ITANATIQTHZ NOYTZOX

. I''A THN «AZEIOAOTI'HZH» TOQN MMANEINIZTHMIQN
H MEPINITQEH ENOZ TOMEA ®IAOZOPIAZ

Kata v tedevrator dexaetlo emiyeipifyre »or o1y yope pog v
vroyel 9 “nBueh) e avriketpevidtac’, Tov xatd mapddooy elye eyypo-
gel oY emoTHROVIRY, TPOGEYYLON TOu avTiXElweviXod %dopov, 6Ty ‘NBt-
%0 TG amOTEAEORATXGOTNTAG TGV EvEpYELQY, %aTd T @paceoroyie Tou
Max Weber (1919) mov elye ypnoipomoinfet o pria meplodo “apeptnavo-
wolnang” tov yeppavizdy Iavemomulov. ‘Hrav eviedde vorh n oulh-
mon ye v “Emwrporrn Aftohéynons” twv AEI xar evxptvelc ot quvdy-
AMOELE TOV TNV ELOTYAYRY, UE TNV TPOGQuYn oTig  “‘ouvBirec  oEbrTatou
avraywviood”’ mov Qalvetar va emixpatel SteBvddg, btav o N. 2083 (92,
¢plpo 24, ouvédeoe v “akLodéyme”’ Toug (“ue Phom To emitedobpevo oe
autd exmotdevtind, cpeuvnTind xot Srowmrind €pyo”’) e TV raTavopd) TNG
“ewdunc” wpatne ypnuatodétyove, “mépav g mdyrac” (otyv otxela
“Ewonyyrwf éxfeon” emmdéov vmoypapwilerar b1t 9 “apofale evnué-
pwan” twv AEI wg mpog v “‘anédos” toug Ba cupBdder aryv ‘“avdmru-
&n vytods xat dmutovpyikod aviaywvicpod petald toug”).

MMde opwe Bo vrapke: “opbohoyirédtepo” ocloTnue xatavopns Topwy,
6Tay Ta ToloTikd xprTipler (Yo xpitée wat xpwépevoug) SVoxora xabopt-
Tovrar xat T moootixd 0dnyoldv oe pla dviey petayelpioy, Slwg érav Oa
a@opoly OAtyopehels xat apTiodoTateg mavemioTnutanée povédec mov Ou
amatTowy avEnuévy mpoctacia xar ypnuatodbtnon: e xndle meplmrway
emBiddetar 9 wpbdtakn Twv avayk®y xar byr e uvmoTtBéuevnc Tpocpophs
7oy mavemoTyuiaxav Topéwy, Tov mpwroyevay Snhadh opéwv g di-
daxtixNg %ot spevvnrinfc mapoustac Twv AEL. H avagopk télog 1o oi-
emnue Taylor (ce pra meplodo mouv ta epyostdoio Twv wpoywenuévay %e-
PEAALOXPATIRGY YWtV To €y0uv umepfel) dev emitpémetar vo mpockopret
“mprp mapaywywbtntac” oc éva medlo, dmov 4 mocoTiomoiney Twv Se-

dopévawv Bev éyet navéve vénpa ywplc v motbThro e TvevpaTAg 8-
peovpytac.
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Axpifoc 7 dquoctomoinonl, tyg Sexamevraypovne ocuyxowtdrc Tov
Touéa pag, 1660 wg Tpog ) GrpaTNyLxN NG GVAANYY 060 %ot & TPoOS TV
emipépovs apbpwoy, g, mpoomalel va agroet wow g TRV memaTnévy
twv “‘evaluation studies” (mpfA. M. Henkel, “Evaluation in Higher
Education: conceptual and epistemological foundations™, European
Journal of Education, 33, 1998, 285-297) mov Jiortchaiver e pia mpa-
TN AOYLETOV xatd TNV empéTeney Tov Vdoue” e “‘mapaywyind-
wprag” (“ratd piunowy tov crnotwe yiyvopfvou amb TOUC TWPAYUATEVTHC
teohoyLopon’’ ) ehpewva e T Sratinwer Tov Kopan). To meplypappa twy
zottnpiwy wovu, avtifeta, cionyodpacte ovopaletat 6N yeyxehiavy yAOG-
oo “‘morotizé mwoooy” (“das qualitative Quantum”), wg 60levEy “moé-
e’ vat CmocbdTTac %Al TPoQUVEE ¢ SUVATOTNTH METATPOTAC TS
debrepng 6y mewtn (Enzyklopddie, § 107). To mhatsto avagopds avzcv
Twv xottpley, o¢ alohoyixt décun exgopwy, xabopiletar mpwtiota and
7o Babué e cuvagelds ToV pE TNV TPAYRATIXOTNTA TTPOG TVV OTOloL ATEY-
Biverar. 'Etor dev avtovopeitat ¢ Sapbrieta omdldy, ol cuvayerar afi-
®G6Te o6 T0 GUVOAO TOU €94 ou GGwY GTeAeywvouy évav Topéa xur amopa-
oilouv v Tepagouy, YL piay axbpyn opd, amwd to ‘6radio tou xabpéety”
vat vo Staxptfdoouy Ta Gpta T avtoduvapioc Tous. Me Tt Abyix Tou
Wittgenstein, to “ZafBato dzv civar amhog 7 pépa TNC AVATALAKG Kot
e avaduyng. Oa  Tpémer va xottape TNV epyacsto poc Oyt povdye amd
néoo, ahha %t ant’ éEw”’ (MoAtiouds, 120). X avtry 1 Oewpnoy, mou Ba
uropoves va amodofel w¢ ““internalist externalism’, efumovoeitat o e-
TLpeptopdc Tou eviatov soparos twv | Hempaypévav’’ pag:

