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Kim Report: Compiles and Thought on the College and
University Rankings
1. Introduction

The book had been prepared mainly by editing into each section the
previous work of articles and flowing through each of my brief pertaining to
the purported ranking. Nevertheless, I am presenting an up-to-date
elaboration on the graduate or post-graduate study and KIOSK on research
doctorates. The refinement and boost had been made with a rejuvenation of
result to respond with the idea of consulting webs open to public through
google search, for example, FindMasters. I also exerted to think about a new
mode on online education and some of rank for blending and adapting with
the campus-based universities.

Since the piece of work arises from the background and life experience of
author, the second chapter began with a research doctorate in law and the
result of final rank published previously or traced to affirm with a tweak on
the long years effort from the Westlaw and the kind had been placed. Given
the primary method of IREGs relies on a five-year span of research
performance, the rank differs in that all-time consequence of legal scholars
had been considered along with the distinct root point concerning a degree-
based approach than faculty. The implication is that the degree-based
approach thrust an end result of quality while the assessment of faculty
quality only leads the audience to an inferential understanding for the
prospect of students on quality performance. A research doctorate in law
would variegate globally with respect to the national system and educational

curriculum. A graduate based education in US and Canada can be distinct
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from other countries basically standing on the undergraduate mode of legal
education or hybrid nature of institutions to breed the prospective lawyers. In
terms of research law, the doctorate is principally required of original piece of
research work at its culmination to award a degree. LLD or DCL may be
found in the national system of UK which would either earned or honorary
without conducting original research. An earned doctorate on this uniquely
higher degree on civil law tradition originated from feudal universities. It may
be conferred on the basis of stern examination over the presented piece of
professional research works, and is only available to the established scholars or
faculty. Therefore, it is fairly distinguishable from the legal education or
research program instituted with a tuition and instruction.

In the third chapter, you will enjoy the status of peers, a holder of research
doctorate in specific discipline, often called PhD, to work on the world of
academics. A historical wake was charted to rank the programs and can be
adjusted globally to respond with the website experience. If the kind of
concern or suggestions had been triggered to the higher education, we could
not deny the significance of doctoral degree holders since they are a seed and
tree to landscape the world universities through an age and ahead on. They
also are thriving through a bulwark of research activities with inviolability and
as sedulous to excavate the new findings and generate knowledge. Given their
contribution to the civilization and welfare over space and in history, it would
not be improper to revert them to the kind of Barons in 13th century Great
Britain to press King Jobn to sign a Magna Carta. Below the section titled as
King John and in-gene to satire research doctorates in law, the second section
was nicknamed Barons splintered with respective expertise and might of

exertion, if not realistic in secular consequence or paper tiger. In addition, as
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you see the titles to Chapter 2 and 3, you might acquiesce if I not only
intended to imply of earnest concept to denote the world of legal
professionals, but also experimented on brand personification. That also
would show the current picture of ranking contest among them. For example,
the alumni of Harvard Law may be proud of law contest given their top place
within the subject rankings, and struggled to defend its position." The Alumni
of Yale Law will like to claim the top place for the law school rankings than
law. The UW-Madison graduate or doctoral degree holders in law may like the
ranking gleaned from this piece. The PhD holders in this chapter not only
claim, but also have to defend or compete to earn more advanced rankings
within each part of recognition, which looks somewhat futile annually or at
each ranker’s interval of time owing partly, in my guess, to the kind of Calvin’s
determinism, or political seasoning by rankers, or scientific nature with a

consistent data reproduction or data structuration.

I The specifics to address ranking issues may look impractical or even unrealistic for the
big passers, but can say to show a corner of competitiveness and glory. While “Duke law
school” is one of prestigious law schools in US, the rank on that outlook, however, would
have no history for top place. Nevertheless, “Duke law” gloriously attained a top position in
the global subject ranking of 2017 THE. The scene would be sharper and more radical for
the graduate or research doctorates in law for the UW-Madison law school. The
interdisciplinary margins as radical over top and worse rank may be found not so seldom as
University of Wollongong or rising chines universities between engineering and social science
subjects or Mayo clinic on devoted specialty only. In this context, most notable was two
renowned institutions about MIT and Harvard traditionally and over history between
Engineering and other disciplines. Nevertheless, this kind of aspect as described above and
involving law professionals can additionally help to enrich or substantiate the contemporary
practice of global raters. Of course, it would be no surprise for the professional rankers given
a variety of rankings in Princeton Review, USNW, and National Jurists in US. I prefer or even
support this kind of diversification and effort to exposure as mentioned elsewhere: (i)
because of basic human element to check and balance or separation of powers principle for
civil society - if indirectly through academics (ii) as the avenue to remedy the evils or lifestyle
of truncation and otherness basing from the industrialization mode of mass deals — possibly
majoritarian dictatorship (iii) simply for amusement or basic instinct to enjoy a new or non-
highlighted corner of knowledge in human agent.

12



The chapter 4 has dealt with an ascending habitus to deliver the higher
education in cyberspace. Walden, University of Phoenix or Northeastern
University and Liberty University would be some of prestigious peer
institutions that lead the current on line education in US. Walden is serving as
a flagship university for the Laureate group, whose universities are large in
number around 70-80 and as globally distributed. So it entertains a heightened
international outlook in this classification of global universities. Some ranks
had been compiled, as shown in chapter 3, to take a brief look for the taste of
audience in this new world of educational paradigm. As followed by chapter 4,
the conventional spectrum of global college and university rankings was
discussed with a new attempt to measure them in chapter 5. In chapter 6,
notes and helpful tips to read through the book, as well as historical chart for
the graduate education in the United States had been summarized. The
USNW ranking had been referred to with the statements and implications in
chapter 7, which covers the graduate school rankings in general and law
school subject rankings in particular. Lastly, a reflection and piece of thought
were wrought through little pages titled Epilogue in chapter 8. In the
Appendices, you will find that three articles published in 2015 and 2016 had

been incorporated to serve the purpose of this book.
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2. In Search for King John-
A Law, Law School & Graduate or Research
Doctorate in Law

1-1. 2021 Rank: A Follow-up Study for the 2015 Publication
The tables below had been prepared to revisit my 2015 publication

concerning a rank of research doctorate in law and research doctorate in
international relations and diplomacy. It also can be paralleled to support the
2016 study on the graduate law degree holders in the legal education market.
In reiteration, the ranking scheme is such limited and illustrative to have a
focus on the degrees I had obtained over time. As said, my intention is two-
fold; realistic to assess a strength of legal research programs, which is,
however, experimental that the idea employed to address them gives some
kind of formula for various ranking purposes. You can see the tables and
models as differ from the coverage of citing source, such as primary or
secondary sources, which cover cases from the federal or state courts, and law
journals, texts and treatise. Given the law as a practical science, I thought that
the importance of case citations can well endorse its inclusion into the
ranking framework. It simply may be excluded as the ranker prefers while
other factors could step in. The final ranking was reached, as Table 1 shows,
by total result of two tables. In the previous publication, only five institutions
placed at the top had been considered and the author largely is firm that other
institutions would not outperform them even if a further stretch of
investigation is exerted. In this version, however, 13 institutions emerged that
educated 17 most cited legal scholars currently in the world, who studied in a
graduate level of law, such as LL.M or SJD and PhD in law, beyond the first

degree of law. The data had been compiled based on the Lexis/Nexis around
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April, 2021 and the search strategy may vary to yield the most accurate
number of citations. Remarks are necessary to facilitate your understanding
and pleasure for the bright line rule of methodology.

First, the investigation was limited to the graduate law degree holders
excluding a legal scholar on the educational background of first degree in law.
The main cluster of most cited legal scholars on the Westlaw or LexisNexis
(virtually same each other and orthodox as focused on the law more strictly
while HeinOnline has more generous coverage both in volume and character
of journals) rests with the faculty of the United States law schools. Provided
that the scholars with JD degree, a first degree in law and comparable with the
LL.B in the countries of civil law tradition, prevail the legal education market,
the scope of investigation had been fairly narrowed. Therefore, there remain
many legal scholars with a far starker number of citations, for example,
Richard Posner (Law & Economics), Cass Sunstein (Constitutional Law),
Oliver Wendell Holms (Law & Sociology). Others include Mark Lemley
(Intellectual property law), William Prosser (Torts), Lon L. Fuller (Legal
philosophy), Herbert Wechsler (Constitution & Federalism), Richard Delgado
(Critical race theory) and on. For interested readers, HeinOnline subscription
can help to know the comprehensive picture for most cited legal scholars
notwithstanding their degree backgrounds.

Second, starting with the most cited legal scholars in HeinOnline, I
complemented by referring to the Shapiro’s articles on the same title, which
helped to select the candidate of most cited graduate law degree holders. That
was not enough to perfect the scene of graduate law legal scholars, which I
resorted to the result of law school faculty search in the previous years. While

there is no hundred-percent guarantee that all possible candidates had been
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included for my comprehensive and exhaustive investigation leading to the
appearance in the tables below, I believe that odds of erroneous exclusion is
virtually absent. Any suggestions and information are truly welcome.

Third, the cut-off standard of inclusion was set very rigorously, which
requires over around 15,000 cites in Google Scholar or over 6,000 cites in
LexisNexis. While the influence of legal scholarship is never severed from the
social science, the consideration of GS cites as a factor in selecting the face
scholars with the graduate law degrees warrants the profile of legal
scholarship more in the large scene. Either of two standard can qualify a
candidacy as most cited scholars. However, another cut-off standard for
LexisNexis citations, a minimum of 2,000 cites in LexisNexis, may frustrate
the potential hopefuls given that we are working on the field of legal expertise.
In the same vein, a minimum of 4,000 citations in the LexisNexis is required
for the scholars of GS cites between 15,000-20,000. Therefore, scholars with
over 40,000 cites in the GS could be possibly dismissed to finalize if his or her
number of cites in the LexisNexis comes short of 2,000 rule. For this reason,
the final account, as a matter of course, had been credited with the number of
cites in the LexisNexis.

Fourth, the institutions of terminal graduate law degree only had been
considered to yield the result of tables below. The rationale is that the lower
level training is thought to be merged into the summation of final study.
Hence, the University of Melbourne and Hebrew University Law School had
been regrettably missed although Joseph Raz and Philip Alston received the
master of jurisprudence and LL.M degrees from those institutions. Of course,
the master of law institutions had been included if the degree was terminal

for the scholars.
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Fifth, while the rigorous cut-off standard actually facilitated the
publication without no further ado, it also evoked a reminiscence and
affection for the scholars, who always stay with me philosophically when I
perform my academic role as a law professor. The forerunners, who are close
to the cut-off standard and dismissed unfortunately, include Henry Hart Jr.,
James Crawford and Ian Brownlie in the area of international law and Mary
Glendon in the field of legal history and comparative legal tradition, as well as
Mari Matsuda in the critical legal studies. Through the investigation, it was
impressive that there are many notable promising legal scholars with the
graduate law degrees, for instance, Jody Freeman and Roberto Unger. It also
needs a mention that a few of superannuated or deceased legal scholars were
surpassed by a generation of new scholarship. Jeremy Waldron, Robert E.
Scott, and Robert P. Merges had grown rapidly to appear in the tables. Erwin
Griswold, Henry Hart Jr., Chatles Fried, and John Finnis, the kind of brilliant
figures in the realm of law, had left the table, but deserve a lifetime memoir by
the students who love the jurisprudence and legal science.

Sixth, the top graduate law schools in this chapter had been yielded based
on the number of citations, arguably most prominent in terms of their impact
on the jurisprudence and adjacent scholarship of social science, This
approach feels more than conservative and the result looks like selective
marines in the Senate as compared with the method in the Appendix I. The
latter approach for the top graduate law schools, however, is rather exhaustive
while being focused on the US law schools, in which the sense of readers may
go with the House and more than democratic with the whole parameters of
law professors.

While closing the file of investigation, I am confident that nobody will
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exhale sharply or do hissing for the fetishism of ranking tables. One would
not deny if Prof. Fred Shapiro’s sympathy to research most cited scholars had
been natural to respond with the sudden decline of Harvard law school in the
USNW rankings. Nevertheless, his influence still shines in a more bright side.
While his motive was to marshal and commemorate super scholars behind the
citadel of professional communication in jurisprudence, his work echoed to
repercussion for the followers interested in this area of legal studies. He had
been a spirt and paradigm of this chapter. Please take care in consideration of
foregoing explanation of methodology. I also cordially hope that law students
and faculty are encouraged to love and enjoy as an enthusiastic researcher

through the LexisNexis or Westlaw.
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Table 1

The Top Graduate Law Programs [Final Rank]

Rank Institutions
1 University of Wisconsin-Madison
2 Harvard University
3 (tied) University of Illinois-Urbana Champagne
3 (tied) University of Oxford
5 (tied) University of Chicago
5 (tied) Yale University
7 University of Michigan-Ann Arbor
8 Heidelberg University
9 New York University
10 University of Vienna
11 University of Cambridge
12 (tied) Columbia University
12 (tied) University of California-Berkeley
Table 2
The Scores of Institution
Inst. Berkeley Cambridge Chicago Columbia Harvard Heidelberg Illinois-
Urbana
Final Rank 12 (ted) 11 5 (tied) 12 (ted) 2 8 3
Rank sum/2 12.5 9.5 5 12.5 3 7.5 5.5
Rank sum 25 19 10 25 6 15 11
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Rank (sec.) 12 11 5 13 3 7
Rank (prim.) 13 5 12 3 11 4
Inst. Michigan NYU Oxford Vienna Wisconsin Yale
Final Rank 7 9 3 (ted) 10 1 5 (tied)
Rank sum/2 6 8.5 5.5 9 1. 5
Rank sum 12 17 11 18 2 10
Rank (sec.) 6 10 2 9 1 8
Rank (prim.) 6 7 9 9 1 2
Table 3
Secondary Sources
[All Time]
Inst. Berkeley Cambridge Chicago Columbia Harvard Heidelberg Hlinois-
Urbana
Most Cited Philp G. John H. Lawrence Robert P. Page Max Weber Dan B.
LLM/SJD Alston — Langbein — | Friedman Merges Keeton — - 5,164 Dobbs
4,127 5,619 —-9,009 — 4,506 7,782 — 5,425
Robert
Keeton —
2,982
Lucian
Bebchuk
- 6,315
Rank 12 [11] B [13] 3] i 7]
(Sum of two 6.22% 6.89% 13.89% 4.54% 20.97% 14.23% 12.21%
columns
below-
200%)
Pert capita 48.55 30.37 112.61 20.66 92.31 206.56 155.00
cites (2.14%) (1.34%) (4.98%) (0.09%) (4.08%) (9.13%) (6.85%)
* 2259.98
(sum)
Total cites 4,127 5,619 9,009 4,506 17,079 5,164 5,425
(4.08%) (5.55%) (8.91%) (4.45%) (16.89%) (5.10%) (5.36%)
*101,064
(sum)
*70.28
(total
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cites/YG)
YG 85 185 80 218 185 25 35
* 1,438
(sum)
Inst. Michigan NYU Oxford Vienna Wisconsin Yale
Most Cited Robert E. John C. | Joseph Raz — Hans Wayne LaFave James
LLM/SJD Scott — 5,458 | Coffee — 6,139 Kelsen — -9,090 WM
8,449 4,693 Moore —
Jeremy Kimbetle 4,191
Waldron — Crenshaw —
7,224 4.891
Rank @ [10] 2] O] ] B
(Sum of two 12.30% 9.19% 23.97% 9.25% 55.07% 10.32%
columns below-
200%)
Per capita cites 155.94 18.98 242.96 104.28 932.06 139.7
*2259.98 (6.90%) (0.83%) (10.75%) (4.61%) (41.24%) (6.18%)
(sum)
Total cites 5,458 8,449 13,363 4,693 13,981 4,191
(5.40%) (8.36%) (13.22%) (4.64%) (13.83%) (4.14%)
* 101,064 (sum)
*70.28
(total cites/YG)
YG 35 445 45 15 30
* 1,438 (sum)
Table 4
Primary Sources
[All Time]
Inst. Berkeley Cambridge Chicago Columbia Harvard Heidelberg Mlinois-
Urbana
Most Cited Philp G. John H. Lawrence | Robert P. Page Max Weber | Dan B.
LLM/SJD Alston—7 | Langbein — | Friedman | Merges — | Keeton— -25 Dobbs —
462 -275 30 9,018 4,721
Robert
Keeton —
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3,262
Lucian
Bebchuk
— 65
Rank 3] B B [12] 3] 1] [
(Sum of two 0.01% 0.82% 1.84% 0.04% 22.06% 0.07% 12.95%
columns
below-
200%)
Per capita 0.08 2.49 3.43 0.13 66.72 1 134.88
cites (0.00%) (0.10%) (1.41%) (0.00%) (2.76%) (0.04%) (5.57%)
*2417.22
(sum)
*1.68
(per capita
total/YG)
Total 7 462 275 30 12,345 25 4,721
* 63,950 (0.01%) (0.72%) (0.43%) (0.04%) (19.30%) (0.03%) (7.38%)
(sum)
* 44.47 (total
cites/YG)
YG 85 185 80 218 185 25 35
* 1,438
(sum)

Inst. Michigan NYU Oxford Vienna Wisconsin Yale
Most Cited Robert E. John C. Joseph Raz Hans Wayne LaFave | James WM
LLM/SJD Scott — 501 | Coffee —4 Kelsen — —20,726 Moore —

514 22 24,287
Jeremy Kimbetle
Waldron — 18 Crenshaw — 14
Rank [6] 7] [9] (tied) [9] (tied) 2]
(Sum of two 1.39% 1.27% 0.35 0.35% 89.63% 71.43%
columns below-
200%)
Per capita cites 14.54 1.15 0.4 0.48 1382.66 809.26
*2417.22 (sum) (0.60%) (0.47%) (0.01%) (0.01%) (57.20%) (33.47%)
*1.68
(per capita
total/YG)
Total 509 514 22 22 20,740 24,278
* 63,950 (sum) (0.79%) (0.80%) (0.34%) (0.34%) (32.43%) (37.96%)
*43.47
(total cites/YG)
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YG 35 445 55 45 15 30
* 1,438 (sum)
Table 5
Sec. & Prim. Sources
[After Jan. 1, 2020 through April 6, 2021]
Inst. Berkeley Cambridge Chicago Columbia Harvard Heidelberg Tllinois-
Urbana
Most Cited Philip John H. Lawrence. | RobertP. Page Max Dan B.
LLM/ SJD Alston — | Langbein — | Friedman | Merges — | Keeton— | Weber — | Dobbs —
(Sec./Prim. | 113/0 180/10 -229/7 161/2 107/174 174/1 141/121
Sources)
Robert
Keeton —
62/31
Luc. Beb. —
251/3
YG 85 185 805 218 185 25 35
Inst. Michigan NYU Oxford Vienna Wisconsin Yale
Most Cited Robert E. John C. Joseph Raz — | Hans Kelsen Wayne James WM
LLM/SJD Scott — Coffee — 192/0 119/1 LaFave — Moore —
(Sec./Prim. 205/7 256/9 183/472 44/699
Sources) Jetemy Kimbetle.
Waldron — Crenshaw —
265/0 201/4
YG 35 445 55 45 15 30

* YG: The number of yeartly graduates for LLMs/Research doctorates (from the admission statistics and assumed if
the admits will graduate in the next year or some years later if they are doctorate)

* The number in parenthesis is a share of each institution for total and per capita citations measured with the unit of
percentage. The two percentages are added for the rank of each table, which is located below the final rank in a square
bracket.

* A calculation based on the share among co-authors had been waived although the formula could lead to more
accurate result depending on the data characteristics. It is especially true where the authors of treatise are large in
number. In any case, the methodology employed in this book differs from Fred Shapiro’s approach in the 2012 article,
most cited law review articles
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Table 6

Most Cited Legal Scholars on Education and Career Summary

Total Cites Area of Interest Teaching Job Law School Law School Graduate
(LLB/JD) Law
(LLM/SJD
or PhD. in
law)
Philip 4127/7 International Tufts University/European University of University
Alston law/Human rights University Institute/New Melbourne of
law/Economic & York University School of California-
Social Law Berkeley
Rights/Strategic
human rights
litigation
Lucian 6,315/65 Business law/Law & Harvard University University of Tel Harvard
Bebchuk Accounting Aviv University
John C. 8,449/514 Business law/Cotp. Columbia University Yale University New York
Coffee law/Tax law University
Kimberle 4,891/14 Law & Columbia University Harvard University | University
Crensha Sociology/CLS of
w Wisconsin-
Madison
DanB. | 5,425/4,721 Torts law/Law of University of Arizona University of University
Dobbs Remedies Arkansas of Illinois-
Urbana
Champagn
e
Lawtence | 7,804/4,000 Legal history/Con. University of Wisconsin - University of University
Friedman Law Madison/Stanford Chicago of Chicago
University
Page 7,782/9.018 Tort law University of Texas — University of Texas- Harvard
Keeton Austin Austin University
Robert 2,982/3,262 Tort law/Insurance University of Texas-Austin Harvard University Harvard
Keeton law University
Hans 4,693/22 Legal Vienna/Cologne/German | University of Vienna | University
Kelsen Philosophy/Law & Univ. in Prague/UCB of Vienna
Politics
Wayne | 9,090/20,72 Ctim. pro./Crim. University of Illinois - University of University
LaFave 6 law/Con. Law Urbana Champagne Wisconsin-Madison of
Wisconsin-
Madison
John 5,619/462 Legal history/Trust/ | Yale University Harvard University
Langbein Probate/ /Pension,/ University/Universit of
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Investment law. y of Cambridge (two | Cambridge
LL.B degrees)
Robert P. 4,536/30 Intellectual property University of California — Yale University Columbia
Merges law Berkeley University
James 4,191/24,28 | Federal practice/Civil Yale University Yale University Yale
WM 7 procedure University
Moore
Joseph 6,139/4 Legal Columbia University Hebrew University Oxford
Raz philosophy/Legal University
history
Carl 2,711/3 Law & Bonn/Cologne/Betlin/Uni University of University
Schmitt Politics/Constitutiona v. Greifswald/Tech. Univ. Berlin/University of of
1 Law/Legal Theory Munchen Munich Strasburg
Robert 5,458/501 Cont. law New York University William & Mary University
E. Scott College of
Michigan-
Ann Arbor
Jeremy 7,224/18 Leal phil. University of California- University of Otago Oxford
Waldron (Analytic)/Legal Betkeley/Columbia University
history/Property law University
Max 5,164/25 Law & Friedrich University of Heidelberg
Weber Sociology/Law & Wilhelm/Freiburg/ Berlin/Examination | University
Political economics Heidelberg/Munich of Referendar
(1886) Heidelberg
University
Table 7
The Forerunners & Areas of Interest
Area of Interest Teaching Job Law School Law School Graduate Law
(LLB/JD) (LLM/SJD ot PhD.
in law))
W. Cherif International Law/Criminal Law DePaul University University of John Marshall Law
Bassioni Cairo/Indiana School/Goetge
University Washington
(LLB, JD University
respectively)
L. Contract Law/Legal ethics/Land Cardozo Law University of Yale University
Brickman use & Zoning/Medical School/Yeshiva Florida
malpractice’ University/University of
Toledo
Lea Conflict of Law/International Yale University University of Columbia
Brilmayer Court & Tribunal California — University
Berkeley
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Tan Public International Law University of Oxford Oxford University
Borwnlie Leeds/University of University
Nottingham/Oxford
University
Dan L. Patent Law/Advanced Patent University of Toronto/ Arizona State | Stanford University
Burk Law/Al & the Law/Intellectual Humboldt University University Law
propetty/Cyber law & Betlin/Sciences Po, Patis/ School
Biotechnology UC-Irvine Law School
James Public International Law University of University of Oxford University
Crawford Adelaide/University of Adelaide
Sydney
Jody Administrative Harvard University University of Harvard University
Freeman Law/Environmental Law Toronto
Henry Law in general/Con. Law/Legal Harvard University Harvard Harvard University
Hart Jr. history University
Robert International Economic Law/Law New York University University of Harvard University
Howse & Global Governance Toronto
Hans Constitutional Law, Federal Yale University Harvard Columbia Law
Monaghan | Jurisdiction, Federal courts, First University School
Amendment, Presidency
Hersh International Law/Legal Theory University of Cambridge University of London School of
Lauterpac Lemberg (not Economics &
ht clear whether Political Science
he graduated)
Mari Torts/Con Law/Legal University of California— | University of | Harvard University
Matsuda History/Feminist Los Angeles/Georgetown Hawaii —
Theory/Critical Race University Manoa
Theory/Civil Rights Law
M.S. Legal Philosophy/Criminal Law University of Illinois- Harvard Harvard University
Moore Urbana University
Champagne/Univetsity of
Pennsylvania/University
of San Diego
J.J. Paust International Criminal University of Houton University of University of
Law/Human Rights Law California-Los Virginia
Angeles
Michael International Law/Investment Yale University Hebrew Yale University
Reisman Disputes University of
Jerusalem
Carl Law & Politics/Constitutional Bonn/Cologne/Betlin/U University of University of
Schmitt Law/Legal Theory niv. Greifswald/Tech. Betlin/Universi Strasburg
Univ. Munchen ty of Munich
Peter H. Law & Public policy/Tort law/ Yale University Harvard New York
Schuck Immigration & Citizenship & University University

Refugee law; /Groups & Diversity
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/University_of_Nottingham
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/University_of_Nottingham
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/University_of_Adelaide
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/University_of_Adelaide
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/University_of_Adelaide
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/University_of_Adelaide
https://www.law.columbia.edu/faculty-and-scholarship/all-faculty?aos=28
https://www.law.columbia.edu/faculty-and-scholarship/all-faculty?aos=28
https://www.law.columbia.edu/faculty-and-scholarship/all-faculty?aos=28
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Legal_history
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Legal_history
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Feminist_theory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Feminist_theory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Critical_race_theory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Critical_race_theory
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Civil_rights

& Law/Administrative law.
Christoph | Criminal Justice/Law & Psychiatry Vanderbilt University University of University of
er Virginia Virginia
Slobogin
Roberto Legal, Political & Social Harvard University Federal Harvard University
Unger Theory/Law & Sociology University of
Rio de Janeiro.
JH.H. European Union University of University of University of
Weiler Law/International Trade Law Michigan/Hatvard Sussex Cambridge/Europe
University/New York an University
University Institute in
Florence, Italy
Robin L. Feminist Legal Georgetown University University of Stanford University
West Theory/Jutisprudence/Constituti Maryland
onal Law & theory/Law &
Literature

* The table above shows the law professors who are close to qualify for the cut-off standard and a leading scholarship
on the their field of interest. The entry is a rather shortcut, meaning that many unlisted brilliant scholars also compete

well with a towering or newly rising reputation.

Table 8

Other Notable Alumni (From Wikipedia and Other Sources)

INSTITUT SCHOLAR AREA OF FIRST TEACHING OTHER
IONS INTEREST DEGREE IN JOB LAW ACCOMPLISHM
(LLM/SJD LAW SCHOOL ENTS
/PHD IN (LLB/JD) /LEGAL (DISCURSIVE
LAW) CAREER AND
INCOMPLETE)
Columbia Lawrence International Downing, UCL Faculty of Lord of Appeal in
University Collins private College, Law Otdinary in 2009,
(LL.M) law/Internation Cambridge: and was a member
al of the new UK
arbitration/Inte Supreme
rnational/Law Court/FBA
Merchant/Unit
ed Nations
Convention on
Contracts for
the
International
Sale of Goods
(CISG)
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_University_of_Rio_de_Janeiro
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_University_of_Rio_de_Janeiro
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Federal_University_of_Rio_de_Janeiro

Leila N. Sadat Public Tulane Washington University of Paris
(LLM) International University University in I — Sorbonne
Law/Internatio School of Law Saint Louis Diplome d’Etudes
nal Criminal School of Law Approfondies
Law/Human (D.E.A.), Droit
Rights International Privé
Law/Internatio et Droit du
nal Criminal Commerce
Court/Foreign International, July
Affairs 1988
Law/Terrorism
Transnational
Crime
European Catherine European Cambridge Cambridge
University Barnard Union University University Faculty
Institute (LLM). Law/Labor & Faculty of Law of Law
(EUI) Discrimination
Law/Competiti
on Law
Harvard Richard A. International Yale Law Princeton United Nations
University Flak Law/Internatio School University Special
nal Relations * Department of Rappoteutr/Euro-
Political Science Mediterranean
Human Rights
Monitot's
Chairman of the
Board of Trustees.
Lynn M. Business University of UCLA/Harvard ALT (elected
Lopucki Associations/S Michigan member)/
(LL.M) ecured American College
Transactions/C of
omparative Banktruptcy/Intern
Corporate Law ational Insolvency
Institute.
Paul Criminal UCLA U. Penn ALIT (elected
Robinson Laws/Criminal member)
(LL.M) Procedures
Symeon C. Conflict of Aristotle Willamette two Doctor of
Symeonides Laws/Private University of University/ Laws degrees (h.c.)
(LL.M/S]D) International Thessaloniki universities of and a PhD (h.c.)
Law/Comparati (Greece), Paris-I
ve Law summa cum (Sotbonne)/
laude Paris-V
(Descartes)/NYU
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https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Euro-Mediterranean_Human_Rights_Monitor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Euro-Mediterranean_Human_Rights_Monitor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Euro-Mediterranean_Human_Rights_Monitor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Euro-Mediterranean_Human_Rights_Monitor

Jacobus
Tenbroek

SJD)

Disability
Rights/Constitu
tional Law/Civil

Liberties

Act/Legal

Philosophy

UC-Berkeley
School of Law

University of
Chicago School
of Law
(lecturer)/Noted
American
disability rights

activist

Richard Wi
Wright
(LL.M)

Domestic &
Comparative
Tort Law/Legal
Philosophy/La
w & Economics

Loyola Law
School Los
Angeles

Chicago-Kent
Law School

ALI (elected
member)

Georgetown
University

D.A. Harris
(LL)

Law
Enforcement/R
acial
Profiling/Securi
ty Issues &
TLaw/Police
Behavior,
Regulation, and
Reform/Search
& Seizure,
Confessions,
and Witness
Identification

Yale Law
School

Jefferson award for
outstanding public
service

J.G. Hodge
(LL.M)

Emergency
Legal
Prepatredness/
Obesity Laws &
Policies/Vaccin
ation Laws &
Public Health
Information
Privacy

Salmon P.
Chase College
of Law

ASU Law school

J. Dunoff
(LLM)

International
Commercial
Transactions/In
ternational
Trade &
Investment
Policies/Public
International
Law/Constituti
onal
Law/Internatio
nal and

J.D.(cum laude),
New York
University

School of Law

Temple
University
Beasley School of
Law.

