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Executive Summary

The 5'7 ewide economic imfa% of he Unive s}}, S, sem of Geaigia’s ins'h ions in qscaly, ea 2018 inct],| des:
. | 1
$17.7 billion in o ﬁ (sales);

n $12.2 billion in giosswegional ﬁo@l ¢

n $8.5 billion in income; and

n 168,284 f 1I- and fﬁ' i ime jobs.

3

These beneaq s fe‘lme%e b§h he ﬁiwsie and g blic se¢ ais of, he hos' comm nj ies. Fou eyample, fou each job
aeg ed on camg s, hae ade 2. off—camﬁ s jobs, h exii beca se of sfendingielzie 'o' he college o, niveu s}y, .
hese economic imfag s demonsa e, ha con in ed emphasis on colleges andu nivcisj ies as a filla of heg ae’s
AU B 1 . . Ul &
econom, iansle* es i1} o jobs, higha incomes, and gieg & ﬁo% fc' ion of goods and se vices.

In addj ion, o, he &, § em-wide impfa & mmaized heie,, he following cha Gisg, 4 if, , he economic beneq s, h
each ing | . ion convg, s' o, he commy nP in which | is locg ed. Each ins i‘l ion’s benea s @e eg img ed foi seveal
ca egaiies of collegeé ni «ds;\, selged exfend'hies: sfending b, ,_ he ing | 'ionst hemsel ves foi salaies and fiinge
beneq, s, ofaig ing § PPlies and eypenses, and Q hew ‘B dge ed exfend'hﬁes; sgending by, | he b deI} s who h end' he
ini L‘l ions; and sfending b, | he ins' 'h' ions fou caﬁ al ﬁoje(i 5.



Introduction



Methodology

n Short-Term Economic Impact
Of a College or University n

The (qal ang al economic imflac of college- o, ni vei s'b\, ielei ed sfending is deqned, o consi of' he nei changes
invegional ¢ ﬁ , val e added, laba income, and emplo, men , ha @e q e, o injial sgending by, he ini' ion (fo
opfeig ions as'we!l as Peusonnel sei vices) and | 8 8 den 5. The, q al economic impfag i des,_ h i FL inj ial
/ )and | en . . g incl des elmll'ac;'o' e inj ia
\T') nz of sfending and, he seconda, , o indiec and 1ng ced sfending i, he m iflica effe h OCg, Wb when' he
in'i ial eyfend]. wes @cue-sfer) . Figwel fovides a schemg icuepeser) g 1on of impfac wel 10nshi3s
Indiie skzndingﬁefe‘l S' 0, he changes in i ei—in% %, P wchases as awegion’s ingl wieswesfond o he addj ional
demands wiggeed b, sfending b, , he college o niveéis}y, , | & fac ]\, and s'aff, and !s den s. ] consig s of, he
wigpfles o ai ixjy,  ha ae cieihed wﬁlen an ins h | 1on and ) s emplo, ees and § . den s ﬁ chase goods ci se vices fiom

(Lhei in ies locg ed in,_ he ho commy nj, . InqI ced spending is simila, o indiieci spending exce‘ . h% hhiefeis 0
e addj 1onal demand wiggaed b, sfending b,  hewegion’s h% seholds as' hew income incieases % ¢, 0 changes in
ﬁog‘ ton. Basicall, , 'he ing| ced imfaz ca‘lies' hewifles of aq iw'*\, 8 hi &e ciee* ed when ho Sehol(ﬁs sfend maie
e, o incieases in, hek eainings' he} weie gendig ed by, |, he diveg and indi e(" sfending.
he § m of he diec , indiec , and ing‘ ced economic imfa$ sis_he (i al economic imp’a% , which is ey essed in
1 . 1 .
ams of Q (sales, a § 0 mip & inven ok, ), wa]!l e added (gwosswegional ﬁogi ﬁ)’ laba income, o emplg, meny .

