Tuition and Fee Advisory Board of the University of Oregon 
Meeting Summary | January 30, 2026 
 
The 2025–2026 Tuition and Fee Advisory Board (TFAB) of the University of Oregon met in room 027 of Prince Lucien Campbell Hall (PLC) at 1:00 p.m. on Friday, January 30, 2026. A remote option to participate was made available; four TFAB members participated in the meeting remotely.
Below is a summary of the meeting; documents discussed during the session are available online.
Attending: Melynn Bates, Justin Begley (online), Krista Borg, Erica Bornstein, Paul Busapavanich, Krista M. Chronister, Anna Clark (guest), Mark Diestler, Brian Fox, Kathleen Freeman (guest), Heather Gustafson (online), Blair Hickok (online), Melanie Jackson (online), Angela Lauer Chong (co-chair), Jamie Moffitt (co-chair), JP Monroe, Abhijit Pandit (guest), Adrian Elisheva Parr Zaretsky, Hal Sadofsky, Grant Schoonover, and Ben Young (guest).
Staff: Debbie Sharp (Office of the senior VPFA).
Introductions. Co-chair Jamie Moffitt, vice president for finance and administration and CFO, welcomed the group and asked meeting participants to introduce themselves. She then noted that as the TFAB meetings come to a close in the coming week, it is important for the group to focus on undergraduate tuition and the recommendations memo.
Technology fee proposal. Abhijit Pandit, vice president for information services and chief information officer, presented a high-level summary of the technology fee proposal for the 2026-2027 academic year. He noted that the tech fee is typically used to cover critical infrastructure, mission-critical software, cyber security tools, and refreshing classroom technology. Pandit explained that the tech fee is used for hardware and software and not to cover staff costs. He also noted that the provost reviews technology fee recommendations and provides final approval for how the technology fee is used. Pandit explained that there have been significant increases in the cost of technology in the past few years—both in software and hardware—which can be attributed to supply chain issues, tariffs, and how artificial intelligence is impacting costs, particularly in hardware. He shared that the undergraduate tech fee is currently $67.00 per term, and the proposal is to increase it by $3.25 to $70.25 per term for incoming undergraduate students (4.85%). Co-chair Moffitt clarified that the tech fee—along with other administratively controlled mandatory fees—would be locked as part of the tuition guarantee for the incoming cohort of undergraduate students.
The group asked if hardware costs were going up, what kind of hardware costs are increasing, how the tech fee has increased historically over the past few years, and the meaning of a “classroom technology refresh”.
The slides presented by CIO Pandit are available online.
Graduate tuition. Co-chair Moffitt referred the group back to the graduate tuition proposals shared on January 16, noting that there were very few large increases proposed. She explained that one of the questions that arose around graduate tuition involved the College of Design’s proposal not to increase graduate tuition for the next academic year. Adrian Elisheva Parr Zaretsky, dean of the college of design, explained that the college is currently engaged in a comprehensive review of existing graduate tuition structures, which aims to ensure pricing is in line with program value. As the analysis is not yet complete and the college is still looking at pricing models, competitive demand, and long-term program sustainability, the college has decided not to increase graduate tuition rates for the next academic year. Dean Parr noted that there had been some very large increases to graduate tuition rates in the School of Design in the past and there was concern that some of the programs might have priced themselves out of the competitive market.  Moffitt shared that the School of Law is also not proposing an increase in tuition rates for the coming academic year, noting that Law has had larger increases the last few years and that the school probably also took the current graduate market landscape into consideration.
Tuition and fee policy book. JP Monroe, director of institutional research, provided an overview of the tuition and fee policy book, which he explained as the document that establishes the UO Board of Trustees’ authority to set tuition and fees, and categorizes students into various groups. He explained that the fee book includes information on financial aid and remissions and is updated every year for clarity. Monroe talked through the proposed updates to the fee book, including a clarification of the definition of admitted graduate non-degree students, the inclusion of the 2026 Tuition Cohort, a changed program name, updates to the list of programs excluded from reduced staff tuition benefits, and a clarification on language related to auditors. Co-chair Moffitt noted that there are no substantive changes to the 2026-27 tuition and fee policy book and asked TFAB members to review the redlined draft and share questions or comments with the group within the next week. She also explained that the tuition and fee policy book goes to the Board of Trustees for approval of the changes, so it is important that the language is clear and accurate.
The tuition and fee policy book, showing proposed changes, is available online.
Undergraduate tuition. Co-chair Moffitt turned the focus of the group to the tuition calculator, inviting TFAB members to consider scenarios for undergraduate tuition rates for the incoming cohort. She asked the group to consider assumptions around different levels of enrollment, tuition rates, cost drivers, and state appropriations. Moffitt reminded meeting participants that based on long-term projections, FY27 is expected to be a difficult budget year. Brian Fox, associate vice president for budget, financial analysis, and data analytics reminded the group of the different areas of the tuition calculator and how it functions. He entered a number of different scenarios into the tuition calculator as proposed by the group.
Participants discussed the current competitive landscape for non-resident students, the potential level of state appropriations, how the numbers of resident transfer students could impact the UO budget, the impact of tuition increases on student decisions, how the UO cost of attendance compares to other schools, and what level of tuition rate increase the market can bear.
Adjournment. The meeting adjourned at 2:28 p.m.
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