«. H odvvapixn tov [Ilpocomixed (xatyyoptomorrcels, =smLGTHLOVL-
xég edweboeig tov AEIl, vmmpeoroany) xardotacy, odvleon twv gdiwy,
TPOTOC EXNOYTC oL LOPOL TGV PETATTUYLAXAOV TOUG GROLSAV, WLOPPEC GU-
vepyaoiag xat otxela Tapadooy, StotknTinn Jopn xatl Aerrovpyla Tou Qopéa,
TO OLXOVOWLLXE TOU WG [EPLIL0 amd Tov wpobmoloyioud Touv Idpbuatoc 1. ).

B. To d1daktikd £pyo (xprrfptx, Sopn xar Stapbpwey tov mpoypdy-
LLATOC TCPOTLTUYLAXGY GTOLSMY, 1) TPOXATAPXTINY EVNHUEPWGY] TGV QOLTY-
TOV [tpLav %at ot xatomivés culMThcels yia T guotoyvopta tov Tunpa-
706G, oL QOLTTEC [TpLeg TG €LOIXEVEYG %Al Ol EMAYYEALATINEG TOVG TCPOOTTTL-
#£¢, avahoyie dducuévrwv-Sidacropévay, SuTuNUaTIRE TPOYPEMMUATE, OL
petamtuytoaxés 6movdée, Bépata sowtepixob xavoviopod, 71 Tpox7puvEy, ot
PoLTHTES [Tpleg TOu pETATTULYLAXOL StmAOpatos eldixeucrc, ot umodhprot
Sdaxnropes: Qépata-emiPAETOVTEG, 0L SUYATOTNTEC UTOTPOPLAV XL ¥ QOL-
T, péptpva, ot dtdaxtopes @Lhocoging [tirhot Sratpfav, emiPAémovrec,

1. BA. Topéag ®rocoplag Ilavermommulon Iwawivav, ‘H modtry dexanerracria
(1985-1999 ), ledwiva 2000, oo, 158,
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napodon amacybiney], ot emlripor Jdaxntopec @Lhocoplag, N mapovsia Twy
REAGDY pag ot ovpPovievtinéc [eEetactinég emitpoméc SdanTopixcv Sx-
TpBwv Tou_ exmovodvral [ exmoviiOyxav o arha Tprpata, exmatdeutizée
ddeec oto efwreptxd, ddaoraria oe arha [avemiomhpia, StaréEetc [pa-
Ojparta, mapovsiacetc BiPfrlwy, ot emioxémtes xafnyntéc %ol ot Tpooxe-
yanuévor yra SraréEerc [pabnuata, ot Sixpxéorepec ouvepyaoics, 1 ovufo-
A oty emipbppworn exTatdEUTIXGY XAl VTAAANAGY XAT. ).

v. Ta speovnuika npoyplppara (v cpevvnriny woAitiky, Twv ISpupd-
Ty, N optobétynomn g “‘épeuvac’’ oTo wedio Twv avlpwmioTIXGOY £TLETY-
L@V, Ol GURLUETEYOVTEG, TO GUANOYLXE ETLUEPOUG EPELVYTIXK TPOYPRMULMLLTH
HE TO XTOTEAEGUATE TOUG XAT. ).

3. Ta emotnpovikG cuvédpia (0 opydvwsy Tovg amd tov Topéo xat
7 oVPoAn TWY REAMY TOL, N GUKPETOYT, ME avaxolvwey, o Stebvy xot ae
sEAAVIxd  ouvédpLa ).