A
Tq al in k ! is g&ossﬁeceiﬁsa sales, gl s 01 miﬁ s invern ob, , i, he wq}‘ eo ﬁoiin (iion b, ing‘ %" (inc& ding

h% scholds) foi 'a given paiod of, ime. T(i al ) ﬁ impac s @e, he mo incl!l sive, lage meag \es of economic
impac . Becy se of' hew size, . impac s fgcaﬁ, ae emphasized in economic imfa dies andweceive m ch

media i er} ion. One goblem w] h 2 ﬁ as a meag we of economic imfag , howe v, is_hg j inc& des,_ he waﬂl e of
inﬁ . N 03 ced b, (ihei ing wies, which means, h 'heie inexj abl, is some d% ble Q ryng of economic ac 1%}, .
The'q he meag wes of economic ac i%jy, (val e acfde , labaw income, and emplg, mern ) @e hee fiom d% ble cQ 1 ing
and govide a m ch moteieahs IC mea we of | he ﬂn e economic 1mfa<i of a college oi, ni weisb\, on *sieglonal
econony, .

Thewegional economic @eas ae, he ho commy n'i ies, incl!l ding_he AL nding Q ies fiom which emplo, ees
and § den s comm . €. The effe(" s of exfend'%ies h got o peofle, B sinesses, 0i go we‘mmer} 5 locei ed 2 . side' he
wegions @e n inc[lJ ded in_he wa& e-added, laba income, and emplg, mer} impa elim es.

The my iflice concef is common, o mog economic impa dies. M, iflices meag \e he wesponse of, he
local econom, , 0 a change in demand & ﬁo% ion. In essence, g iflicas caf we, he imfac” of, he inj iali% nd
of sfending ﬂl!l 3 | he imfac s gencig ed b, & ccessi vewg nds ofwe-spending of ‘'hose inj ial dollas. The magnj de
of a fai, i, 1 Lifliei defendsu ion Whe} ﬁof(ﬁ' ion of each sfeny dolla leawes' hevegion ¢ wing eachug nd of
sfending. I\ﬁ ?gliei s' haiefaie &g, ni(nu e' 0, hewegion and 0' he in% i" hfi weceives, he in'i iali% nd of sfending.

Fig we 2 ill swa es, he § ccessivewo nds of sfending !1 migh oc J if'a feison Dy, s an | em locall, . Asg me

8 }af. b @ sfending, hy mighy of ¥ if 2 & an pom X b
'hq he amg, q s ert) is $100 and' he} . he afﬁofuzi ewegional'g | £, M ‘1}'116& i8 2.0. The inj ial mje? ion of sfending
10 ﬁeiegion is $100, which cieg es a diieci economic imfaci of §100 o, hewegional econom, . O 'hz* $100, onj,
$5'0 iswe-sfen locall, ; heweg< ows of . hewegion hi% gh non-local | ayes, non-local ﬁichases, and income
wansfeis. A; 'he at i'% nd of sfending, he' ) al economic imfa(‘not helegion is $150. I%iing he secondwq nd
ofwe-sfending, $25 iswe-sfeny locall, and %25 leaks 2 of hewegion, a 50 feiceny leakage. Now e' 0' al economic
impfac o, hewegion is $175." Af & sevenwo nds ofwe-sfending, less, han $1wemains in, he local econony, , he

B
'%al economic imll’aci hasweached almos' $200. The ingi ced (naI }iﬂigi effecf ) imfaci | o,%eiegion ($100) G afs: he






imfac s foi , he AU Heal h S, § em, Inc., @ewefoy ed in Affendiy 3, howevei. Affendiy 4wefor s, he combined
imfaci . of/% g Za Univeis]y, and, he AU Hea] h em, Inc. on_he 1% gha MSA (incﬂl ding' he, wo % _Of_i g€
cQ rgles)ia'hei' an_hg got ion 01‘, he local econom, | hg lies w'} ﬁin Geamgia (deaned in Aﬂﬂendi;'l).

ince a de ailed anal, sis of sf'ending ﬂzi' ens % each in%% ion was n ﬁag" ical, ] dg&i ed eyfend] wes fou
offaig ing eypenses weaie allocg ed, o waii% § economic sec" ois based on a'\,ilcal ex[end'bie fzh &n es imzi ed fou
U.S. colleges, hg was develoged by, , he IMPLAN modeleis.

