59.1% 18.2% 81.8%
Arizona, U of 3 4 3 7 3 2 s 3 16.7% 7.0% 95% 238% 7% 167% 59.5% 7% 524% 21.4% 786%
Arkansas, U of, Fayetteville - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Binghamton U o 4 0 3 2 6 2 13 26.7% 00% 26.7% 200% 0.0% 200% 533% 13.3% 200% 133% 86.7%
Boston College 1 3 0 3 1 1 2 7 211% 53% 15.8% 15.8% 00% 15.8% 63.2% 53% 57.9% 105% 89.5%
Boston U 2 3 2 6 1 9 5 18 217% 87% 13.0% 348% 87% 261% 435% 43% 391% 2.7% 783%
Bowing Green State U 1 2 1 3 o 3 2 8 30.0% 10.0% 20.0% 40.0% 100% 30.0% 30.0% 0.0% 300% 200% 80.0%
Brandeis U. o 2 1 0 2 6 3 8 182% 00% 182% 9% 81% 0% 72.7% 18.2% 545% 27.3% 72.7%
Brigham Young U.* - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Brown U 2 1 1 4 0 10 3 15 167% 1.1% 56% 27.8% 56% 22% 55.6% 0.0% 55.6% 16.7% 833%
Buffalo, U at 2 3 0 5 3 16 5 2 17.2% 69% 103% 17.2% 00% 17.2% 65.5% 103% 552% 17.2% 828%
California Inst. of Tech. 1 4 o [ 6 3 7 3 128% 26% 103% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 87.2% 15.4% 718% 17.9% 821%
California, U of, Berkeley 3 6 1 1 s 30 9 37 19.6% 65% 13.0% 43% 22% 22% 76.1% 109% 65.2% 19.6% 80.4%
California, U of, Davis® ) 4 2 3 7 2 9 30 103% 00% 10.3% 128% 51% 7.7% 76.9% 17.9% 59.0% 231% 76.9%
California, U of, Irvine* 2 4 4 2 2 26 8 2 15.0% 5.0% 10.0% 15.0% 10.0% 5.0% 700% 50% 65.0% 200% 80.0%
California, U of, Los Angeles 2 2 1 3 8 2 u 37 83% 4.2% a2% 83% 21% 63% 833% 167% 66.7% 29% 7.1%
California, U of, Riverside® 3 s 1 3 2 15 6 23 27.6% 103% 17.2% 138% 34% 103% 58.6% 69% 517% 207% 793%
California, U of, San Diego 1 12 1 s B 2n 7 38 289% 22% 26.7% 133% 22% 11% 57.8% 11.1% 467% 15.6% 84.4%
California, U of, San Francisco® - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
California, U of, Santa Barbara 1 1 0 2 s ) 6 2 63% 3% 3% 63% 0.0% 63% 87.5% 15.6% 719% 188% 813%
California, U of, Santa Cruz 1 1 0 3 2 13 3 7 10.0% 5.0% 5.0% 15.0% 00% 15.0% 75.0% 100% 65.0% 15.0% 85.0%
Carnegie Mellon U 1 2 1 6 2 u a 19 13.0% 43% 87% 30.4% 43% 26.1% 56.5% 87% 478% 17.% 826%
Case Western Reserve U 3 3 o 4 2 8 5 15 30.0% 15.0% 15.0% 200% 00% 20.0% 500% 100% 400% 25.0% 75.0%
Central lorida, U of, Orlando 2 s o s 1 7 3 7 35.0% 10.0% 25.0% 25.0% 0.0% 25.0% 200% 5.0% 35.0% 15.0% 85.0%
Chicago, Uof 0 3 0 1 2 19 2 23 12.0% 00% 12.0% 4.0% 0.0% 4.0% 84.0% 8.0% 76.0% 8.0% 92.0%
Cincinnati, U of (Cincinnati) 1 3 2 7 2 9 s 19 16.7% 4% 125% 375% 83% 292% 458% 83% 37.5% 208% 792%