e. To ovyypagikd £pyo (BifAla: avtotely, cmipéheta GLANOYLXGV
TopwY, perappacetc’ cpyaocieg: oc diebv N o elnvixa weprodixd, e Ilpa-
xtixd debBvay 9 elduixdv ouvedplwyv, o culoyixode Tépoug diebveic v
eMnvixols” BiBhtoxprole, petappaocsts’ T epeuvnTixa  evdtapépovta WG
cuayérion apBunTixdy dedopdvav xat drocusrtastac Tov ouyypapLxod £p-
You, 7 ouyxpotnolaxy tdiaxttepbrnro Tou ‘‘@rhocogelv’’, % edpatwer Tou
“xptznplov appodibtytac’ oty “xowbmra’’ TV opotéyvav, etonynTixéc
exféoerg, PiPrtoxpioiec xat “avaopéc”’, to pepidio aTov ebvixd xat 7To
debvy xatapeptopd ¢ emoTNROVIXNG YVAOGYC, 1 anoTiEnon TwY RopeMY
“amoriunone”: deurepoyevele mwruyée TNe euPélerac: oe exhextopind G-
pata exdoyhic perwv AEI ddwv Tpnudrwv, emomquovinée etatpeieg, Tt~
péc xAw. ). '

61. H fifhioBiixn (opydvwon xar Aertovpyie, ot mnyée xot % owxela
Birioypapio, o meprodixa, ot Paoecic dedopévev xar ta CD-ROMS: ot
cketdixeuuéveg ypoete tov epeuvntindv Kévtpwv: évtumo xat apyetond
VAtx0, ot zxdbosig %AT.).

. Ou didGokoviec oty kowvovia tng emoyxfg tovg (uédy AEIT mig-
POUG %ol aTOXAELTTIXNG oac)ydANGYG, emiotnuoviny appodtdTnTa Xul evek-
AaxTixéc emhoyés tng xowvavlag, “yerdoels” Tng mpaxTixAg Tov EmioTY-
rovixod Abdyou xhw.).

7. O daxtdhiog tng tomikig kowwviag (ta tgTopnd dptax NS ““to-
mxoTTag, ot empuépovs Sravtidpdocic, epydotpoc xot StabBéoipoc ypbvog
YA, ).

0. H xaOnpepvornta Sidaokopévav kar didaokbviav, péoa  xat
€Ew amd tov mepiBoro Tov MMavemarnpliov.
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t. O EAMMmvionés tng Awacrmopas; (mpwroBouhies yia T peyiortomot-
N6 xat T JLEVPUVGY] TWV AELTOUPYLMY EVOg Tavemiatytaxod I3pduartog).

w. H “xivpukétnre” didackbviov xou didackopévov ong yhpeg
e Evporaixiig ‘Evoong (amoxwdiomolnon 1me “‘cvpwmainng Buyé-
velag”, 7 dnudora tpiroPalula exmaldevon otny Evpdmy, “emxovoviaxy
eTapreLe’ XA ).

1. H ouvpPori} otnv anocapivien g ‘Palkavikilg molitikilg”’
Tov lopipatoc.

vy. O avactoyuopgs yia 10 mapov xar 1o péidov tov Mavemotnpiov!.
Av €36 petvovpe 610 Guyypapwxd €pyo, emiPadietar va vroypoputofei—
enthe amd Toug suvTeAeaTég Tou Exouy NN emonuavlel 4 mov Do emionuav-
Oobv 611 ouvéxsia (yra mapadetypa, 7 amwpboxonwTy pov) NG *abypeptvod-
Trag)—67t o N. 1268 /82 avadiapdppwoe ptlind tic Sopée xat Toug bpang
hewtovpylac )¢ mavemoTnulanng Lone. Q¢ mpog to Tunpe pog xat cuve-
xohovle ¢ mpog tov Topba pag 71 Suvapinf avtod Tou vépov mopémepne
oe ouyxexplpévo TPOTO TG EQUPUOYAG TOV TOV ATEXAELE TUYOV LTOVOUE)-
oeLg ex Twv €vdov xat cuvapa xatéypage T onpelo wov Oo émpeme vo Ex-
vasulntnlodv. Amd v ally) TAevpa xat e3d 7 “‘oLdnpoTpoxtd deopelel
v atpapate’: Siaprag emipeptlduevn dravomTinn epyasta, “‘evratixo-
molnon’’, v épeuva amod afle yeNong va xablorarar “aflio wpoaywyﬁg”, €-
Toayyehpatien  tepapybe mou dev mpolmobétel avayraoTixd xat TOLOTIXT
Srapopomolney ¢ yvaomg, ouvtexviaxd Tvebpo Touv Staxnplecel 6Tt dev
ratactpégel xavele T oxahe amd Ty omolo mpoadoxd 6Tt O avefel, pe-
TeNGn ™6 “awddoone’ amd TNV Lepapyovpevy cuARoytxn Polincy Tou emt-
BAémer av amovépetat otov xaléve “‘avddoya pe tyv epyasto Tou” (Stami-
ctdcelg Tou 1986).