Inj h i01'1—s eciac dzi a on Cal‘b al ﬁojec' s (conky, %ion) also waie oti ained fom 'he Boad of Regen s. The
eyfen 'h'!es waie alloc ed' o, he ascaly, ea ofﬁe[c{ ed]fl nding,wegadless of whei he& ‘& nq all of' he]fI nds waie
ac all,” sfe gliing ascaly, e 2018, Theiefoie,'he amg n & fou cafj al eyfend] wes an 'heii imfa(is &e nq
inc| ded in, he economic impfac s ey fiessed in Tables 1-3, B,y he, @evepoy ed in A gendiy 2.

5 shg Id be n ed' hei ﬁewi% s edj ions of' his b d di& ni inc| de he impac s ofﬂ blic/ﬁiwa'e weri_]ies. The
FY 2018 caﬁ al ﬁoje(" imfacf 5 haefdie @e ng diiec7 i, comf: able' o hose fo 2004 ci caliew ascaly, eas.

n Students’ Personal Expenditures n

College b del} s send signia can amg 1 & of mone, in_he local econom, as a f&, of hek living eyfenses, K0, he
dolla waﬁ e of' his sfending was eg img ed. Since a de ailed fuve of § den s’ sfending hab'* ‘4 each inz'h | ion was
ng ﬁa<i ical, \, fical exfend'bie levels e b derbC & semes & waie 4 imf%ed based on dg a 013 ained fom seveal
5Q, wces! (l)ﬁle College Boad Ang al § v of Colleges, waii% s any) “al Consumer Expenditure Surveys congl (ied
b, . he U.S. l%‘ieﬁ of Labo %2}11 ics (BLS); (2) a sfecial BLS §. d, , hg affeaed in_ he [Il I, 2001 isﬁ e of he
M(!nthly Labor Review, hg eyamined,  he exfend'bies of college-age b deri s and non-g, der} s; and (3) a sample of
weceny eg img ed cos s g)f endance ‘efaied b, individ al ing { , ions. Al'ho gh_he es img ed cos s of g endance

h ¢ mefiaed b, indivig ﬂul.b?\gtil .
ﬁefle b, he Col?ege Boad and indivig al ing 1, ions weie ng dei ailed cng gh ‘o be, “sed b, he IMPLAN Online
modeling &, § em,, he, did jovide infotm:i ion fo&'a poale of avaage e,ﬂ'end;J i'es fou some c'>f' he }ems,\, gicall,

wchased b, il de% 5.

Al hg gh 'he Consumer Expenditure Surveys co e hg seholds consis' ing of one gason 1 NaiQ & income levels,
novwecery dga ae available sfeciaqcall, fou college § den s;, haefoie,, o adaf  _he dg a fou  his §. d,, sfending
e imei es fou sevaal czi egaiies of goods cu s vices wke in‘!iea'sed, deciea!wed, o | elimin ed. Fo! eyample, compaed

o a weigh ed average of lowei-income h% seholds, ;] den s’ eyfend] wes fou books and foi eg ing Oy Wee incieased
§ bs ar} iall, , while sp del} 8" eypend] wes fou gocaies, cash coqiiE' ions, inﬁiance and gensions, and hea] h cae

waiened ced. Becg se spending fou vacy ion and wavel do 9y ake

. ace locali, - hese exfend'hies weie elimin1 ed



Total Initial Spending

Foi each inJ h ion, . (i al in'b ial sfending acqy, ing '0 he ini h ion’swegional econom, is 'he combing ion of
hiee.}, pes of spe (!ing spending by, , he ing | , ion foi Peusonne se! vices, sfending by, _ he in;h 'ion for o eiei ing
eypenses, and sfending b, hz* ini'hj on’s b del} 5. Eirimzi es of in'b ial sfending for FY 5018 eiefdi, ed in' he qis
coﬂl mn of Tables 1 and 2. gfending lg, . he insq'é ions fou caﬂ al jojec s isuefor ed in Affendiy 2.