ALIT (elected
member)/Fellow
(American Bar
Foundation).
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https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-commercial-transactions-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-commercial-transactions-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-commercial-transactions-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-trade-and-investment-policies-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-trade-and-investment-policies-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-trade-and-investment-policies-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-trade-and-investment-policies-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/international-trade-and-investment-policies-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/public-international-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/public-international-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/public-international-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/constitutional-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/constitutional-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/teaching-areas/constitutional-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/expertise/international-and-comparative-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/expertise/international-and-comparative-law/

Comparative
Law/

N.R. Cahn
(LLM)

Aging &
Law/Child
Advocacy/Elde
r Law
Family
Law/Feminism
&
Law/Juvenile&
Family
Law/Marriage
&
Divorce/Repto
ductive
Technology/Tr
usts& Estates

Columbia Law
school

University of
Virginia School
of Law

A. Camacho
(LLM)

Environmental
Law/Natural
Resource
Law/Land Use
Regulation/Reg
ulatory Design
& Government
Organization

Harvard Law
School (cum

laude)

UC-Irvine Law
School

George
Washington

Michael
Blumm

(LL.M)

Property
Public Lands
and Resources
Law
American Legal
History
Natural
Resources Law
Native
American
Natural
Resources Law
Public Trust
Law

JD (honors)
George
Washington
University Law
School

Lewis and Clark
Law School

Chair of the
American
Association of Law
School’s Natural
Resources Law
Section/ Fulbright
Professor at the
University of
Athens

J.A. Barron
(LLDM)

Constitutional
Law/
Communication
s law/First
Amendment
Issues

Yale Law
School

George
Washington Law
School

Chair of the ABA
Committee on
Graduate Legal

Education
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https://law.temple.edu/faculty/expertise/international-and-comparative-law/
https://law.temple.edu/faculty/expertise/international-and-comparative-law/
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_014.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_420.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_420.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_420.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_586.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_586.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_401.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_401.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_518.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_518.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_518.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_518.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_429.php
https://law.lclark.edu/courses/catalog/law_429.php

J. B. Ruhl
(LL.M)

Ecosystem
Services
Policy/Climate
Change/
Adaptation,
Endangered
Species and
Wetlands
Protection/Co
mplex Adaptive
Systems
Theoty/Adapti
ve Ecosystem
Management/G
rowth
Management,
and Related
Environmental,
Natural
Resources and
Land-use
Fields/Legal
Industry and
Legal
Technology

University of
Virginia School
of Law

Southern Illinois
University Law
School/Vanderbil
t Law School

PhD in geography
(Southern Illinois
University)

New York
University

B.E.
Hernandez-
Truyol
(LL.M)

Civil
Rights/Compar
ative Law/Cuba

Human
Rights/Human
Trafficking/Inte
rnational &
Regional
Human Rights
(Inter-American
&
Europe)/Intern
ational &
Transportation
Law/LGBT
Issues/Marriage
Equality/Race
& Race
Relations/Sexua

1

Orientation/So

Albany Law
School of Union
University (cum

lande)

University of
Florida, Levin
college of Law
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vereignty

Susan Contracts/Prof University of Florida Coastal
Daicoff essional Florida Levin School of
(LL.M) Responsibility/ College of Law Law/ Arizona
Law as a summit Law
Healing School
Profession.
L.C. McClain Civil JD, cum laude, Hofstra Law
(LL.M) Rights/Family Georgetown School/ Boston
Law/Gender University Law University
Matters/Religio Center
n & Law
Neil W. Copyright/Free UC-Berkeley University of
Netanel Speech/Interna School of Law Texas at Austin
(SJD) tional School of Law/
Intellectual UCLA School of
Property/ Law
Telecommunica
tions Law &
Policy
Ted Schneyer Harvard Law Diploma of
(J.SM.) School Comparative Law
University of
Stockholm, Sweden
(Full bright
scholarship)/ALIL
(Elected
Member)/America
n Bar Association
(CA Bar admitted)
F. Valdes Constitutional University of University of American
(J.S.M./JSD) Law & Florida College Florida College Association of Law
Theory/Latina of Law of Law Schools (AALS)/
Legal Society of
Studies/ Critical American Law
Outsider Teachers (SALT)/
Jurisprudence & Law & Society
Queer Association (LSA)
Scholarship
University John H. English Legal UCL University of Barrister (Inner
College Baker (PhD History Cambridge Temple and Gray's
London in law) (especially in the Faculty of Law Inn), Honorary

early-modern
petiod)/History
of the Legal

Bencher (Inner
Temple and Gray's
Inn/QC (Queen’s
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Profession/Inns
of Court/Legal

Counsel)

Manuscripts
Taslim O. African UCL Faculty of Chief Justice of
Elias Customary Law the Supreme
(LLM/PhD) Law/Colonial Court of
Law/Legal Nigeria/Judge
Philosophy/Int and President of
ernational Law the International
Court of Justice
Christos International University of President of the First vice-president
Rozakis Law/European Athens, Administrative of the European
(LL.M) Law/Human Department of Tribunal of the Court of Human
Rights Law Law Council of Rights/Deputy
Europe foreign Minister of
Greece
University Ugo Mattei International University of University of Fulbright Fellow
of (LL.M) Law/Comparati Torino Law Trento Law (1989)/ London
California- ve Law School School/ UC School of
Berkeley Hastings Law Economics Faculté
School Internationale de
Droit Comparé,
Strasbourg
(attended)

P.C. Law and Ptihion (LL.B) University of Dr Turis, University
Mavroidis Economics of in Law, Neuchatel./ of Heidelberg,
(LL.M) International University of European Germany,

Trade/Europea Thessaloniki, University 1992/Membet, ALI
n Faculty of Law Institute (EUL)/
Union/External and Economic Columbia Law
Relations Science, 1982 Schoo
Law/Cottruptio
n in Sports
Gideon Intellectual Hebrew Fordham Law Isracli Bar
Parchomovsk Property University of School/U. Penn (admitted)
y (JSD) Law/Property Jerusalem Law School Fulbright
Law/Informati fellowship
on
Law/Contract
Law/Cotporate
Law
Francesco Law and University of University of George Mason
Parisi Economics/Ga Rome (Dr. jur) Minnesota University PhD
(LLM/SJD) me (Economics)/
Theory/Public Professor of
Choice/Propert Economics at the
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https://www.google.co.kr/search?sxsrf=AOaemvLk9P_auR5P3Hjvq39lOVyy2gfHww:1630023263881&q=Law+and+economics&stick=H4sIAAAAAAAAAOPgE-LSz9U3qMqtTDdIUuIEsQ2LsioNtWQyyq30k_NzclKTSzLz8_QLUvMLclKt0jJTc1KKF7EK-iSWKyTmpSikJufn5edmJhfvYGUEAHPwWiZOAAAA&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwjvzfns9c_yAhUYwosBHSicAGsQmxMoATATegQIKRAD
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1.2 An Extension for the Global Scene of LexisNexis Legal Scholarship

I applied various ways to search for accuracy and against loss on count. For example, “James S. Mill” “J.S. Mill”,
“James Stuart Mill”. “James. Mill”, «J. Mill”, James /s Mill, James S s/ Mill had been used for Boolean search on the
LexisNexis site. Every effort had been made to reach an accurate number of final result. In the end, some of notable
scholars on law were listed below, which is not exhaustive and who are not included into the box above since their
degrees are from other academic disciplines. Others atre neither a degree recipient after the modern form of graduate
education and degree system (for example, PhD degree mainly required of original research and as originated from the
German system as influenced by philanthropy) around the end of 19th centuries. The rest of figures would be without
a graduate degree or a holder of higher doctorate, which is not on the educational basis. The list is thought to
encompass all major scholars to the best of my knowledge and so as not to taint the purpose to trace the follow up
confirmation for the previous publication, which featured in the, International Journal of Philosophy, July 2016 issue,
concerning the degree-based research impact ranking and consulting result on research doctorate in law.

PS. Atiyah 1,872 (1,884)

J-H. Baker 300 (300)

Jeremy Bentham 7,358 (8,092)
William Blackstone 14,334 (18,729)
Edward Coke 3,837 (5,020)
H.L.A. Hart 9,617 (9,774)
Thomas Hobbes 4,569 (4,627)
Georg Jellinek 428 (430)

John Locke 10,138 (10,538)
Neil MacCormick 2,089 (2,0906)
J.S. Mill 9,267 (9,540)

Roscoe Pound 7,583 (8,334)

J.J Rousseau 2,677 (2,704)

Carl Schmitt 2,711 (2,714)
Carol Smart 599 (591)
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3. Barons toward the Welfare &
Noble Rights —
Master and PhD Degree Holders

3.1 The Top On-Line Universities

The tables in this chapter show the national and global context of graduate
education with the top institutions. As same through the tables in this chapter, the
college and university rankings can be referenced for the graduate study, especially in

case that the institutions are international or on-line.
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Top 20 Institutions

(No indication was
implied within the
order of list
institutions or
classification-tied
collectively for the
top 20 institutions)

Table 9

Equity Table between Campus and On-Line Universities

Traditional-Harvard/Yale/Princeton/Madison,
Wisconsin/Oxford/Cambridge  Academy  Patis
Universities) /Heidelberg

(Paris

Rising — MIT/Stanford

* Methodology: I chose the global leading institutions
based on the mixed method. The data and contemporary
ranking had been considered to account for a half of final
scores (50%). 1 also considered the qualitative aspect of
institutional influence (50%), which in many cases,
decisively affects the decision of prospective students or
academic investors beyond the global rampancy of
numerical stress on rankings. In order to  gain a plausible
picture on this context, I used the basic belief of Christian
society (20%) and socio-political prestige of nations within
which they are based (20%). Finally the Wow factor was
reserved and applied to suit with the fool of global public
(10%).
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* Walden University

* University of Phoenix

* Liberty University

* Strayer University

* West Governor University

* Capella University

* American Intercontinental University

* Herzing University

* Southern New Hampshire University

* Ashford University

* Methodology: the ranking of online
universities was compiled with the
existing data and ranking sources. The
institutions listed had been selected based
on the number of times cited as a top
online universities. In some cases, the
ranking would have a wide concept of
online universities including the campus
universities  mainly.  Therefore, the
popularity on enrollment and availability
of degree programs were considered to
bring a highlight for the pillar institutions,
say, mainly online. Otherwise, the ranking
may be skewed from the existing faculty-
oriented schema, although the e-mates on
on-line education have other expectation
or within the different nature of
educational service (Perthaps and as
conventionally, that Harvard would top
the list only with its online extension
program without any program for degree
production)



Table 10

Equity Table for the Two Modes of Doctoral Program in PPA

Institutions
Top Institutions

(No indication was implied within
the order of list institutions or
classification-tied collectively for the
top 8 institutions)

Doctoral Program/Campus
Universities
Harvard/Syracuse/Indiana-
Bloomington/Erasmus
U./USC/Princeton

U./Rott.

* In terms of subject ranking on PPA,
Harvard comes first globally and the
USNR or NRC college ranking on
graduate programs in PPA often ranked
other two institutions as a top program
in the US. Unless the kind of specific
ranking is not available in the
international context, they would stand
alone or with other institutions in
different countries on equal rank to be
paired with Harvard.

On-line doctoral program
in PPA
Walden University

* Walden University has produced a most
number of doctorates in US according to
statistics of NSF, and provides a world
class cutting-edge education by leading
and sharing equally through the global
jurisdictions. That would push it at the
top of world as a leader of on line
education or on equal footing with online
universities across the countries on the
planet. It also is a flagship university for
the Laureate group. It outnumbered
many of major campus universities in
2016 and had long been noted as first to
confer the doctoral degree for historically
black or Hispanic people. It has a strong
profile of doctoral education with a
variety of doctoral programs across the
disciplines. As seen below; the result of
internet search helps to grasp the status
of doctoral programs, three only on
online mode and 23 doctorates in public
policy.

* In an encounter, we can be exemplified with the kind of rankings to appreciate the picture of doctoral studies in public policy
and administration by the hand-on assessment. That could help to provide an available option for the prospective students. As I
introduced myself as the kind of K.Edu, I like to show as pertains to my case on PPA as well as on- line universities with the
introduction of most popular schools in chapter 4.
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3.2 Barons from the Campus Universities

Table 11

Top Quality Graduate Schools
[US Result & THE /Find-Masters Post Graduate Study]

Rank Institution
1 University of Wisconsin — Madison
2 University of Michigan — Ann Arbor
2 University of Oxford
4 Harvard University
4 Imperial College London
6 ETH Zurich
6 Stanford University
8 MIT
8 University College London
10 National University of Singapore
10 University of California-Berkeley
12 University of Minnesota-Twin Cities
12 University of Toronto
14 London School of Economics
14 UCLA
16 University of Edinburgh
16 University of Pennsylvania
18 Columbia University
18 Peking University
20 Tsinghua University
20 Yale University
22 Cornell University
22 University of Melbourne
24 University of British Columbia
24 University of Chicago
26 LMU Munich
26 Princeton University
28 Johns Hopkins University
28 King’s College London
30 Fcole Polytechnique Fédérale de Iausanne
30 University of Washington- Seattle
32 Karolinska Institute
32 University of Illinois —Urbana Champagne
34 Ohio State University
34 University of Hong Kong
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36 Duke University

36 Technical University Munich

38 McGill University

38 University of Texas — Austin

40 Hong Kong University of Science
and Technology

40 Pennsylvania State University

42 University of Heidelberg

42 University of California — San Diego

44 California Institute of Technology

44 University of Tokyo

46 KU Leuven

46 Northwestern University

48 Australian National University

48 University of North Carolina — Chapel Hill

50 Nanyang Technological University Singapore

50 New York University

52 University of Manchester

52 University of Pittsburg

54 Chinese University of Hong Kong

54 University of California — Davis

56 University of Amsterdam

56 University of Iowa — Towa City

58 Kyoto University

58 Michigan State University

58 Seoul National University

61 Fudan University

61 University of Virginia — Charlotte

63 Korea Advanced Institute of Science
and Technology

63 Purdue University — Lafayette

65 Ecole Normale Superieure, Paris

65 Georgia Institute of Technology

67 Rutgers University — New Brunswick

67 University of Bristol

68 Indiana University — Bloomington

68 University of New South Wales

70 University of Queensland

70 Washington University — Saint Louis

72 Brown University

72 City University of Hong Kong

74 University of Sydney

74 Vanderbilt University

76 Delft University of Technology

76 University of Rochester
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78

Case Western Reserve University

78 Tokyo Institute of Technology
80 State University of New York —Buffalo
80 University of Warwick

82 Ecole Polytechnique

82 University of Utah

84 Monash University

84 University of California — Irvine
86 Carnegie Mellon University
86 University of Copenhagen
88 Pierre & Marie Curie University — Paris 6
88 University of Kansas

90 Rice University

90 University Paris-Sud (Paris 11)
92 Rensselaer University (NY)
92 Utrecht University

94 Brandeis University

94 University of Helsinki

96 Tulane University

96 University of Zurich

98 University of Groningen

98 University of Notre Dame
100 University of Geneva
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Table 12

Top Quality Graduate Schools
[Non-US Global Ranking plus Find-Masters]

Rank Institution

Academie de Paris

California Institute of Technology

University of Oxford

Stanford University

University of Cambridge

Massachusetts Institute of Technology

University of Heidelberg

Harvard University

U. of Montpellier I/11/111

Princeton University

University of Munich

University of Chicago

University of Lyons

University of Pennsylvania

University of Lillie

Yale University

University of Edinburg

Johns Hopkins University

[N VN UNG VN UINY NN UG (NN [FUINY N
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University of Vienna

Columbia University

[\
o

* * As said, the ranking above can be referenced for graduate studies, especially in case that the
institutions are international or on-line. The global ranking is based on the data attached in the
Appendix II1.
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Table 13

The Quality Graduate School in the US-Longitudinal
Studies 1992-Present: Alternative to 1997 Gourman Report

Institution Breadth/ Research CMUP Patent Gourman | Federal Sci. Number
Availability | Funding (6%) Total (5+ | Report & Eng. of
(40%) (11%) 6= 11%) 17%) Fellowships | Doctorates
(5%) Awarded
(10%)
1 Wisconsin 1 2-6 10-12 4-8/5 8 5-15 2-8
(Madison)
2 Michigan 3 2 5-8 9-11/11 3 3-7 1-5
(Ann Arbor)
3 Harvard 15 8-31 1-4 9-29/9 1 5-11 8-16
4 Stanford 15 9-14 1-4 3-4/2 5 7-11 4-14
5 MIT 12 11-23 1-4 2/7 9 17-33 14-17
6 UC-Berkeley 13 16-26 9 1/1 2 16-31 1-4
7 Minnesota 2 13-15 16 29-50/- 14 14-21 4-11
8 UCLA 10 3-12 10-12 1/1 9 5-13 5-11
9 U Penn 11 3-18 1-4 14-19/4 15 2-6 18-34
10 Columbia 13 10-24 1-4 9-19/- 11 8-16 19-27
11 Yale 18 18-33 5-8 48-85/- 4 6-17 37-50
12 Cornell 7 12-17 18-19 12-28/13 13 19-23 18-25
13 Chicago 18 40-55 18-19 23-/- 6 18-37 33-43
14 Princeton 15 78-92 29 55-/- 7 51-82 44-54
15 Johns 23 1 13-15 7-20/6 29 1-3 23-36
Hopkins
15 Washington 6 3-5 10-12 18-27/15 34 2-4 13-17
(Seattle)
17 Illinois 5 22-34 30-32 10-24/17 17 24-55 3-13
(Urbana)
18 Ohio State 4 9-22 27-28 25-/19 28 30-40 6-13
19 Duke 18 5-10 5-8 27-46/8 21 6-19 39-54
20 Texas (Austin) 7 23-34 20-22 3-8/3 18 29-31 1-12
21 Penn State 9 14-22 30-32 45-76/- 35 14-55 9-14
21 UC-San Diego 32 5-7 17 1/1 19 4-18 19-31
23 Cal Tech 18 56-66 26-27 4-10/- 12 47-105 75-104
24 Northwestern 27 28-31 14-17 14-23/- 16 18-29 26-46
25 UNC (Chapel 27 8-29 20-22 26-44/20 25 8-18 19-24
Hill)
26 NYU 27 23-59 23 16-35/16 26 31-47 27-44
26 Pittsburg 18 10-22 20-22 21-35/- 43 7-21 27-42
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28 California- 39 15-27 33 1/1 33 24-52 18-24
Davis
28 Iowa (Iowa 30 39-61 50-51 -/- 24 23-44 40-52
City)
30 Michigan 31 36-41 48-49 59-77/- 32 44-73 18-28
State
30 Virginia 25 54-76 34 58-81/- 31 29-57 34-64
32 Purdue 37 32-37 36-37 12-34/- 27 51-116 8-15
(Lafayette)
32 Georgia Tech 24 25-30 30-32 9-43/- 46 36 - 19-29
34 Rutgers (New 27 31-45 52-53 21-68/ 47 39-75 35-48
Brunswick)
35 Indiana 33 45-106 54-59 44-/- 23 37-197 26-45
(Bloomington)
36 Washington 34 18-29 24-25 49-/- 34 13-20 60-76
(St. Louis)
37 Brown 43 63-102 54-59 -/- 22 41-85 74-94
37 Vanderbilt 36 28-36 24-26 37-62/- 39 13-21 54-65
37 Rochester 38 40-66 50-51 42-70/- 37 24-52 63-92
40 Case Western 40 38-55 54-59 43-63/- 49 23-37 78-105
Reserve
40 SUNY 25 54-65 NA 29-38/- 30 86-262 45-59
(Buffalo)
42 Utah 43 39-72 43 10-33/- 45 41-78 46-60
42 California- 41 57-70 52 1/1 48 29-62 33-51
Irvine
44 Carnegie- 42 74-92 54-59 40-83/- 36 63-143 56-77
Mellon
45 Kansas 43 74-83 65-75 87/- 42 65 - 49-62
46 Rice 43 125-157 39-41 -/- 38 217 92-107
47 Rensselaer 43 144-159 65-75 -/ - 44 137 95-120
(NY)
48 Brandeis 43 162-179 NA -/- 40 96 144-166
49 Tulane 43 105-121 NA -/- 41 192 113-153
50 Notre Dame 43 104-143 NA -/- 50 213 77-103

1. Breadth/Availability (1996, 2010 NRC Assessment of Research Doctorate): measured the
availability of doctoral programs for the prospective graduate students. The ranking is based
on the number of doctoral programs in two NRC reports, and adjustment, just in cases, had
been made with the institution named Technology or typical universities with regent
commission and rank order in each doctoral programs. Nevertheless, the main intention with

the number of rated programs had been upheld over most of all cases and rigorously.

2. Research funding (1992-2017) NSF ranking of research expenditure/including the amount of dollars
for funded students): measured the capabilities of faculty to operate the doctoral studies under his or
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her supervision as well as the competence of doctoral students.

3. CMUP (Centet Measuring University Performance/Gourman Report): Traditional measure from the
faculty resources including award and grants, membership of national academy, givings, and etc. The
ranking is intended to highlight the diversity of graduate studies and school’s response to provide a fit
on the width of graduate programs so that the proportionality is given to weight accordingly in addition
to the small shatre of traditional measure.

4. The patent data was collected through the Association of American Investors. An adjustment was
made in consideration of the state populace against the collective base of patent numbers on several
institutions, i.e., University of California all campuses, Wisconsin foundation, UT foundation and so.

5. The Gourman ranking was compiled through a decade of years over time, and the ranking as a
measure for this report represents its last publication in Princeton Review 1997(first) as well as sample
year around 1980's(second). Four institutions, including UCSF, UC-Irvine, Dartmouth College, Tufts,
had been new comers in 1997 version. Since the ranking had long been unique and steady without a
significant change, it is not inaccurate to say the ranking can have a ground through the years and for
the reference of graduate studies for century or millennium , ie., the history of modern university
education . Other slot of indicators cover the period of data production to corroborate with this
longitudinal studies. Nevertheless, the period 1992-2018 can stretch, as said, through the beginning of
systemic graduate studies in understanding the historical leadership of the US institutions..

6. NA means that the institution falls behind top 75 institutions.

7. The ranking has been revised with the suggestions and criticism -- for example, adjustment of shares
within each slot and inclusion of patent data on universities -- against my initial publication within the
social media of global researchers, i.e., SSRN, Academia.edu, Researchgate.net and Philpapers.org. It will
be part of my consulting reference and school guide. At any time, the comment and suggestion are
welcome for the data errors or any constructive goodness. Any questions or inquiries will be directed to
the author of this data sheet: Kiyoung Kim, Professor of Law, Faculty of Law, Chosun University. E-
mail) kiyoungkim@chosun.ac ke
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Table 14

Degree-Based Research Impact Ranking of PhD
In the Humanities and Social Science

Institution

Research Impact

Frequencies of Author

Total citations

1.Academie de 6 1874 + 2521 + 2465 + 897 + 662
Paris + @
2. Harvard 3 694 + 596 + 519 + @
3. Cambridge 2 1303 + 723 + @
4. Freiburg 2 874 + 566 + @
5. U. Iowa 1 1536 + @
6. Chicago U. 1 1066 + @
7. Goethe U 1 1049 + @
8. Berlin U. 1 971 + @
9. Yale 1 960 + @
10.Vienna 1 960 + @
11.Konigsburg 1 882 + @
12. U. Penn 1 812 + @
13. U. Munich 1 733 + @
14. U. Neuchatel 1 725 + @
15. Princeton 1 708 + @
16. Groningen 1 700 + @
17. Heidelberg 1 593 + @
18. U. Bern 1 583 + @
19. Columbia 1 577 + @
20. MIT 1 577 + @
21. Johns Hopkins 1 575 + @
22. Cornell U. 1 573 + @
23. Yena U. 1 566 + @

~ MA/Ph.d (Humanity and Social Science): Research Impact Ranking Based on the Degree Indication *

Not Faculty Based* and From the 2007 Citation Information from Thomson Reuter.

* Barthes, Tajefel, Wittggenstein, and Niezschete are hard to confirm and thus unclear if they
graduated with a master or doctorate. Barthes had undertaken as the research officer in the CNRS over
the long period time, but did not obtain the graduate degree. Tajefel is known to obtain the bachelor
degree from the Birbeck College, London University, and his career can only be made clear that he
taught the social psychology at the University of Cambridge for the long term. Wittgenstein is just as
well that he studied in the Yena University of Germany and Cambridge University in England, who later
taught at that university. It is unclear if he is a holder of master or doctorate degree. Nietzsche also
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seems to have not acquired a master or doctorate, but merely known to study at the University of
Leipzig,

*If the number of author is equally among the institutions, the ranking is discriminated on the basis
of citation. " + @" indicate the annual amount of citations added, thus, uncertain but on some steady
rate of increase, as assumed that it would increase every year at a constant rate (In the case of law
review articles or books, the citation tends to increase at more than constant rate than other context of
disciplines. In the case of the humanities and social sciences, the annual trend of citation increase is less
predictable, but seems to be increasing each year with a significant correlative).

* The table is effective from 1990 through the year of this book publication.
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Table 15

Pro-choice Ranking for the B-2 Student (1990-Present)

Institution

1. Academie de Paris

2. Harvard

3. Cambridge

4. Freiburg

5. Towa

6. Chicago U.

7. Goethe U.

8. Berlin U.

9. Yale

10.Vienna

11.Konigsburg [Summary of Consultation]

12. U. Penn

13. U. Munich

14. U. Neuchatel

15. Princeton

16. Groningen

17. Heidelberg

18. U. Bern

19. Columbia

20. MIT

21. Johns Hopkins

22. Cornell U.

23. Yena U.

* The table is effective from 1990 through the year of this book publication.

[Summary of Consultation] Although the idealistic road of international politics is important, the B-2 student prefers
to increase his viewpoint of realist international politics, such as the essence of the state power, as well as the diplomatic
importance of such realist international politics. It is to be studied based on philosophy and in order to deepen his
undergraduate studies dealing with the international relations and foreign affairs (hence, for example, such degree course
in the PhD in international relations and diplomacy). As the degree name implies, the philosophy is elementary to gear
up with the research doctoral studies and was encouraged to think of the importance of interdisciplinary research. B-2
student also put an emphasis on the citations of degree holder more than faculty members in exploring the selection of
programs. So the 2007 statistics of Thomson Reuter was the basis of consultation, which comes as proportioned in 55%
of share. Other recent criteria, such as most cited scholars of articles in the SSCI comes into consideration as a factor
with the assigned share, 15% and other 15 % may stem from the subject ranking as most proximate with his degree
name. The latter ratios are less than the former since the research impact from the book authors in the humanities and
social sciences is more significant, and the ranking of international relations and diplomacy is not directly related to the
subject ones (“international studies” - language and history oriented -- or “political science”). The subject ranking also
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needs to be considered that it is not focused on a research PhD, which, however, will be common to bachelor, master
and PhD. Furthermore, since the United States and the European perspective of the diplomatic analysis tend to expose
the different lens and frames of understanding so that the student was advised to think about the country of study in
the first. The various factors in this kind explains for the 15% of parameters, and the final outcome for the Pro-choice
ranking of B-2 student was yielded at left column.
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3.3 Summary of Research and Ranking Results

One student finished the LL.M course, now is considering to attend PhD studies in law or SJD. Because he focused on the
research impact on the degree-based citation indicators than the faculty members, the above graduate programs in law ranking (it
is related with the rankings of LLM or MA in law and SJD or PhD in law as combined—hence graduate programs in law -- and is
considered as any most proximate data in considering the quality of research doctorate program in law. It is because the pattern
and structure of legal academia are close to be interwoven with both degrees besides the major workforce of JD degree holders )
can have a share of 55 % as a factor and 15 % from the measure of faculty members based on the USNWR or QS rankings of
law school and law subject. The remaining share can be composed of overall research capabilities of university such as NSF and
the overall reputation of law schools (30% for their share to explain for the final ranking), which eventually yields the pro-choice
ranking of consulted student. In this process, the attribute of research degree in law is contingent and volatile that the range or
scale of distribution to be assigned with the score can be classed possibly at considerable margin (for example, the overall
reputation of law schools may assign a value with one point in discrimination, such as 10 and 9, for the rankings 30 or 50 of
USNW in margin; that could be wider in the case of QS considerations; the consulting process can be done with either option).
This concept is relevant with the intrinsic of studies of the research degree in law program and the GPAs or undergraduate
academic credentials, often importantly referred to the law school admission and taught-based instruction, could significantly turn
as less a factor for the new mode of scholarship on the research-based work. On the other hand, the graduate programs ranking

above can be used as a wonderful reference for the students in consideration of doctoral studies.

Table 16

The Top Research Doctorate in Law Programs in the World

Rank Institutions
1 University of Wisconsin-Madison
2 Harvard University
3 (tied) University of Illinois-Urbana Champagne
3 (tied) University of Oxford
5 (tied) University of Chicago
5 (tied) Yale University
7 University of Michigan-Ann Arbor
8 Heidelberg University
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New York University

10 University of Vienna
11 University of Cambridge
12 (tied) Columbia University
12 (tied) University of California-Berkeley

In this ranking, the focus of assessment stems from the scholarly imagery in international relations, who fall deep in thought,

write papers of impact, and wrestle lifetime concerning the philosophy of world politics. The superb scholars in this discipline

will be born from the mix of international relations knowledge with various disciplines of art and humanity or social science. By

basing on most cited scholars all time within the Art, Humanity and Social Science, the ranker encourages to become a scholar of

international relations on philosophy, psychology, critical studies, as well as diversity and better exposure to humanity or society.