Av cralpioovpe To CLUTTORATE KVTA, o OmwoLo EXTAGY) XL AV LTYP-
Eav, wg avamdeeuxnto Tiunpe yioo Tov avayxato exdnpoxpatiopd Tne move-
metnptoxng Lome, t6te pe word “Paludperpo” Oo frav avripetwniowwy
N ovyypapixn “‘mapaywyh voc Topba Purocoplug; o tovg Orasdteg
™6 ypappixétnTae Ox apxodoe évag aiydptBuog. ‘Ocol bpwg xatatascouy
TNV EMLOTHYUOVIXT) TPaXTIXY) 61N  yevixy epyacte’” (xats tov Marx éva
HE€POG TNG YPEOVETAL GTY GNELEPLYY, cuvepyasto xat éve aMo otnv aktomot-
Non N6 epyastoc Twv mepaouévay yevewv: Das Kapital, tép. 111, MEW,
25, 114) enckepydalovrat éva morbmTuXo xptTyplwy Yl TV avddetEn Twv
Stadixaoctdv wou péow Tou TOMATANGLAGKOD TwY “‘avoyxtv’ — wg Taoe-

1. H rprrofdOpia exmaldeuor, ed® xot dexaetleg, amotéhese Siebvidg autoterée yve-
aTxd avtixelpevo pe cupPorn cetpdg emaTuey oty Oepatomolneh tov. Amopel xavele
mag ou enidofor “‘evaluators’ Sev éyouv va xatabéoouv olte pla Snuoctevpévy ypaupy
yia Tov und “afrorbynen’ Ocopd.



-

N v “Awréymon” tov Haveriomuloy 281

wv dtevpuvarg xat exhémntuvens — ekacparilovy v avtovopla Twv axe-
dnpaixwy povadwy xat cuvagwg v emitevln T Staxpitic atopixdTy-
Tg Ty petdywv Tous. Ilpbxettar, p’ adha Adya, yta 9 Siepymole petd-
Baomg amd v adnprty mpaypatixdtyra ¢ “IMorttiniic Owovoptag™ oto
curmabée medlo e “HOwne Ouxovoplag™, émov 1o mepteydpevo Twv xavé-
vov xat Tev apotBatwv umoypedocwy xafoplletar  efipixd  meprosbrepo
xat M “pixpoguowtkn” e ebovolac ouyxpoteltar pe v xabnpepvéTyTa
TV UTOXELEVMV XAl TV) GUYXEXPLUEVY) ETLXOLVWVLAXY TOUG ETAPXELX.

Me yvopova 116 xaryyoptomoiyeets Tov Ipoypdpparos Emovdav to
GUVOAO TOU GUYYpaPLoy €pyou Twv pehev tov Topéa Pirocoplac xatavé-
petar (dev mpoopetpmivrar ov petagproets xat ot BifAtoxpralec, evd opt-
ouéva xelpeve, Abyw g Ocpatinne tovg, evrdooovrat oe TeplocdTEpEs ATh
pla evomTec) oty Sexamevraetio xar oty tedevrala  mevraetix we ebic:

«. lotopia tng Pihooopiag 1985-1999 9%  1995-1999 9%
H ngofinuariny) 5 @iiogopuxiic

tarogloypapiac

Apyala Elpmxry Pihooopla 45 20,8 18 20,4
Agyala ElAnpvir) Pidogopla A’ 2 0,9

(Tgoowxgarixol @iAdaogot)

Apyala EAlqpixi} Pihocopia B’ 9 4,1 3 3.4

(Apyata Zopiotixi])
Agyala EAAnrixyy Pidogopla I
(Zwxgdtne xar Zwxpatixés Zyolés)

Agyala EiAnvixyy Pihocopila A’ 4 1,8 1 1,1
(Iidtwy xar Apyala Axadnuia)

Agyala EAAnynixr) Didocopla E’ 9 4,1

(Aoptorotédns zar Apy. Ilepinaros)

Agyaia EAlnyixn Pihoocopia ZT' 14 6,4 8 9,0
( EAAnpviotier) Prlogopia)

Apyaia Elinvixry Dilooopia Z' 2 0,9 1 1,1

(H @ihooopia tnc dotepns Apyaidrnrag
&s Tov 6o at. u.X.)

Popaixij Pilocopia 1 0,4 1 1,1
Bulavvwi; Pihogopla 5 2.3 3 3,4
Meoaiwvixy) Pihocopla 1 0.4 ( Lt
Nebregn xar Ziyypovn Pihocopla 35 16,2 1 12,5
Nebregy Dihooopla 27 125 7 7.9
Zyyoovy Pihogopia 8 3,7 4 4,5
NeoeAdnyinij Pilooopla 129 59,7 54 61,3

