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Plan of presentation 

1. Renaissance of National Rankings 
 

2. Perspektywy (Poland) University Ranking 
 

3. IREG Engineering Project - invitation 
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university 

? 
 

New role for rankings 
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Rankings – young phenomenon 

First national ranking  
US News Best Colleges (1983)  

same age as Internet  

First global ranking  
Shanghai Ranking (2003)  
same age as Facebook 

Contemporaries of Internet and Facebook  
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Fast growing family 

GLOBAL 
RANKING 

REGIONAL 
RANKINGS 

NATIONAL 
RANKINGS 

New rankings every year… 
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Fast growing family 

New rankings every year 

Source: ICG 



Three new national ranking every year 

Fast growing family 

15 years – 45 national rankings 
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www.ireg-observatory.org 

Fast growing family 
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Fast growing family 

Why national rankings? 

• More comprehensive than international rankings  
• Based on a broader range of indicators  
• Cover institutions of one educational legal and cultural   
environment 
 
• Assess all higher education institutions in a country while 
global rankings a very narrow group of universities. 
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Polish experience 

Perspektywy mission 

Provide rankings based on a vision of an ideal university 
  
- does research on a high level,  
- is closely linked with job market and economy,  
- provides friendly environment for students, 
- is innovative and internationalized. 
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Methodology 2016 

Perspektywy University Ranking 

www.ranking.perspektywy.org 
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ACEDEMIC POTENTIAL - 15% 
Parametric evaluation (8%)  
Academic staff with highest qualifications (3%) 
Right to confer PhD with habilitation degree (2%)  
Rights to award PhD degrees (2%)  

ACADEMIC EFFECTIVENESS – 26%  
Faculty development (6%) 
Academic titles awarded (5%) 
External funding for research  (4%) 
Publications (2%) 
Citations (3%) 
H-index (3%) 
EU research programmes (2%) 
PhD students (1%) 

Methodology 2016 
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TEACHING & LEARNING - 11% 
Students – teaching staff (5%) 
Accreditations (3%) 
E-holdings (1%) 
Printed library holdings (1%) 
Library facilities (1%) 

INTERNATIONALIZATION - 15%  
Programmes in foreign languages (4%) 
Students studying in foreign language (4%) 
International students (3%) 
Foreign teaching staff (1%) 
Student exchange (outbound) (1%) 
Student exchange (inbound) (1%) 
Multicultural composition of student body (1%) 

Methodology 2016 
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REPUTATION - 24% 
Employer reputation (11%)  
Academic reputation (teaching) (11%)  
International recognition (2%) 

INNOVATION - 9% 
Patents (4%) 
External funding (2%)  
Licenses (2%)  
Spin-off and spin-out (1%) 

Methodology 2016 

www.ranking.perspektywy.org 
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ACADEMIC POTENTIAL 



Best Universities in Poland 2016 

1 - 50 
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ACADEMIC POTENTIAL 
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47 subjects  

Polish experience 



Engineering and Technology 

Polish experience 

1. Architecture and Urban Planning 
2. Chemical Engineering and Technology 
3. Civil Engineering 
4. Electrical Engineering 
5. Electronics and Telecommunication 
6. Environmental Engineering 
7. IT studies 
8. Mechanical Engineering and Machine Building 
9. Material Engineering 
10. Power Enginering 
11. Production Engineering 
12. Robotics and Mechatronics 
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Warszawa, 21 lipca 2016 r. Centrum Zarządzania Innowacjami i Transferem Technologii PW 

Deans of best engineering faculties 



Ranking watchdog 

IREG sponsored project on “New Approaches to 
Design and Collection of Data for Subject and 
Discipline Rankings: Engineering and Technology” 

www.ireg-observatory.org 
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Ranking watchdog 

 

IREG Observatory on Academic Ranking and Excellence is an 
association of ranking organizations and universities.  

Its mission is the improvement of the quality of international 
and national ranking of higher education institutions 

 IREG Observatory mission 

www.ireg-observatory.org 
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IREG Conferences 
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What do we need? 

Future rankings in the area of high tech will take into 
consideration opinion of employers, professional associations 
and accrediting organization.  
 
New indicators: "value for money", "value to society", 
"knowledge transfer", "mobility between university and 
industry", "quality of te graduates", "employability of 
graduates„ and others 
  

Universities need rankings to build school's brand and 
reputation. 
 

Ranking in Engineering 
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Invitation 

End of 2017 - IREG Engineering Working Group will present 
recommendation for a new set of indicators in rankings for 
engineering. 
  
Seminars organized in cooperation with universities, high tech 
companies, European employers organizations and bodies 
responsible for accreditation. 
  
If interested, feel invited to join. 
 

Ranking in Engineering 
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Thank You! 

Waldemar Siwinski 
Perspektywy Education Foundation 
Vice President, IREG Observatory 

w.siwinski@perspektywy.pl 
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