Fou FY 2018,, q al inj ial sfending fou al 8 ini h ions was $12 billion. Sgending miging ing fom peasonnel
86k vices accq e('i ?0‘1 38 feceny ($4.5 billion) of inj ial s¥ending, sfending deyo ofaig ing eypfenses acco ned
fou 24 [eicer} l1$2.8 billion) of in'b ial sfending, and W der* s’ Pausonal ex[end'hies accq, 1 ed fa 39 feicer* ($4.6

billion) of ini ial sfending.
Total Output Impact

The ¢ ﬂ imfac was calg lei ed fa each 3 egoy, of in'b ial sfending, based on_ he imﬂ’acf of, he aug wq nd of
. uguy . A 1 !

sf¥ending and_he im atils gena g ed by, . hewe-sfending of, hese ame, r}s 'he m 1 iplis effe(" . T(f)’ al Q . 1m[a<i 5

ae, he mog Inc] sive, aiges meag, wes of economic imll'acf. Concef = alized a8, he g, ivale sinessveven ‘e,

;ales, oL giossﬁeceiq Sy ci.al %,ﬂ' is' he wa]]l e of ﬁogl ciions b, all ing‘ iﬁies, inc& ding h% scholds. Q"ﬁ' imll'ac;' 5
ot FY 2018 aevwefoy ed'in, he second coﬂl mn of Tables 1 and 2.

Meag wed in, he simples and toades pgossible, cms, 'he (ial economic imfag" of . he 26 in h ions of, he
Unives]y, S, sem of Gemgia was $17.7 billion in F'% 2018 (Tal')le 1). This ame r{ieﬁese s, he combined im’a
of all 2 ins'h' ions on, hek ho(? comny nj ies. Of he FY 2018 o ﬁ' imfa(‘,, $12 billion (6% paicen ) was inj ial
sfending b, , he ins"il ,ions an den s, while $§.7 billion (32 ;’eicel}) was he ind cedfe-sfending impac’ o
m Lill’liei eff'e (i.e.,, he diffaence be ween 2 ﬁ imll’acq(and inj ial sfending).'l"he n iflica caf. wes, hewegional
economicieﬂeiﬁ ssions of heg ows otwe-sfending, ha . ake glace hi?l gh% . heiegioqu il he inj ial sfending has
comple e}, leaked, o Q havegions. The avenage ng iihei wal e fau all ins" ions in FY 2018 was 1.47, oh ained by,
dividing_ he (ial 9 . impfac ($17.7 billion) by, 1n} ial s¥ending ($12 billion). On awe‘lage,’ haefaie, evea, dolla of
inj ial slen(!ing genei'fi ed an addj ional 46 cen s foi, he econom, of, hewegion hos ing, he'ing { , ion. T]El 5, fou all
m(s!h' ions[,} he i ﬁ . .imfa% was 1.47' imes gieei e! 'han' hew in'} ial sfending, R . 'he' m P;lklle! vaiies among, he
n mql al USG in 10ns.

18 NO ﬁiﬁise ha e ime} es fou he waii% 3 in%}l 'ions show diffaiing Q4 COmes, given he diff&ences in

dge' 5, safq ng, emollmer , and wegional economies. ng il':' ions locq ed in, he lzigei meiio O,ll an @eas (e.g.,
ﬁlala) wheaie m Li!ﬁﬁs ae, he highes', Ot in 'h'ions awe,he lage B dge s, saffs, and emollmen s had
el ges' economic imfa% 5. T]a s, fou_ he mos' pa& , Ing ] . ions Wi h lage inj ial sfending willwank high}, on_he
wkio s indi f ic ihel di ad B abon ! imaq_ described in! h

g sin 1010‘“.0 economic 1mfa%,1ncllj ing val"e-added, labai income, and emplo, mer) 1mfa<i escuibe iny he
following § bseci ions.