For the rankers, the knowledge of international relations would come secondary or less important provided that we view the

reality of dissertation work or nature of progress in post-graduate study. Rather the qualitative research methodology from the

work of great philosophers or psychologists and psychiatric experts as well as deep understanding of humanity and society could

be much more relevant for the creative research of junior expert in this field. In this context, this ranking employs a unique

method, which differs from that of peer score on voting or others.

Table 17

The World Top 23 Doctoral Programs All Time (IR & Diplomacy)

Rank Institutions

1 Academie de Paris (France)
5 Harvard (USA)

3 Cambridge (UK)

1 Freiburg (Germany)

= Towa (USA)

3 Chicago U. (USA)

7 Goethe U. (Germany)

3. Berlin U. (Germany)

9. Yale (USA)
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10. Vienna (Austria)

11. Konigsburg (Germany)
12. U. Penn (USA)

13. U. Munich (Germany)
14. U. Neuchatel (Swiss)
15. Princeton (USA)
16. Groningen U. (Holland)
17. Heidelberg (Germany)
18. U. Bern (Swiss)

19. Columbia (USA)
20. MIT (USA)

21. Johns Hopkins (USA)
22. Cornell U. (USA)
23. Yena U. (Germany)

For the public policy career, you might be advised to grow your profile with a graduate or doctoral degree. Then
you need to consider first your life status and availability between the brick & mortar and online universities. You are
shown to the top doctoral programs (PPA major) in this Video. Enjoy a viewpoint and world-renowned institutions

of academic leadership and variety!

Table 18

The World Top 13 Doctoral Programs All Time (PPA)

Rank Institutions

1 (tied) Aarhus University (Campus)

1 (tied) Capella University (Online)

1 (tied) Cardiff University (Campus)
1 (tied) Erasmus Univ. Rott. (Campus)
1 (tied) Harvard University (Campus)
1 (tied) LSE (Campus)

1 (tied) Liberty University (Online)

1 (tied) Indiana-Bloomington (Campus)
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Table 19

The Best 20 PhD Schools in the World

Rank Institution

University of Wisconsin — Madison

University of Michigan — Ann Arbor

University of Oxford

Harvard University

Imperial College London

ETH Zurich

Stanford University

MIT

University College London

National University of Singapore

University of California-Berkeley

University of Minnesota-Twin Cities

University of Toronto

London School of Economics

UCLA

University of Edinburgh

University of Pennsylvania

Columbia University
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Peking University

Tsinghua University
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Yale University
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The universities on the list are a great place for their contribution and high level of educational quality in the different fields and
degrees they offered. In consideration of the result shown in Table 10 and factors relevant to train researchers, they are

streamlined to yield the best 20 PhD schools in the world

Table 20

The Best 20 PhD Schools in the World

Rank | Institution
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1 Academie de Paris

2 California Institute of Technology
2 University of Oxford

4 Stanford University

4 University of Cambridge

6 Massachusetts Institute of Technology
6 University of Heidelberg

8 Harvard University

8 U. of Montpellier I/I1/111

10 Princeton University

10 University of Munich

12 University of Chicago

12 University of Lyons

14 University of Pennsylvania

14 University of Lillie

16 Yale University

16 University of Edinburg

18 Johns Hopkins University

18 University of Vienna

20 Columbia University

The universities on the list are a great place for their contribution and high level of educational quality in the different fields and

degrees they offered. In consideration of the result shown in Table 11 and factors relevant to train researchers, they are

streamlined to yield the best 20 PhD schools in the world

Table 21

The Best 20 PhD Schools in the World

Top 20 PhD Universities

(No indication was implied within the

order of list institutions or
classification-tied collectively for the
20 PhD schools)

Traditional-Harvard/ Yale/Princeton/Madison,
Wisconsin/Oxford/Cambridge /Academy Paris (Patis

Univetsities) /Heidelbetg

Rising — MIT/Stanford
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* Walden University
* University of
Phoenix
* Liberty University
* Strayer University
* West Governor
University
* Capella University
* American
Intercontinental
University
* Herzing University




* Southern New
Hampshire
University

* Ashford University

The universities on the list are a great institution for their contribution and high level of educational quality in the different fields

and degrees they offered. In consideration of the result shown in Table 9 and factors relevant to the success of PhD education,
they are streamlined to yield the best 20 PhD schools in the world.
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3.3 Between the Social Science and Law

The social scientist often works closely to impact the legal research and jurisprudence, which draws
upon a continued interest for the legal scientists - if wearing a tuxedo vividly for their identity, for
example, alphabet ] on their degree name in US - to imagine how much they exert an influence over
them. Below is a part of answer for the curiosity that I provided the citations total printed on the
Westlaw website for 37 most cited scholars in Art, Humanity and social Science compiled by Thomson
Reuter and published in 2007 issue of THE supplemental. The citations total are all time that you need
to be careful for a meaningful comparative feel. It is more than shatp to skew according to the
disciplines of scholar. For example, citations of Bandura by legal authority is far less than Foucault in
proportionality against their total citations in the Web of Science. The philosophers, Immanuel Kant
and John Dewey, for example, and political scholars on morality, i.e., John Rawls, Karl Marx, Max Weber,

will have a more chance to be cited by the legal researchers or jurists.
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Table 22

Comparison between the Web of Science & Westlaw (Non-legal scholars)
based on the Times Higher Education —
Most Cited Authors of Books in the Humanities, 2007

Field

Citations to books in 2007 (one sample year and in the Web of
Science)---Citations in Westlaw (all time)

Michel Foucault (1926-1984) Philosophy, 2,521 ---3,749
sociology, criticism
Pierre Bourdieu (1930-2002) Sociology 2,465 ---1,299
Jacques Derrida (1930-2004) Philosophy 1,874 ---1,633
Albert Bandura (1925-) Psychology 1,536 --- 340
Anthony Giddens (1938- ) Sociology 1,303 --- 771
Erving Goffman (1922-1982) Sociology 1,066 ---1,308
Jurgen Habermas (1929-) Philosophy, 1,049 ---2,815
sociology
Max Weber (1864-1920) Sociology 971 ---4,033
Judith Butler (1956- ) Philosophy 960 ---1,533
Bruno Latour (1947-) Sociology, 944  --- 455
anthropology
Sigmund Freud (1856-1939) Psychoanalysis 903 ---1895
Gilles Deleuze (1925-1995) Philosophy 897 ---269
Immanuel Kant (1724-1804) Philosophy 882 --- 4957
Martin Heidegger (1889-1976) Philosophy 874 - 602
Noam Chomsky (1928-) Linguistics, 812 ---910
philosophy
Ulrich Beck (1944-) Sociology 733 ---394
Jean Piaget (1896-1980) Philosophy 725 ---527
David Harvey (1935-) Geography 723 --- 392
John Rawls (1921-2002) Philosophy 708 ---8,984
Geert Hofstede (1928-) Cultural studies 700 ---212
Edward W. Said (1935-2003) Criticism 094 ---563
Emile Durkheim (1858-1917) Sociology 662 ---1,226
Roland Barthes (1915-1980) Criticism, 631 ---545
philosophy
Clifford Geertz (1926-2006) Anthropology 596 --- 1,328
Hannah Arendt (1906-1975) Political theory 593 --- 403
Walter Benjamin (1892-1940) Criticism, 583 ---1,134
philosophy
Henri Tajfel (1919-1982) Social psychology 583 --- 205
Ludwig Wittgenstein (1889-1951) Philosophy 583 ---1,451
Barney G. Glaser (1930-) Sociology 577 ---100
George Lakoff (1941-) Linguistics 577 ---760
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John Dewey (1859-1952) Philosophy, 575 ---2,996
psychology, education
Benedict Anderson (1936-) International 573 ---677
studies
Emmanuel Levinas (1906-1995) Philosophy 566---236
Jacques Lacan (1901-1981) Psychoanalysis, 526---366
philosophy, criticism
Thomas S. Kuhn (1922-1996) History and 519---2,207
philosophy of science
Karl Marx (1818-1883) Political theory, 501---2,845
economics, sociology
Friedrich Nietzsche (1844-1900) Philosophy 501---75
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Table 23

Trace for the 2007 Times Supplemental for Higher Education

Rank Researcher Citations H-Index
1(1) Michel Foucault 782097 242
2(2) Pierre Bourdieu 574044 249

3 Jacques Derrida 242744 190
44 Albert Bandura 451545 180
5 A. Giddens NCOH NC
6 (7) Erving Goffman 232339 87
7 J. Habermas NCOH NC
8 Max Weber NCOH NC
9 Judith Butler NCOH NC
10 Bruno Latour NCOH NC

11 (3) Sigmund Freud 482648 272

12 (8) Gilles Deleuze 216083 151
13 Immanuel Kant NCOH NC
14 M. Heidegger NCOH NC

15 (5) Noam Chomsky 337098 164
16 Ulrich Beck NCOH NC
17 Jean Piaget NCOH NC

18 (10) David Harvey 159706 102

19 (12) John Rawls 153304 81

20 (14) Geert Hofstede 145974 NC

21 Edward W. Said NCOH NC

22 (15) Emile Durkheim 143383 88

23 Roland Barthes NCOH NC
24 (9) Clifford Geertz 169354 98
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25 (11) Hannah Arendt 158405 120
26 Walter Benjamin NCOH NC
27 Henri Tajfel NCOH \NC
28 L. Wittgenstein NCOH NC
29 Barney Glaser NCOH NC

30 (13) George Lakoff 150561 NC
31 John Dewey NCOH NC
32 Bene. Anderson NCOH NC
33 E. Levinas NCOH NC
34 Jacques Lacan NCOH NC
35 Thomas Kuhn NCOH NC

36 (6) Karl Marx 271714 163
37 Fried. Nietzsche NCOH NC

* The table was prepared to trace the original publication 2015 for degree-based research ranking on
Art and Humanities in 2007. The data was collected within 2017 Webometrics top 1000 researchers
based on total citations compiled through Google Scholar. The automatic reproduction of total
citations only can be made when the e-mail account of each scholar was ascertained on the Google
Scholar. The blank void of information, therefore, is the case otherwise NCOH means “not confirmed
and only hand on count/NC means “not confirmed”). The hand on count can well be feasible, but a
slot of scholars were left blank since the trend on yeatly citation is fairly consistent over the period. It
also was thought that the hand count can make a time for pleasure on the audience side. Your guess can
work to rank although it is never perfect, but is suggested if you are busy or tedious to ascertain. My
original publication was based on the Web of Science, which covers the different scope of journals or
differing nature of written scholarly pieces. The difference could have had a potential to radically
discriminate against the scholars on both indicators, but is relatively coherent among another as Erving
Goffman 6th originally and 7th on the Google Scholar. Since the purpose of table is to provide a trace
for former publication in 2007 and 2015, the original rank had come first while the rank in parenthesis
indicated the result of 2017 Google Scholar. Since a latter rank pertains to the original list, the scope
was limited to the Art, Humanities, and Social Science on qualitative basis. Because the social science on
the quantitative methodology had long entertained as a prosperous practice to cull the scientific
knowledge, it is no surprise that Altman had a top list, as notably on highest ascending wave recent years.
Given that common journal practice separates a category of those subjects from that Economics and
Business, the rank needs to be received as excludes the group of economic scientists. Some profile of
data for the group was elicited below.

* The data for this edition was collected during the third week of August 2017 of a BETA list of the
public profiles of the Top 1000 cited researchers according to their declared presence in the Google
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Scholar Citations database. The list, that includes both living and deceased authors, is ranked first by the
total number of citations.

* Some of renowned economists: Joseph Stiglitz 245163/199, Paul Krugman 189878/146, Joseph
Schumpeter 168631/86, Milton Friedman, 136173/101
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3.4 The Kiosk for Doctoral Studies in the
United States [1986-Present]

A. 1996 NRC Assessment

B. 2010 NRC Assessment

C. US News Graduate Programs Ranking

D. Model I Doctoral Programs Ranking (DPR)
E. Model II Doctoral Programs Ranking (DPR)

Throughout the pages above and below, I presented and will do three pieces of
assessment on the graduate or research doctorate in other disciplines. The first part
deals with the research doctorate in US, as usually called PhD in specific discipline or
program, which was yielded by combining two times of NRC assessment with the
recent year of USNW graduate program ranking, hence 66.6% for the NRC
assessment and 33.3% for the latter ranking. As said elsewhere, my rationale is that
NRC is purely for doctorates so as to be doubled while the USNW presumably covers
both masters and doctorates. The second part, already provided in Table 14, had
presented a ranking of US graduate schools to measure their potential and capability at
greater extent, meaning as to the kind of present tense or mills of faculty performance.
It would be compared to the first part as a post-deal strength on graduates. The third
part, as you see in Table 10, had been a bootstrap and stretch of the US result onto the

global context of graduate education.
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Table 24

Model I DPR: Average Table From The Two Exercises Below

Rank Institution First Table Second Table
1 UW-Madison 2 1
2 Stanford 1 3
3 Michigan 3 4
4 Harvard 6 2
5 MIT 3 8
6 Princeton 8 4
6 UC-Betkeley 6 6
7 Yale 6 7

Average Table

1.5

2

3.5

4
5.5

6

6
6.5

1. Unranked institutions including Cal Tech, U Chicago, Columbia, UCSF, Minnesota, and Penn State

can possibly range 5-20t place.

2. Within the different scale, Duke, UCLA, U Penn, UC-San Diego, NYU, Northwestern, Washington U
(St. Louis), U Pittsburg can possibly enter the 8-22th place in terms of breadth and depth according to

the characterization of Newton in 1996 studies.

3. Within the different scale above, Cornell, U Texas, UNC, U Washington (Seattle), Ohio State, U
Ilinois (Urbana), Purdue, Indiana (Bloomington), UC-Davis, Brown, U Iowa, Rutgers, Rochester, U

Virginia, Case Western and some others can come within 14-40.

4. Other institutions, such as Vanderbilt, Johns Hopkins, Georgia Tech, Rice and Carnegie Mellon may
not have a top spot in this formula, but are very robust and strong that can possibly fall within top thirty

in other yardstick overall or pertaining to some specific programs.
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Table 25

1996 NRC & US News Education

Institution
Stanford
Wisconsin
MIT
Michigan
Yale
Harvard
UC-Berkeley
Princeton
UCLA
Minnesota
Penn State
Columbia
Pittsburg
Duke
Chicago
Northwestern
UC San Diego
NYU
Georgia Tech
Rockefeller
Cal Tech

Cal San Francisco

70

Rated Programs
40 (50)
38 (45)
23 (37)
38 (45)
30 (39)
30 (39)
36 (40)
29 (38)

37
37
36
34
34
33
30
30
29
25

Top Grade 15t /2™

7/2 (1/0 USNW) (49)

4/3 (4/1 USNW) (46)
6/7 (52%)

2/4 (1/3 USNW) (44)
6/1 (48)

5/3 (0/1) (48)
2/8 (0/1) (47)
2/4 (44)

1/1
1/0
1/0
1/1
0/1
0/1
2/2
0/1
2/0
0/1
1/0
0/1
3/1
1/1



Table 26

2010 NRC & US News

Rank Institution
1 UW-Madison
2 Harvard
3 Stanford
4 Princeton
5 U Michigan
6 UC-Betkeley
7 Yale
8 MIT

1.If same number at total, a priority is given to NRC than USNW Education or Other.

Rated Programs
(Breadth)

78 (50 points)
52 (36 points)
49 (35 points)
48 (raw 34) (34 points)
65 (41 points)
52 (36 points)

48 (raw 34) (34 points)
52 (raw 29) (36 points)

Num. Prog. 15t in Both

S/R rank
+ US News (Education +

Other Uncgvered
1st /zn )

8 (3 + 5) (45 points)*
14 (13 +1) (50 points)
9 (8 + 1) (46 points)

6 (40 points)
4 (33 points)
5 (4 + 1) (36 points)

4 (33 points)
3 (30 points)

2. I included 17t and 27 spot in the USNW because the programs marked 1% in both ranks of NRC
often, if not always, fall within 1%t and 27 for each specific ranking at the sum comparison among
another. The sum compatison, in case of 2010 report, through this report is conducted with the
comparison of mean score, if not perfect statistically, but with the assumption along a most generality.

3. Other uncovered ranking included those rankings of USNW Rehabilitation Psychology, Nuclear
Engineering, and Clinical Psychology graduate programs as the table ‘Other 1’ below shows.

4. As a system along with the research quality, UC-Santa Barbara and UC-San Diego can be seen typical
to report small number of rated programs with one or two top rank programs, for example, material
engineering and Oceanography in 2010 NRC ranking. The turnout might be received as a kind of
strategy of UC system to grow their local campuses.
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Table 27

Model IT DPR: Big Eyes With The Combined Ranks

Rank Institution Breadth/Availability Num. Top Prog (1st /2nd)
(Rated Programs)
1 UW-Madison 48 points 6/1 (42 points)
2 Harvard 40 points 7/13 (49 points)
2 Stanford 40 points 9/10 (49 points)
4 U Michigan 46 points 3/4 (41 points)
4 UC-Berkeley 40 points 6/10 (47 points)
6 Princeton 36 points 6/4 (44 points)
6 MIT 35 points 6/6 (45 points)
8 Yale 37 points 4/2 (41 points)

1. Within my scale, Minnesota, Cal Tech, UCLA, Penn State, Michigan State U Possibly around
6-14t places.

2. Within the different scale, U Chicago, U Penn, UCSF, Columbia, Duke, Northwestern, UC-San Diego,
Washington U (St. Louis) possibly can enter around 6 -13 places overall in terms of breadth and depth
according to the characterization of Newton in 1996 studies.

3. Within the different scale above, Cornell, U Texas, UNC, NYU, U Washington (Seattle), Ohio State,
U Illinois, Purdue, SUNY (Buffalo), Indiana (Bloomington), UC-Davis, Brown, U Iowa, Rutgers,
Rochester, U Virginia, Case Western and some others can come within 15-40t%.

4. Other institutions, such as Vanderbilt, Johns Hopkins, Georgia Tech, Rice and Carnegie Mellon,

Notre Dame may not have a top spot in this formula, but are very robust and strong that can possibly
fall within the top 30™ in other yardstick overall or pertaining to some specific programs.
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Table 28
Number of Programs Ranked First & Second

Inst. Yale Stan. Harv. U. MIT Princ. UCB UW-Mad.
& Mich.
Rank 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
Education 1
Social 1 1 3 2 1 1 1 1 1 1
Science
Engin. 2 2 3 2 1 2
Art 2 4 2 4 3 2 2 2
&
Humanities
Health 3 1 1 1 2
Sciences
Life 1 2 0 1 4 2 1
Sciences
Natural 2 1 2 2 2 1 5
Sciences
Agri. 1 1
Sciences
Other 1 1 1 1 1
Total 4 2 9 10 7 13 3 4 6 6 5 5 6 10 6 1

—_
(S}
[S%]
(=}
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Table 29

Number of Research Doctoral Programs

Authority NRC US News/Non-NRC Total in Coverage
Covered
Prog. No. 59 (2010) /40 (1996) 13 (rank-based on US 63~67

News )/4~8 (ptogram-
based on each university)

1. Recently, US News began to report the Nursing graduate programs with two classifications (master
level and DNP). The DNP program was not taken into account since it newly appeared in near years to
want us to wait for its progress or change. The character also seems moderate between the practice
doctors and research ones given the KIOSK with a focus on research doctorates. Of course, the
shingles of upper US portion, i.e., law school, medical school, business school, were not included since
they produce the different mode of doctors, mainly, taught-based or because the ranking scheme is
skewed to cover MBAs, JDs, or MDs, other than research-based programs or doctors. The engineering
and education programs differ so as to be incorporated into the KIOSK in consideration of US News
data.

2. As seen above, the data readily available with KIOSK (without clicking the sources linked at the
bottom of it) would project the scene of top two spots within the sorted PhD programs that are
destined to the leading institutions. A whole picture of research doctorates in classification and ranks
may largely resemble the Gourman Report, which, however, was critiqued for opaqueness of
methodology and big-universities oriented. The other side of coin, as an account of half scores
concerning the overall rank above, may complicate a scene with the frequency as rated, which, I
consider, to reflect the educational or diversity aspect of doctoral education than the traditional measure
on quality-oriented struggle. That was noted as basic than romantic above. The approach epitomes as
mote radical than Gourman, and for reasons as stated. Hence, the KIOSK could be a kind of
alternative to Gourman along with one other piece separately produced besides KIOSK. On the other
hand, I may not be exhaustive to uncover some rest of top programs, which would be outside the box
above presented. Those can be confirmed through each college slot below, in red of parenthesis. Some
may still be lost, for example, UCLA with Applied Math [1] 4-18 (2010 NRC)/2 ot possibly others (US
News), which, however, needs to require patience for the observation over a long period of time or new
method of dealing the US News ranks, such as average of ten or more than years. This may be true in
other determined cases of this KIOSK since it largely relies on 2017-2018 US News or red number of
UCLA in Applied Math may stand to be counted for the purpose of this KIOSK depending on its
2017-2018 rank.
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3.5 Words of Reference to the Kiosk
1. The range numbers in this kiosk replicated the sum of R-Rank and S-Rank from
2010 NRC report. The left ranking is highest possible ranking and the right one is
lowest possible, which is in terms of statistically 5% rule. The average of both
numbers is used to yield a comparison and final definite ranking among the institutions

for 2010 NRC report, which rests with parenthesis.

2. Ranking for each program finally has been yielded by average number of 1996, 2010,
and USNW ranking for the graduate programs. Hence the coverage in period is
longitudinal possibly from 1986 (the first year from last 1985 NRC) through 2020 (the
last year for ten year interval of NRC practice, but not surely for every turn). The
ranking of USNW graduate programs are mostly yearly, or changed with the interval
of about three years for Natural and Social Sciences. The USNW ranking mostly was
based on 2017-2018 version (eventually to determine the period of effect for this
KIOSK), but in rare case, might be adjusted to avoid a sharp precariousness or in

consideration of promotional equity.

3. The Kiosk is designed to reveal the compiled rankings of leading institution that is
not exhaustive to include all of doctoral programs. I have, nevertheless, list major

follow-up institutions from the 2010 NRC report.

4. As we see, the global rankings produce a scope of subject rankings beside overall
university rankings, which is variable to the schema of each ranking agency. Their
scope was tabulated below, and the basic characteristics of those rankings have drawn
on the publication and citations or awards and teaching competence of faculty. It also

differs from USNW college ranking that resides squarely with the quality of both
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faculty and student largely being purported to rank overall strength of undergraduate
element within the institution. Global rankings are closer to assess the graduate
strengths of institution than USNW college ranking, but are less rigorous because the
subjects may be too broad, or neither comprehensive nor accurate to cover the specific
programs. According to Moase, USNW chief data strategist, the subject is neither
college, department nor program meaning that it mainly relates with the academic
journals, Clarivate or Scopus and books or articles produced within the period of each
ranking purpose by the institutions. Instead, USNW uses the name of program, of
course more specifically graduate program, for their ranking purpose and Deans or
Department chairs are specifically made to contact to survey the quality and
competence of each graduate institution. While 1996 NRC was conducted with the 41
areas, they played within the title ‘area’ or ‘field” 2010 NRC reported each doctoral
program as titled by each institution along with 62 fields classified by NRC in advance
and abstraction. Therefore, 2010 NRC should be most corporate while 1996 NRC and
USNW are medium- corporal and the global rankings are more paper-based than

substantial or corporal.

5. The information is best to the knowledge and conscience of this KIOSK designer,
but may include inaccurate or false information as humanly. Please do not hesitate to

contact me if error is found or he and she likes to suggest.

6. “/”may appear two or three times at the cell within the rank box. It denotes the
rank of 1996 NRC, 2010 NRC and USNW ranking of graduate programs in order.
The ranks with two / often denote those of 1996 and 2010 NRC reports in order.
Nevertheless, in some cases, one may be either of NRC reports and the other was that

of USNW graduate ranking. ND or NA refers to Not Available or No Data, meaning
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that no specific rank or rank range is available for that institution.

7. The number in a square bracket is a ranking yielded from the average of three

sources.

8. I believe that the collective ranking for the graduate or doctoral programs, such as
Gourman, is less contributive or create controversy and criticism than the general
university or college ranking. The graduate degree, especially PhD degrees, would be
some kind of lifetime asset for the degree recipients that may capitalize on their career
life. Hence, it can be more specific and destined as similar with the property rights. In
some cases, the element of degree, for example, damages for the loss or injury of
degree recipient, may matter that the courts typically use a word, “degree or license.”
Therefore, it realistically can be the kind of economic item although its major
characteristics would be intellectual or social. It is thought that the collective ranking
for graduate programs- more than unpleasant with research doctorates-would not be
acclaim practice for the IREG or quasi-IREG professionals (other main job and
interested work in the meantime). In this context, schools’ practice to count the
number of each higher ranking (top, fifth or tenth, and rated) in the NRC report could
be understandable even if eager statisticians might strive to yield more refined picture.
Nevertheless, the kind of hut to enshroud humble elements could help the audience to
begin their reference in need so that I provided an overall ranking with the “breadth
(50%) and top (first and second ranks for each institution)” principle inferred from the
presentation by Dr. Newton surrounding the 1996 studies. I hope that it could be
helpful for the journey through this Kiosk, the kind of fiasco blaring many of good
hands to build the marvelous civilization over history and space. 1 have produced

another piece elsewhere, which assessed the quality of graduate schools in US. I hoped
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it to alter or complement with the traditional Gourman report, which aimed to address
its vicissitude or criticisms. In that piece, I considered that ranking partially as a
variable to yield the final ranking, and presented others to represent overall strengths

of graduate studies for each institution.

9. As you see in a Linguistic case with the college of Social Science, categorization can
variegate the outcome of ranking which is due to the wisdom of rankers on one hand,
but also the transformation of science on the other. Therefore, the rankers need to
take a care, which could support an argument that the collective ranking can potentially
mislead or crumble with the mind of each doctoral degree holder. Then, some readers
might criticize that I am also opaque between the graduate and doctoral programs.
Does the title, graduate programs, include the masters along with doctors? That may
be seen as a psychiatric question, too sensitive and less persuasive. However, the
rankers do not pass or are even keen to sift and winnow on their job of classification.
For example, the methodology of US graduate programs ranking specifically denotes
that this is for masters only or graduate degree as a whole, and JDs or MBAs. This
faith can foreclose at the ranking stage that there is no department for such name on
the list or so. This problem needs to be distinguished from the source of subject
rankings, mostly global as I commented earlier, that it is wholly from the journal or
book categories, not directed to specific colleges and departments or programs. So the
professors of psychology may contribute to law journals in terms of journal
classification that was traced often automatically and with the system (needs to be clear
so as not to be lost about his or her affiliated institutions) and considered to generate
the ranking of law subject according to five year principle to aid with the scholarly
competition. One more example needs to be remarked surrounding such

classifications that nomenclature is a thread not only for rankers, but vastly represents
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the transformation of scientific and intelligent world. As you see in the face page of
USNW, the main category of graduate ranking shingles out five or six professional
schools along with Social and Natural Sciences at the corner of page. Other space was
spent to life and health disciplines as well as other disciplines on less public highlight,
such as library science or fine arts and so. This corroborates our secular knowledge
that philosophy began to phase into a number of branches as a node of thinking in
early of 20th century. This would be common within our two leading continents at
that time, but more salient in new continent. I have once benchmarked wvarious
sections of NY Times Science page in which experts in their field pen on their
interested topic shared with the newspaper subscribers. Now and days, the science
governs a behavior and thought of civilians. Food is publicly regulated, and tobacco is
sanctioned to frustrate avid smokers as a law. A constitutional shield is not available for
the smokers that implanted an imagery of criminality. A past imagery of social groove
on the wealth and prestige became quite opposite for them, who look even miserable
with no support from the right to happiness argument, say, final, philanthropic or
philosophical, but least shelter for the marginal people, what we often know, discrete
and insular minority. The tendency is more than transformative in US, and titles of
notable graduate schools, taught-based than research-based, embarked their business
that had attained public attention and preference or loving. In this thought, the
streamlines on the first page of US News on graduate ranking is not surprising, but
accurately reflect the reality of science and knowledge world. It is, therefore, natural
that US only publishes the title of report around the world, only country of sexy and
colored bones. The academy and IREG or Quasi-IREG are mutual and symbiotic
although criticisms are no less echoing with accusation that the academy should remain
sacred and quasi-religious with their earnest commission to educate through universal

needs. A small school or college, under-disclosed for their greatness, may be taunted to
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that context. In other cases, undergraduates or alumni of small colleges around the
same range of SAT scores to those of big research or global universities may
outrightly spell out the schema of global or research ranking, reject its presence, and

may be afraid if his or her reputation could be spoiled.
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10. Despite criticisms against 2010 NRC, it disposed the strengths that no definite
ranking is persuasive to explain each doctoral program in terms of quality. It is also
very informative that the real programs within each college and university was
incorporated into the rankings of program with their real title along with the title of
broad field, abstract and academic in general. The practice differs from other rankings,
such as 1996 NRC report and USNW graduate programs ranking. I once pointed out
that global ranking entails the elements of graduate ranking, but is neither perfect nor
exhaustive than specific graduate rankings. Without such perfect or exhaustive ranking,
foreign students have no way but to consult them when they need to decide which
school they should go. Notably, QS world university ranking provides a good guide for
both graduate and undergraduate students planned with the foreign destinations for
their study. I like statistics, but, in fact, am fairly ignorant of its deep knowledge.
Additionally, my propensity is fatal with human subject in the end that prefers to
envision with them about the identity of various ranking projects. Therefore, we have
types of those desiderata to be wanted by students or investors. The undergraduate,
master and doctors would stand in the first type, as you see in global rankings while
the masters or doctors would stand in second type with the USNW graduate ranking.
The research doctors, as distinct from professional doctors in terms of designation,
would stand in third type, say, in each slot of their fields before NRC 2010 report. The
2010 NRC report enabled that they can stand in the specific programs of his or her
university. Therefore, we can verify if I should stand in the social policy program of
Harvard or sociology program of Harvard in the slot of abstract category within
“Sociology” title. That is same about the economics discipline that Stanford was
ranked with two programs, economic statistics and analysis program as well as the
general economics program. It is noted most extensively in the ranking slot entitled

Public Health. Harvard reported seven or eight programs in this slot as if it were to be
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implied that the final goal of researchers or science would be public health in this
contemporary world of oxymoron. It may diminish the easiness of comparison, but
should be no less imperative that we need to include the Nutrition program of UW-
Madison in Agricultural Sciences while same name program is more inclined to the
character of Public Health for Harvard case. Therefore, nomenclature is not purely the
problem of shingling, but can have implications of program content or characteristics
although individual degree awardee may be more pleasant if it is ranked in other slots.
Of course, non-existing programs cannot be incorporated as a matter of methodology
so that schools with no research doctoral programs cannot appear within the ranking
slots. For this reason, UW-Madison or UC-Berkeley may have no ranks in the public
policy and administration while U Michigan will be placed at eighth. That came in
comparison with the ranking of USNW public policy graduate program since the latter
incorporates master programs of public policy, often large in the number of included
institutions and known as MPA. Along with the ranking of other professional schools,
such as law school, medical school, and business school, it seems a practice that
address the need of prospective elite workers in that specific field. Therefore, the
scope and manner to deal with graduate students in USNW — nuanced as if graduate
students are a unique recipient of those rankings while taste with the words, ‘subject
ranking’ is abstract open to all students or professors and even unrelated persons in
general - are more diverse and commercialized with popular demand than NRC.
Nevertheless, the implication in this pattern of deal is no less significant involving new

petception and transformation of academia or science world.