Dilocople; Tov ebwevgwnalxov ydpov

Zovoro: 291 51,5 211 61,5
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B. Zvompariki Pilocopia 1985-1999 9,
Ewaywyr oty Pilocopla 6 2,1
Ovroloyla - Metagpuor) 4 1,4
Dihocopuxryy AvBpwmoloyia 7 2,4
Emnwstnuoldoyla -~ Ietopla twy Emornuov:i-
xav Ideddv 2 0,7
Aoy 5 1,7
I'vawaioBewpia 8 2,8
Didocopla tns Emeriuns 27 9,5
Dihooogpia tne Dionc 38 13,4
Dilooopla Twv Dvowxdy Emornudy
Didocopla twv MaOnuatixdy
Dilocopla tnc Tatouwnc 4 14
HOua 8 2,8
Kowwvixr} xar Ioktini) Pihogopla 105 37,2
Dilogopia e Iarogiac 2 0,7
Pihooopla tov IloAticuod 3 1,06
Didooopia e Iadelag 27 9,5
Diiogopla tnc TI'Adooag 3 1,06
Ayt - Dihocopia e Aoyotreyvias 12 4,2
Dihocopixi) Epunvevrix 4 1,4
Dihocopia T Ognoxelas 1 0.3
Enixawpa Pilocopixd ITgofiijpara 3 2,8
(n.y. Teyvir), Owxodoyla x.d.)
Kowwviodoyia 1 0,3
Diiocopla tov Kowwvixdv Emernudy 4 1,4
Yovoro: 274 48,5

1995-1999

)\

[\ Y4
/0

1,4
1,4
1,4

1,4
12,5

41,1
4,4
16,1

1,4
10,2

4.4

38.5

Q¢ mpoc T aptBunTind dedouéva, 1 cuyxoptdn entone amaprtifetar and:
1995-1999

IS N

7. Epyacteg oe ITpaxtind eXnvindyv ocuvedplwy

8.
g‘

1985-1999

Avtotehn Bifiia 59
Empélcia sulroyxdv topmv 24
Meragppdoes BBAwy 7
Epyaoleg oc duebvi meprodind 113
Epyaoles oe eMnvixd meptoduxd 89
Epyaoteg o Tpantind Stebvdv ouvedplwv 68
7 oe Sebvelc ovAhoyixods Tépoug

110

7) 68 eAANVIX0UG GUAAOYIXOUG TOKaIG
BuAtoxtoteg 62
Meragpdoeig epyasidv :

|
-]

17
12

2
26
32
15

31

Evvositat 61t taybet v Sanlorwon tov Kant: “ouldy xat opupl pmo-
poVY va ypnotpedoouy oty emekepyacia evée xoppatiod EVAov, aAda yio
o) yoahxoypaola ogefhet xavele va perayctptobel yapaxtinh) Berdvy”. H
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ouyRpoTYGLaxry) LitaveepotnTe — peBododoyixric xar Oepatohoytwne voig
— 7ov “‘prrocogelv”’ aftdver tdtoyevy, “uétpa’ yra va xptlst, polovétt xat
o “‘uixpbérogués’” g dsv umopel va éxet mpocogladpto tHreondTNONC pe-
yxAuTepo amd to avlpowive wati. Ku av xale xplom suviora odyxpron, o
uévor ouyxpiotpor gopelc? sivar ot @dot tpetc Topele Purosopiac twv Ma-
vemoTtey 5 ywpac (omy Abfva pe 17 pédy AEIl, o Ocacadoviny
us 13 xar oy Kovimy pe 9), pe d<dopévo BéPata b7t Srdaoxovreg ne ot-
roocoplag clvar syratacmappévor — évac 7, 8o — ot dwapopa Tufuata
(Kowvawvtodoyiac, Nopwrsg, IHoktwav Emomuov, Hadaywyixa, leve-
%6 wov Iloauzeyvelov, us xamota mwixvwoen orvo Tufua MeOodoroyiag, I-
croplas xat Oswplag ¢ Emiorripnc). L7 avtiv axptBac v “xowébtyra’
7wV opoTEYvWY wpotyst v intra muros (xxwote xat pe “slwrspixodc’ xpt-
téc) aionyqukf] éxleon (mov xata v xstuevn vopoBesta meptAapPdvet:
“aveduTiny wapousiaon xxt afloAdymem Tou Epyou xat TNC TPOCWTLXOTV-
T0g TWY uToUmeiwy xat xplem yix TRV TPosPpopd Toug 6Ty wededo ¢ cmi-
cmuns’, Cyvoun e o Babud avramdrpione Twv umoynelev oTa amat-
TeUpEve VOWLUX TPosovVTH xat “aftohoyixy) xatataln twv umodmelev’.
N. 2083 /82, aplpo 6, § E'2) xa v extra muros dnpooteupévy Pifrrioxpr-
oila (mwov evvoslrat, dev £xet avaoxsvaclel emapndde amd Tov xptvéuevo, oc
00cg exdoyéc %L av £xouv mapovataolel xpirivée yia 7o €pyo tov). Tére pé-
vov €7t vonua N amoypagt Twv avagopmv’  (éyt dpwe rat Twv “auto-
avapopwv’’ ), Stagopetixa o “‘delxtng’ tovg (otic avlpwmioTinée emioTh-
peg ot owxeieg Baosig dcdouévwv elvar mAnpperelc xar dev mepthapBavouv
Ty Thovota vy Pufiromapaywyn) Sabiter opbdrpomy Aettovpyla
TPOG TNV EMUETENGN) TNG AXPOAUATIXOTNTAC TWV THAEOMTIRAV  EXTOLTOV
(v w9 Srdnpion e “avagopés’ xar “‘BiBhioxpisiec” BA. 1. Novrooc, Bd-
on dedouévov, Koc 2000, 29, passim).

