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INSTITUTIONAL EVALUATION:
STRENGTHS & DEFICIHENCIES OF
EXISTING SYSTEM
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INSTITUTIONAL EVALUATION:
RECOMIMIENDATIONS

Quality methods (peer
review)

Quantitative methods
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WHAT TO DO NEXT

@ Informal expert group for evaluation

® Meta-evaluation — review of international practice

Capturing Research Impacts. A review of international
practice, HEFCE, December 2009

@ Project SIAMPI
@ EU policy assessments

@ Preparation of ,,Framework...”, ,,Standard
Protocol...”
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