11. Between the USNW and NRC report, we may head if masters can refer to USNW
math or economics graduate program ranking because a person of researcher can

learn in one institution and another through his five to ten years of graduate study, for
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example, graduate students in the economics or political science department of several
institutions. We cannot reject that litany without any perfect evidence since the Ipso
questionnaires are not available. According to the USNW methodology, two set of
questionnaires are sent to the department head or director of graduate studies and
college deans. One seems like to serve the whole of graduate programs and others
would be specific for doctoral programs. In any way, we humanely have no cause to
suppress the wishes of master student seeking his or her personal use of USNW
graduate ranking, In this viewpoint, it is true, as generally assumed, that NRC reports
are more exhaustive and specific in terms of three sources of reference studied to
generate this KIOSK. Other characteristics of USNW is that it is a yearly fare while
NRC is planned with ten years interval. The controversy or disagreement would be
more intense and data collection process might require a more extended years than
expected. In any case, it can well procrastinate as you see the bridge years between two
last reports. The KIOSK is given a weight to NRC reports if the category arises from
that model, and some adjustment may be made with the USNW over years’ record
although the ranks mostly replicate those of 2017-2018 USNW report. In the event, I
used all of three sources as combined to produce a final ranking because my intention
is to trace the doctoral programs not only historically, but rigorously. Although NRC is
more traumatic with method and inter-relational struggle to argue their strength of
doctoral programs, reference to USNW also reinforces the history of departments or
programs that would support the rigor of this research scheme. Such elaboration fuels
the findings that the existing structure surrounding leading institutions in each
program and faculty can be more durable and reinforced to shade short time amenities
or pass time of ranking manias. The problem is obvious, however, since the USNW
rank was about the sample year, mostly 2017-2018. Some readers may well think that it

needs to represent an average of ten years to comply with the NRC schema. Others
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may suggest that the sample year approach can be acceptable with a same rationale of
general practice within the social science research. Some others may also suppose that
yearly renewal with an average from the beginning year of KIOSK, say, 2017 -
thereafter, average of 2017/2018 for the 2018 KIOSK, average of three years in 2019,
and so on - may suffice. Since I have many responsibilities and may only be feasible to
revisit KIOSK for update years or decade hereafter, the last choice would be unwise
and, more importantly, least persuasive among the three options. The rest of readers
may also prefer to be consistent only with the historical monitor of NRCs. A
divergence or even disagreement can well be conceived, but the KIOSK 2018 is
certain to provide the data of three sources at verbatim at this point of time. As hinted,
construction to the whole rank, compared to that of each program, would be more
problematic because it is stiffer or more physical rather than chemical intuitively. My
thought is that it could be multiplied according to the approach of institutions, while
the highlight is put to each program or college at large. Given the rank of doctoral
programs, the maxim seems that “small” will prevail “large.” Then, the KIOSK is a
product possibly among the tremendous number of versions on doctoral assessment.
Therefore, I suggest that the use of KIOSK is caveat emptor and it can well be read in
the cause and stance of each reader. For example, the researchers may waive the
factors of USNW in future if he likes to know a specific or destined profile of

research doctoral programs.

12. Through the KIOSK, the readers meander down-most with the typology of global
university rankings beginning from the US News college ranking or similar sources of
general college ranking, such as Gourman or Kiplinger, Fiske and others. With the
journey, bachelors may turn to feel that they are more than ‘political” with the kinds of

US News or that they may be more book or article-oriented, hence ‘scholarly,” within
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the global authorities or Niche. As said, what does subject imply, the question which
propels us to imagine not a person, but intellectual symbols that the uneducated
persons even can make to themselves. A title named ‘subject’ commonly assumed by
the global rankers and uniquely by Niche.com in US could be referred to the people at
large because they are mainly from the quality of faculty resources through the regular
degree programs, those of community extension, and their public activities. As said,
US News graduate ranking largely covers various master and doctoral programs, which
comes with a comparison of NRC, if purely with the PhDs in latter case. In this
purview, the audience of KIOSK may be felicitous with the legal doctrine “/ex specialis
overrides a law governing only general matters /ex generalis” through the three types of
source. The contemporary peers and citizens are the kind of beneficiary, despite the
many on dislike, who can refer to a variety of ranking services that are commercial or
strategic in cases as well as educational or informative in others. Once I argued on the
post-modern livability to understand evaluation or reflexivity for researchers and
teachers. Within the super-intensity of e-communication or satellite mapping on planet,
one can be a subject of restoration or critiquing toward his or her identity through
community that ‘general’ could be challenged. One law school dean advised, “law
students or graduates now just may take his or her due share on his admission data if
he or she is lost from the public ranking scheme.” Now it is time of data, which
supports each ranking scheme and may be publicly disclosed according to the policy

of rankers.

13. I had yielded an experimental rank for the institutions investigated over time,
which is fairly radical and sharp or seems restored with the Lincoln-ian feel, centered
at the Land and balanced to save the unity of nation. This enables that other scale of

ranking scheme can bring a different outcome, for example, fifth, tenth, fifteenth and

86



twentieth ranges or so. Therefore, too much weight with mind and psychological
attachment is not a scene I like to share with the readers. You may be adjusted, for
example, between Minnesota and Cal Tech or UC-San Diego through the journey,
which may be more adventurous than other scale of rankings. Hence, I adverted on
that difference below overall rank box. In other aspect, the KIOSK overall ranking
arose from the similar context which we found in Moase’s global tour presentation in
Denmark and Shanghai years ago. Number of top programs along with other two
scaled overall rankings were typified. The KIOSK overall rankings might be in tandem
with the Moase’s latter type, i.c., number of most rated programs, which is structural,
basis of rating project, or can facilitate the readers to grasp. The difference, of course,
lies within the specifics, in which the programs have to come within top hundred in
US case while they have more than five doctoral students and demonstrate a fit for the

national research paradigm in the NRC or KIOSK.

14. My intention is to consider the service of universities to respond with the diversity
of prospective doctoral students, whose right to choose their programs is precious
than assessment of each specific program’s quality. The discriminating standard
between ranked and unranked programs is so primitive, as said, involving five doctoral
students and fitness. However, it indicates the diversity of programs as well as success
for their operation. Most of all, it offers a threshold for this business and implicates
between the basic element of doctoral studies or production of good research student
- hence educational in character — and simple rank order arguably from quality
assessment — hence romantic in character for the interested people. Additionally, the
KIOSK was designed to bring the kind of sky-view tower into use allowing the peers
or interested people to feel the valuable research workers in each specific program

notwithstanding his or her institutional affiliation overall. In this vein, it may be
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encouraged to draw as many possible pictures for the overall rank in order to inculcate

knowing the doctoral world.

15. Through 2010 NRC, the public universities had fared well, notably Penn State for
example, which implies that the traditional sense of American academy keeps to be
vindicated. However, it still also would be a good proposition that the kind of superb
private institutions, such as Harvard, Stanford or MIT, can well top even the graduate
programs as seen below. The prime strand attributed to those institutions, such as SAT
or TOEFL likely reinforces their pride through graduate context (if GRE confidential
for the face of professors or researchers) to become highly productive and enables to
fare as top or leading institutions. Those institutions, on the other hand, certainly
would be the kind of publication Giant with a high productivity in terms of amount
and citations on books and articles. The context of undergraduate education, however,
may sharply depart between the small colleges and big public universities in US
provided that a SAT score of many small colleges well compete with the supetior
graduate public universities. Although the imagery and conventional sense for the
undergraduates tilt on private universities as meritorious, that does not exactly replicate
with the doctoral or graduate rankings. This is possibly because the scholarly
community is faitly contagious and susceptible of liberal paradigm with high mobility
of scholars. While the rankers often ground their basis of work on number, the kind
of numerical analysis and quantitative approach, we need to know that it finally
addresses the interest holders or so. It entails a social, political, cultural and
philosophical element to reach the human agent. So diversity can be considered
beyond the number in some cases. Diversity also can make a good for the community
in terms of balance and informatization, so that we can enjoy UNC as a top public

university in Kiplinger while we receive UC-Berkeley and UCLA as top public
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universities in USNW. If it highly depends on the scale, perception or purpose of
rankers, you may encounter some list of possible forerunners with respect to such

difference.

16. Most importantly, the KISOK is intended to develop into the book or article form,
hence, the publication at this time is aimed to draw on the report of possibly
numerous errors, comments and suggestions so as to improve this product. The kind
of notice and comment period is my purpose that I am seriously waiting for the kind
of assistance and even criticism. The KIOSK is not comprehensive to cover all
institutions, rather focused on the profile of leading institutions, but could help to
locate the status of other institutions with the links at the end of this KIOSK for
extended reference. Additional links with my previous studies will be found about the

background for this project.
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Table 30
Social and Behavioral Sciences
Rank Rank . Anthro. | Econ.  Geog. | Lingu.

(1996 (2010
Cate.: Cate. :

Lingu.- Lingu.-

Art & Soc.
Hum.)  Scien.)

13 22 2 5/4-11 21/14-62 6/2- 11-31

(sum)/ | (sum)/ mE | o0 5)[9] | 6(1)/1 [ 10(1)/3 | ©)[6] | (1)/1
6 (prog) | 7 (prog) 1] (1] [2] (1]
[1] [1
38/6 27/64-118| 5/7-16 7/14 13/2-14 | 2-8 (1) | 13/2-14
[5] @n 9 | @/113] -30 @/8 51| 1] /1131
9)/3
[7]
22/6 7/19-40 4/11-26 2/10-33 | 5/3-6 1/3-19 8/17-57
2] () [5] ©)/1 4] ©IB | M/1T |3/ (11)/5
[2] [71
2/19-40 2/5-11 6/10-28 | 6/13-33| 18/14 14-34 1/17-58
™) [4] (3)/7 151 G Bl | 9/12 | -60 ®) [8] | (12)/8
[6] (12)/17 [6]
[15]
1/9-25 13/34-58 31/28 4/3-7 2/7-31 11-35 4/12-33
@M (20)/12 66 21) | 3)/4 | ©/3[31| M) [7] | G)/1[2]
[14] [13] [3]
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8/32-71 | 6/18- 30/42 [3/10 [3/7- 19/73-
(14) [8] | 34 (9)/1 72.(25) | -24 25 (5)/3 123 (35)/
(71 [15] /4 | 3] 22 [21]

[4]

2-4 3/11-31 | 7/10-18 | 7/13-41 | 4/9-34 | 2/15 | 9/25- 3/36-68
ORI NCONE) (5)/1 mie | ©M |-30 129 16)/1 [4]
[0] (10)/4 | 27)/1

[3] [12]
6-23 (5)| 18/27-75 | 15/20- | 2/4- 32/24-55| 10/33- | 15/7-37 2/24-57
[5] (13) [13] | 40 14 (1) [11] (14) [12] | 57 (15) | (7)/13 (13)/6
(12)/12 /15 9] [6]
[12] [13]
3/4-7 1/NA | 12/14- | 5-44
Mm/1 41 (11) | 8)/8
2] /9 [11] | [6]
9/15-38 | 11/52 | 8/4-15 |3/5:21 | 8/34 | 4/10-41 5/43-84
(6) [6] -83 @rr | @n |- ©)/316] (20)/8
(25)/12 (16) [11]
[15] /12
[12]
6/19-49 | 8/17- 5/7- 42/73- | 8/18-82 | 20-42 | 11/8-
12 [71 |34 ®)/ 23 (3) [2]| 130 (33)| (15)/8 | (13)13]| 27 (3)/11
10 [8] /19291 | [8] 9]
Colum. 16/67-102| 12/22-45 16/7-20[ 17/15 15/11-35
(24) [15] | (13)/9 /7 | -63 ©)/11
[10] 9] 12)/17 [10]
[14]
34/15-32 | 9/22- NA/11- | 22/51- | 24/65- 9/37-97
(D6} p6 (11)/ 38 83 (22) | 147 (23)/10
7 9] (10) /23 (35)/17 [13]
[19] [22]
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10/68-116[ 16/32-55 14/27-46] 9/11-30] 10/22- 22/105-
©6) [14] | A7)/12 12)[6] | ®)/9 |9819)/1 167
[15] [8] 3 [13] (44)/13
[22]
19/11-42 | 22/38 14/19- | 33/24 20/18-55
G | -6 47 (12) | -78 9)/15
@21)/16 /7110] | (16)/17 [14]
[18] [19]
Tl 0 32 (6) 31/58-111] 18/37 9/30-72 | 15/39- | 14/125- 35/45-
[19] [6] @4) [20] | -59 @2)[7] | 66 17) | 234 117
20)/ /19 (60)/24 (30)/17
16 [17] [15] [32] [23]
106/6 13/22-58 | 17/14 36/30 | 56/10- | 34/50 21/46-96
[21] (13) [10] | -28 61 (18) | 19 132 24)/11
7)/10 [14] ©)/12 | (34)/36 [17]
[10] 221 | 33]
29/75-119] 25/90 | 22/28 18/21- | 25/56 | 1338 | 6/19-44
@7) [20] | -137 67 (15) 45 (12) | -127 10) | 8)/6 [4]
(36)/29 | [16] /11 (35)/13 | [10]
[20] 4 | 1
107/6 UW- 28/40-81 | 26/89 | 10/20 | 17/73 | 23/26- | 12/59 10/50-99
[19] Seatt. a7 [16] | -133 53 (11)] -99 39) | 56 (14) | -141 (26)/17
(35)/35 | [8] [16] /33 (39)/26 [16]
[23] [20] | [24]
100/7 exas 12/30-84 | 31/73 | 14/27-64| 11/42-86| 19/69- | 16/57- | 29-53 | 16/16-44
[14] 16) [10] | -125 (14) (1] | G1) [11] | 102 26)| 141 16 | /11
(32)/27 /19 (38)/8 | [16] |12]
[20] (18] | 8]

93



110/5
[22]

e 1536 | 14/31-78 | 28/83 [ 16/11 | 18/21 | 30/34- | 5/35- 29/48-
@) [8] | (15 [12] | -129 40 (6) | -51(13) | 71 (17) | 110 109
(34/29 | [9] [7] /24 (23)/7 @n/
[22] [21] [9] 47 [30]
110/5 | Johns 21/60- | 32/57 [ 23/NA | NA/2 | 21/109-| 35/14- 17/7-31
[22] Hop. 117 (26) | -111 -15(1) | 157 (44)| 58 @)/27
[18] (28)/ /49 (11)/36 [15]
23 [19] [33] [25]
YT 1534 | 50/150- | 10/28-52| 3/46-80 | NA/53- | 13/45- | 7/30-98 24/54-
M7 | 16249 | an/16 | (19 [9] | 78 (32) | 74 (20) | (20)/8 117
[22] [13] /24 9] (32)/17
[16] [20]

1. Anthropology: Penn State 7-20 (3) U of Arizona 11-31 (4) UC-Irvine 13-46 (7) Emory 17-45 (10)
Indiana U at Bloomington 36-81 U (16) Georgia 34-91 (18) UC-Santa Barbara 34-91 (18) SUNY
(Binghamton) 32-96 (20). *U Michigan UC-Berkeley/San Francisco Duke two programs (higher ranks
included & the other excluded from total ranks)

2. Economics : Cal Tech 20-35 (10) Brown 26-44 (14) U Maryland 23-48 (15) Washington U (St Louis)
34-53 (17) ASU 41-74 (22) Carnegie Mellon 47-85 (23) Iowa State 49-85 (24) Penn State 51-84 (25) 54-
90 U Pittsburg 54-90 (27) U Rochester 54-90 (28) * Stanford 2 programs Harvard 3 programs (higher
ranks included & the others excluded from total ranks)

3. Geography : Colorado 4-16 (3) Boston U 4-25 (4) Clark U 8-29 (5) [5] U Maryland 9-44 (6)
University of Illinois-UC 11-40 (7) U of Maryland 9-44 (8) Ohio State 12-40 (9 tied) [4] Penn State 14-
45 (11) [2] ASU 14-47 (12) U of Oregon 14-56 (13) U Kentucky 15-58 (14) U of Washington 20-53 (15)
SUNY-Buffalo 19-54 (15) Iowa 21-56 (16) Georgia 22-58 (17)

4, Linguistics : Johns Hopkins 2-15 (1) San Diego State & U San Diego 6-31 (4) University of
Massachusetts 10-36 (8) U Maryland 11-36 (9) USC 18-50 (11) Indiana U at Bloomington 23-57 (16) U
of Delaware 22-61 (17) U Colorado at Boulder 22-69 (18) University of Arizona 32-61 (20) UCLA
other program (potentially 20 not included for ranking purpose)

5. Psychology : Carnegie Mellon 7-56 (10) U Colorado at Boulder 14-66 (13) U Rochester 13-74 (14)
Brown 17-86 (17) Indiana U at Bloomington (18) Vanderbilt University 32-100 (21) Washington U at St
Louis 35-98 (22) Syracuse University 33-113 (24) SUNY at stony Brook 36-116 (25) U of lowa 34-119
(26) Dartmouth 38-125 (28) U of Florida 37-127 (29) Penn State 35-130 (30) Ohio State 39-150 (31) U
of Arizona 52-126 (32) Michigan State 50-129 (33) Arizona State 53-134 (36) Florida State U 45-151 (37)
Temple University 77-152 (46) * A considerable number of universities have two or more than two
programs on the list (As same with other cases, higher ranked program included and others excluded for
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ranking purpose)

6. Sociology: U Arizona 27-54 (14) Penn State 20-65 (15) U Miami 21-84 (17) Rutgers 33-74 (18) Ohio
State 31-77 19 (19) Indiana U at Bloomington 42-85 (20) U Iowa 38-92 (22) UCSF 24-115 (25) U
Nebraska 41-102 (27) Brown University 42-116 (29) U Maryland 55-111 (31) UC-Santa Barbara 56-114
(D)

7. Public Affairs: Indiana U at Bloomington 5-17 (2) Carnegie Mellon 5-19 (3) Syracuse 8-25 (4) USC

12-25 (5) U Kentucky 16-37 (9) Georgia Institute of Technology 16-41 (10) Johns Hopkins 15-46 (12)
U Georgia 22-49 (14) SUNY at Albany 33-58 (17)
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Table 31

Engineering
Rank | Inst. Aerospace | Biomed. Chem. Civil/Envir. | Elec. & | Mater. | Mech. Industrial | Total
Comp. Scien.
1 MIT 2/9-24 1/4-18 2/4-14 | 1/9-40 2/11- 1/5- 2/8- 5/3- 16
6)/1 [3] #/1 #/1 (3)/7 [3] 31(7)/ 20 (3) 22(5)/1 9(2)/NA (sum)/8
1] 1] 1[2] /1] | 2] [3] (prog,)
2 UCB NA/NA 8/5-12 3/5-12 | 2/4- 4/9-28 4/8- 3/6- 3/4- 18/7
/NA (3)/6 (3)/2 16(1)/1 6)/3 23 17(4)/3 19(4)/2
[3] 2] (1] [3] Ei)]/ 5 | 3] [2]
2 Stan. 3/3-6 12/NA/ | 7/11- 3/6-26 1/2- 6/10- 1/4- 7/2-8 28/8
(2)/212] 3 [4] 35 (2)/4 2] 4(1)/2 33 11()/1 1)/7 [4]
(N)/4 1] ®/4 | M
[4] [5]
4 Cal 1/2-4 NA/2-9 | 6/(2- 5/19-71 5/4/4 12/2/ | 4/20-94 NA/NA 28/6
Tech 1)/4 1] (1)/NA 5)1/2 (12) /NA 3] 51[6] (14)/4 /NA
[3] [7] [8]

1. Aerospace Engineering: Cal Tech 2-4 (1) University of Michigan 5-14 (3) U of Colorado at Boulder
9-19 (4) University of Minnesota-Twin Cities 8-23 (5) Georgia Institute of Technology 13-35 (7)

2. Biomedical Engineering: Cal Tech 2-9 (1) UC-San Diego 2/3-11 (2)/3 [2] U of Washington 4-22 (5)
Duke 7-38 (6) U of Michigan (6) Yale (8) Rice (9) Johns Hopkins 13-47

3. Chemical Engineering: Cal Tech 2-5 (1) UT-Austin 3-12 (2) UC-Santa Barbara 5-13 (4) U of
Minnesota-Twin Cities 8-29 (6) U of Wisconsin-Madison 11-42 (8) U of Illinois-UC 14-43 (9)
Northwestern 12-46 (10) Carnegie Melon 13-45 (10)

4. Civil & Environmental Engineeting: Yale R-rank 23-91/S-rank 1-2 (Cottected R-rank 7-43 /S-rank 1-
1)

5. Electrical & Computer Engineering: Princeton 3-10 (2) Harvard 3-15 (3) Cal Tech 7-21 (4) U of
linois-UC 8-26 (5) U of Michigan 12-32 (8) UCLA 12-37 (9) Georgia Institute of Technology (10)

6. Material Sciences: UC-Santa Barbara 2-3 (1) Cal Tech 4-11 (2) U of Massachusetts 6-21 (4)
Northwestern 8-30 (6) Penn State 8-36 (7) Stanford University 10-33 (8) University of Illinois-UC 9-34
(8) U of Florida 10-41 (10)

7. Material Sciences (Combined): Northwestern 2/6/2 [2] UC-Santa Batbara 8/1/3 [3] Cal Tech
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12/2/5 [6]

8. Mechanical Engineering: Northwestern 5-11 (2) U of Michigan 5-17 (3) Brown 6-28 (6) UC-Santa
Barbara 12-30 (7)

9. Industrial Engineering: Georgia Institute of Technology 2-10 (2) Northwestern 5-21 (5) Carnegie
Mellon 7-27 (6) Cornell 10-31 (7) U of Michigan 13-35 (8) Purdue 14-46 (9) Penn State (9) U of lowa
(11) UW-Madison (12) U of Penn 22-56 (13) Ohio State 18-64 (14) Virginia Polytech 23-65 (15)

10. Industrial Engineering (Combined): GIT 1/2/1 [1]
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Table 32

Art & Humanities

Rank | Inst. | AS Clas. | Com. | Eng. | Fren. | Ge. His. | Art Mu. | Phil. | Reli. | Spa. | The- | Tot.
Lit. Hist. atre

1 Prin. 4/4- | 5/2- | 13/3 | 2/5 |2/1 3/2 | 6/ 6/8 1/3- | 3/7- | 4/1 30
20 274 | - - 2-42 | -10 8-28 | -28 | 142 | 26 3- 64 (sum
e hm (17 (17 fay o/ | o |m o |© |a /11
2] /8 (3 | Bl | (Bl | M 21 | [ (prog

8 | [ )

2 Har. |2 1/3- | 4/8- | 2/2- | 17/1 | 4/7- | 4/2 | 4/9- | 1/4 |3/27 | 2/9- |10/ 39/
17 26(5 | 15 10- 34 -12 32 -11 -67 |27 NA 11
® [ymo/ % e oo |o |a |8
[ 8 |© |@& |48 B |m |n |5l

2 | 9]

3 UCB 2/7- | 10/3 | 3/24 | 7/2 1/5- | 2/1 | 3/3 3/17 | 4/5- | ND/ | 9/9- |7 45/
25 -22 63 (| 1-451 26 5-38 | -14 -51 |21 ND 40 11
® @ |13/ e |6 |/ | |6 (©)

2 @ |16 |8 M 4 |5 | (2] 4]

4 Stan. 16/2 | 9/3- | 5/3- | 6/6 | 6/13 | 7/13 | 14/ 15/3 | 6/15 | 19/ 17/2 | 2 63/
-10 22 12 -28 -39 | -28 ND | 3-86 | -42 ND | 1-66 11
O 1@ (@ [ [0 O/ |4 |e) [ (149
4 |81 [3[2] [[2] |[S] |1T4] [20] | [5] [11]

5 Col. 10/2 | 3/ 9/6- | 4/24 | ND/ | 5/9- | 2/5- | 12/1 | 27/1 | 14/3 | 1/12 70/9
-19 ND | 22 549 |2 26 15 5-36 | 7-51 | 3-53 | -46
©) @/3 | an G/6 @ [y | ey |0
[4] 5] | 8] 51 | |16 |20 |[19 | 2]

1. Classics : Columbia 2-19 (3) U Penn 6-26 (5). (Combined): Columbia 10/3 [4]

2.Comparative Literatute : U of Maryland 3-15 (1) Yale 7/37 (5 tied) U of Penn 8-37 (7) Duke 9-31 (8)
3. English Language : Columbia 6-22 (4) Yale 7-33 (5) Cornell 10-42 (6) U of Michigan 12-43 (7) U of
Chicago 12-48 (8) U of Pennsylvania 14-50 (9) Vanderbilt 13-53 (10) Duke 14-58 (11) UW-Madison 17-
61 (12) CUNY 22-67 (14) Brown 22-69 (15)

3. English Language (Combined) : Stanford 5/3/3 [2] Yale 1/5/8 [4] Columbia 9/3/3 [5] Cornell
7/5/6 [7] U Penn 8/8/3 [8]

4. French Language : Duke 2-13 (1) U Penn 5-16 (2) U Michigan 6-21 (4) Vanderbilt 9-36 (7) Yale 13-31

(8) UW-Madison 13-35 (9) Johns Hopkins 13-40 (10) Indiana U at Bloomington 20-42 (11) Penn State
15-48 (12) Cornell 18-47 (13) NYU 21-48 (15) Brown 25-52 (16) Columbia 24-54 (17)
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5. French Language (Combined): Duke 3/1 [1] U Penn 5/2 [2] Yale 1/8 [5] U of Michigan 9/4 [6]
UW-Madison 11/9 [7] Cornell 8/13 [8] Columbia 4/17 [8]

6. German ILanguage : U of Minnesota 4-24 (1) Columbia 4-22 (2) U of Chicago 5-21 (2) Indiana
University at Bloomington 6-33 (5) Harvard 7-34 (6) Washington University in St Louis 10-35 (7) NYU
11-35 (8) UT-Austin 10-39 (9) UNC 12-38 (10) Stanford 13-39 (11) Princeton 12-42 (12) Ohio State 12-
44 (13) Cornell 18-38 (13) U of Michigan 14-43 (15) UCLA 15-42 (15) UW-Madison 24-38 (17) Yale 22-
46 (18)

7. German Language (Combined) : U of Minnesota 11/1 [3] Washington University in St. Louis 7/6 [4
tied]

8. History : Princeton 2-10 (1) Harvard 2-13 (2) U of Chicago 4-17 (3) Princeton (History of Science)
4-20 (4) Johns Hopkins 7-22 (5) Columbia 9-26 (6) Stanford 11-28 (7) Yale (Medieval studies) 11-32 (8)
U Penn 13-31 (9) UC-Berkeley 18-38 (10 tied) UNC 19-37 (10 tied) Harvard (History of Science) 18-38
(10 tied) U Michigan 18-40 (13) Yale 19-40 (14) Rutgers 22-45 (15) * Harvard 53-100 (Hist. & East
Asian Lang,)

9. Music : Indiana University at Bloomington 2-12 (1) 6-22 (5) Harvard 4-11 (2) UCLA 4-11 (3) 7-23 (6)
U of Chicago 5-16 (4) Yale 8-25 (7) Princeton 8-28 (8) NYU 10-40 (9) Columbia 15-36 (10) Cornell 14-
45 (11) U of Rochester 18-43 (12) UC-Berkeley 17-51 (14) U Penn 20-49 (15) UNC 20-51 (16)
Northwestern 19-53 (17) Duke 25-62 (18) UM—Ann Arbor 23-64 (19) UT-Austin 24-66 (20) U. Illinois-
Urbana Champagne 26-65 (21) U. Pittsburgh 30-65 (22) UC-Davis 28-69 (23) UC-San Diego 32-76 (24)
Brown 25-86 (25) University of Washington 38-79 (26) Stanford 33-86 (27) UW-Madison (28)
Washington Univ.-Saint Louis 41-93 (29)

10. Music (Combined) : U of Chicago 2/4 [2] Yale 5/7 [3] Stanford 15/27 [20]

11. Philosophy: U Chicago 2-12 (1) Princeton 3-14 (2) Rutgers 3-16 (3) U Michigan 3-17 (4) UC-
Berkeley 5-21 (5) NYU 7-23 (6) MIT 10-31 (7) U Pittsburg 15-41 (8) 19-47 (11) Stanford 15-42 (9)
Carnegie Mellon 15-49 (10) Columbia 17-51 (12) UC-San Diego 24-48 (13) U Notre Dame 20-53 (14)
Brown 21-54 (15) UNC 25-59 (16) Harvard 27-67 (17)

12. Philosophy (combined) : U of Pittsburg 2/8 [4]/2/11 [7] (two programs) U of Michigan 7/4 [5] U
Chicago 1/11 [6] Rutgers 12/3 [8] MIT 9/7 [10]

13. Religion :Duke 2-11 (1) U Chicago 2-11 (1) U Notre Dame 5-17 (3) Emory 7-21 (4) UNC 5-23 (4)
Princeton 7-26 (6) Yale 9-24 (7) Harvard 9-27 (8)

14. Religion (combined): U Chicago 1/1 [1] Duke 1/4 [2] Ptinceton 3/6 [3] Emory 4/5 [3] Hatvard
2/8 5]

15. Spanish : Yale 2-11 (1) Brown 3-26 (2) NYU 6-25 (3) Penn state 6-38 (4) Vanderbilt 7-39 (5) UC-
Berkeley 9-40 (6) Columbia 12-46 (7) UC-Davis 18-50 (8) U Virginia 17-54 (9) U Tllinois-UC 23-52 (11)
Princeton 13-64 (11) Purdue 17-63 (12) UT-Austin 21-63 (13) Stanford 21-66 (14) UC-Santa Barbara 18-
70 (15)
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16. Spanish (combined): Brown 3/2 [1] Columbia 1/7 [2] U Vitginia 9/5 [3]

17. History (combined): Yale 1/7-28 (5)/1 [2] Columbia 5/9-26 (5)/6 [5]
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Table 33

Health Sciences

Immu./ Kinesio. Microbio. Nursing Pharm. & Pub. Health
Infect. Dis. Toxico.