M avny anptBdc v agemple ta usdy tov Touéa Dihocoolac, 7o
€pyo v omolwv £yzr %pwfel oc £1KoGUREVTE clomynTinés exBéoerc sxdoydv
N TpoaYwY G #at Gz capavtu névie BuBlioxproieg (pe T oelpd pag BéBata
EYoUUs RETAOYE. Ot £xhoyEc aihwv Tunuatwv, o emoTUovind Tsplodt-
%& WG %PLTEG 7 OF eMLTPOTEG XPiONG EPEUVNTINGV TPOYPRLUATWV %ot €Y OU-
me cuyypader eEfivia dvo BiPAioxpioiee, Snrady dev éyoupe petvet oo amu-
poBANTo Tou “Adle Brdioag’) Srendixodv e mpog Tov xaTapeptomd TG emL-
oTNRoOVIE YvaoNs T660 6 Bvixd 660 wat o Sievéc medlo (v awtd nat
dev pag Sraxatéyet xdamoto mAéypo ‘Sopetaxoptotdv’’), onuavtind pepl-

“

1. Zvo Institut for Filosofi wov INaverisTyulov tng Komeyydyns epydfovrar 9 ué-
Ay AEIl, ovo Philosophy Department zov ITavemomuiov ¢ MerBodpvng 18 xat oto
Department of Philosophy tou IMavemiotnulon vou Princeton 24.



9284 Mavayidbryg Nodrooe

3o — pe xataxtNuévo TO XpLTNPLO dpuodLoTNTHG — 6T €N TouAdyLoTOV
onpeto:

a. EAlnviky ®loocogia (Apyaic xar Neoehhyvikfy),

B. ®ihooogic tov Emctypdyv,

v. Kowvovikfy xav Tlolitikfy @irhosogia.

2’ avto axpiBmg o TplmTu)o, TO Omolo TpoxbTTEL av amd TRV aptbun-
TIXN) YXOTIXY) TaPAGTAGY Tou OAov odnynlodue oty “‘mhodota oe xabopt-
opovg xat oyéoetg oAotyta’’ (Grundrisse), suvodlletar % aklwey toydog
tou Topéa pag oro medlo ¢ @Lrocopunine oxédmg xot GuVadc Tpoopé-
PEL Tl EYEYYVX TNG ETIKOLVOWVIAXNG UG ETHPKELAG G KUTO.

Amé éva tétoro TapatpMTNELo N amotipnen’ (mpv amodmeel o 6-
po¢ 1o pwpaixd ‘‘census’ onpatve v “umobixeven” TV wTHRETLY)
vl voo petvoupe €80 wovov oto ouyypapib £pyo, Ttov  Tlempaypévov’’
~pog evdrapépet oty amt’ Gha booug Ta Epepav o Tépac. Emopévec av pac
emioxe@bolby xfvoopes Tn¢ “‘evaluation” (euviBuc opiletar pe Tov TpbTO
vov Ralph Tyler: “the process of determining to what extent the edu-
cational objectives are actually being realized”- Basic Principles of
Curriculum and Instruction, Chicago, I1l. 1950, 69) eire ¢ ‘“assess-
ment’’!, xpadatvovtag ta “‘standards” oo yépt, dmwe To emelepydodn-
xe v apepxovixny ““‘Joint Committee on Standards for Educational
Evaluation” (1981) 4 to “Evalue project” (Evaluation and Self —
Evaluation in Universities in FEurope, Brussels 1998), 8ev mpéxetrar
va amattroovpe cmifBpafevon xat “mpp mwopaywytxdtnTac”. TTaAr o (8ia
mpaypata O xavovpe, 6TWE IAAWGTE TOGH YPOVIXL Tapd TNV TEPAGTLA o)~
Encn Tov apthod Twv QottnTAV [TpLav xat TV xaBilnem Twy outovoptxdy,
KE TNV ETAYPUTVNGY) TAVTE Ylo TY) SLAGPEALGY) TWY UTOTPOPLOY Gt 6G0UG
e T ypelalovral mote v aplepwloby amepiomastol GTIG peTATTUYLONES
toug omovdéc. ‘Ooo yra toue “‘evaluators’, Oa vumodialovrat mdAiov étt
ot poAot cbxoho avatpEmovTal ot ot {dtol €pyovtat oty Béon Twv “xplvopé-
VOVl amé TNV ap)yirh) TOUG GLUAAMYY, TOU XATAYENOTIXE TNV ovoudlouv
“prhocopla g akloAbymons’’, fwe ta “xprtpla’’ nat T péca mou Ypn-
otpomoLody yia va cuvtabouv v “‘éxleon 7’ Toug, Paciopévol ouyvd oYV
““Exfeon avroafiohdynone’’, xata tpv “evépyeia 4.1y (“Exwotdevri-
xbg Zyedraopds”) tou EINMEAEK. 2 avtiv v mepinrwen yvwptlovps

