Draft questionnaire
1. Identification of the respondent:
1.1. Country:

1.2. Institution:

1.3. Other institutions/stakeholders involved/consulted in answering the questionnaire: 

…

2. Information needs of the public

2.1. Was an assessment of public information needs on HE or on the criteria for prospective students’ decision performed in your national context? (y/n)
Yes/No

2.2. If yes, by who? (text)
…

2.3. Is it available in English? (y/n)
Yes/No

2.4. Please provide an overview of the conclusions. (text)
…

2.5. Please provide a link, if available. (text)

…

3. National classifications

3.1. Are there any classifications of HEIs in your national system performed systematically? (y/n) 
Yes/No

If, yes:

3.2. Please indicate the name and a link (if available): (text)

…

3.3. Please indicate the regional coverage: (text)

…

3.4. Who performs it? (multiple choice). 
a governmental agency

a research centre

a HEI

a non-profit organisation

for profit organisation

other:…

3.5. When was it issued for the first time? (text)

…

3.6. Is it revised periodically? (y/n) 
Yes/No

Please indicate the period: (text)

…

3.7. When was the last significant revision? (text)

3.8. Its declared purpose is: (multiple choice)

public information provision
administrative – ground for other policies
both
other:… (text)

3.9. Its target audience is: (multiple choice)

students and families
businesses
governments
others: (text)…
3.10. Its results are presented as: (multiple choice)
Classes
multidimensional, leaving its users the freedom to choose from amongst (number) … indicators.
3.11. Please list the classes/dimensions: (text)
…

3.12. Please list the indicators used under each dimension: (text)

…

3.13. Can HEIs migrate from one class to another? (y/n)
Yes/No 
Please describe this process: (text)
…

3.14. Was its efficiency as a tool of public information assessed? (y/n) 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

…

3.15. Was its efficiency as a tool of steering diversity assessed? (y/n) 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

…

3.16. Was HEIs reporting effort for the purpose of classification assessed? (y/n) 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

…

3.17. Was it used as a ground for other HE policies? (y/n) 
Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple choice)

funds allocation 
accreditation and quality assurance

recognition
others: (text)
4. International rankings

4.1. Are there any rankings of HEIs in your national system provided systematically? (y/n) 
Yes/No

If, yes:
4.2. Please indicate the name and link: 
Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …
4.3. Please indicate the regional coverage: 

Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …

4.4. Who performs it? 
Ranking 1 (multiple choice):

a governmental agency

a research centre

a HEI

a non-profit organisation

for profit organisation

other:…(text)

 Ranking 2 (multiple choice):

a governmental agency

a research centre

a HEI

a non-profit organisation

for profit organisation

other:…(text)

Ranking 3 (multiple choice):

a governmental agency

a research centre

a HEI

a non-profit organisation

for profit organisation

other:…(text)

Ranking 4 (multiple choice):

a governmental agency

a research centre

a HEI

a non-profit organisation

for profit organisation

other:…(text)

Ranking 5 (multiple choice):

a governmental agency

a research centre

a HEI

a non-profit organisation

for profit organisation

other:…(text)

4.5. When was it issued for the first time? 
Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …

4.6. Is it revised periodically? (y/n)
Yes/No

 Please indicate the period: 
Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …

4.7. When was the last significant revision?
Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …

4.8. Its declared purpose is: 
Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …

4.9. Its target audience is: 
Ranking 1 (multiple choice):

students and families

businesses

governments

others: (text)…

Ranking 2 (multiple choice):

students and families

businesses

governments

others: (text)…

Ranking 3 (multiple choice):

students and families

businesses

governments

others: (text)…

Ranking 4 (multiple choice):

students and families

businesses

governments

others: (text)…

Ranking 5 (multiple choice):

students and families

businesses

governments

others: (text)…

4.10. It ranks:
Ranking 1 (multiple choice):

HEI’s

Departments

study programmes

others:… (text)