1 Yale 2-3/4 PSU 2-9 Stanford 2-5/2 UCSF 2-7 Yale 3-28 Harvard (Epidemio.)
2-10
) Stanford 4-11/4 U of Harvard 2-17/1 U Penn UNC 3-37 Harvard
Connecticut 2-17 3-12 (Occupational Health)
2-16
3 Washington U of Georgia Washington U —St Yale 3-13 U Penn 2-41 Harvard (Nutrition)
U. (St Louis) 4- 4-22 Louis 4-26 4-21
11/outside 6
4 Harvard 4-26/3 U of UCB 5-34/3 Johns Hopkins Stanford U. of Michigan
Massa. 3-27 4-20 3-49 3-40
(4 tied)
5 U Penn U of Columbia U of Vanderbilt Harvard
5-36/8 Minn.- Twin Cities 5-37 Washing, 4-48 (Health Policy)
7-23 6-22 (4 tied) 5-46
6 UCLA U of Illinois- NYU 9-43 U Mich. MIT 6-49 UCB 8-47
7-36/ Chicago 9-32
outside 6 2-33
7 UCB Washington U-St Duke 9-45 Case Western Yale 9-51
5-41/ Louis Reserve
outside 6 9-36 8-34
Emory UNC 12-34 U of U of
8-44/ Washington 10-50 Illinois-
outside 6 Chicago
11-35
9 U of U of U Penn Emory
Chicago Delaware 11-53 9-37
7-46/ 13-35
outside 6
10 U Michigan U Florida U Virginia U Iowa
14-55/ 10-42 11-54 9-38
outside 6
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U of Yale 14-53
Maryland 15—50
13-42

U of Illinois- UC Case Western
15-53 Reserve
13-58

U of Virginia
18-61
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Table 34

Life Sciences

Rank Bioch., Biophy.,,  Biology, Cell & Dev. Ecology & Genetics & N. science & N.
Struct. Biology Integ. Biology Evol. Biology Genom. biology
Biology
Integ.

Biomed.
Scien.

Stanford 3/3-24 Cal Tech 2-7 MIT 1/2-5 Stanford MIT 1/2-7  UC-San Diego

3)/1 [1] (1)/outside 1/ND/4 1)/6 1/4-19 (4)/2
6 or4 1

Physi.

Yale 1/2-19
)

MIT UCSD Harvard Harvard ND/4- Harvard Harvard 3/2-14 UCLA 4/2-17

2/2-14 (1)/5  3-19 (2) 4-20 5/3-13 (2)/3 19 (3)/6 3/ND/1 (1)/5
3) or 1
* 2 prog.

(3)/2 or 4
[3] (tied)

UCB 4/3-19 UCSF UCB UCSF
/5 9-35 [4] 10/29 (2)/3  4/4-24 (5)/5

UCSF UCSF MIT
1/9-32 (5)/7 2/20- 14/3-15
93(23)/7 /5

1. Biology/Integrated Biology (2010 only)
2. Cell Developmental Biology : UC-Betkeley 12/6-34 (5)/outside 6 ot 1

3. Ecology and Evolutionary Ecology : UC-Berkeley 8/12-49 (8)/1
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k} Harvard 5/4-27 Yale UCSF 3/5-31 Stanford 5/3- Stanford 5/2-19 Baylor Col.
H/1 6-25 [3] #4/3 ot 7 10 (3)/1 3)/1 Med. 6/13-65
[3] (tied) [2] (tied) 8)/[14]
Stanford 6/5-21

M

U of
Washington
7/13-64
(7)/[14] (tied)

UCSF
5
(1996NRC)



4. Neuroscience and Neurobiology : UC-Berkeley 9/8-38 (8)/outside 8

5. Ecology and Evolution 2010 : Princeton 3-15 (1) Duke 4-18 (2) Indiana-Bloomington 4-25 (4)
Washington U. 4-25 (4) UC-Davis 9-38 (6) U of Chicago 9-34 (7)

6. Neuroscience : Johns Hopkins 6-29 (6) Yale 9-35 (7)

7. No Data from Five universities in 2010 NRC Physiology/Two universities in 1996 NRC physiology
(UCSF [5] Stanford [8])

8. Only the ranks of program are provided, in which those of life sciences or health sciences as a faculty
seem a little malleable as a matter of integrity and scholarly classification. For the programs without a
red rank in parenthesis, red ranks at the most left column could possibly apply to them. Since the
practice of US graduate programs can vary along the years (for example, shorter list in 2018 for the
specialties), the indication ‘outside’ may not be serious to understand the institutions. ‘or” may be more
appropriate since the indication of programs does not replicate exactly between the NRC and USNW
rankings.
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Table 35

Natural Sciences

Rank Inst. App. A.phy. Che. Com. Ear. Math Oce., Phy. Statis. Total
Math &Astr. Scie. Scie. Atmo. &
Scie. & Prob.
Mete.
1 UCB [8] (US | 3/4-17 1/4-11 3/2-4 3/3- 2/4-11 4/3- 2/4-11 22/8
News) | (3/5 | (/1 | @1 | 39 | ©/3 6@/ | ©)/2
[3] 2 [2] (7[)21 3 [2] 212] [2]
2 MIT 9- 27 8/9-29 5/11- 2/5-14 2/13- | 3/10-23 | 2/8-35 3/6- 24/7
(5)/4 ®)/7 34 (8)/1 (3)/1 44 (10)/ M/ (7) 32 (5)/
[3] [3] [4] [3] 1[2] [3] 1[4]
3 Harw. 9-29 [6] | 4/8-27 4/2-11 11/14- 8/3- 4/6-15 1/2- 6/4-7 34/8
(6)/4 (1)/4 63 18(1)/8 | (/3 5M/2 | @/3
[4] [3] (10)/1 [3] [4] 8 B3]
8 [8]
4 Cal 7-30 1/2-5 2/4- 12/72- 1/5- 11/12- 5/15 30/7
Tech M/ 3 1)/2 10(2)/ 153 18 3)/1 37 -65
(Us 1] 1 (35)/11 1] (10)/7 (12)
news) 1] [14] [6] /2
[2] B3]
5 Stan. [8] (US | 22/ND 3/10- 1/2-4 5/6- 6/4-12 | 18/ND 9/14 1/2-2 35/8
news) / 34 (7)/4 H/1 26 (5)/3 /5 -55 (H/1
5i8] | [l 1] [2] [5] (10) 1]
/2
[6]
6 Prin. 1-1 1] 2/3-8 20/26- | 6/7-23 13/1 1/2-9 2/6- 31/7
/1 80 4)/8 2-44 /1 21 4/
[2] 17)/1 [4] ©)/11 ] 212]
5 [13] [8]

1. Astrophysics : PSU 7-24 (4) Johns Hopkins 7-29 (5) U Chicago 9-28 (7) OSU 10-33 (9)

2. Math : NYU 2-9 (1) U Michigan 8-21 (6) PSU 9-26 (8) UW-Madison 14-34 (9) Cal Tech 12-37 (10)
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Yale 16-43 (11)

3. Applied Math : UCLA 4-18 (4) U of Washington 6-20 (5) Cornell 5-24 (7) Northwestern 8-28 (6)
NYU 9-31 UC Davis 9-32 (7% tied) U of Arizona 12-35 (8) UT-Austin 10-33 (9) Cal Tech 7-30 (10) U
of Colorado at Boulder 13-36 (11) SUNY at Stony Brook 16-40 (12)

4. Computer Sciences : UC Santa Barbara 8-33 (5) Cornell 10-44 (6) U Penn 13-44 (7) UC San Diego 7-
65 (8) University of Illinois-UC (9) Michigan State 14-69 (11) UCLA 13-68 (11) Duke 24-71 (13) UW-
Madison 20-78 (14) * Carnegie Melon 1tin US news Computer Sciences

5. Earth Sciences: UC-Irvine 3-18 (1) Columbia 4-21 (4) Four more Cal Tech programs within top ten
(3)(5)(6) (8) PSU 21-54 (11) U of Chicago 27-64 (12)

6. Oceanography: UC-San Diego 2-12 (1) UCLA 3-19 (2) Colorado State University 4-27 (3) U of
Maryland 4-27 (4) UW-Madison 7-30 (5) UC-Santa Barbara 6-37 (6) MIT 8-35 (7) U of Michigan 9-43

®)

7. Oceanography (Combined) : UC-San Diego 1/1 [1] MIT 2/7 [2] * A number of programs in 2010
NRC, for example, Colorado State, UC-Santa Barbara or UCLA do not appear in 1996 NRC so that the
combined rank should be in limited purpose of the Kiosk.

8. Physics: Harvard DEA program 3-17 (3) UC-Santa Barbara 7-32 (6)
9. Statistics : U of Michigan 8-26 (4) U of Chicago 9-26 (5) Duke 9-32 (6) Penn State 11-36 (7) UNC

13-35 (8) Iowa State University 13-38 (9) U of Washington 14-39 (10) UW-Madison 11-45 (11)
Columbia 18-49 (12) North Carolina State 21-46 (12) U Penn 21-46 (12 three tied)
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Table 36

Communication
Rank Institution Range (S-Rank + R-Rank)
1 U. Penn 3-52
2 PSU 6-58
3 MSU 7-62
4 Stanford 2-70
5 Cornell 4-70
6 Wisconsin 6-81
7 U. Michigan 6-88
8 Indiana at 8-86
Bloomington
9 OSU 14-89
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Table 37

Education
Rank Inst. | Curr.& | Edu. Edu. Edu. Elem. Hig, Sec. Spec. Stud. | Tech./ | Total
Inst. Adm. Pol. Psy. Teac. Edu. Teac. Edu. Coun. Voc.
&Sup. Edu. Admn Edu. &
Per.
Serv.
1 UW- (1] (1 3] (1] 41 [o] [10] 131 29/8
Mad.
2 MSU (2] (8] ] [41 (1] (1 (1 [11] [12] 49/9
3 Vand. [3] [2] [4] [5] [6] [8] [8] [2] 38/8
4 U. (6] [12] [71 (2] (2] (2] (2] 33/7
Mich.
5 Colum. [3] [3] [5] [19] [3] [13] [3] [16] 65/8
6 Stan. [3] [6] [1] [3] [10] [12] [5] 40/7
7 Harv. [3] [2] [13] [11] 29/4

* Between the specialty and programs, the college of education has a number of specialties, being
described as specialty or programs by USNW graduate ranking. The institutions may have one or several
doctoral programs in Education, but were not included in the previous NRC rankings. The rankings had
a decade of history, and compose part of this KIOSK. They would be around 4-6 at maximum for
possible number of 1 or 2°d when we need to count. The rationale is to be consistent with the NRC way
of approach based on the real programs of institution. The specialties for the Social Science in USNW
merges within NRC categories. However, those of Natural Science, mostly subcategories of the
biological science, had been paralleled within the Life or Health Sciences. It is because they cross over
the name of programs although they are designated solely as specialty, with no mention as programs.
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Table 38

Agricultural Sciences

Rank Inst. Animal Entomo. Food Forestry Nutrition Plant Total
Sciences Science &Forest Sciences
Sciences
1 UW- 4-38 [3] 6-30 [7] 5-26 [5] 2-5[1] 2-19 [3] 5-29 [3] 22/6
Mad.
2 Cornell 3-18 [2] 5-30 [6] 2-14 [2] 15-36 [10] 5-34 [4] 24/5
3 UC-Davis 3-20 [3] 7-30 [6] 6-26 [5] 6-34 [6] 15/3
4 U. Georgia 6-28 [5] 4-22 [4] 7-31 [5] 8-38 [7] 21/4
5 U. Washing. 4-38 [3] 5-23 [3] 12-48 [13] 18/3
6 PSU 7-31 [8] 15-43 [10] 12-49 [8] 5-26 [4] 2-17 [2] 33/5
7 U. Illinois- 2-15[1] 2-12 1] 12-45 [10] 5-32 [8] 15-85 40/5
UucC [20]
8 U. 3-26 [4] 11-30 [7] 11-38 [9] 43-138 [28] 48/4
Minnesota
9 Kansas 5-29 [5] 12-44 [9] 38-60 [20] 18-85 [21] 55/4
State
10 U. Kentucky 16-41 [9] 13-39 [11] 40-146 [29] 49/3
11 UC- 2-15[2] 19-84 [21] 23/2
Riverside
12 Oklahoma 10-59 [4] 103-196 37/2
State [33]

1. Food Science: U of Massachusetts 2-10 (1) Purdue 3-18 (3) U of Arkansas 8-35 (7) Rutgers 14-40 (8)
U of Maryland 19-47 (11)

2. Forestry: Yale 4-15 (2) Oregon State 6-22 (3 tied) Purdue 8-30 (5 tied)

3. Nutrition: UNC 215 (1) Tufts 2-16 (2) PSU 526 (4) UC-Davis 6-26 (5) UC-Betkeley 5-30 (6)
Columbia 5-31 (7) Ohio State University 13-49 (11) University of Florida 16-48 (14)

4. Plant Sciences : UC-Berkeley 2-13 (1) Washington State University 5-35 (5)
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Table 39

Other 1: Relevant to Research Doctorates & Independent from NRC

Rank Occupational Physician Assistant Health Care Social Work | Physical Therapy [Speech Language
Therapy Management Pathology
1 Boston U. Duke U. Michigan U. Michigan U. Delaware/U. U. Iowa
Pittsburg/U.
2 Washington U. at U. Iowa U. Alabama- Washington U.in Southern Vanderbilt
St. Louis Birmingham St. Louis California/
Washington U. at
St. Louis)

* Based from the Data 2012-2018
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Table 40

Other 2: Master or other Graduate Programs Covered Comprehensively by NRC

Rank Occupational ~ [Physician Assistant Health Care Social Work | Physical Therapy Speech
Therapy Management Language
Pathology

1 Boston U. Duke U. Michigan U. Michigan U. Delaware/U. U. Iowa

Pittsburg/Southern
2 Washington U of Iowa U of Alabama- Washington California/ Vanderbilt
University in St. Birmingham University in St. | Washington U.at
Louis Louis St. Louis

* Since this study is based on the classification of NRC field category, Other 2 was not included for
ranking consideration while Other 1 was accounted.
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[Useful Links & References]

http:/ /www.phds.org/ (2010 NRC)

https:/ /www.chronicle.com/article/NRC-Rankings-Overview-/124743 (2010 NRC before tevision)

https:/ /www.stat.tamu.edu/~jnewton/nrc_rankings/nrc4lindivhtml (1996 NRC-1 41 specific areas)

https:/ /www.stat.tamu.edu/~jnewton/nrc_rankings/nrcl.html (1996-NRC-2 Brief)

Kim, Kiyoung and Ju, Hyun-Meong and Khatun, Marium, A Reflection on the Research Method and
Exemplary Application to the College and University Rankings (October 23, 2015). Kiyoung Kim,
Hyun-Meong Ju, Marium Khatun. A Reflection on the Research Method and Exemplary
Application to the College and University Rankings. Education Journal. Vol. 4, No. 5, 2015, pp.

250-262. doi: 10.11648/j.edu.20150405.23. Available at SSRN:
https://ssrn.com/abstract=2686045

Kim, K., Borhanian, S., Chung, K.-T., Park, Y.-H., Lee, W.-S., & Kim, J.-H. (2016). The Graduate Law
Degree Holders in the Legal Education Market: Evidence from the US, Rankings and
Implications. Beijing Law Review, 7, 371-399. http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/blr.2016.74031

Kim, Kiyoung and Ju, Hyun-Meong and Khatun, Marium, A Teacher and Researcher: A Scratch on the
Science Community and Meaning of Evaluation with the Research Doctoral Programs Ranking
(September 7, 2015). International Journal of Philosophy, 3(4): 34-46, 2015, DOI:
10.11648/.4jp.20150304.11. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2668450

The KIOSK will be part of my on-going research project. In the meantime, the comment and
suggestion are welcome for the data errors or constructive goodness. Any questions or inquities will be
directed to the author: Kiyoung Kim, Professor of Law, Faculty of Law, Chosun University. E-mail)
kiyoungkim@chosun.ac.kr.

[Tips] The rankings above had been retrieved as accurate as possible. Since the final rank in the
square bracket was intended to reach as focused on the lead institutions of overall faculty quality, the
rankings of each program below the box table may not be an exact replica of institutions' rank order
within the original scheme of 2010 NRC. Some institutions may not be included while the rank is ahead
of other institutions, which I made an effort to avoid as much as possible. Therefore, the rankings of
2010 NRC in the box table may possibly be higher, although the order of ranks for each program of list
institutions stays intact and the final result is reliable.
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4. Fourth Industrialization & New Form
of Higher Education

4.1 About the On-Line Learning

I think that it would be a precise description about our daily lives, as Watkins states,
“there is sometimes more of an opportunity in the online environment that in a face
to face” situation. It is plainly agreeable to look back on the pattern of subsistence. As
a patron of Korean politics, I usually prefer to see the news articles and netizens’
comment tailed to follow the main story. While I was not a frequent visitor for the US
web case, I could usually find a bold response and critical comment from the Korean
netizens. That would be similar, I suppose, given a little difference across the countries.
Thanks to the help of internet, the exchange of ideas was intensified and became
closer or bold in the previous context of face-to-face routines. I also suppose, that
could be an important contributor to the quality learning of students. We can
experience the true aspect of given topic by being exposed to the bold, practical and
more intelligent (we can surmise if a written form as on the internet generally requires
an intelligent way of approach other than oral) discussion post and response. In this
context sharing and learning could be more actively progressed to form a
knowledgeable mind and constructive professional. I had many occasions to
participate in the classes, seminars and academic conferences. It is true that they were
helpful, but I normally was reluctant to raise my point of arguments or some way of
suggestions to be entangled with. One of primary reasons perhaps would lie in the
hard nature of face-to-face contact. It would get worse if the learners or audience are
of less active personality. I found it of great use that we can share the discussion board
to learn. For the Korean case, I need to point to the ethical aspect of netizens. Their
comment enabled to get through the core of debated issues, but the expressions tend

to be direct and abusive, or in some cases insulting. The internet ethic would seem
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essential to hold a proper forum of public debate in Korean case. In any way, I
realized that the way of approach and basic mind seem to be critical over a diverse
context of learning, debating, and academic publishing in the cyber space, and so on.
We could safely share the following points through the class, as Watkins taught on the
pages: We would be (i) bold, ask questions, (ii) give positive comments and praises in
the class work, (iif) communicate in a way for the instructor to feel your presence and a
way for you, the student, to share in the learning experience, and gain a sense of

community in the class.
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4.2 Key Word Search

The key words search enabled to retrieve a scope of materials that can be possibly
helpful to assist with our research work. The next work is to evaluate the source in
terms of value and credibility. If we consider value, it generally means a maximum
benefit or profit with a least cost in a certain context. Of course, the concept of
personal value offers an assumption for ethical action where a value system is a set of
consistent values and measures. For the value about the sources, a first point is rather
strong if we are faced with the problem of how much the sources are effective or
efficient to support the research work. We may plainly see the concept as a reputation
of sources and academic significance in the specific field. That is, however, not a
whole, but a part of value considered in this assignment.

Therefore, the concept of critical thinking or reading would intervene to evaluate
the sources if we are not a plain evaluator of read materials. We analyze, skip in some
cases, have a mind of critique, and consider the way of dealings or author’s
methodology, which are all centered on the research topic we have purported for.
Therefore, the value means fifty percent for the first, and fifty percent for its objective
academic quality on discrete basis.

The credibility, in this case, brings again more independently for the above half of
vale, which would be in a more complex context. Fifty percent of value requires an
independent judgment of readers on the quality of substance itself, who may be junior
or senior experts as well as PhD scholars in that specific field. The credibility moves
toward in a similar way, but entails a more formal aspect of sources and plays of more
apparent elements of sources. That is also because the evaluation of sources occurs
before the substantial performance of research, and in the context of specific task
undertaken the readers, which is other than a peer-review process of submitted articles.

A most traditional way of credibility test relies on what we call 3 C’s method, which
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is referred to as evaluating in context and includes “compare, corroborate, context.”
The comparing work is important to assess the sources properly, and ensure a file of
most credible sources for the researcher’s work. Actually, most researchers experience
if there are plenty of articles on the same or similar topic. Therefore, it often is
rudimentary and usual to process on comparative evaluation. The corroborating work
enriches a comparison which involves multiple sources and strengthens your thesis
with an increased reference points. A more substantial nature of evaluating steps occur
in the contextualizing work, which requires to understand the extent of current
sources on the topic, identify the mainstream theory or understanding of topic, and
investigate other streams of theory or debates. In passing onto these inquires and
documentation, we most correctly locate the sources in a right angle within that
specific field, and have an idea about their credibility.

The prevailing criteria concerning credibility and half of value would perhaps be
found in many tactics. As said, therefore, we do not concern a specific research topic
which varies with each research work. I mentioned half of value in this context where
the rest of half needs to be considered as related with the research work.

First, credibility can be propetly grounded on three elements, which include
“author's credentials, evidence of quality control, meta-information.”

Second, value covers several elements among which we turn to focus on “accuracy,
reasonableness, support.” Accuracy is paramount and increases both value and
credibility of articles which requires “timeliness, comprehensiveness, and
interconnectivity with audience and purpose.” Given the modern science having been
built up from the reason, reasonableness is a fundamental touchstone to evaluate the
sources. This element encompasses a scope of sub-element including fairness,
objectivity, moderateness, consistency, world view and so. The scientific way of

research also requires a customized formality and inter-network to increase its
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credibility and purports to aid a future research. The element of support requires a
source documentation or references, and sees them a factor such as corroboration and
external consistency.

There are several points of similarities between two articles.

First, both articles conducted a qualitative research method to create a data source,
and provide their analysis on the points of focus as well as implications, which is to
inform, predict or suggest.

Second, both articles are scholarly in nature, and peer-reviewed, which includes a
scientific evidence and meta-information.

Third, both articles possess high quality of accuracy on timeliness,
comprehensiveness, and interconnectivity with audience and purpose.

Fourth, both articles also score high on reasonableness, which adhered with fairness,
objectivity, moderateness, and consistency.

Fifth, both articles are informative in nature other than argumentative about any
countervailing streams or theories.

Sixth, both articles are moderately lengthy, and education friendly with figure and
graphs, which is concise as well as expedient to obtain an information in a
straightforward way.

There are several points of difference between two articles.

First, the scope of research object is narrow, intense and more affiliated with each
other in the first case, which deals with a change of paradigm within the national
health system. In comparison, the second article triggered an international context of
health perception concerning a lay group of persons.

Second, the second article summarizes points of the survey result in dot formatted
information, which is in contrast with the first article. This format would increase a

ready understanding of survey results. The article, however, may go a bit insipid to
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bring a dynamics to the audience. The first article would let less on this problem while
the key summary of interview results is presented in the story text of articles.

Third, the second article waives a reference or citation where the presentation of
findings on data analysis is a substantial way to deliver an information. That is not the
case in the first where a summary form of citations was provided.

Fourth, the first article carries the transformative nature of health care system
which requires looking into and contextualizing the progress or challenge of health
system. In comparison, the second article features most prominently a perception and
reality of the patients in the comparative context. Therefore, the first article shed more
focus on the operation or benefit and ill-side effect as well as prediction of the health
care system on transformation, while the second one centers on comparative purpose.
The first article, therefore, may deal with an “ought” issue or policy aspect of the
health system. The second article is more informative and may offer a basis, in the
long term, for the future research on policy reform.

Fifth, two articles utilized a qualitative methodology of research, but they may
differ in details. The first article has a rather small pool of interviewees, who are,
however, more keenly interested and have rich knowledge about the research topic.
The interviewees actually are health professionals, brokers for, or representatives of
the health care system. In contrast, the second one is based on a wider scope of lay
patients, who are involved in the research topic, but less minded to respond than the
first case.

Sixth, I suppose if it is necessary to support the second case with a quantitative way
of assistance such as confidence interval or proper number of interviewees. It may be
so given the loose nature of international context. The first case seems intense and
relies on narrative or scenario-based presentation of studies, and thus is more

qualified in nature than the first case.
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Assuming I undertake a research about the health system, both articles are helpful
to grasp its basic understanding, but can well fall short or partial to require more
corroborating sources for reasons.

First, the nature of articles is less exhaustive other than the comprehensive
coverage of research topic. In the first article, summary form of references was
utilized to support the nature of its work as scholarly, which also includes a meta-
information in the left section, and abstract in Italic at the front page of article. It
includes major references, but a specific link to the main text was waived. The pictures
or colored text weakens its scholarly nature, which we may class a substantial news
other than scholarly in the Cornell’s four frame of articles.

Second, the second article also seems less comprehensive to grasp the nature of
patients’ perception since it is intensely focused on the year of 2001. It also fails to
provide an abstract, and other sources on reference to analyze it comparatively. The
article heavily relies on figures or graphics to attract the audience, and may, in some
aspect, be well perceived as a substantial news other than the scholarly article. The
audience seems not exactly targeted at the experts of same field, but it may well be
patronized by TV news editor or other public interested in the topic.

Third, both articles are best effective on the factor of timeliness. The first article
focused on 2007 through 2008 period, although it is short to explore the health system
exhaustively. The second article is also timely responding to the inquisitiveness of
audience about the nature of their health system.

I like to mention two other points about the credibility issue. The second article
provides an affiliation of four authors on the bottom of first page, in which two are
with the Commonwealth Fund and two others are with the Harvard School of Public
Health. The second article also offers the author’s affiliation with HSC and an

institutional affiliation with the Mathematic Policy Research Inc. That tends to
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increase the value or credibility of sources. On the other hand, both articles had been
produced in a funded context. The first research was performed partly with the fund
from Johnson William Foundation, and the second research was funded by the
Commonwealth Fund. This factor also seems to play increasing the value and
credibility of research.

I raised several points to evaluate the value and credibility of sources, and 1
consider them in an endeavor to perform the research work more effectively.

A timeliness element is important to spot most updated issues in controversy,
which could appeal to the public and a proper selection of which would increase the
merits of research. Even the sources, as classed a substantial news other than scholarly,
can address this kind of necessities. There are other variables to assess the value and
credibility of sources, which includes the forms of article, author’s credentials, and
funded or non-funded research, and so. An element of comprehensiveness is also
important to increase the value and credibility of sources. For the research topic on
national health care system, two articles may work just inducting or theme-
understanding in nature, which needs to be corroborated, more intense and
contextualized.

The previous work on “peer-reviewed v. non-peer review,” and key words searching
can come into play in this respect. Researchers generally work through finding the
mainstream of theories and other opposing views, which concerns the research topic.
We then advance to frame the research questions, and perform a data collection. We
analyze the data and draw upon the implications, or make a prediction or suggestion.
This process of work may be attributed to the author of sources, which means that
“fairness, objectivity, interconnectivity to the audience and purpose” could give a niche

to look into the value of credibility of sources.
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4.3 Independent Study

Toward the goal of doctoral studies, it is necessary to combine two basic
characteristics of independent study. I like to call it an independent study, which would
be partial to capture the whole of graduate studies. As for its high honor, the title page

(13

of dissertation in vast of universities usually use the phrase “...submitted for the
partial fulfillment of doctorate degree....” That phrase implies that the completion of
dissertation would be a major part of doctoral studies, but should be partial depending
on some of additional factors. Idealistically, that could be the whole quality as an
independent researcher or investigator, and possibly the kind of human paradigm as a
prospective teacher. In any case, we would not be incorrect if we see our principal
work at Walden learning the ways of independent scholar.