1. Katd tov N. 1514 /1985, apfpo 2, §. 6', wg “amoriunen” oplletar % “‘Saducacia
mou emitpémel v Samiotwlel watd whoo o emiuépoug xat To TEMXE ATOTEAEGUATA TV
EPELVYTIXGY TpoYpauuUETwY 7 fpywv yapaxtrpllovtar and udnry) emiotyuovixy molbty-
7o xat TANpdTyTa’’. Le evreddds SrapopeTind) xatevBuvon xwveltar % vrboyxeon “‘SwunioTw-
orn¢ Tou emimédou’’ Tou epeuvnTixod €pyou o cuvduacpd pe v tednd SraPePalwarn b1t

E2 B 1

ToUto elvot “‘aEloréyo”’, “téoo oe dyxo boo xot ae edpog”...
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motol B “aEohoynoouv”’ Toug “‘afiohoyytéc’”, agpold apxel pla xar pévy
epatyon: “Ileg pov mawg Payveis, yra va gov mw TL Payvers” (Wittgen-
stein, Philosophische Bemerkungen, § 27). Xvto véhog-téhoc Oa mape-
véBawve o Aouxiavég (Blwv mpdaig, 27), wov oxnvoBétnoe Snpompacia ¢t-
Aogbpuwv, v va amopavliel “‘méaou todrtoug &Etov ypN @dvar’ xat el dAn-
07 rabta’: ‘6 xFpvE xal ) uv xal ol wapbvres”. Ou redevtalor elvar yve-
otof, 9 “uv&” xenler toomplag ue To supd xat o “xFpuE” arpépertat mpog
Tovg TomoTNENTES TG | mveupaTixg teXvohoylac” Twv BpuEeddv, 3 omola
Aertovpyel wg “WStdTng” otV mpoxtpuEyn xatavounc Twv mépwy ota AEI

Xot T OTaTEAE 6T Guvéxelx wg “‘dnudoia’,



PANAGIOTIS NOUTSOS

THE “EVALUATION” OF UNIVERSITIES
THE CASE OF A DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY

SUMMARY

It is a presentation of both 1its strategic conception and its parti-
cular articulation, attempting to leave behind the well-trodden path
of “evaluation studies” (cf M. Henkel “Evaluation in Higher Edu-
cation: conceptual and epistemological foundations”, European Jou-
rnal of Education, 33, 1998, 285-297) which slips into a ““book-kee-
pers’ practice» on in the measurement of *“‘productivity”’.» In contra-
distinction to this approach, the outline of the criteria which we pro-
pose might be called, in Hegelian terms, the “qualitative quantity”
(““das qualitative Quantum’) which is a coupling of “quality” and
“quantity” and clearly has the possibility of the second being trans-
formed into the first (Enzyklopddie, §. 107). The framework of refe-
rence of these criteria, as a cluster of expressions to be evaluated, is
determined primarily by the degree of its connexion to the reality
which it addresses. Thus it does not acquire an autonomous status,
like a sword of Damocles, but it can easily be inferred from the enti-
rety of the work of those who staff a Department and resolve to pass
for yet one more time through the ““mirror stage’” and to ascertain
the limits of their self-sufficiency. In the words of Wittgenstein, “Sa-
turday is not simply a day of rest and recreation. We should look at
our work not only from within but also from without” (Civilization,
120). This consideration, which could be described as an “interna-
list externalism’ justifies the division into parts of the unified cor-
pus of our ‘““Acts’: '

a. Staff dynamics (hierarchy, scientific specializations of the
teaching and research staff [DEP], service record, gender composi-
tion, method of election and institutions of members’ postgraduate
studies, forms of collaboration and relevant tradition, administrative
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structure and operation of the department, its finances as part of the
budget of the University, etc.).

b. Teaching (criteria, the structure of the undergraduate stu-
dies program, the preliminary briefing of the students and the sub-
sequent discussions about the physiognomy of the Department, the
specialized students and their employment prospects, the ratio of
professors to students, interdepartmental programs, postgraduate
studies, matters concerning internal regulations, the publicity of
posts, the students of the postgraduate specialization degree, the
prospective professors: subjects-supervisors, scholarship possibili-
ties and student welfare, the doctors of Philosophy [dissertation tit-
les, supervisors, current occupation], honorary doctors, participation
of members of the Department in the advisory /examining committees
of doctoral theses which have been submitted in other Departments,
sabbatical leave [home or abroad], teaching in other universities,
lectures, book presentations, visiting professors and invited spea-
kers, long-term, the contribution to further education of primary and
secondary school teachers, civil servants, and other categories of em-
ployees etc.).