Clemson U 0 4 1 4 1 2 2 20 182% 00% 18.2% 27% 45% 18.2% 59.1% 5% 545% 5.1% 90.9%
Colorado State U, Fort Collins 3 ! 2 3 4 2 9 19 25.0% 107% 143% 17.9% 7% 10.7% 57.1% 14.3% 29% 321% 67.9%
Colorado, U of, Boulder 1 6 1 6 s 3 7 40 14.9% 21% 128% 14.9% 21% 128% 702% 106% 59.6% 18.9% 85.1%
Columbia U o 3 1 5 3 13 4 n 12.0% 00% 120% 20.0% 4.0% 200% 64.0% 12.0% 520% 160% 84.0%
Connecticut, U of (storrs) 2 . 2 s 1 10 s 23 21.4% 7.1% 14.3% 393% 7% 321% 393% 36% 35.7% 17.9% 821%
CornellU (ithaca) 2 2 0 4 2 19 4 25 13.8% 69% 6.9% 13.8% 0.0% 13.8% 72.4% 69% 65.5% 138% 86.2%
Dartmouth College’ 1 1 0 1 1 13 2 15 11.8% 5.9% 59% 59% 0.0% 5.9% 824% 59% 765% 1.8% 882%
Delaware, U of, Newark 3 gl 1 5 2 7 6 2% 219% 9.4% 125% 188% 3% 15.6% 59.4% 63% 531% 188% 813%
Duke U 3 3 1 2 0 12 4 17 286% 143% 143% 143% 48% 95% 57.1% 0.0% 571% 19.0% 81.0%
Duguesne U o 0 3 4 0 8 3 12 0.0% 00% 0% 46.7% 200% 26.7% 53.3% 0.0% 533% 200% 800%
Emory U 2 3 0 4 0 13 2 20 27% 9.1% 13.6% 18.2% 0.0% 182% 591% 0.0% 591% 9.1% 90.9%
Florida State U (Tallahassee) o 6 1 8 3 v 4 31 17.1% 0o% 17.1% 25.7% 29% 29% 57.1% 86% 86% 1.4% 88.6%
Florida, U o 0 0 0 0 o o o - - - - - - - - - - -
Georgia Inst. of Tech. (Atlanta) 1 3 3 7 1 2 5 2 108% 27% 81% 27.0% 81% 18.9% 622% 27% 59.5% 135% 86.5%
Georga State U 1 s 0 6 4 1u 5 2 2% 37% 185% 2% 0.0% 22% 55.6% 14.8% 407% 185% 815%
Georgia, U of, Athens 2 3 o 7 0 15 2 2 185% 7.4% 11% 25.9% 0.0% 25.9% 55.6% 0.0% 55.6% 7.4% 926%
Harvard U 2 0 0 2 a 20 6 2 7% 7.1% 0.0% 7% 0.0% 7.0% 85.7% 14.3% 714% 21.4% 786%
Houston, U of, Downtown o s 1 4 0 2 1 2 27% 00% 27% 27% as% 18.2% 54.5% 0.0% 545% as% 95.5%
Hunter College 1 1 1 2 B 6 7 9 12.5% 63% 6.3% 18.8% 63% 125% 68.8% 313% 37.5% 38% 563%
Hlinois, U of, Chicago 2 4 o 8 1 9 3 n 25.0% 83% 16.7% 333% 00% 333% aL7% 2% 37.5% 125% 87.5%
Hlinois, U of, Urbana-Champaign®| 0 4 o 3 4 18 4 2 138% 00% 138% 103% 0.0% 103% 75.9% 13.8% 621% 138% 86.2%
Indiana U, Bloomington 4 6 1 7 2 16 7 29 27.8% 11% 16.7% 2% 28% 19.4% 50.0% 56% 44.0% 19.4% 80.6%
lowa State U o 7 2 1 3 1 5 2 25.9% 00% 25.9% 11.1% 7.4% 37% 63.0% 11.1% 519% 185% 815%
lowa, U of* - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Jackson State U o 2 1 4 1 7 2 13 13.3% 0.0% 133% 33.3% 6.7% 26.7% 533% 67% 67% 13.3% 86.7%
Johns Hopkins U' 1 2 1 2 0 2 2 16 167% 56% 11% 167% 56% 11% 66.7% 0.0% 66.7% 11% 88.9%
Kansas, U of 0 4 3 s 3 12 6 n 14.8% 00% 14.8% 296% 1.1% 185% 55.6% 11.1% 40.4% 22% 77.8%