Why do we use “independent study” to attribute the graduate mode of education.
It is independent, I think, because the graduate student needs to be creative and
expected to make an original contribution to his or her scientific field. The creativity
and original contribution to a specific field are the core theme at which the graduate or
doctoral level study culminates. For this, the credit hours are reduced to give an
enhanced approach as a scholarly way while the undergraduate students are largely
indoctrinated on heavy class schedule. The seminars or conferences often are the way
of learning other than classroom delivery of lectures. The term paper or written
product on independent research would be most types other than the class exams
within closed settings, on which the instructors require to assess the academic
achievements. Under this basic assumption, I can make some points about the critical
reading and note taking strategy, which could hopefully be shared with my peer
students.

I explored the guiding principles to make an effective independent study over much

of reading requirements and the aids from note taking. Those are (i) efficiency (ii)
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creativity (iii) scholatly ethics or conscience. Let us have time on the elements briefly
on my personal experience.

The elements need to be shaped to accommodate the goals and commission of
graduate study. We are generally disposed to acquire knowledge in the reading work,
which is typical of undergraduate students. They are also practically required to
undertake a cramming hours to combat for better grades. This mode of study would
work in many contexts which can breed knowledgeable citizens and more open society
on the freedom of expression concept (Paul & Elder, 2003). We know that the base of
our society would come from this level of intelligent group. If the situation were to be
a little better, we can illustrate the case of former president of the University of
Chicago. He framed a paradigm where the students are highly recommended to read
over 100 books of fame on the humanities and science. This initiative may be well
coupled with the typical pattern of undergraduate education, which also could be
constructive to prepare a creative scholar. Some commentators picked it up as one of
important contributors to make the university’s success on production of many
Nobelists (Jung-Ahang Daily, Dec. 17, 2012).

I agree, and thus the first tactics of critical reading should be exposing us to a wider
spectrum of books and articles. The graduate student needs to be leveraged up from
the small scope of cramming work. The ideas are spreading over vast sources, and it is
also true that the main message of written product could be summed up beyond many
avenues of specific nature. In this context, it is echoing to see why we read a book
(Study Notes, 2012). The reading materials are just an object or in more truth may be a
tool in the course of final written product of ours. We need to utilize it other than
making a harbor to settle in. Therefore, we would be better to have a standing mind
other than sucking the written target, which would be to critically analyze, synthesize,

contextualize, evaluative and so forth (Edwards, 2012 & Salisbury University, 2009).
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While we are not a memory genius, it would be far helpful to take a note for
effective study and research. A most noteworthy point in taking a note is that the main
text should be paraphrased in your own words. That would practically effect at later
work on your writing up engagement, and also would substantiate your study to enrich
a true understanding of main text (Study Notes, 2012).

That would also work to prevent a potential misfortune from the allegation of
plagiarism. I realized that the manner of note taking forms a seminal attributes of
prospective researcher. If we are less sticking, the consequence would generally be
devastating on the entire life of his person. Over the years, I was surprised that many
of social elites had an educational background of graduate study in Korea. I am not
sure if it is the case of United States, but many of Korean politicians and state men
have a graduate degree. Now it is oneof social practices to problematize the originality
of their research work, and the media usually gave their focus on alleged plagiarism
about the course of election or appointment approval in the national congress. The
hopefuls, in some cases, were practically forced to withdraw his status as a candidate or
appointee. The kind of case also would occur in the dimension of academics although
not frequent. So I suppose it to be helpful for the prospective scholar to form a
determined habit on note taking at the bottom line. It is rewarding indeed to use my
own words to grasp the ideas of author

It would also work to increase more chances of creative work while the dialectic
and literal aspect of literature would make a say at a considerable extent. If the
research work is on the field of science or humanity, the literature, a general form of
final research product, is usually a sole recourse to know (other than the code or
statute, in which the legislative history may reinforce its true meaning), and the
language employed in it is decisive in its nature. We are not talking about inter-

intelligence context or the kind of structuralist version, in which the words and
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languages would become more prominent factors. Even in the domestic setting, it
seems to be important to be stubborn on the words of each own, and that needs to be

a factor when we pursue the graduate work at Walden.
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4.4 A Meditation on the Scholarly Writings

For the doctoral studies, the students are required to write several forms of writing
from the discussion post, assignment, and project thesis through the dissertation. The
scholarly writing skills are not achieved overnight, but over the days and time, in which
it is important to keep on the continued adherence and personal devotion to the style
and manner of presentation observed by the writers of the circle. For understanding
the context of scholarly writings, I believe that we need to have a time on some
reflections about several points.

A first point revolves around their role and historical deliberation. In the nature of
society and humanity, the scholar group had not been intrinsic to sustain the society at
the time of its primitive form. They liked to tell the myth or Greek story of imaginary
gods and others (Dickey, E., 2007). They generally were intuitive, naive, easily gone, or
physics adherent, and religious or absolute on the body and mind as well as the nature
surrounded. Plato, Aristotle, and other Greek scholars would perhaps be one of
superiors among the neighbors (Dickey, E., 2007). The sophists, what we usually call
them, are typical to understand the nature of ancient scholars. While the virtue of
religion through a learning, perception, and intelligence was held strongly by
Durkheim, history tells that the religion generally militated against the scientific or
scholarly minds and efforts. In the western context, scholasticism, as the word connote,
would perhaps bring a clear cut from the religion and academics. But still noteworthy
is that, Thomas Aquinas, the alleged founder of scholasticism made his contribution
under the influence of then dominant Catholic rule. This religious subordination of
scholars and the human quest for truth may also conflict with each other as we see in
the case of Galileo. We would be not incorrect that the oriental context partly
assimilates the evolution of western intellectuals. Still the Confucianism would be

propertly viewed as the kind of quasi-religious intelligence. They are absolute in general
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and emphasize the ontological dimension of society and humanity. Therefore, we can
assume that it is quasi-religious on one hand and close to the German idealistic way of
thinking on the other.

Under this background, I like to head on the style and forms of presentation within
the scholarly writings. Their way of conveying their beliefs and understandings of
truth in the world, until the medieval era and even the modern times, is rather
descriptive, ontological or moralistic, logic patronizing, but still powerful or pioneering
on the basic of humanity and society (Scruton, R., 1996). Their style of writing is
generally short and more perceptive, distinguishable from the modern form of
scholarly writings. An essay style was prevalent which is currently dominant in the
undergraduate environment if we look at the contemporary times. This corroborates
with the branches of academics on the evolution through history.

Until the modern times, the philosophy, theology and law would have been major
sections of scholarly performance, which developed to settle on the modern six
branches of some French origin classification. A creation of statistics into the realm
of science also played a significant role for any scientific way of dealings. The horizon
of science has expanded gradually over time, and more rapidly in contemporary terms.
We can properly illustrate this trend with the recent studies of NRC published in 2010.
For the previous studies, NRC had 40 categories of the fields on the research
doctorates, but the 2010 version identified 62 fields for the doctoral studies awarded
on the research based education (NRC, 2010). The nutritional science now stands as an
independent field of science. This trend explained more specialized and diversified
nature of contemporary science.

A historical trajectory on the development of science, horizontal expansion or
vertically enriched autonomous within the academic fields, factor in any way the forms

and style of scholarly writings. This never means that the work of Bentham over
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thousands pages of short manuscript in the 18" century is not scholarly (Scruton, R.,
1996). Rather, I prefer to get it on the interactive nature between the subject and style
or forms of scholarly writing. Also can we hardly reject the pre-Marxian theorists as
non-scholarly although Marx presented his thesis like the modern dissertation mode,
which was also based on the scientific evidence or primitive form of statistical data.
Therefore the issues on scholarly writing comes within three contexts, I suppose; (i)
the environment a scholar is situated, (if) the audience a scholar intends to reach (iii)
the nature of message he or she wishes to deliver. Most importantly, we need to
consider that a scholar himself is the person to interact on adjusting, learning and
training,

The APA style is one of rules which the scholars comply with (APA, 2011). That is
so in a couple of crucial reasons. First, it promotes the congruence of academic
community. Second, It increases the clarity of information intended to convey, and
facilitates more easy communication between the author and reader. That is
particularly required if the readers are generally other experts who are the peers of
author (Waldens Writing Center, 2013b). Third, it also works to enrich the belongings
of individual scholar and preserves a uniform pattern of base for the data
construction or scientific findings at the whole national scale. That would vary slightly
over the national context, but I believe it largely true across the nations of world. For
example, the Korean Journal of Human Rights has their rule about the scholarly
writing as a condition for contribution. But I am dubious if graduate students in
Korean universities are learning the course of this kind. Not only within the
international context, but also across the disciplines, the scholarly writings may come
on a little different basis. For example, scientific data or quantitative nature of
evidence is less urged in the legal science as we encounter the Westlaw or LexisNexis

articles. The content and ready experience of the law review articles would perhaps
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find some of differences about the scholarly writings. That is so although APA
materials incorporate the citation method of legal materials. The issues of scholarly
writings would perhaps be more keenly affiliated with early and middle career scholars
given their high performance and strenuous interaction with their professional circle.
For example, we would be more focused on their content than their style or forms,
when aged Nobelists like to teach or indoctrinate. Also Stephen Hawking would be let
more generous about the needs of strict compliance with any rules of style if ever.
Some scholars may employ a secretary or research assistant to make their articles
fitting within the APA rules. This description would perhaps lead the scholars to be
aware of their environment and his basic status of person in thinking about his or her
scholarly writing (APA, 2011).

Then, we look into the aspect of audience and message. This is crucial if the type
matters significantly about the substantive feature of writings. Most important for the
contemporary scholars, the writing should be based on the critical reading and critical
thinking (“Finding a Scholatly Voice,” 2013). A creativeness is vital to the scholars,
which principally distinguishes the scholarly from other context of writings. The
audience is usually their peer who has a master’s or doctoral degrees, whose
expectation goes about the truth unearthed by the writers (“Audience, Purpose, and
Evidence,” 2013). Their experiences and even habits are never the same as those of lay
readers. They do not like to spend their time reading the general knowledge or line-on-
line excerpts of textbook or article. They like to share the truth and new findings
which only the creative scholar can work out. That does not mean the writings should
be sophisticated, erudite or based on difficult terms or extravagant expressions with a
long sentence or paragraph (“Finding a Scholarly Voice,” 2013). One of essence
required for the scholars on the writing work is avoiding an opaque expression. We

also need to be aware that a simple sentence or paragraph would effect better to
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convey their findings. It increases the readability of articles which scholars tend to
easily lose their sight on. The recent guidance even authorized the use of first person
expression in the scholarly writings. That would make an impression of directness,
which brings the readers within a close context about the findings and messages the
author conveys. The traditional third person version tends to make the writings a mere
description of exterior world, and the aspect of mind and concern are generally
neglected. But the rule is never absolute in which the author needs to be careful of ill
side about a potential naiveness or unscientific taste (“Finding a Scholarly Voice,”
2013). One other illustration would go to the author’s general temptation to use a
passive sentence. A passive sentence usually evokes the reader’s sense of being
scholastic, inquisitive, and more intelligent. A simplicity and clarity concern, however,
should be more emphasized. And the dominant rule now requires a preference on
active voice (“Finding a Scholarly Voice,” 2013).

The other important aspect is concerned of the evidence issue of scholarly writings.

In some sense, this aspect is starker than that of critical thinking or reading. If
Renaissance enabled the modern context of intelligence and human emancipation, the
professionalism and intense science also situated the contemporary world to incur an
important transformation about the intelligent work. A quantitative or qualitative
method of research forms the basic for the scientists. The citation work flourishes as
like the limited scope of medieval annotators’, but more in the uniform fashion and
routine context. It also draws a line between the scholarly and non-peer reviewed
articles. In cases, it offers the basis to rank the research performance as we see in
“most cited law review articles or professors” Evidence presented in the scholatly
writings plays to increase the credibility of information and more convincingly
through the mind of readers (“Finding a Scholarly Voice,” 2013).

That serves in many ways. For instance, it brings the readers to focus, and fosters a
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learning environment. Further, the readers work to analyze, compare, synthesize,
criticize, and improve, would get far facilitated. In some context, citations only may
enable the readers to understand and evaluate the articles based on the mainstream of
current theories. Evidence also allows to trace the author’s research for any future
purpose of subsequent work. In this context, the APA requires to preserve the
experimental or testing records (APA, 2011). Of course, the author may convey his
message in the context of newspaper articles, comment or opinions, which is non-

scholarly in nature.
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4.5 Peer-Reviewed & Non-Peer Reviewed Articles

As a prospective researcher, we would professionally involve in the publication of
our research as well as literature review of others. For the experts being credible and
accurate, it is required to comport with the way of scholarly dealings and to share a
common forms of publication. That is one way to share and, on the other, facilitates
the work of professionals and ensures a distinction for the readers or users of the
published articles about the nature and quality. If we pursue a truth and meaning of
the world and humanity, the professional articles would constitute a most scientific,
detailed, and exhausting source of data than any other mode of expressions.

For the literature review or data collection, we need to identify two major
classifications of article, which is peer-reviewed and non-peer reviewed. How could we
distinguish those? With the help of dictionary, we can say that the peer reviewed
journals are those which have gone through the process of evaluation involving
qualified individuals to determine paper’s suitability for publication. We also usually
refer to the words “scholarly articles,” which are near to the case of peer-reviewed, but
not all scholatly articles are peer- reviewed. However, it would vastly not incorrect that
most of scholarly articles are peer- reviewed. As for the nature of work, the
researcher’s prime and most important source of literature review and data collection
need to be drawn from the peer-reviewed articles (Study Notes: Introduction).

Peer reviewed articles are authored by experts and targeted the professionals or
academic researchers providing detailed analysis on a single discipline or academic field.
A focus of dealings is academic and includes an original research. Most of the
scholarly articles will be peer reviewed or refereed by external reviewers, and published
by the professional association or an academic press. An essence of peer reviewed
articles is that the articles undergo a rigorous assessment by the author’s peers, who

review and approve its contribution. The quality of articles can be ensured or
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improved by the editorial process and evaluation system of peers. Of course, some of
articles in the peer review journal may not be reviewed by peers, which may be news
items, editorials and book and article reviews. We are available of lots of professional
journals in the library. We can find more easily if it is a peer review journal by
examining the periodical in print or on line version. For the on-line version, it is best
way to check the publisher’s website (Study Notes: Identifying). And in print version, it
is usual that the instructions for authors reveals the submission process about
reviewers and referees. A typical of peer review articles are wide on their trait: limited
advertisements, purported to share research results, special knowledge, practical and
informative for professionals and experts, narrow in scope and moderate in length,
structured sections, cite sources, and so on.

Non-peer reviewed articles can, then, be defined as all the rest of articles excluded
from the scope of peer-reviewed ones. There could we identify, in a general matter,
three classes of article which are depending on the extent of similarities to the
scholarly writings, in terms of its way of expression, level of content in quality and
quantity, and accuracy of information. From the guide of Webster and Cornell sources,
the researchers generally encounter other than scholarly writings, substantive, popular,
and sensational (Eagle, 2008). Substantive news and general interests include a
substantial information on a solid base, which appear attractive, often heavily
illustrated with photographs. Within this class of periodicals, you sometimes see
citation of courses, and feel the tone of education-intended language, but the general
purpose is to provide information to the public of interests (Eagle, 2008). Popular
periodicals generally intend on the public at large which fit for the taste, reflection and
intelligence thereof. Therefore, the articles are often short, and employed a common
and simple language while the information being mostly second and third hand. It

does not include citing references or bibliography, and the appearance suits to its
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commercial purpose to entertain and sell, or in some cases, to promote a same
viewpoint (Eagle, 2008).

Popular means fit for or reflect the taste and intelligence of the people at large.
Sensational periodicals generally intend to arouse curiosity, interest or reaction. Since,
their language, assumption of audience, the style and way of dealings are adapted to
that purpose. For example, it uses flashy headlines to astonish or occasionally being

inflammatory in expression (Eagle, 2008).
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4.6 The Credibility of Sources

To discuss the credibility of sources, firstly, we need to consider the point of
distinction between the peer-reviewed and edited articles. We generally note that the
peer- reviewed articles are more credible since they are reviewed and allowed to
contribute by professionals of same or similar field. A review is anonymous
traditionally to ensure against a bias or slant. Within an updated context, this form of
peer review has been intended to improve on the mixed form in which two ways of
review are concurrently applied to decide the merits of articles. That is because the
traditional review on anonymous basis falls short, in some aspect, to ensure a most
appropriate result of review. A credibility between the peer- reviewed and edited
articles, however, is controversial depending upon the individuals concerned. Some
professionals see the editors’ fame would be more credible to ensure the quality and
accuracy of articles. That depends on the contingencies of case, ie., how much
involved the peer reviewers to read and assess, how the peers are selected, how the
review process is shape and so on. It is largely correct, however, that the peers
generally have more close specialties than the editors, and that the review process is
more rigorous than editing, In other cases, edited articles came from already peer
reviewed journals rendering the differentiating work meaningless.

The points of relevance in credibility assessment, in my personal viewpoint, are (i)
directness and closeness to the theme explored (ii) nature of sources (iii) the quality
and accuracy of reference (iv) general credibility of the authors and institutions.

Directness and closeness to the theme or message are my first point of emphasis.
While there is a fair of importance about other points, they are generally available to
the readers and researchers. If we refer to the article of New York Times and those of
Nature or Science, a citation plainly discloses the nature of sources, and its reputation or

credibility of institutions. Most readers are easy on this while the corroborating work
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between the read articles and reference is not expressive in itself. Therefore, the
author’s duty at more priority needs to consider the directness and closeness of both
to increase a credibility of their professional writings.

When we evaluate the credibility of source, it is also required to know the primary
and secondary nature of source. While it depends on the field of research, the primary
source bears a most accurate nature of information while being less organized or
articulated. These sources generally exist in letters, diaries, laws, manuscripts, patents,
novels or official records, and scholarly forms of article containing an original findings.
These are original and created during the times being studied, and so, it is
determinative of academic verity or merit in some subject fields. A secondary source is
grounded basically on the former, and generally has a quality to offer an analysis or
interpretation. This class includes review articles, literary criticism, textbooks,
commentaries, and others.

A classification can be differentiated according to the character of concerned
research. For example, the restatement of torts in the United States, as comports with
the code and statute of civil law countries, is secondary and the case laws are primary
since it is a common law country. On the contrary, the case laws are secondary in the
civil law countries while the codes and statutes are a primary source of laws and legal
research. Generally I would place a more precedence on the primary source under the
normal condition. A supportive work to substantiate its shortage, however, tends to
expose me to utilize the secondary sources. In that case, I normally follow the guideline,
if judged of equal relevance among the type of scholarly articles, which is to favor the
authot’s reputation in that field and, at next, credibility of the journals and, finally, that
of the institutions in view of specific issues involved and also credibility in general

context.
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4.7 Common Sense and Science

For the thesis on common sense and science, my assessment needs to consider
several elements to give them each distinct status. First, we see them between static
and evolutionary in nature. The common sense is generally static while science would
develop and change horizontally and vertically expanding its scope and concerns. This
evolution corresponds with the advancement of society and upgrading of intelligence.
As the society advances, the scale and level of human cogitation expands and deepens
while the deepening process shares less than expansion does or is generally
particularized to each man. Science is, therefore, dynamic and usually more progressive.
Common Sense may evolve, but far less evolutionary or static to sustain the
conventional nature of society and human cognition.

The invention of steam and diesel engines enabled the people to use a locomotive
which is due to scientific effort of inventors. They change a common sense of then
people to travel a remote city in a day. Korean people abhor the first launch of
locomotive in late 18907, saying it is a resurrection of devils. It was thousand years of
common sense to ride a horse to travel long ways.

Second, common sense is free, conventional, and works on a wider spectrum while
science is of value, salient, and classified. We need not pay to acquire a common sense.
That may mean that we have to pay the e-article while we do not have to in the
dimension of common sense. It means more that the acquisition of common sense
generally has gotten through a smooth and natural process over the daily lives. We
would perhaps so easy to walk on the right of street. It costs the learner virtually
nothing, but one time experience of mob walking on the street. This type of cognition
is usually conventional to correct it at one time, and respected or practiced by wider
scope of people. This account would make science observed mostly at opposite.

Usually, the cognition or knowledge from scientific truth bears on supporting evidence,
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which keys it to be classified and of value. It initially constitutes a upper class of social
intelligence, and may get universal to expand its horizon into the dimension of
common sense. Therefore, the nature of cognition on science tends to be salient or
professionally qualified, which requires a long times to the status of common sense.
For the 18" century countries, smoking represents a higher social prestige. Upon the
scientific findings, the common sense has changed that smoking is bad to health, and
poor educated or lower class of society may like it. On the interim, the science stands
initially for the classified scope of intelligence, and gradually turned to influence the

base of society.
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4.8 Common Sense and Beliefs

First, we need to see the basics between the common sense and beliefs. At verbatim
and bottom line, common sense is relational to share and in many ways influential over
the society, which may be neither true nor scientifically unsupported. Beliefs is referred
to the personhood, which forms the basis for cognition, understanding, acting,
proposing or opposing, and arguing. We can, therefore, perhaps safely saying that most
intelligent people have personal beliefs system.

Second, the common sense generally provides the basis for beliefs, which is more
influential than scientific knowledge in creating the belief system of each personhood.
In reverse, the beliefs are far weaker to create a common sense. It would perhaps so
even if the believers are normal scientist other than vitamin or cancer finders. The
only way of normal believers to propagate would perhaps rest within religious circle or
dictatorship of political leaders.

Third, the connection between common sense and beliefs are enormous the first
being inextricably infused into the latter in a prompted and unconditional way.
According to the research, persons generally bent on accepting the allegation if it is
not preposterous or awkward in patent or obvious way. Across the theory and others,
the deviation from truth would develop to double if the believers of false information
nevertheless hasten to accept other false information based on the former. In this case,

the personal beliefs system would increase on tendency in wrong cognition.
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4.9 Critical Thinking & Being A Scholar-Practitioner

Critical thinking has risen as top priority of education since the late 20th

century. It
is full of lesson provided if the education plays to breed a thoughtful person to
evaluate, interact, construct, suggest, and lead. We are always situated in some of given
context and circumstances. The creative thinker would perhaps only advances to know
the nature and to act. Otherwise, we would stay in silence, and further be on mind in
silence. Critical thinking usually presupposes a critical reading, but which, in many
cases, are mutually interdependent. Critical reading requires, in definition, the reader to
evaluate the expressed statement, which would come into the leverage through
analyzing, criticizing, or constructing,

The graduate students are scholar practitioner. This brings a fine match for his
devotion of work between common sense and science. As a scientist, we develop a
scientific truth, and practice to disseminate the ideas of scientific ground into the base
of common sense. This is never a full stop, since the common sense is open to
evolution once more. Progress and recycling would be made further toward more
quality of life and society. As I work as a professor, critical thinking may be considered
in the context of instruction. Normally, we would be accustomed to the text pre-
marshalled, and a considerable educators practice purveying the information to
instruct in the classroom. Of course, the information or knowledge could be the
response to an implicit series of questions. But more critical education would prefer to
create the mind of curiosity and inquisitiveness on the student body. Constantly being
inquisitive and practice questioning serve the classroom full of critical thinkers.
Socratic method of legal instruction developed by Christopher Langdell would

perhaps be one example.
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4.10 Belief Perseverance & Critical Thinking

Critical thinking would possess a universal virtue about the contemporary citizen,
but perhaps being most important with the people concerning the knowledge
production, dissemination and learning community. As a scholar practitioner, it should
have to be basic and important, it is, however, difficult to get stuck in person over the
night as in the case of APA style adaptation. Rather, it requires to persist over the days
and now through the researcher’s total life of work. That is, as noted, like the kind of
basketball players who train themselves hard over the time period. Given its essential
nature, most counter-posing force would perhaps be what we call belief perseverance.
Belief perseverance pertains to critical researcher in that they are general proclivities
of his or her audience or client of research findings on one hand. How to effectively
convey his theory or truth would perhaps become a hard way through absent an
understanding of it. The other pretense would rise that the researcher himself may
hold a wrong beliefs or in the worse, belief perseverance. Two critical opposers,
historically, may be illustrated in several cases, to refute the other’s theory or
proposition. Belief perseverance are such stronger once they enshrine within the
personal beliefs system. It is interesting to see the irony of participants on debriefing
paradigm test. Beliefs system is powerful to construct some way of cognitive building
inside the humans. One other traits of beliefs in humans is that they tend resist
changing his or her beliefs. In operation of his or her beliefs system, he quickly
acquires other beliefs, but the beliefs perseverance bars him not to believe everything

that he read, hear, and see.
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4.11 A Strategy for Critical Thinking

It seems useful to make the set of suggestions to be prioritized in the course of
practicing the ways of research, application, organizational change, social and
institutional engagement as a scholar practitioner. Not only raising and raising
questions through the reading, but also criticism even on the questions about its
accuracy, relevance, essentiality to the theme and so, should be incorporated to become
a creative thinker.

The beliefs may underlie the most of researcher’s base, and also help to acquire a
knowledge and information more instantly. As Durkheim guided, the kind of religious
circle or minds would be more agile to efficient learning. Some kind of absent
mindedness would easily alienate the learners to merely harbinger. Two ways of lesson,
however, has gone fundamental. The researchers should be open, fair and unbiased,
generous, and liberal. She and he needs to know that beliefs system may be prejudiced,
and their job duty pertains exactly to this point. The other way is concerned of beliefs
perseverance and critical thinking, To counteract this problem, one useful mind of
approach can be suggested in some of French examples. Suicide may be propetly
picked up to research the social pathology which was challenging and thought-
provoking against the beliefs perseverance on conventions and practices at the times
of Durkheim. About the philosophy of body and mind, prison setting would perhaps
be most striking to strip the unsupported beliefs system or perseverance. The post-
modern approach could help to find the clues to restore the true identity of beliefs
system. It is also generally encouraging to learn from the natural scientists for the
scientists to strive being a creative and critical. It would help, I speculate, “Keep
objective eyes and concern on the phenomenon itself, and begin with the real beings

to be critical.”

152



References

Cheng Li, China at the Tipping Point, Top-Level Reform or Bottom-Up Revolution?
Journal of Democracy, vol. 24, no. 1, 2013.

Kenealy, D. & Kostagiannis, K (2013). Realist Visions of European Union: E.H. Carr
and Integration, Millenniun - Journal of International Studies, 41: 221.

LaCapra, D. (2003). Emile Durkheim: Sociologist and Philosopher, The Davies Group
Publishers.

Writing Center. APA style: Learning APA Style, Retrieved from
http:/ /www.apastyle.org/learn/

Writing Center. APA Style, Retrieved from
http:/ /writingcenter.waldenu.edu/APA . htm

153


http://www.apastyle.org/learn/
http://www.apastyle.org/learn/
http://writingcenter.waldenu.edu/APA.htm

154



4.12 Plagiarism in General Consideration

Plagiarism is not a proper way which the scholars and researchers should avoid. The
underlying ethics is rooted in the meritocracy that the academicians should be
“creative and authentic, sacred, fair, and faithful.” Two contrasting elements probably
interact to facilitate our understanding and to define the extent of plagiarism. That is,
the dimension between “authoritative and communicative” would play to perceive the
ethical guidelines about the issue. Plagiarism also involves, in the current context, an
aspect of property right concept and the standard of social ethics (Blum S.D., 2009).
This means that we are not easy to give any definite dealings of the issue, but rather
being flexible or transformative varying with the progress of society and the
circumstances involved. You may see that there is this kind of issue even in the ancient
times. The informative era, on the other hand, now enables the “turnitin” to check out
the potential misconduct of students by an automated way. The circumstances may
allow them a bit amorphous if the issue is dealt in a differing context.

While the infringement of intellectual property rights incurs the damages or
preventive measure in civil actions, the court would find the rule from the statutes or
case laws, and ultimately from the conscience of judges. Of course, the standard of
professional society would guide principally. There have been lots of precedents in
Korea surrounding the hopefuls of public office involving the issue. In this case, the
extent of plagiarism means far less on the normal standard. For the nature of
circumstances in traditional Korea, the standard is very harsh effectively tarnishing
them in some popular dynamics.

A plagiarism generally has presupposed the kind of written expression, and may get
extended to the proper scope in concordance with the evolution of ways of
expression. We may, in the future, have to consider the expression of videotapes

concerning a plagiarism.
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In this complicated era of high technology, therefore, we are led to rethink the
institution of plagiarism. I suppose that the issue is critically intertwined with “creative
and authentic” against “common.” It often offers a drawing line between the common
knowledge and author’s words whether we have to cite. As we learn, then, critical
thinkers are definitively free from any fear of or claims from the plagiarism. Critical
thinkers stood, as a matter of definition outside from the author’s writing, that he
could not be cast in any way of plagiarism accusation. They learn or read critically,
who is other than the author, by analyzing, synthesizing, pointing to the bias or
strengths of authors (Study Notes, 2013).

They are not merged into the author, and still being far remote in chances if they
submit themselves to the expression of author. They are “communicative,” but at the
same time “authoritative,” to be well prepared to produce an original research and

disseminate them by teaching, coaching, and mentoring.
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4.13 The Extent of Student Plagiarism

In assessing the extent of plagiarism, there seems be some standard possible as
guided by the viewpoints of Walden and the Indiana University (Walden Catalog,
2013). A most patent and serious way of plagiarizing would perhaps be a wholesale
copying of the other’s paragraph or sentences without an acknowledgement. In this
case, APA guides the cited paragraphs or sentences should be quoted with an adequate
form (APA, 2011). If more than forty words are directly cited, it should be presented
in block. An accurate form of citation is required by providing the page number. The
page number appears in parenthesis outside the quotation mark with the punctuation
at the end.

They come in a delicate way, to say, using other ideas, including the views, opinions
and insights, but often are considered as plagiarism if without an acknowledgement
(Study Notes, 2013). Two aspects are pertinent. The researchers are free to present a
common knowledge without an acknowledgement. On the other, APA style
requirement squarely operates to govern (APA, 2011). The lessons through the weeks
propetly apply to this context, and a correct citation work would prevent any potential
plagiarism. The acknowledgement, on this stream, should not be limited, rather be
better to flourish demonstrating that we are interdependent, learning and informing as
an expert on the field. It likely gets on dynamics that the researchers are “authoritative”
on his independent and creative work, while showing we are “communicative” to lead
the competitive knowledge from the past and for the future research efforts.