Total Value-Added Impact

Becy se wallj e-added impac s exc]!l de e;fend'hiesiel ed, o faeign and domes’ ic,wade,, hs, guovide a m ch
maie acg ¥g e mea, e of he aq, al economic bene? &, owing, o la sinesses and h% scholds in awegion han' he mae
inc& sive o ﬁ impac s. ,Fhe weg] e-added imfaci s fao FY 201% aecvepor ed in' he' hid col mn of Tab!es 1'and 2.

The 26 ins'h ions collec' ivel, genﬁjed a vl e-added imfac of $12.2 billion in FY 2018. Fa all in(s!'bf_‘ ions
combined,, he weﬁ e-added imfa G aled 69 feiceri of' he $17.7 billion o) imfa% (wjh domes' ic an oleign
wade com}lising hewemaining 31 [aceg of he | ﬂ . impac ). The $12.2 ﬁ)ilfion ¥al" e-added imfa<i iep’ci. ed fau

0 A

FY 2018 G als 2.1 fﬁcel} of Geagia’s 18'gioss domes ic oqi %

-

Labor Income Impact

Colle(i ivel, , . he 26 Uni ve&a s'i\, S, i em ini h | ions geneizi ed a laboi income impa¢ of $8.5 billion in FY 2018.
The laboi income weceived b, iesider} s of ] he comnyg n'b ies . he* hos' Uni vea S'b\, S, %em ins h . ionsieﬁeseri s 70
feicer* of' he waﬁ e-added imfa% . Laboi income foi each ins' h | ion isiefci' ed in' he f% ﬁ. h co& mn of Table 2.



Employment Impact

The economic im{aci of hos ing an ins'h 'ion of | he Uniwe‘u&; S,sem of Geamgia guobabl, is mos' easil,
u ndei; ood in' ams of | s effec s'on emplo, men . Collec ivel, ,, he 26 ins }_‘ . ions geneizi ed an empflo, meny impa
of 168,284 jobs in FY 2018. Agoyimg el, 30 geicen (30,597) of, hese Pos] ions d@e on—camﬁ s jobs g one of, he
ins 'b' ions of, he Uni veus]\, S,J em of Geaigia, and 70 fecen (1 1'7,687 jobs) ae off—camﬁ s gosj ions 1n ek}hﬁ he
hivg e o ﬂ blic sec cis. On avxaage, foi each job cieg ed on camﬁ s, haie @e 2.3 off-camﬂ s jobs hg eyis becy se
of sjendingieleb ed, o, he Univeis]y, S, s' em of Geagia. In geneial, 1!l jobs weie genei;i ed fou each million dollas of
inj ial s¥ending by, b G in h 'ions.
The emplo, me imfa<i associg ed w'i he Univasp, S, ? emaccq, fou 3.7 feicel} of all. he nonfam jobs held
b, Geadigians, i abgl one job in 26. Fou osﬂe(iiwe,' ewol edﬁ ¥ emplo, mery impa of' he USG’s 26 ing | , ions
eyceeded, he combined 160,215 jobs fovided by, ‘Geaigia’s, of siy emplo, cis FE Benning (35,848 jobs), aﬁm
(33,467 jobs), Del a A& Lines (27,000 jobs), U.S. Aam, Signal Cer} & and F()i' oidon (22,500 jobs), Robins A
Foice Base (21,223 jobs), and AT&T (20,177 jobs).
Emplo, mer) imfaci s in FY 2018 fou, he indivig al ini h . ions aieief(ﬁ. ed in' he q; h col mn of Table 2. Table 3

shows a lieak ) | (b ini il | ion) of on- and off—camﬁ 5 JObS' hab exis gj e, 0 ins h | ion%elei ed spending.