¢. Research programs (the research policy of the Universities,
the delimitation of ‘‘research” within the field of humanities, par-
ticipants, particular joint research programs and their results etc.).

d. Scientific conferences (their organization by the Department
and the contribution of its members, participation of staff members,
with communication, in international and Greek conferences).

e. Publications (books: individual, editing of collective volumes,
translations; articles in international and Greek periodicals, in the
Proceedings of international or Greek conferences; book reviews, tran-
slations; the research interests as the interrelations of quantitative
data and the particular character of the work, with special reference
to the constitutive dimension of philosophy-as-activity, the conso
lidation of the ‘““‘competence criterion” in the “‘community” of peers
evaluation reports, book reviews and ‘‘citations”, the share of the
national and international division of scientific knowledge, the as-
sessment of forms of ‘““assessment”; secondary aspects of scope: in
bodies for the election of members of the teaching and research staff
of other Departments, scientific associations, prizes etc.).

f. The library (organization and operation, primary sources and
relevant bibliography, journals, databases and CD-ROMs; the spe-
cialized uses of the Research Centres: printed and archival material,
publications etc.).
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g. The professors in the society of their time and place
(members of the teaching and research staff fully and exclusively
employed, scientific competence and alternative choices of society,
“grounding” in the practice of scientific discourse etc.).

h. The circuit of the local community (the historical limits
of “Pocality”’, particular inter-reactions, working time and leisure
etc.).

i. The daily life of the professors and the students, intra-
and extra- muros.

j- The Hellenism of the Diaspora (initiatives aiming to maxi-
mize and extend the functions of a university institution).

k. The “mobility” of professors and students in the coun-
tries of the European Union (decoding of ““European citizenship”,
public higher education in Europe, communication competence).

l. The contribution to the clarification of the “Balkan po-
lity”’ of the university.

m. Reflection on the past and the future of the university.

Kant’s remark placed as a motto remains valid: ““chisel and ham-
mer can prove useful in the processing of a piece of wood, but for an
etching one must use an etching-needle”. The constitutive character
- methodological as well as thematic - of philosophical activity re-
quires appropriate ‘“‘measures” in order to be judged, even though
its ““microcosm’ cannot be perceived through a lens stronger than
that of the human eye. And if every valuation involves comparative
evaluation, the only comparable institutions are the homologous Phi-
losophy Departments elsewhere in Greece. In precisely this “commu-
nity”’ of peers, primacy should be accorded to the intra-muros (some-
times also with ‘““external’ referees) evaluation review (which accor-
ding to current legislation includes: “‘analytical presentation and
evaluation of the work and the personality of the candidates and ap-
preciation of their contribution to the advancement of science”, “an
opinion about the degree of fulfilment by the candidates of the
qualifications as set the law” and *“‘the ranking of the candidates ac-
cording to evaluation; Law 2083 /82, article 6, E’2); in a second
place due consideration is to be given to extra-muros published book
review (which, it goes without saying, has not been sufficiently re-
futed by the person being subject to criticism). Only then does the
census of “‘citations’ make sense (excluding of course that of “self-
citations>), otherwise the “citation index” (in the humanities the
known databases are deficient and do not include the voluminous
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Greek literature) functions in the same way as the measurement of
viewing-rates of TV shows (for achieving distinction in “citations”
and “book reviews” see P. Noutsos, Database, Kos 2000, 29, passim).

With precisely this starting point, the members of the Philoso-
phy Department, whose work has been subject to critical evaluation
in twenty five reports in view of their election or promotion, and in
book reviews (in our turn we have, of course, participated in the e-
lections of other Departments, in scientific periodicals as critics and
in evaluation committees of research programs and we have co-au-
thored book reviews; that is to say we have not remained out of *“‘la-
tenter vivendum esse”), claim, as far as the division of scientific
knowledge both on a national and international level is concerned
(and forthat reason we are not suffering from a “‘transmit’” com-
plex), a significant share - with the competence criterion fulfilled- in

the following fields to name but a few:

a. Greek Philosophy (Ancient and Modern)
b. The Philosophy of Science
c. Social and Political Philosophy.

_ Precisely this triptych, which clearly emerges, if we transcend
the arithmetic, chaotic appearance of everything to reach for the
“totality, rich in determinations and relations” (Grundrisse), sub-
stantiates the ‘“‘Geltungsanspruch” of our Department and thereby
warrants our communicative competence’in the field of philosophical

thought.