Kent state UF — — = — — = — = = - - - - - - - - - -
Kentucky, U of (Lexington) 4 4 o 4 2 u 6 19 320% 16.0% 160% 16.0% 0.0% 160% 52.0% 80% 40% 20.0% 760%
Louisiana State U (Baton Rouge) | 2 5 1 5 3 2 6 2 25.0% 7.1% 17.9% 21.4% 36% 17.9% 53.6% 107% 29% 21.4% 786%
Maryland, U of, Baltimore County [ 1 s 2 3 1 5 4 13 35.3% 59% 29.4% 29.4% 11.8% 17.6% 35.3% 59% 29.% 25% 765%
Maryland, U of, College Park" o 4 o 6 6 20 6 30 1.1% 00% 11% 167% 00% 16.7% 72.2% 16.7% 55.6% 167% 833%
Massachusetts Inst. of Tech. 1 6 1 o 3 16 s 2 25.9% 37% 22% 37% 37% 00% 704% 11.1% 593% 185% 815%
Massachusetts, U of, Amherst 2 4 3 2 0 15 5 2n 231% 7.7% 15.4% 19.2% 11.5% 77% 57.7% 0.0% 57.7% 19.2% 80.8%
Michigan state U 0 8 1 8 2 26 3 2 17.8% 0.0% 17.8% 200% 22% 17.8% 622% aa% 57.8% 67% 93.3%
Michigan, U of, Ann Arbor 4 7 1 3 5 20 10 30 275% 10.0% 17.5% 10.0% 25% 7.5% 625% 12.5% 500% 25.0% 75.0%
Minnesota, U of, Twin Cities 3 6 3 3 2 2 8 31 2.1% 7.7% 15.4% 15.4% 7.7% 7.7% 615% 5% 56.4% 205% 795%
Mississippi State U (starkville)* - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Montana State U, Bozeman 1 1 o 1 3 10 4 12 125% 63% 63% 63% 0.0% 63% 813% 18.8% 625% 25.0% 75.0%
Nebraska, U of,Lincoln 1 s 1 3 1 13 3 2n 25.0% 4.2% 208% 16.7% 42% 125% 58.3% 42% 54.2% 125% 87.5%
Nevada, U o, Las Vegas 1 2 1 a 0 s 2 15 17.6% 59% 11.8% 29.4% 59% 235% 52.9% 0.0% 529% 11.8% 88.2%
New Mexico State U (Las Cruces) | 0 . 2 2 1 9 3 15 22% 00% 22% 22% 11.1% 1.1% 55.6% 56% 500% 167% 833%
New Orleans, U of o 1 0 0 0 7 o 8 12.5% 0.0% 125% 0.0% 0.0% 00% 87.5% 0.0% 87.5% 0.0% 100.0%
New York U 1 3 1 2 1 1 3 19 182% as5% 13.6% 13.6% as% 9.1% 682% 5% 63.6% 13.6% 86.4%
North Carolina State U 2 4 2 4 1 15 5 23 21.4% 71% 143% 214% 7.1% 143% 57.1% 36% 53.6% 17.9% 821%
North Carolina, U of, Chapel Hill 3 9 1 2 a 1 8 30 6% 7.9% 23.7% 7.9% 26% 53% 60.5% 105% 50.0% 211% 78.9%
North Dakota State U (Fargo)* — — — — — — — — — — - - - - - - - - -
North Texas, U of o 2 0 2 2 2 2 16 11.1% 00% 1.1% 11.1% 0.0% 1.1% 77.8% 11.1% 66.7% 11% 88.9%
Northeastern U 0 1 1 6 3 2 4 19 4.3% 00% 43% 30.4% 43% 26.1% 65.2% 13.0% 522% 17.4% 826%
Northwestern U 1 4 1 1 2 2n a % 167% 33% 133% 67% 33% 33% 76.7% 67% 70.0% 133% 86.7%
Notre Dame, U of 2 6 2 5 2 2 6 3 211% 5.3% 15.8% 18.4% 53% 132% 60.5% 53% 55.3% 15.8% 80.2%
Ohio State U (Columbus) 3 6 2 7 7 2 12 35 191% 4% 128% 19.1% 43% 14.9% 61.7% 14.9% 46.8% 255% 74.5%
Oklahoma, U of (Norman) 1 4 1 5 3 10 s 19 208% 4.2% 167% 25.0% a.2% 208% 54.2% 12.5% 7% 208% 792%
