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'I'OP LISTS

pe and Central

Kazakhstan (A, B),
Russia (B, IB), Ukral

]
East Asia and Pacific

Australia (B), China (B,
Korea (A), Malaysia (A), Ne
Thailand (A)

Latin America and the
Caribbean

Argentina (A), Brazil (A), Chile (C

(B), Peru (B)

Middle East and North Africa

Tunisia (A)

North America

Canada (B, C, B/C), United States (C,

South Asia

India (B/C), Pakistan (A)

Sub-Saharan Africa

Nigeria (A)

“Western Europe

i

France (IB), Germany (B/C, C), Italy (C), Netherlands (A), Portugal
(C), Spain (B, C, IC), Sweden (C), Switzerland (B/C), United
Kingdom (A, B, IC)
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DIRECTIONS IN DEVELOPMENT

The Challenge of Establishing
World-Class Universities

Jamil Salmi

ath
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criticism of methodol
boycotts
political pressure

court actions (New Zealand, Holland,
Canada)




TIMES

Kingston Universily students told lo lie lo boost
college's rank in government poll




t us give additional money (

Initiatives E
concentrate or spread in an equa
select or make institutions compete?




o inves
means that s
‘ some fields s
oreferential treatment.

playing at the high end, Australia will
__fall behind.” (Gallagher, 2008)
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benefits of iInformation

choice of institution (domestic) or for
studies abroad

surveys of student engagement

information about labor market ogtgomes
(Chile, Colombia)
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GOBIERNO DECHILE

MINISTERIO DE EDUCACION

busca tu
carrera

¢ecnico o ?
proFes.Ion-a]
@

descargas varios

:| Doc oficial (PDF) Frecuente)
0 BT g e T LS
' Base de Datos (XLS) . Condiciones de Infor]
‘' Nota Metodol6gica (PDF)  Links de Interés

Futuro Laboral

El sitio www.futurolaboral.cl es un servicio de inforf
publica desarrollade por &l Sistema Nacional de informa|
la Educacién Superior (SIES) de la Division de Ed
Superior del MINEDUC destinado a los estudiantes
ensefianza media y superior, sus familias, profes
orientadores, académicos, medios de comunicacidn, emy
y empleadores.

Futuro Laberal actualmente informa sobre 85
profesionales v 50 técnicas. aue concentran mas del §
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setting stretch goals
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SOCIETE
ENSEIGNEMENTSUPERIEUR

FARBLESSE DU FINANCEMENT pubd de s, e Miche Laurenl, i deliort- h smdats g Jesysthme fran-
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La grande misere des universités francaises

Plusieurs conseils d'administration d'université ont menacé de ne pas voter leur budget pour protester contre Finsufisance de leurs moyens,
Malgrd un budget global an hausse de 3%, les étsblissements sont contraints  des restrictions sdvbres et font des « économies de bout de chandelles

&
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ARWU: 2010
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Population required to create a top 500-listed university
5 | | ~ People required to
Country  No.Top 500s Population (000) produce each top 500
Sweden ' 11 9045 82227
| Mew Zealand 5 4173 8346
Finland ' b 5244 ard.
Switzerland 8 7581 347.63
Nonway 1 4 544 1161
Austria 7 8205 117214
|5rael B 7112 1,185.33
Denmark 4 5,484 1371
Australia 15 20 600 1,373.33
reland 3 4 156 138633

40 50

Income Inequality
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WEF
USA

Switzerland
Denmark
Sweden
Singapore
Finland
Germany
Netherlands
Japan

Canada

WB K4D
Denmark
Sweden
Finland
Netherlands
Norway
Canada
Switzerland
UK
USA

Australia

SJTU
us (1)

UK (4)
Japan (19)
Switzerland (24)
Canada (24)
France (42)
Denmark (45)
Netherlands (47)
Sweden (51)

Germany (55)
27
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ompetitors
good practices

) consensus on what ¢
do to improve their performs

~ wide variations in system performance
with similar funding levels and common
country characteristics

34
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* 24%
Brazil

Enrollment rate

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

public spending as % of GDP

0.9
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identification of determinants aﬁa
causality relationships
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political & economic
stability, rule of law,
basic freedoms

vision, leadership &
reform capacity

telecommunications &
digital infrastructure

attainment
equity
learning
research

technology
transfer

values

resources &
incentives

diversification, o
governance

articulation &
information regulatory
mechanisms framework

quality
assurance &
enhancement

location
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of Research Universities (2009)
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Aghion et al: Governance and Perfor
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guantitative

* objective
measure

qualitative -  * objective
observed description

qualitative -  * value
interpreted judgement

:

ple
(r

attainment

« proportion of the
working-age population
(25-64) with a tertiary
degree

achievement
gap

* proportion from highest
quintile over proportion
from lowest quintile

quality

* number of ranked
universities per 100,000
inhabitants
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research