Limitations and Topics for Future Research

Becy se he goal of . his sp d, was, o e% imzie ,he economic imll’ac' of all 26 ins ;_I 'ions, cei' ain necessd,
asy m 1ons weie designed, o woik well !”0‘1 he avaage in k‘,‘ ion, ‘B ma, lead o an oves- oy ndei-eg img e of he
economic co ‘ih ion hl a sfecigc in 'h' 1on makes, 0 | & os' comiy nk\,. Fou eyample, de ailed AR of acp al
sfending by, § den s ? W i% s in h . ions co 1d helf' oweane 4 img es of inj ial sfending by, § den s.

e, 0 bq hw esq, wce lim'b ei ions and dlj a lim'* E} ions, sevaal im Oi. ar} '> es of sh(ﬁ' i am college o, ni%ew S'P -

ieleked eyfend] wes weaie nQ cs img ed. Fo ins ance, § dies Q Id be cong ed'O meag, we sfending by, wisio‘u
o, he ing | . ions and sfending b, w¢ wees who s ill live in_ he hos'f comny n‘* 1es. Also, | weq 1d be woi' hwhile, o
inve igzb e eyfend]. wes § ﬂ’o&' edb, ; he non-in h ional income of each in h | ion’s emplo, ees. % ch income ma,
come fiom an emplo, ee’s cong, ing, mwes meg 8, and Q haa Peisonal ‘B siness a(i iwi ies. Maoieover, Q ha&a membeis of
an emplog, ee’s h% sehold of en B fflemerq he . al hg sehold income. Emplg, ees’ hg sehold incomes also can be
§ fflemel} ed via inhe b ances Gi gi; 5. ﬁ cag a oi, ion of income deuived fiom, hese 5Q, ¥ces wo 1d n(% come' 0' he
commny n'iy hzi hos' s' he iniil ion if' hei Peson’s JObl he collegeé niweisf'}\, ('ﬁd n(i eyis .

Since, his § d, il}e ional';, fog sed onl, on_  he shoi - &am imfaci s of seveial \, fes of college- o niNeis]), -
welg ed sfending,, he&ie was no h emgt 0 ewa& 19 ﬁe long- elm imfa<i 5 of' he Uni weis'*}, S iem’s in ili ions ony he
economic de velo mer&1 of he ho commy nj ies and, he ge A’; a all, colleges anql ni%ei s ies nQ oni, sfend mons,
vea b ca, B also have long- @m impfac s on, he laba foice, local b siness and in% W, , and [ocal goveinmer .

A college nivas], impoves, he skills 01' i 5 gia% a}les, haeb, incieasing' hek 2 0% (iiw'b\, and' hek life7 ime
eanings. Local B sinesses beneq fom eas, access, o a lage gool of ¥ iime andl‘g 1I- ime ‘woikeis. Maoieove,
compfanies and agencies h1h defend on highl, sfecialized skills 0; en cl'y & @@ nd ‘niveisfies. This ma, be
g iﬁ lal, 'Y] e of high- ech and infoimg ion-based companies, which des le'he ieceI} wecession and § b-fa
wecovew, , @ce g ill exfeci ed, 0 accq 1 fou a disfpofor iong e}, high shae of S e economic giow h.

Final}, ,_ he ) weach and s& wiceu n'Ls of' he college o nivas], govide val able sau wices,o local b sinesses
anduesiden s. (El wal and eq] Cfb ional gogiams and facilj ies of en @e awailable' 0' he genaal ﬂ blic and jovide
11} angible beneq. S' 0' he hoi comny n*\, b, 1mﬁ0w1ngies1der} S alb\, of life.



Summary

Thelt,; ndamel} al anding of_ his sp d, is h% each of he Uniweis#, S,%em of Geaigia’s ins"h ions ciezi es
. . . & 1 . 1 .
bs an ial economic 1mﬂ’a<“i 3 111' ms of o ﬁ \ wa]}‘ e added, laba income, and emplo, men, . The combined economic

m ac' of' he Uni weis'by S, sem’s 26 ini .bl 10ns on' hei hoi commy n'i ies in FY 2018 incl]l des:

n $17.7 billion in % ﬁ, (sales);

n $12.2 billion in ‘{é% e added (gwosswegional ﬁo% cf);

n $8.5 billion in laba income; and

n 168,2848 1I- and fei' 1 ime jobs.