The third extent of plagiarism is concerned about the error, in which the
researchers paraphrases the phraseology or metaphor to present the ideas as own
(Study Notes, 2013). This extent of plagiarism generally has the nature of being feeble

and less fundamental, but incurs a basic plane of misconduct. This plagiarism may rise

157



to be serious as same above, however, if the extent is prevalent over the written work.
Metaphor and characteristic or original phrases, in many cases, represent the art skills
of author or contain an academic value in its own way. That may, in some cases, serve
to create one independent preserve of science. We occasionally come across the
wonderful words to direct and guide us to some of meditation. The author may sing
the phrases to penetrate the whole of his delivery. For example, Justice Holmes
famous phrase, “Law is nothing but the words delivered by the judges in the
courtroom.” That would allow us to be clear between the common law and civil law
traditions. It also implies that the sociological way of legal dealings is realistic and
demanding. The dissertators usually begin with famous words, which symbolize the
mainstream of viewpoints in their specific field. The words and sentences, as in these,
could even be used to cover the whole of discourse in the field. Then, they proceed to
present their ideas and explain their findings. The famous phrases should be criticized
for the case of dissertators working on new theory, never being that which could be
cited without an acknowledgement. We, therefore, agree on its value to credit the
sources. They possess value, in which the phrases, if original or characteristic, are not
to be sung without payment. We can sing “Kang Nam style by Psy” freely, but should
be paid in any context if it was used in other discography. We may be free in the
lecture room, but it is impermissible in a scholarly written work. If it is so famous to
amount to the level of common knowledge, we are exempt from the citing
requirement.

The researchers would be discouraged to find a plagiarism from others. They feel
unfair and regret his efforts to be futile (Reinfrow, 2009). This would well be
analogous to the context of peer students who are equal under the exam competition.
For the students themselves, it is discouraging like the kind of impermissible early start

at the line of hundred meter race. This aspect would now, in some cases, aggravate to the
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status of litigation when the copy right is secured.
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4.14 Strategies to Avoid Plagiarism

As mentioned, plagiarism could not survive if we are truly a critical thinker. It is
definitely a way to avoid the scholarship of plagiarism, and we should keep in mind as
principle through the course of research or writing up work. It is important to
habituate the way of dealings in this direction, and that one of training issues as a

research professional. I devised several points, in strategy, to avoid plagiarism.

Set the stages to get through your research work and strictly separate them

untainted.

We may be required to produce two articles per year. In some cases, we perform a
funded research or engage in the project to produce a written work. As in every case
of humans, the engagement would perhaps operate in some of time sequence. If I
was asked to research the leadership topic and turn it in within two months, I would
plan, perform and write the article in some of time frames. Important is that we have
to separate the review of literature and writing up for the final thesis. For my personal
experience, the writer often fall to be merged into the phrases and ideas, which seduce
the researcher to be easy on the expression of author. Reading for the literature review
must be critical, and it is important to separate the reading work from two or three
days writing up work. As nearer the literature referred to, more likely the researcher

imbibe the ideas or words in an impermissible way.

Utilize the note taking lessons seriously.

If for any long scheme of research project, the separation above could make the

researcher an essayist as unassisted on his every way of preparation. Worse, his or her
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reading or review, would, to some extent, became useless along with the passage of
time. A note taking effectively saves this predicament, and constructively supports to
write their thesis (Gilomore, B, 2008). A note taking would less serve if it was not
critically made out. Critical reading requires the note to be summarized in his or her
own words. Smart note taking would certainly help to prevent any intentional or

unintentional plagiarism.

Do not take a research work realistically pressuring. Originality of research

findings are vital to give a lifeblood to every context.

It would allow the researcher to feel the kind of job satisfaction and pride as a
scholar. He or she needs not fear from any claim or reaction from the plagiarism. His
compliance will also ensure authors and teachers to get stable and pleasant, who feel
fair on the scholarly track. It also saves any redundancy of future researchers that
could be possibly put by the way the plagiarizer created. In some cases, the wicked
plagiarizer misleads the readers by not properly paraphrasing. In this case, they do not
cite, but worse, the paraphrased words convey different ideas from the original work
(Reinfrow, D., 2009). Then, there would perhaps be no scholar to get audacious of
plagiarism. Why, then, does plagiarism popularly sound on our ears and is available in
many news stories? One of prime reasons seem to rise in the context of pressure,
distraction and easy mind to abandon. Therefore, we need first to be wise when
undertaking a duty. If a time constraint is harsh, avoid to undertake. Given the topic is
hard and insurmountable in any sense, it is wise just to understand it, but better not to
try it, who could be susceptible to impermissibly borrow other’s splendid work. Large
funds may be a variable to push the researchers, but should keep balanced to measure

a practical context.
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Be a carnivore rather than feeble vegetarian.

Plagiarism can frequently occur when the researchers are insipid and uninteresting
on his or her topic. This group may easily practice transcribing the ideas with a minor
cosmetic change (Reinfrow, D., 2009). They feebly substitute the word “less” with
“fewer” or change the terms using a computer code. They may change the order of
sentence or paragraph, and spread the information within figure layout or so. It is basic
and effective way to hone into the topic, and be amused into that with other
interesting sources, but as a way of critical thinking. Bear in mind that the competent
and well prepared researchers are very willing to cite, and therefore, acknowledge the
other’s work (Gilmore, B. 2008). It is one strategy and should be a habit for us to be
active on citing. That serves a communication among the experts in the field and

increases the quality and merit of your article.
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4.15 Judging the Plagiarism: Ways to Find!

There could be a scope of guidance about judging a plagiarism. One may see it
rather formalistic if he or she adopts the counting method to weigh. For example, as
many as some number of same word in one sentence or paragraph may be found
plagiarized. Word to word plagiarism or paraphrasing way to escape may be captured
or prevented to use this type of approach. The sample test of Indiana University
seems to fall within this type, and many other institutions also rely on this method
(Frick, T., 2008). It is objective, as well as easy and fair to standardize. The other way
may go in any qualitative, and thus may involve a kind of consideration about the
dishonesty, academic integrity, or balancing of interests between the author and alleged
plagiarizer. In this way of approach, we are required to assess the above points of
consideration covering sanctity, creativity and authenticity, and fairness. Walden’s three
dimension also seems to be applicable properly (Study Notes, 2013).

The student’s work under review seems to plagiarize at the modest extent. I would
be gone to find it affirmative on the plagiarism misconduct if I am obliged to do. My
concern can be focused on several points in violation.

Though the mechanic rule of “number counting” may not find it plagiarizing, it is
problematic in the aspect of overall delivery. Two paragraphs under review intended
the same message, which raised the ill aspect among three groups, ie. doctors,
biomedical researchers, and consumers. The basic view or opinion is the same, but the
student work appears to convey it rather like that of author himself. This represented
the wrong impression of originality about the paragraph. That is still true if the
student author attached a citation at the end of paragraph. As worse in the context of
professional community, the purveyance of same views presented largely the same, but
in a curtailed way about some delicate points. In the original work, the author’s

information is not definite about the doctors in conflict of interest. Doctors usually,

163



not all doctors though, are fair on the biomedical research by providing a precaution in
any professional spirit. They may corrupt, but generally, rest in the kind of
professional ethics to explain. The point, in any way, seems to be given principally to
the biomedical research and commercial interests. Therefore, the student’s message has
the potential to be misled. The author of original work also implies that the
misdirected research may be effectively countered by other researchers. This point was
also curtailed to create an incomplete apprehension of reader. This kind of
degradation and lowering of the quality of information could be said one aspect of
evil consequence the plagiarizer could incur. The points of consideration above stated
seem to apply negatively since the author seems not creative or authentic.

In specific, the problem lies between the “indirect v. direct quotation.” For example,
the last sentence is very informative to point the reasons for being warped. The
readers probably like to know the exact nature of reasons, but they were curtailed to
headline the original messages. It is partial and incomplete to tarnish the accurate
nature of original message. Also perplexing is it of his five reasons if the original
message presents six points by semi-quotation mark. It might perhaps be truncating
the last two reasons into one. In my view, the student author should have to directly
quote the passage, or keep up more minded dealings in any authentic way by indirect
quotation. Also should the citation form previously learnt be properly applied.

A citation work also seems inappropriate if it be limited. All the sentences include
the same information to the original work. They all require a citation with the forms
having an author and years in indirect citation, and the page numbers should be

specified in direct quotation.
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4.16 Conclusion

The academic community has be “sacred and faithful,” in which dishonesty or
easiness is one of fatal vices. Plagiarism well contributes to disrupt the institutions they
serve as well as to stigmatize the failure of individual. A self-supervision is required to
shape a self to this dominant culture of academy (Blum, S. D., 2009). It is a pivotal
ethics unless we work in the plane other than publication, unlike the politicians,
businessmen, desk officers, and others. It might be a gossip if any president
plagiarized the paragraph of scholarly work, but would perhaps develop in other ways.
It is grateful to see the citing practice of common law judges in contrast the civil law
counterparts. In some cases, therefore, plagiarism may be considered, but generally less
serious in nature than the academicians. So the lesson is helpful to get it routine to be
critical (it cannot be acquired overnight), and to advance being positive for citing if
dubious. It is sacred to breed the student’s whole in person, and because his expression
may be left extant for long centuries. It is sacred that is constructed in a scientific way
of finding the truths, and supported in systemic way availing of the qualitative and
quantitative methodology. The scholatly way of dealings requires much toils and
efforts, and on the best wisdom of methods, which is inviolable if not on the customs

or standards of that specific community.
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Attachment 1: Paraphrasing: Example & Reflection
A Paraphrased Paragraph

O’Connor Argued that simplemindedness is the best way the anthor should employ in their work (O 'Conner, P, 2003).
As Greek Orators guide, the author has to have a clear idea to write (pp.195-196). We also need to distinguish between
the confusion and complexities. An simpleminded anthor can express the complexities clearly and not to confuse the readers
(pp. 195-196). The readers, however, usually do not blame the author, rather think the tongher expression means the
brilliance of authorship (pp.195-196). In truth, however, the prime cause lies in the anthor bimself, who is a positive actor.
Simplemindedness is really important for the anthorship, but can only be achieved by clear thinkers (pp. 195-196). It is
pivotal as shared understanding is the basic purpose in writing.

Reflection

In paraphrasing, there are several points that the author needs to consider (Study
Notes, 2013). Most importantly, the paraphraser should understand an original
message clearly, and convey the exact nature of it in his own words as best as possible.
In some cases, the careless or unconvinced paraphraser intentionally or unintentionally
commiits a loose citing work, and applies a mere cosmetic change (Renfrow, D., 2009).
This type of work may less accurately convey the original message, and, in some
delicate conditions, may embroil an argument or core theme of whole research work.
In some extremely dubious cases, the paraphraser could be better to employ a direct
quotation even though we generally prefer indirect quotation. A drawing line, as I
mentioned in the previous work, may involve the “authoritative and communicative”
dualism in the professional society. We are an author, but communicate with our peer
researchers. How could we face up if we inaccurately convey the friend’s statement?

Second, paraphrasing is inextricable given the nature of work, but can be easier
and amusing if we indulge in or are merged into our research and writing work.
Given any potentially amass of extant work on the research topic, the researcher could
not deal with their work as resting within his own domain. A creative or original work
is grounded on the existing source and the mazes of extant research. Many researchers,

not all though, depending on their field or other specific condition, usually begin
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with the literature review summarizing the existing work. We may need to rely on
others’ logic or expression to reinforce our message. It is inextricable, and in some
cases, evidences the competence and quality of author. It could situate the right
status of written work within the large ocean of that specific field. It can enable the
sound and constructive stream of research theme, which is also meaningful to the
future researcher. Given this nature of research work, it is best way to indulge in the
work and the author would be wiser if not lingering around any impermissible
efficiency by mere thieving or weak planting of others’ work (Blum S.D., 2009). Being
studious and amused, merging into the work, but standing on your critical mind, which
are usual with the creative thinker, would be the most concrete way to prevent
impermissible paraphrasing. A kind of soul-dom seems likely function to easily taste a
difference between the writing of creative thinker and weak staffer to camouflage or
just to fill the vacant pages (Blum S.D., 2009). That is so even if we do not have any
official or some clear and objective guideline about an impermissible paraphrasing
(Frick, T., 2008). Some paraphrasing would not summarize, but thesaurus-revision of
original work. That would absolutely not the case if we are a critical thinker.

Third, it would be highly advisable and important to flourish the citing cases if the
idea comes from others’ work. That is one strategy to prevent a plagiarism controversy
at the bottom line. That is also useful to construct a convenient traffic of
communication within any professional circle (APA, 2011). It also enriches an effect
of the research and reinforces the authoritative nature of writings. An aspect of
authoritativeness is interdependent actually, and would not be realized as a kind of
windfall from the heaven. Then, we see no reason why we would not patronize a citing
of others’ work. Again, the critical thinker would perform like a singer, musically
entertaining the citing of sources, which, in the event, ends up with presenting his

creative points of research.
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Fourth, paraphrasing may face the author in different circumstances. In some cases,
the author needs to summarize the whole of book by one sentence or small paragraph.
On the other hand, he or she may entangle with one or two paragraphs. They also may
have to deal with several pages to summarize. Each situation may lead the author to his
own tactics or stratagem. In some cases of hurried worker, a book description or
review comment may offer the basis of paraphrasing. A summary of article also gets
the author to have the idea of whole message in the article. In any chances, most
important is that the author should not present the idea of others, while
misrepresenting as if they are his own words. If dubious, it is better to cite in an
appropriate form of style (APA, 2011).

Conclusion

In preparing this work, I stepped through the above points in pondering. First, 1
inferred the core message which the author intended to convey around the key words.
They would be “simpleminded, confusion and clear writing, misdealing between the
author and readers.” This would help not falsify the intention of original author.
Second, I applied five cases of citing to give a proper credit for the original work. That
being said as above, we more frequently cite in many purposes. Of course, I made a
several times for reading to amuse the original message as well as for critical

understanding of the message. Finally, I paraphrased the paragraph in my own words.

169



References

APA (2011). Publication Manual of the American Psychological Association, APA. Washington
D.C.

Blum S. D. (2009). My Word!: Plagiarism and College Culture, Cornell University Press; 1
ed. Ithaca: NY.

Frick, T. (2008). How to recognize plagiarism. Retrieved from Indiana University of
Bloomington's School of Education department website:
http://www.indiana.edu/~istd /plagiarism test.html

O’Connet, P. (2003). Woe is 1: The grammarphobe’s guide to better English in plain English.
New York: Riverhead Books.

Renfrow, D. (2009). Awvoiding plagiarism. Retrieved from the University of California
Riverside's Library Department website:

http://library.ucr.edu/view=help/plagiarism2.html

Study Notes (2013): "Introduction to Scholarly Writing: Plagiarism and Academic
Integrity."

170


file:///C:/Users/USER/Documents/Dissertation-Summer-2016/:%20http:/www.indiana.edu/~istd/plagiarism_test.html
file:///C:/Users/USER/Documents/Dissertation-Summer-2016/:%20http:/www.indiana.edu/~istd/plagiarism_test.html
file:///C:/Users/USER/Documents/:%20http:/library.ucr.edu/view=help/plagiarism2.html
file:///C:/Users/USER/Documents/:%20http:/library.ucr.edu/view=help/plagiarism2.html
https://class.waldenu.edu/bbcswebdav/institution/USW1/201330_01/PH_PPPA/PPPA_8000/Week%2010/Resources/Resources/embedded/SN_Writing_Plagiarism_Ac_Integrity_6_09_2006-6.doc
https://class.waldenu.edu/bbcswebdav/institution/USW1/201330_01/PH_PPPA/PPPA_8000/Week%2010/Resources/Resources/embedded/SN_Writing_Plagiarism_Ac_Integrity_6_09_2006-6.doc

Attachment 2: Introduction to the Notable On-line Universities

# For more than 40 years, Walden University, an accredited institution, has helped
working professionals reach their educational goals. Walden degree and certificate
programs are designed to help students explore current market trends, gain relevant
skills that can be applied immediately in the real world, and create positive social
change in their lives and communities. Students are taught by faculty members who are
both scholars and practitioners, bringing academic perspective and practical experience
into the online classroom. This Minneapolis-based higher learning institution first
opened its doors in 1993, and today enrolls nearly 38,000 students, the majority of
whom are earning advanced degrees.

# Founded in 1932, Southern New Hampshire University has been offering online
programs for over 15 years and graduating successful professionals for over 75 years.
Today, this private, nonprofit university offers over 200 career-focused online degrees
and certificates to more than 75,000 distance learners, delivering the same quality,
student-centered educational experience as SNHU’s on-campus programs. All
academics at SNHU are designed to prepare students not only for today’s challenges
but tomorrow’s as well.

# Capella offers 154 degree options at the bachelor’s, master’s, and doctoral level, as
well as 51 certificates; more than 1,940 individual courses are also available. The
university also operates learning centers in 48 states and eight countries outside the
United States.

# Herzing has built a supportive community of faculty, staff, and fellow learners.
Founded in 1965 by Henry and Suzanne Herzing, the family legacy continues with
their daughter, Renée Herzing, as the university’s acting president. A private, nonprofit
institution, Herzing University has been recognized repeatedly as a member of the GI

Jobs List of “Military Friendly Schools” (most recently in 2017), and was recently
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ranked one of the “Best Online Bachelor’s Degree Programs” for the third
consecutive year by U.S. News & World Report.

# AIU Online is the virtual campus of American InterContinental University,
which has been providing higher education to professionals for more than 40 years.
Students can earn an associate’s, bachelor’s, or master’s degree in majors including
business, criminal justice, design, education, and information technology. Courses are
customized to provide applicable, industry-specific skills in the student’s area of
interest.

# Western Governors University (WGU) is a private, nonprofit, online university
based in Salt Lake City, Utah. The university was founded by 19 U.S. governors in 1997
after the idea was formulated at a 1995 meeting of the Western Governors Association.
The university uses a competency-based learning model, with students working online.
Scott D. Pulsipher is the current university president, having joined WGU on April 11,
2016; WGU's first president, Robert Mendenhall, is president emeritus and remains a
member of WGU's Board of Trustees. WGU offers courses that are accredited by
NWCCU, NCATE, CCNE, CAHIIM, and the ACBSP

# Strayer University offers graduate and undergraduate degree programs in areas
such as business, information systems, criminal justice, public administration,
management, education, health administration and other areas. The university also
offers undergraduate diplomas and certificates. Quarter systems allows students to take
more courses in a year than in a traditional semester system

# Although the University of Phoenix does not provide a separate online student
population total, our research indicates the University of Phoenix has the largest
online student population. The University of Phoenix, a pioneer in adult learning, is
the largest private university in North America. The university provides undergraduate

and graduate degrees in high-demand fields such as business, nursing, education, and
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technology.

# Liberty University, offers more than 100 undergraduate and postgraduate degree
programs in business, education, criminal justice, nursing, and in other fields. The
university also offers certificate programs. Liberty University reports having the lowest
tuition rates among top online colleges.

# Ashford University provides graduate and undergraduate degree in over 50
programs. The university offers degrees in business, education, healthcare, the sciences,

and other areas.

173



174



5. Campus and Universities-
The Kind of Military
Camp & Arsenal

The following had been prepared in view of the principles and practicalities
exchanged over the years of peer communication and data collection within the
methodology classes. They had been generated along with the APPENDIX V from
the longitudinal observations and by applying the data analysis techniques. You also
can grasp a number of global rankings, which I imagine as a product from the
international body managers.

5.1 Introduction to Exhibit I in the Appendix III

The academic strengths of institution were based on the NRC data that were
released in 2010 and 1996. The data basically purported to provide the assessment of
quality for the doctoral programs, but is considered to show the wvariety and
commitment of institutions to teach and research. Given the specific ranks essentially
came with the quality of doctorate programs, the number of programs evaluated and
ranked indicates the width and depth of institutional performance as a whole. Often
the institutions came with the first impression about the scope of offerings with the
three levels of degree programs, such as 150 programs for bachelors, 100 programs
for masters, and 60 programs for the doctorate. That is the first and last lens to look at
the educational institutions, and is considered as foremost at the basic and most
attribute. This is despite such popular perception from the rampant ranking schemes
nationally and globally. It is related with the very basic function and role of institutions
and shows the total level of intelligence and contribution which turns on the benefit
of students eventually. Since the college education, especially at the undergraduate
level, is liberal and interdisciplinary — of course, interdisciplinary nature had gradually

come stressed with the graduate education — this aspect of institutions is viewed in
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emphasis.

The problem is how to draw the pertinent information to measure this reality.
Besides the mere number of programs with the university website, the number of
NRC rated programs would inform us more propetly that there was set a practical
limitations with the least number of doctorates at five and fits within the purpose of
national scheme of doctoral studies. It shows the operability of programs and its
academic meaning that was assigned most of value to measure the whole populace of
institutions, say, faculty, undergraduate, masters and doctorates. It is unique with the
educational administration of US, but in some cases over the global jurisdictions, the
nations, such as Korea, would have a similar data compiled by the ministry of
education. For example, we can confirm that Minnesota comes second with 74
programs rated or UC Berkeley with 52 programs for the tenth place, while Seoul
National University doctoral programs are officially acknowledged at 50 indications of
doctoral field and Yomses will come with 45 indications. In other cases, perhaps more
liberal or private without this kind of data, the measure would be based on the
webpage of institutions to be adjusted specifically with the contingencies of each
nation or region.

Another indicator to measure the academic strengths of institution is to look into
the publications of faculty. The number of publications, including the books and
articles, indicate the quality of faculty and their commitment to the research. It could
be measured as per capita of faculty or at gross that I applied the second method. The
indicator shows the basic operation of academics for each institution, which could not
be substituted with other applied point of angles, such as citation or major faculty
awards. That is because such applied lens to view the institutions can lead us to the
distortion heavily affected by the western dominance (Clifford & Marcus, 1986). The

assessment of college and university comes different from that of graduate or research
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degree programs. It was principally oriented to measure the effect of institutions on
the undergraduate education. It comes vastly with the national context of educational
aims that an immense focus on the number of contributions to the internationally
prestigious journals and quality of professional communication of faculty, often
critical in rating the rankings of the global universities should be neither such
determinative nor highly discriminative. In other aspect we may also challenge that it
can be some outdated privileges if many on-line journals now serve the need of India
and China, most populated countries in the world — hence implications of universal
college education-- and lend a space to exchange the scholarly views. We would not say
that their educational service is defunct merely because they work based on the less
prestigious journals, especially in terms of college education other than graduate level.
The articles or books, far from the Nobel prizes or massive scholatly attractions with
citations, can well be more precious and valuable in terms of college education.
However, we cannot obtain a specific data with the integrity and system to measure
any exactly the whole of institution’s publications. Therefore, the Leiden ranking of
publications were partly considered, which is based on some level of journals. In the
case of US, 2007 studies from the Chronicle of Higher education was considered, in
which the professor’s publication was assessed on the basis of whole number of books
and articles to yield the ranking of each programs. This type of data can be identified
in other countties, of course, more probable in the developed countries. In the global
scale, the indicators of Webometrics or institutional rankings compiled by the Spanish
Academy can allow to refer to the similar nature of information in this concern.
Although the rating agencies would request to offer the data for the basis of their
assessment, the request often can possibly be neglected or responded unfaithfully at
considerable extent as we may know previously from the rating scheme of Russian

agencies. Then the ways of measure through the web search can provide any most

177



comprehensive exposure of global institutions by the investigation of institution’s
website or on-line performance. It also is reflexive of the kind transformation sparked
by the revolutionary change of electronic lives or professional communication. The
international and national sources of information in this kind were combined and
assessed to yield the final rankings of academic strength.

The other indicator to measure the academic strengths of institution stems from
the consideration of research funding, As the money is most tangible evidence as a
support of research, thus, very critical to measure the quality of research by the faculty.
Besides the citation and faculty award, it could be more practical and competitive if
money is an element. The weakness of this measure, however, is only covered in the
planning stage of research, hence, input than output. In terms of graduate education,
this indicator seems more highly relevant since the funding is essentially related with
the recruitment of graduate students and common development as a professional
researcher between the recruiting faculty and students (Gergen, 1994). Often the labs
and groups can be formed on this basis to produce the kind of professional
researchers with their nest. In terms of undergraduate education, it is seemingly less
relevant, but I considered it still crucial since the funding competition becomes more
intensified -- important point to view the strengths of faculty, who ultimately is
responsible for the undergraduate students in the classroom. The measure of this
indicator is not so challenging unlike other ones since the monetary terms are any
more than universal at the global scale. And each nation certainly produces this type of
data, and can be integral for the whole of global universities.

For example, Harvard may come eighth in this statistics with a little less than 1.0
billion dollars, Oxford and Cambridge or University of Tokyo may rise at the place of
19 or 22 with 700 million or 600 million dollars. Since I had a temporal factor to

provide a view for the graduates of colleges and universities from 1990 through 2010,

178



my assessment of data is longitudinal in coverage over more than twenty years roughly
coming with such period. It means, for example, that the University of Michigan and
Berkeley in California may fare at second and eleventh place in the 2014 statistics of
National Science Foundation. Besides, I can consider the unique university, UW-
Madison over than twenty years compilation, which had fared within the range of top
five institutions. In this way, the global rankings were compiled to yield the final
ranking of this qualitative inquiry on the college and university rankings. In this
concern, we can refer to the patent statistics and number of doctorates awarded,
which also comes as same that is an important indicator for the graduate education,
but comes less significant in terms of my basic perspective about the original role of
university education. As the undergraduate populace is vast, we may propetly be
reflexive to contemplate what the colleges and universities are expected to play. The
number of patent applications is related with the sense that the academic staffs are
rather on the role of independent professional than educators.

The number of awardees at doctorate level implies that the graduate education
flourishes and thus more creative and research- oriented often led to the quality of
faculty. This kind of indicators reflects the competitive capitalism or elite education to
wake after the transformative global community (Giddens, 1991). Nonetheless, the
theme in my case is what the original role of colleges and universities is and what it
means for the universal education at the undergraduate level, most crucial stakeholders
in the university (Hatch, 2002). As the faculty is a primary player to engineer the
colleges and universities, they have a plenty of reason for the creative research and
innovation, and preferably with the earnings and profits. Hence, it is necessary to
consider this factor, but not in any gross share. One challenge in the context of college
ranking is that it is only related with the engineering or applied natural science. Of

course, we generally share in awareness that the massiveness in terms of the college
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and university population, including the students and faculty, is also characteristics of
current college education and, hence, most important discriminating factor in the
international college ranking. That is a part of reason that Caltech may come a top
ahead Harvard occasionally or similar with the UC Berkeley. This pattern of
institutions may well be compared with the kind of institutions, such as University of
Chicago, Yale, NYU and Brown University.

Between the overall citation statistics and that of humanity and social science
available at 2008 Thomson Reuter, we can hint on this pattern, if the University of
North Carolina comes as top class ahead of those institutions while it performed less
strong in the citations of whole field. This aspect was considered as eclectic to evaluate
the academic strengths of institution. The patent statistics have been compiled by
concerned institutions, and not so challenging to confirm. Some institutional
adjustment was made if the University of California comes first for the whole ten
campus. Now we turn to see new Nobelists this year -- considered as top honors for
the faculty, which is some part of factors for the university rankings. Therefore, it can
be a source of competition for the sensitive universities who invited even for the
temporal period of time to increase the international awareness or priority in the
college rankings. In this sense, I have assigned more value with the number of alumni
than the faculty members, who received the prize. Of course, it should be
corroborating with my focus that there can we consider many of faculty awards much
implicated with the context of national education, such as the national medals of
science from the global jurisdictions (Guba, 1989).

Finally, the social aspect of institution based on the ranking of Facebook and
Twitter needs to be considered that it is essentially intertwined with the intellectual
aspect of college people beyond the social activities (1989). It also partly relates with

the broad impact of institutions at global and national scale. I also viewed that the
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happiness concept of institutions is another important theme as we occasionally
experience with the concerned people. Most importantly, the Facebook or Twitter now
partly is the space of intellectual exchange of views and public opinions. A short
comment in such social media from the influential scholars would be any echoing than
hundreds-page books. We, of course, including the college people, can learn the
essence of public issues and point of contentions. The informed people also could
raise his view and opinions that was not feasible in the earlier years without such space.
Along the transformation of our living mode, this aspect explains some part of
institutional strength although little in share. Besides the direct ranking from Klout or
others, the above Webometrics was utilized to compile the ranking, despite minimally,
although it is neither immediate nor direct in terms of data attribute. There are some
countries, of course, developed countries oftentimes, which compiled and published
this type of data. The sources of this kind, globally and nationally, were considered to

yield the final ranking.

181



5.2 Introduction to Exhibit II in the Appendix III

I consider the methodology is the kind of cornerstone to yield a creative
knowledge and thus definitive in forming the better world views. Let me kindly
illustrate one example about the college selection of prospective international
students who explored an option to study in the university other than US
institutions. His major was one subject within the humanity and social sciences, and
considered a pertinent guide available. Nowadays, many national and international
source of college guides are publicly available, but his times would have scanty
resources that provided a view for the prospective students. Among them, the
Gourman report is one of popular ranking source around 1990’s. The current
sources, such as QS and other international rankings would just follow that report
around some years later in time sequence. The US news and world report, one other
national source, would uniquely be in parallel with the report in terms of time span
of reporting. Both began reporting around 1970’s and 1980’s while the current
ranking sources were given a birth in the new millennium. The Gourman report was
compiled and reported by Dr. Gourman, a counselor of Department of Education
for the US government, and was published in the commercial version by the
Princeton Review in 1997. My purpose here is twofold: (i) the qualitative method is
one of best way to deeply look into the humans and universe; (ii) to provide the
view of world best universities for the entering class around 1997 through 2003.