* number of citations

per 100,000
output inhabitants
* number of patents
technology oer 100,000
transfer inhabitants
* proportion of voting |
values age people who

actually vote

framework

to private institutions
(YIN)

inStitUtional » Board selects university
autonomy leader (Y/N)
qua“ty * proportion of accredited
assurance SR
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* investment in tertiary
education as
proportion of GDP

financing

allocation * proportion of public
: funds allocated with
mechanisms performance criteria

re_s_ou r_CG e average cost of a
utilization graduate

0 20 40 60 80 100

Brazil Chile
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secondary education completion rate

public and private spending on tertiary education as a
percentage
of GDP

share of private spending as a proportion of total spending on
tertiary education

proportion of public spending, tertiary on total student aid (loans
plus grants)

private enrolment share, tertiary (%)

proportion of students studying at non-university institutions
(open university, polytechnics. etc) (%)

Ay

enrolment rate

60.0

50.0

40.0

30.0

20.0

10.0

0.0

secondary school completion rate vs. enrolment rate

59.0
Chile
2 45.80
33.7 LACavg
Brazil
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secondary school completion rate (%)
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public spcleidlng

public spending vs. enrolment rate

60.0
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% 0.80
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10.0
0.0
0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00
public spending,tertiary as % of GDP
public and private spending as % of
GDP vs. enrolment rate
60.0
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public and private spending as percentage of GDP

25



enrolment rate

stu

public spend on student aid vs.
enrolmentrate

60.0
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40.0

22.8

<

Chile

30.0
1.7

20.0
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10.0
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public spending on student aid (grants and loans)

25.0

enrolment rate

privat

private enrolmentshare vs. enrolment rate

60.0
50.0 *
77.00
Chile
40.0 ®
33.00 ‘2
30.0 LACavg 73.00
Brazil
20.0
10.0
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-
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60.0

50.0

40.0

30.0

20.0

enrolmentrate

10.0

0.0

proportion of students studying at non-university
institutions vs. enrolment rate

40.0
’ Chile
’ 27.00
8.0 LACavg
Brazil
0.0 5.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0

proportion of students studying at non-university institutions

Brazil
===Chile
=—=LACAVG

1- secondary school completion rate
2- public & private spending as % GDP
3- share of private spending

4- public spending on student aid
5-private enrolment share

6- at i

27



Universities

You can only choose up to 10 indicators at once.

Fie=

@ view rank groups in greyshades »

MY INDICATORS:

(5)= Student's jugdements (F)= Facts (P)= Professar's judgements

Academic studies and teaching
|V| Contact between students (3)
|V Counselling (s)
|V Courses offered (5)
|V| ELezming (5)
i |V| Study organisation (S)
|V| Teaching evaluation (5)

Equipment
|| Meinfrastructure (5)
|| Library (8)

|| Library - computer vorkstations

| | Rooms (s5)

International orientation
| Support for stays abroad (3)

Job market and career-orientation
| 1ob markst praparation (5)
|| Practice Support (5)

BE B9 BB

Overall opinions
| Overall study situation (S)
\v| Reputation for academic studies
and teaching (P)
E Research Reputation

Research

\¥| Many internationally visible
publications (F)

|¥| many doctorates (F)

| many publications (F)

| much third party funding (F)

Town and University
| Higher education sport (8)
| lowrent (F)

_ small university location (F)

56
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owledge —

. -
and compare your universities:

Upgrade your kn
measure, assess

Benchmarking
Tertiary Education

FOR

Covers maintenan ce,
troubleshooting,
add-ons, and more

A Reference
for the

Rest of Us!

FREE eTips at dummies.com~

Gerq Federkeil 57

lessons

thirst for information, culture of
transparency and accountability

rankings = one among many QA and
accountability -

international comparisons help to
stimulate a healthy debate on main
challenges
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onable policy lever
 informed decisions

Bpril 2008 Update

Min nesotg%hﬂeasu}e«s

2008 Report on Hig

- |
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Improve success of all students,
GOAL ONE | particularly students from groups traditionally
underrepresented in higher education.

Create a responsive system that produces
GOAL TWO graduates at all levels who meet the demands
of the economy.

Increase student learning and improve skill
GOAL THREE | levels of students so they can compete
effectively in the global marketplace.

Contribute to the development of a state

economy that Is competitive In the global
GOAL FOUR market through research, workforce training
and other appropriate means.

GOAL FIVE | Provide access, affordability and choice
to all students.

P

Reswearch Expenditures as a Proportion of
Gross Domestic Product by State and Country

Souree: The Mational Sclence Foundation inatlonal data), Organisation for EConomk Cobperation and Dedelopment
finternational data).

MOTE N OIS T0 SCa 18 TN MEasurs across STENes, TNE INOICITONWas 0RO DY Qross 00MesTE proauct By STETe wWiion
| E provided by the Bursau of Econa mic Analysis.
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ionable policy lever

informed decisions
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