0ld Dominion U o 0 3 6 1 5 a u 00% 00% 0.0% 60.0% 200% 40.0% 20.0% 67% 333% 267% 3%
Oregon State U (Corvalls) 2 8 2 2 1 8 5 18 435% 87% 34.8% 17.4% 87% 87% 39.1% a3% 308% 21.7% 783%
Oregon, U of o B 1 2 B 15 6 2 17.9% 00% 17.9% 107% 36% 7.1% 71.8% 17.9% 53.6% 21.4% 786%
Pennsylvania State U (Univ. Park) | 1 6 o 6 3 18 4 30 206% 29% 17.6% 17.6% 0.0% 17.6% 618% 8% 529% 1.8% 88.2%
Pennsylvania, U of 1 4 0 4 3 16 4 E2) 17.9% 36% 14.3% 14.3% 0.0% 143% 67.9% 107% 571% 14.3% 85.7%
Pitsburgh, U of, Pittsburgh 2 8 2 6 1 13 G 27 313% 63% 25.0% 25.0% 63% 188% a38% 3% 206% 15.6% 84.4%
Portland State U 3 3 0 1 1 8 4 2 37.5% 188% 188% 63% 00% 63% 56.3% 63% 500% 25.0% 75.0%
Princeton U 1 3 2 1 1 17 4 2n 16.0% 4.0% 12.0% 120% 2.0% 4.0% 72.0% a0% 68.0% 16.0% 80.0%
Puerto Rico, U of, Rio Piedras 3 2 o 3 a 13 7 18 200% 12.0% 80% 12.0% 00% 12.0% 68.0% 16.0% 520% 280% 72.0%
Purdue U, West Lafayette 3 4 4 4 s 2 12 29 17.1% 73% 9.8% 19.5% 98% 98% 63.4% 122% 512% 203% 70.7%
Rensselaer Polytech. Inst. o 1 1 1 1 1 2 13 67% 0% 67% 13.3% 67% 67% 80.0% 67% 733% 133% 86.7%
Rice U 1 2 0 3 2 7 3 2 12.0% 4.0% 8.0% 12.0% 00% 12.0% 760% 80% 68.0% 120% 88.0%
Rochester, U of o 4 0 2 2 u 2 Y 211% 00% 211% 105% 00% 105% 68.4% 105% 57.9% 105% 89.5%
Rockefeller U" - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Rutgers U, New Brunswick o 1 2 7 8 2 10 33 23% 00% 23% 209% a7% 163% 76.7% 18.6% 581% 233% 76.7%
South Carolina, U of, Columbia 3 6 3 4 2 17 8 27 257% 86% 17.1% 200% 86% 11.4% 543% 57% 486% 29% 77.1%
South Dakota, U of — — = — — — — — — - - - - - - - - - -
South Florida, U of" - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Southern California, U of 1 6 0 5 2 13 3 2] 25.9% 37% 22% 185% 00% 185% 55.6% 7.4% 81% 11% 88.9%
Southern Mississippi, U of 1 s 1 3 1 1 3 9 50.0% 8.3% 7% 333% 83% 25.0% 167% 83% 83% 25.0% 75.0%
Stanford U 3 a 0 3 1 1 4 n 28.0% 120% 16.0% 120% 00% 120% 600% 4.0% 56.0% 160% 84.0%
Stony Brook U 1 s 3 4 2 18 6 27 182% 30% 15.2% 21.2% 21% 121% 60.6% 6.1% 54.5% 18.2% 81.8%
Temple U* — — = i = — = — = = = - - - - - - - - -
Tennessee, U of, knoxville 1 3 0 3 1 18 2 2 15.4% 38% 11.5% 11.5% 00% 11.5% 731% 38% 692% 7.7% 923%
Texas ABM U, College Station o 1 1 4 s 2 6 30 28% 00% 28% 13.9% 28% 11% 833% 13.9% 69.4% 167% 833%
Texas Tech U 0 6 0 9 2 10 2 2 2.2% 00% 2% 333% 00% 333% 44.0% 7.4% 37.0% 7.4% 92.6%
Texas, U of, Arington 1 6 o a 0 8 1 18 36.8% 5.3% 316% 211% 0.0% 211% 421% 0.0% 421% 53% 94.7%