Ranking 2 (multiple choice):

HEI’s

Departments

study programmes

others:… (text)

Ranking 3 (multiple choice):

HEI’s

Departments

study programmes

others:… (text)

Ranking 4 (multiple choice):

HEI’s

Departments

study programmes

others:… (text)

Ranking 5 (multiple choice):

HEI’s

Departments

study programmes

others:… (text)

4.11. Its results are presented as: 
Ranking 1 (multiple choice):

a single league table

more league tables

multidimensional, leaving its users the freedom to choose from amongst (number) indicators

Other: (text)…

Ranking 2 (multiple choice):

a single league table

more league tables

multidimensional, leaving its users the freedom to choose from amongst (number) indicators

Other: (text)…

Ranking 3 (multiple choice):

a single league table

more league tables

multidimensional, leaving its users the freedom to choose from amongst (number) indicators

Other: (text)…

Ranking 4 (multiple choice):

a single league table

more league tables

multidimensional, leaving its users the freedom to choose from amongst (number) indicators

Other: (text)…

Ranking 5 (multiple choice):

a single league table

more league tables

multidimensional, leaving its users the freedom to choose from amongst (number) indicators

Other: (text)…

4.12. Please list the dimensions used: 
Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …

4.13. Please list the indicators used under each dimension: 
Ranking 1 (text): …

Ranking 2 (text) : …

Ranking 3 (text) : …

Ranking 4 (text) : …

Ranking 5 (text) : …

4.14. Was its efficiency as a tool of public information assessed? 
Ranking 1 (y/n): 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 2 (y/n): 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 3 (y/n): 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 4 (y/n): 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 5 (y/n): 
Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

4.15. Was its effect on enrolment assessed? 
Ranking 1 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 2 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 3 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 4 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 5 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

4.16. Was its impact on HEIs diversity assessed?
Ranking 1 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 2 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 3 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 4 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 5 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

4.17. Was HEIs reporting effort for the purpose of being ranked assessed? 
Ranking 1 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 2 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 3 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 4 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

Ranking 5 (y/n): 

Yes/No

If yes, please summarize the conclusions: (text)

4.18. Was it used as a ground for other HE policies? 
Ranking 1 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 2 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 3 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 4 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 5 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

5. National publicly available databases
Are there publicly available databases in your national setting? (y/n)

Yes/No

If yes, do they providing information on:
- student numbers in each study programme (y/n);
Yes/No
- number of degrees awarded in each study programme (y/n);
Yes/No
- number of PhDs (y/n);
Yes/No
- number of international students in each study programme (y/n);
Yes/No
- number of academic staff (y/n);
Yes/No
- number of international staff (y/n);
Yes/No
- success rate and completion rates (y/n);

Yes/No
- financial matters: turn over, public funding, revenues from research contracts (y/n)
Yes/No
- number of patents, spinoffs, art creations, copyrights and related products (y/n)

Yes/No
- the outcomes of quality reviews or subject reviews (y/n)

Yes/No
- first employment destination of graduates (y/n) 

Yes/No
- others, please nominate: (text)
…
6. International rankings as basis for policy making

6.1. Are there international rankings used as a ground for other HE policies? 
Ranking 1 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 2 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 3 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 4 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

Ranking 5 (y/n): 

Yes/No

Please indicate the field: (multiple options)

funds allocation

accreditation and quality assurance

recognition

others: (text)

6.2. Are there any changes in QA policies due to recent developments in the field of rankings and classifications? (y/n) 
Yes/No

Please provide a brief overview: (text)

…

6.3. Are there any changes in recognition policies due to recent developments in the field of rankings and classifications? (y/n) 

Yes/No

Please provide a brief overview: (text)

…

6.4. Have international rankings been used to legitimize national a specific policy option:

a. Concentration of resources in centers outstanding achievement? 

b. Fairer distribution of resources amongst different regions, in order to balance the inequalities?

c. Others: (please specify)