These economic imfa(i 5 demonsﬁ 16, hei cory ip ed emphasis on higha ed cgion as an eng wing pilla of hewegional
economny, 'ﬁanslz* es iI} o0 jobs, high

incomes, and g&ea} & ﬁoql (iion of goods and seu vices fou local hg “seholds and
‘B sinesses.



Figure 1
Schematic Representation of Impact Relationship

Direct Direct and Induced Impacts Total
Expenditures + (Multiplier Effects) Economic Impact
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Table 1

Total Economic Impact of All Institutions of the University System of Georgia
on their Regional Economies in Fiscal Year 2018
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Total Economic Impact of University System of Georgia
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Table 2 (continued)

Total Economic Impact of University System of Georgia
Institutions on their Regional Economies in Fiscal Year 2018
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Table 3

On-Campus and Off-Campus Jobs that Exist
Due to Institution-Related Spending in Fiscal Year 2018
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Appendix 1

Study Areas for Institutions
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d“"‘

ladt e raSty eng ¥ 'ine gB''g, ey, reer.bos . br &, % s5r

IOOQ‘QE”‘ ‘ogae}'r.‘.q) _Laage_,
® o0 L'§ resty _Latag_,

: N
r“ S1yem 00 a .se %ehe: o & le2s e % Mee. Bao'p'reti de £ B

Comprehensive Universities

® 00 € o1Er resty B el tesr £%9 Inge., ‘£, drabkr &, FaFdn ‘rofin Bog £ 8 7
.r'l'.é r'y. :'Qg res 'ty _L&'a2_i
S1yeieS ' 0Ca _j &2 )

t@té resS ity ‘d.rfg, Bees, #is ' B o @0 ,“ eh&

State Universities

Rt g resty Pe'ol 1y ee et teb e e 2l aY s,
e2'é resSly Lala2
x‘ﬂyllnbﬁ 2* ‘ P\.g’- ) ‘I$- C‘*. ,V ‘_Sr ’ P,\ﬂ ;.‘QQ ’ du"! .‘bx‘v ’AA‘J"’ ‘ “2‘ ’M'd*
o s N2'd reSty o 5 oﬁ’w‘ A 0Y Bk g4 ;" ,
® ‘.q‘, ‘7? &etg resty r Uie 4y geee i . & &, i }'rth,qu.é PLE-T])
a0 € €o' f.és re’4 res *3 213 2els Yoo a0 §., l.; a“r N y
e @ ece'd -“p% *3 By of'e, bzS, ¢ 0.0 2" Py Mo, Ba¥'r iV B wery seE,

r'urs 3 e ) 4
taarderd resty Fatim v "&n AL N N’;"ﬁ‘.wu" . y
i ‘\ S A+‘)A.‘ A=‘+ PK’ A"AQA a ! |’T'$ LA | ‘g C xé Y ’ I*A“. ’ «,’A..'! B‘Ad ’ ‘g C I'Qé C |C, |r-|’. H! £Lrr,
rc.‘txl‘,a 'A' ‘ -I'n"

State Colleges

A
_» f *nl,ga"’v‘l’ _H’}c”f“” ‘s w8 i ‘0"*". 00 ; ‘o!”‘”, "’M.I', o R 5 % ed”"s& mre, e (e ‘d\) ') hi’n&,
A+e. 3 -‘ B. ‘

o200 0’82 @ws _L&a2_|



‘gg .

,1: .

[ BANN

[
‘.” b)

20 o'd 2y ‘o ¢ re

‘. mdéloi..r roe ¥, a”. ]

Appendix 2

Economic Impact of Capital Outlays
in Fiscal Year 2018
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Appendix 3

Combined Economic Impact of Augusta University and AU Health System, Inc. in Fiscal Year 2018
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Appendix 6

Augusta University and UGA Medical Partnership’s Athens Campus:
Economic Impact of FY 2018 Expenditures
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Appendix 7

Combined Economic Impact of UGA’s Griffin Campus (Budget Unit ”A” and Budget Unit “B”)
On Its Regional Economy in Fiscal Year 2018
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Appendix 8

Total Economic Impact of Information Technology Services in Athens
On the Regional Economy in Fiscal Year 2018
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