Texas, U of, Austin 2 s o 3 1 2 3 3 200% 57% 143% 856% 0.0% 86% 714% 29% 6856% 86% 91.4%
Texas, U of, El Paso 1 s 2 5 o 7 3 17 300% 50% 25.0% 35.0% 100% 25.0% 35.0% 0.0% 35.0% 15.0% 85.0%
Tesas,Uof, MD Anderson Cancer Center! | — = =5 = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =
Tufts U 2 a 0 2 2 5 4 u 200% 133% 26.7% 133% 00% 133% 67% 13.3% 333% 267% 73%
Utah, Uof 2 4 2 4 3 17 7 2 18.8% 6.3% 125% 188% 63% 125% 625% 9.4% 531% 21.9% 781%
Vanderbilt U° 1 0 1 a 1 13 3 7 50% 5.0% 0% 25.0% 50% 20.0% 700% 5.0% 65.0% 15.0% 85.0%
Virginia Commonwealth U 5 6 2 s 3 s 10 16 423% 19.2% 231% 26.9% 7.7% 19.2% 308% 11.5% 19.2% 385% 61.5%
VingniaPoyech It & tate U lacksburg) | 2 2 1 8 3 15 6 25 12.9% 65% 65% 200% 32% 258% 58.1% 9.7% 48.4% 19.4% 80.6%
Virginia, U of (Charlottesville) o 2 2 2 1 1 3 18 9% 0.0% 9.5% 19.0% 5% 95% 7.4% 4% 66.7% 143% 85.7%
‘Washington State U* - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Washington U in St. Louis* 0 4 2 6 0 1 2 2 17.4% 00% 17.4% 34.8% 87% 26.1% a78% 0.0% a78% 87% 913%
Washington, U of, Seattle 2 9 o 3 3 18 5 30 314% 57% 25.7% 86% 00% 86% 60.0% 86% s51.4% 183% 85.7%
Wayne state U° 3 4 3 3 3 13 9 20 20.1% 103% 138% 207% 103% 103% 55.2% 103% 4a8% 31.0% 69.0%
Wisconsin, U of, Madison 2 B 0 3 4 2 6 32 18.4% 5.3% 13.2% 7.9% 00% 7.9% 73.7% 105% 63.2% 158% 84.2%
Wisconsin, U of, Milwaukee 3 2 1 8 1 7 s 17 27% 13.6% 9.1% 09% as% 36.4% 364% as% 318% 27% 77.3%
[ 0 3 1 2 1 16 2 21 13.0% 0% 13.0% 13.0% a3% 87% 73.9% 3% 69.6% 87% 513%
! 152 a23 123 a8 251 192 | 52 2003 - - - - - - - - - - -
Comithe kToet by T g | s - w | mex s | vow s | - B - - - = - - - B -
Cumulative % of faculty by
gender, within entire department| *1% 1 142% | 1% @ 144% | 85% - 536% - - - - - - - - - = - -
::‘o"f‘e“:;": I’:;':“"""' within 19.4% 18.6% 62.1% = = = = = - = = = = = =

NOTE: This data reflects the numbers of research-active tenured and tenure-track faculty with at least a 50% appointment in the

*Not included i survey pool for
* Race-ethnicity of 1 male

“ URM calculations do not include

 Did not provide race-ethnicity

©Did not reply to requests for

Race-ethnicty of 1 male full

£ URM calculations do not include

" Declined to participate

*Rankis based on including the

!Totals across all races-ethnicities

*0f the 10 faculty listed as multi-race, 7 individ
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