Since the rating of institutions in this report is based on the academic curriculum,
quality of teaching, research performance and campus facilities, i.e., mostly on the
university libraries, it may dominantly be of quantitative piece except for some
portions. Nevertheless, we can find the strand of qualitative approach with the
separate deals for a major respective region, such as US and International sections.

As we see, the most determinative query, in terms of research method discourse,
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would be, "what the researcher actually likes to know?" This query can lead to an
adequate selection of methods between the three holds in practice, say, quantitative,
qualitative, and mixed. Now we have vastly been bent on the quantitative method in
generating an international ranking, such as measure of faculty publications and
citations or so. It would be very kind to put some qualitative description of specific
institution or special advice for the selection of colleges or subjects. The
quantitative generalization, however, has a weakness to remain merely within the
general description of populace. Furthermore, the quantitative factors may
massively be on the field of engineering or natural science as the international rating
agency itself is submissive.

The fields are the kind of gold slot to generate the uniform scale of rating since
the terms, versions and intelligence of those fields would be shared virtually at
universal extent within the global professionals. From this attribute, the scale of
measure can be uniform and persuasive for the stakeholders. This quality can no
longer be held still strongly through the field of humanity and social science, in
which the interest holders, such as prospective students in that area of study, would
look for other more adequate guides or reference. Provided if the cultural, linguistic,
and regional particulars are any more powerful factor that governs the area of such
academics, their inquiry naturally turns on the qualitative nature (Huber & Whelan,
1999; Henry, 1989). The Gourman report can be seen responsive to this need, and
provides a good point of reference for the qualitative understanding in terms of
wortld view. It separated a region leading to the quality of acculturation, realistic
view of wortld politics and discourse, and some of linguistic adaptation, though
simply imperfect. As we note, the keys of qualitative studies may be illustrated with
the kind of purposeful sampling in the stage of data collection or identification of

patterns through the data analysis.
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The Gourman report corroborates with this trait of qualitative inquiries if it is
regional and grouped with an adequate details of presentation. Therefore, the
studies of Dr. Gourman can be viewed as the mixed approach at exact terminology,
and the blending and adaptation are a critical process to form a world view of his
research findings. In this respect, we can see the kind of intrinsic from the current
international rankings, so that they are not detailed through the faculty, master and
doctorate and truncated into one unit, while the national rankings, particularly with
the US sources, are gone otherwise. You can find the ranking of undergraduate
institutions in the United States and that of international institutions below, which 1
blended to produce the global rankings, for example, between the Academia de
Paris and Princeton University. The rest of blending and adapting can be elaborated
with the concerned institutions or people who were the students in that period of
time. Besides the particulars of humanity and social science, I also should be
concerned of small colleges, such as Amherst, Oberlin, and others from the US
institutions. This aspect is also pertinent, for example, the small or Grand Ecoles
from France and special schools, such as Berkeley College or Julliard and
conservatories for the European music schools. These schools are particularly the
kind of exteriors that deserve a qualitative rating with the in-depth studies.
Therefore, the UWNW will separate the ratings between the doctoral level
universities and colleges. The special rating agency also may rate their field, for
example, LA source for the world drama schools, and the National Jurist for the
most affordable-library law schools (Hurteau, Houle, Mongiat, 2009).

The blending and adapting exemplified between the Academie de Paris and
Princeton University have been based on several points of consideration that
eventually came tied for the top place of world — for example, (i) they are within a

respective region that the liberal and social intelligence originated and now
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flourishes -- this quality was reflected in one case that the national research centers,
such as CNRS, Chinese or Russian Academy, play a pivotal role leading their
intelligence and understanding of the world so as to be rated in the SCImago (ii)
Paris, the original state of modern university system traced back to early of 13"
century, and Princeton university for the national identity of United States (iii)
besides the Gourman ranking, the institutions contributed to the world civilization
massively over the humanity and social science and via production of Nobelists (iv)
I considered the balance of power, the terms of international politics, through the
weighing of global intelligence on equal footing — the view is the kind of art, as
blended or adapted with uni/bi/multi-polarity, with the political scientists as if it
would be with the qualitative researchers who rate the two distinct pans of
intelligence, say, continental and US (National Academy of Science, 2000; Marty &
Appleby, 1993; Koro-Ljungberg & Greckhamer, 2005).

The qualitative researcher also does a best practice to identify the pattern of data,
which could be applied to the data analysis. For example, the universities or Ecoles
in Paris generally would arise from the common leverage as we note in Parisien or
numbered name of universities, and are expected of public concept concerning the
pattern of academics, common interchange and uniform supervision of doctoral
studies with the Sorbonne scholars, as well as a number of specialized Ecoles under
the title of Academie de Paris (Amstrong, Gosling, Weinman, Marteau, 1997; Carter,
1993).” It is useful to consider one institution, CEDS Paris -- a small graduate
oriented institution, hence, out of scope of global ranking (Connelly, 1990). The
institution provides the form of title page of doctoral dissertation embosomed with
such logo, and often the doctoral supervisors are from the Paris universities.

Then the researcher could identify this pattern of academic phenomenon with

the capturing name of institutions, Academie de Paris, when rating the institutions
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by means of blending and adapting, in which the expanded coverage might be
feasible for the small institutions, especially in the case of doctoral studies as once
shown in the Technical Report III (Boland, 1995; Eaves, 2001). I considered more
salient importance from the undergraduate ranking for the US universities -- around
70 percent from the total -- since the essential role will be to educate the general
level of intellectuals, and vast in student populace. That is in contrast while graduate
ranking shall be made more projected (same percent from the total) in the
international universities that often the source of international commonality or
sharing -- especially if combined with the US universities -- most facile derives from
the graduate level of education. The undergraduate education in this frame can be
more adequately assumed as subject to the graduate level of student and faculty in
the case of international universities. In this way, we finally yield the overall global
ranking. Below do we see part of sources from the rankings.

I have made a brief exploration of qualitative method as well as the importance
of blending and adapting to generate a deep knowledge of humans and universe.
This type of approach could grow and be viewed as more adequate in this post-
modern global village, and it would not be unwise that is to be encouraged of this

way of research and awareness.

186



Table 38 Typology of Global Rankings

University Wide + Subject

University Wide Only

us THE QS ARWU CWUR NTU
News Rankin g/
Scientific
Papers
Overall Overall | Overall +| Overall & + |Overall +| Overall
+22 +6 5 fields | 54 Subjects 227 +6
subjects | Categories | + 46 subjects | Fields + 14
Subjects (largest) | subjects

G-factor
Leiden Ranking
Nature Index
Round University Ranking
Webometrics

Others: uniRank: https://www.4icu.org/about/index.
htm

Eduroute http://www.eduroute.info/ Etc.

Scholatly papers ex) http://dx.doi.org/10.11648/j.edu.2
0150405.23
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6. A Supplementary for Notes,

Corrections and History

# The final rank in table 1 only portrayed 13 institutions, which were considered to
most probably top over the global law schools. From my 2015 article on research
doctoral programs in law. you may conjecture that John. C. Coffee for New York
University School of Law and Robert E . Scott for University of Michigan Law School
could effect change on previous ranking according to the frame of researcher. Given
that variable, Columbia, NYU and Michigan would rise along with Cambridge. While
Penn and London dropped behind the scene, Heidelberg and Illinois had been
recognized as one of top graduate and research doctoral programs in the world.
Through the ranking methodology, you may note that a cook on such distinction
between group or individual and social or capitalistic tasted to address the character of
community. As you read, I applied a total number-based approach for Humanities and
Social Science impact ranking in the 2015 article. The justice for the quality of main
group and society, such as the characteristic of disciplines or community of
scholarship, deserves a gravitation. Unlike a law discipline, the picture of Exhibit III in
the article is contaminated with many of European institutions, the kind of socialistic
tradition of community. Given the educational ranking stands on the soil of addresses
and consumers of ranking, it is thought to be more apposite to treat as a group or
based on total number, which is other than the community of individual purse. As I
attached my article in the Appendix II and linked in the end of chapter 3, please refer
if you are interested.

# The chapter 2 is primarily designed to follow up with my previous publication for
two doctoral programs, "A Teacher and Researcher: A Scratch on the Science

Community and Meaning of Evaluation with the Research." Therefore, the
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presentation in that article remains valid to complement with this book content. First,
the reason to rank underlies the lack of precise ranking source for two doctoral
programs. Second, degree impact ranking in the article and book may be an important
factor for consideration (55%), which is not perfect though. Third, other factors, such
as faculty productivity or scholarly impact(15%), general reputation of law school
(15%), and overall research performance of university, should come into play to yield a
final doctoral ranking for the B-type student group, for example. Fourth, I largely
reinstated, therefore, the previous ranking of 2015 publication and 2016 ranking
shown at Table A1 "Consulting-Based Research Doctorate in law Ranking." However,
you need to consider a change for the final rank of institutions as above-mentioned
and Table 1 shows, which is especially due to the change of methodology. The 2016
ranking was compiled within the article titled "The Graduate Law Degree Holders in
the Legal Education Market: Evidence from the US, Rankings and Implications,"
which also was linked in chapter 3.

# Under each category of factors, of course, variables can be schemed according
to a respective rater, for instance, fellowships for Guggenheim, ALI, AAAS and many
others-often entailed to a resume of law professors or peer review score or law journal
rankings and etc. under the general reputation category. In that case, the evaluators or
consultants need to be wiser as well as lenient to consider the particular national
context of variables. For instance, excessive ratio for ALI or AAAS membership may
foil other basis of researchers, say, the Russian or Chinese legal scholars, when the
ranking goes global. In any case, the approach with publication statistics seems most
universal about persuasion at this point of time concerning scholatly excellence
measurement. That is simply valid when we take account of practice from other
ranking sources. So I also started with Most Cited as a basis of educational consulting

or evaluation. For some cases, a rater may discard the overall aspect of university
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research performance when he or she works entirely in the end to rate the strength
of legal research program in law (ie., 20%-faculty, 25%-law school, 55%-degree
impact). Four factors above would do good when the evaluator advises applicants for
their preference to select the program institutions. As a reminder, my ranking formula
was designed to highlight the effectiveness of degree holders, which comes to contrast
with usual deals, what we see as faculty-oriented. The high ranked graduates or
students may be proud "we learned from the caliber of faculty." The high ranked
graduates or students in my case would be proud, "we are able to be a good legal
researcher or professor if to follow the senior alumni faithfully." So I simply affirmed
that there could be a plethora of formula leading to a different rank, which I am
granted to expect.

# As you see in Table 10 and 11, I had been consistently equal for the two sources
of ranking so that you will find two rankings tied through the end of list. An
exception will be noted for the top two institutions in both appendices. My rationale is
to assimilate both ranking lists with other usual commercial products in forms and
style, to say, usually one institution at top. Additionally, the number of graduate
students between US and UK was considered to decorate the top in Table 10 (more
graduate students for US, hence, viewed more prosperous). The current status and
practice of science wotld on publication and journals concerning scholars' language
was taken into account to determine a solo top in Table 11. The kind of idea, reversed
discrimination or affirmative action in the US terms of justice, was applied to give a
preference to the French school provided that publication outlets mostly would be in
English.

# Given my all-time approach, the pattern of scholarly impact is interesting on
trend. It is relatively consistent and steady as years continue, which is because the law

studies fall somewhere between the arts or humanities and social science. On one hand,
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old pieces of work can be taken as a classic to draw the scholarly attractions
notwithstanding the time of publication. Nevertheless, such aspect is a matter of
degree that the decline also occurs as same to the works of natural science or
engineering. My assumption here is that the landscape and classification within
Shapiro's formula stands good to understand the scholarship of jurisprudence and
legal science. So you could refer to the 2015 publication although I yielded a new
ranking purely on the per capita and total share of most cited LLM/SJD or PhD in
law degree recipients. It has a reason provided that Most Cited in Shapiro in various
categories can mean more than total of authors' citation in a specific institution
because of its impression and subject identity to the scholars and students. Ranking
most cited articles (other than authors or scholars) also has an independent consort
despite a small number of total among all legal scholars. So the approach is very
delicate and post-modernistic to measure the institutional strength of law discipline
while the ranking in 2021 version is fairly straightforward and penetrating with definite
13 institutions. The degree year, say about LLM or SJD, PhD in law, also needs to be
considered provided that those degrees may be earned later in lifetime so that works
after the year should only be included for counting cites. If evaluator believes that the
graduate law degrees later achieved is insubstantial or unrelated with academic
accomplishment as per training, the scholars of sort may be excluded from ranking
consideration even about the works afterward. As Shapiro hinted, no error to include
all most cited workers could not be warranted so that researcher has to plunge to hear,
feel and espionage for any unearthed cite monsters. For example, he may note Eugene
Volokh, if not a graduate law degree recipient in the event, for his amounting wake to
earn citations recently. As said, new 50s for the list Most Cited could change because
time intervened. Therefore, alteration could be feasible which is thought neither

extensive or traded off as in Harvard case. The range can be newly set according to
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the judgment of respective author (which I encourage to deal with our post-modern
reality) or all degree holders may be investigated as I attempted on my 2016 article.
The researcher may set a cut-off number for inclusion, for instance, 3,000, 4,000,
5,000 and so for journal citations with yearly increase, 3,200 (of course, 4,200, 5,200),
3,400, 3, 600 and on.

# While the ranking had been updated as you read in Chapter 2, it is not bad that
you can also use the 2015 ranking for its independent ground of ranking methodology.
Carol Smart originally from Shapiro's was not considered for Sheffield because her
degree was PhD in socio-legal studies. The kind of ambiguity in degree name as in
Professor Smart's case may resolve at the discretion and judgment of respective
evaluator concerning whether to include or not. If included, Sheffield may come up
with some place of ranks in 2015 publication although her cites count might be nanny.
Again, her impression and impact on British or global academia is precious in my case,
although there could be other degree institutions with authors of more cites at total
while she was on the list for one book as most cited. My formula, of course, does not
cruelly oust other institutions, which I hate as you feel in my book title. The rest of
unranked institutions would not be farther so that Stanford or Berkeley, Duke, and so
(based on other ranking sources, such as USNW, ARWU, THE or QS) should follow
immediately after University of Pennsylvania or Sheffield, whose ranks then appear as
usually around. Global truncation is not desired as this work is post-modernistic and
against mass deals fueling a desperateness, derangement or discrimination, which is
never preferred with the cause of globally familial community and consequent
humanity. Of course, you will imagine, then, the ranks of other global institutions
according to many plausible groups of comparison, which should come shoulder to
shoulder with US law schools, considered most prominent at Westlaw or Lexis /Nexis.

# Given a national group preferred by evaluator for reasons (such as language or
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distinct legal system), Seoul National University or Korea and Yonsei universities may
come right after Penn or Sheffield with equal ranks to Stanford, Duke and Berkeley or
so. This model of ranking design may multiply on the selection of evaluators with
their cause and rationale about the group of law schools or program institutions. The
ranked institutions in each group should not be discriminated with rationale and global
policy of universalism, philanthropy, as well as idealistic and humane constitutionalism
for oneness. For Asian case other than Korean group, Beijing or Tsinghua university,
of course, may have no reason to be deranged from top 12 law schools or graduate
degree programs. This context of new ranking parade may extend to Heidelberg or
Munich, University of Complutence, McGill, Toronto and so on, according to the
language scholars mainly use or legal system as well as national culture and system of
legal education.

# In Chapter 5, U-Multirank has been available for reference since 2014. It is a part
of EU educational project and covers 850 higher educational institutions in 70
countries. The strength of this ranking resides in its flexibility to read the data enabling
to create his or her own ranking, and now lately is added as one of global ranking for
the box of global typology. Meanwhile, it is corrected that the RUR ranking provides a
couple of subject ranking.

# In history, the rating doctoral education is known to be exercised three times,
1982, 1996 and 2010. As common and sympathetic to the interested parties and public
concerning the ranking materials, disagreement and criticism are not unusual. From
the research doctorate, national and global rankings, intellectuals and experts are not
few tantalizing to discuss the methodology and criticize the weaknesses or flaws of
methodology. For example, the survey method is prone to mislead the goal of rating
for various reasons, e.g., the pro-state or flagship university bias in the federal system

of United States, less exposed, unserious or even pranking respondents to the
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surveyed area, and so. This does not mean if other ways of rating based on
documentary evidence or scholastic record, for example, publications and citations,
research funding, faculty award, SAT and GRE score is perfect and credible that one
can be entirely relied. Despite its often sophistication and complexion, the method can
be criticized for far-changeable regression or structural bias to distill new proposal as
construction problems for final ranking, to say a few. In some cases, the report of
ranking may be discredited for the methodological problem.

# In the main text, I have provided meta-information and ranking results as aided with
the NRC assessment and USNW graduate programs ranking. With respect to the
historic insights, I have added the doctoral ranking of publication dimension compiled
by the Conference Board of Associated Research Councils(CBARC) in 1982. It was
the first time exercise that NRC participated with other three educational organizations
and overcome the flaws of previous efforts addressing the increasing need to assess
the doctoral education systemically and in an organized manner. Around the ethos and
concern to national workforce committed to rank, Goldberger, Maher, & Evert

described,

“The Studies of Huges, Keniston, Cartter and Roose and Anderson,
relied entirely on reputational measures and were criticized for this (See
for example, Dolan 1976; Harnett, Clark, and Baird, 1978)
Participants at a 1976 conference on the Assessment of Quality Graduate
Education Program organized by the CBARC identified some of the uses
to be....What was needed, 1976 conference concluded, was a study
“limited to research-doctorate programs and designed to improve the
methodologies in earlier studies (John, Lindzey and Coggeshall, 1982...”
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Table 42

Number of Top Score Doctoral Programs

Rank Institution 1" Ranked Programs
(A +B)*
1 UW-Madison 10
2 UC-Berkeley 9
3 MIT 8
3 Harvard 8
5 UCLA 6
6 Michigan 4
6 Minnesota 4
6 Stanford 4
9 Cal Tech 3
9 Yale 3
11 Chicago 2
11 Illinois 2
11 Princeton 2
11 UC-Davis 2
15 Colorado State 1
15 NYU 1
15 Purdue 1
15 UC-San Francisco 1
15 U.Penn 1

196




Table A

Rank

Institution

1982Report***
(pub.)

UWNW**

18t ranked

—_

UW-Madison

2

UC-Berkeley

UCLA

Michigan

Harvard

Illinois

Minnesota

4
2
2
2
2
2

N N W] W A~ A SN

Chicago

1

Colorado State

1

MIT

1

Purdue

Stanford

UC-Davis

U-Penn
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Washington****
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Table B

Rank

Institution

1982 Report

(rPu.)***

UWNW**

18t ranked

—_

MIT

7

UC-Berkeley

5

Harvard

UW-Madison

Cal Tech

Yale

Stanford

Minnesota

Princeton

DN DN DN W W

UCLA

0| oo oo oo | ol U Al W] DN

Michigan
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—_
\S}

Chicago

—_
\S}

NYU

—_
[\

UC-Davis

—_
[\

UC-San Francisco
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Table 43

The Number of Top 10 Doctoral Programs

Rank Institution 1982 Report** USNWR*** Total
1 UW-Madison 16 7 23
2 UC-Berkeley 17 4 21
3 Illinois 13 4 17
3 UCLA 13 4 17
5 MIT 12 1 13
6 Minnesota 10 N 13
7 Michigan 7 3 12
8 Washington**#* 8 5 12
9 Stanford 7 4 11

10 Cornell 9 N 9
10 Penn 7 N 8
10 Yale 7 11 8
10 Purdue 7 N 7

Note) Between two dimensions on publication and reputation, the table shows PUBLICATION
LEADERS.

* Program integrity approach meaning no divide between reputation and survey. In other words, 10

means 5 professors as a top rank doctorate, 9 to 4.5 professors, 8 to 4 and 1 to 0.5.

** Monitored since 1990 and sample year plus adjustment made (1982-Present): Education & Other

NRC uncovered subjects.

** B-School, Law School, Nursing School, and Medical School are not included for they are
MBA/JD/MD focused-taught based mainly.

*+ The data 1982 report: sourced from RANKING OF UNIVERSITIES' REPUTATIONS AND
NUMBER OF FACULTY PUBLICATIONS Jan. 17, 1983, New York Times.

ek Seattle, WA
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Table 44

The Historical Chart for Select Research Universities

Rank Institution 1925/1957/1965* | 1970 1982 ** | 1996+US | 2010+US | Total
+USNW | NW***x | NW*** | Score
1 UW-Madison 97(4/8/7) 42 100(1/1) 100 100 439
2 Hatvard 100 (2/1/1) 48 96 (3/3) 94 100 438
3 Stanford 95.5(14/13/5.5) 49 94 (7/2) 100 98 436.5
4 UCB 99 (9/2/2) 50 99 (2/1) 94 94 436
5 Yale 99.5 (5/4/3) 45 94 (5/4) 95 93 426.5
6 Michigan 96.5 (8/5/8) 42 92.5(4/7) 96 95 422
7 Princeton 97.5 (6/7/4) 45 92 (8/4) 92 95 421.5
8 UCLA 92 (NA/14/11) 45 97 (2/3) 92 93 419
9 Chicago 98.5 (1/6/6.5) 45 92 (8/4) 90 84 409.5
10 Columbia 97.5(3/3/9) 42 86 (N/9) 90 89 404.5
11 Ilinois 95 (11/10/12) N 94 (6/3) 90 90 369
12 Cornell 96 (10/9/11) N 85(N/10) 93 92 366
13 Minnesota 94(13/12/14/5) N 91(6/6) 90 85 360
14 Penn 94.4 (12/11/13.5) N 88 90 86 358.4
15 UW(Seattle) 92 (N/N/16.5) N 89 (8/8) 90 87 358
16 MIT (N/N/N) 43 96(1/5) 96 92 327
17 Texas (Austin) 91.5(N/N/17.5) N N 91 92 2745
18 UNC 91.5 N/N/17.5) N N 88 87 266.5
19 J. Hopkins 94.5 (7/16/10.5) N N 85 86 265.5
19 Ohio State. 92.5 (15/18/22.5) N N 88 85 265.5
21 Duke 90 (N/N/22.5) N N 87 85 262
22 Cal Tech (N/N/N) N 87(6/N) 90 80 257
23 NYU 90(N/N/17.5) N N 83 83 256
24 Northwestern 93.5 (17/17.16.5) N 80 80 253.5
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25 Indiana 93(19/15/17.5)) N N 79 81 253
26 Purdue N N 88(8/10) 80 83 251
27 Brown 90.5 (N/N/21) N N 79 79 248.5
28 WA (St. Louis) 89 (N/N/24) N N 79 80 248
29 UC-SF N N 83 12/N) 83 78 244
30-205 Penn N N N XX XX 180
State/Pitt./Case
W.R./Unlisted
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1. A systemic assessment of doctoral programs is known to begin 1982 report, which was provoked
with the recognition of latent flaws from pure reputational measure and agreed by the conference of
four key institutions (CBARC) including NRC. Hence, 1970 result is taken into account in half
(subjective and reputational only) or 20-30 percent (for the number of auspice institutions) against other
recent teports. By the same token, 70-100 petcent seems adequate for the reports 1925/1957/1965,
which were (i) made in the context of no national auspice or (ii) technical schools, such as Cal Tech or
MIT and state universities, such as Iowa State or Michigan State, were not considered. The scores for
oldest three reports are calculated on the rank yielded by average of three reports (least number for rank
order) and 0.5 points are subtracted per one slot differential from the top score, 100.

2. For overall score, the threshold for selection of list institutions requires to be scored more than one
time in each of five ranking tables (two tables in Model I Chapter 3, 1982 report + USNW; 1970 report,
1925/1957/1967 repotts). The institutions less than three-time appearances historically wete grouped as
30-205. In other words, no detailed calculation was undertaken.

3. For 1982 scores, four ranking schemes (pub/reputation, top/top ten) were considered and the
institutions above two lists of tables qualify for final result. Then, the scores are given to account for
two best results. Two best results (indicated in parenthesis) are averaged to receive the ranking, The top
institution is given 100 scores. The institutions are given 90 scores if the average ranges between 2-6th
and are given 80 scores if between 7-11th. Adjustment is made from the given score in due context.

4. For two most recent ranking tables, top institutions (1%tor 22d) are given 100 scores.. The institutions
are given scores as yielded from the formula Breadth/Depth dichotomy in Model I and scaled to the
top score 100. The unranked institutions in the table are scored. However, many institutions still are left
unranked since this book mainly was intended to turn up for lead research universities, hence, could
possibly jeopardize other institutions left unranked. That is left for the work of later generations.
Nevertheless, I believe that the current rank tabulated in this historical chart will not change if the
formula and methodology are same to this book. Adjustment is made from the given score in due
context. .

5. NA or blank means no significant data for institutions. The aim of this historical chart is to show the
historical development of research institutions and corresponding wake of doctoral ratings. Therefore,
the final ranking does not indicate the current strength of list institutions as enchanted in MIT or Cal
Tech. On the other hand, it needs to be noted that the breadth or diversity of programs were much
more emphasized than micro-scale of quality jumbles, which could penalize the institutions with a small
number of competitive programs. Given the informative society and increasing congruence among the
doctoral education, I believe that the diversity or breadth of programs needs to be spoken more starkly
if we like to know the overall rank of doctoral education, let alone that of specific program. This way
of approach was especially experimented in the reference to 2010 NRC and USNW graduate
programs ranking, which follows next.

7. Data Soutce : 2010 NRC report/1996 NRC report/NY Times Jan. 17, RANKING OF
UNIVERSITIES' REPUTATIONS AND NUMBER OF FACULTY PUBLICATIONS

8. Smith, W., & Bender, T. (Eds.). (2008). Awmerican higher education transformed, 1940—-2005: Documenting the
national discourse. JHU Press.
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9. Keniston, H. (1959). Graduate Study and Research in the Arts and Sciences at the University of
Pennsylvania. History of the University of Pennsylvania, 4.

10. I appreciate that a concerned reader continually informed the errors and suggestions for
improvement, especially with respect to the Chapter 3 (8th edits, June 12, 2019; 9th edits, January 14,
2020; 10th edits, January 25, 2020).
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7. A Reference to the Graduate Studies
in the United States

7.1 2010 National Research Council Study

The table shows the top universities according to the number of programs, whose
possible highest rating is placed within the range 1% -17" in either R or S rank of most
recent 2010 NRC assessment. It was prepared from the revised NRC report published
in 2011.
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Table 45

The Research Doctorate Ranking [Breadth & Depth]

Institution Number of Top Rated Programs Scores
Programs (PBDS-6,000)

#1 Wisconsin(Madison) 59 78 5,9xx
#2 Michigan(Ann Arbor) 57 05 5,7xx
#3 UCLA 53 59 5,3xx
#4 Harvard 51 52 5,1xx
#5 UC-Berkeley 50 52 5,0xx
#6 Texas (Austin) 48 63 4 8xx
#7 Cornell 48 61 4,8xx
#8 Penn State 47 65 4,7xx
#9 Stanford 46 47 4,6xx
#10 Yale 43 48 4,3xx
#11 Illinois (Urbana) 42 58 4.2xx
#12 Columbia 40 47 4,0xx
#13 Washington(Seattle) 39 59 3,9xx
# 14 UNC (Chapel Hill) 37 51 3,7xx
# 15 Johns Hopkins 36 51 3,6xx
# 16 U. Penn 36 41 3,6xx
#17 Ohio State 34 64 3,4xx
# 18 Duke 34 39 3,4xx
#19 Princeton 34 35 3,4xx
# 20 Minnesota 33 69 3,3xx
# 21 Maryland 33 56 3,3xx
# 22 Chicago 31 37 3,1xx
# 23 UC (Davis) 30 50 3,0xx
# 24 NYU 30 37 3,0xx
# 25 U. Arizona 27 55 2,7xx
# 26 Purdue 27 46 2,7xx
# 27 MIT 27 27 2,7xx
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# 28 UC (San Diego) 25 33 2,5xx
#29 Indiana(Bloomington) 24 44 2,4xx
# 30 Pittsburg 24 38 2,4xx
# 31 Michigan State 23 54 2,3xx
# 32 Northwestern 23 31 2,3xx
# 33 Cal Tech 23 24 2,3xx
# 34 Washington(St. Louis) 22 35 2,2xx
# 35 Brown 22 33 2,2%%
# 36 U. Georgia 21 48 2,1xx
# 37 Colorado 20 47 2,0xx
# 38 Texas A&M 20 46 2,0xx
# 39 Florida 19 60 1.9xx
# 40 USC 19 46 1,9xx
# 41 UC (Irvine) 19 36 1,9xx
# 42 SUNY (Stony Brook) 19 32 1,9%x
# 43 U. Florida 18 60 1,8xx
# 44 Rutgers (New Bruin.) 18 46 1,8xx
# 45 UC (Santa Barbara) 18 32 1,8xx
# 46 Carnegie Mellon 17 22 1,7xx
# 47 Towa 16 49 1,6xx
# 48 Rochester 16 31 1,6xx
# 49 Emory 16 27 1,6xx
# 50 Virginia 15 38 1,5xx
# 51 Virginia Polytech 15 34 1,5xx
# 52 Vanderbilt 15 31 1,5xx
# 53 Georgia Tech 15 22 1,5xx
# 54 Boston Uniw. 14 39 1,4xx
# 55 Connecticut 13 57 1,3xx
# 56 North Carolina State 13 42 1,3xx
# 57 Oregon State 13 40 1,3xx
# 58 Washington St. 13 37 1,3xx
# 59 LSU and Agti. 13 36 1,3xx
# 60 Towa State 12 50 1,2xx
# 61 Massachusetts 12 39 1,2xx
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# 62 Arizona State 12 26 1,2xx
# 63 Baylor College Med. 12 12 1,2xx
# 64 Case Western Res. 11 30 1,1xx
# 65 UC (San Francisco) 11 12 1,1xx
# 66 Kentucky 10 43 1,0xx
# 67 Missouti (Columbia) 10 42 1,0xx
# 68 Illinois (Chicago) 10 34 1,0xx
# 69 Nebraska (Lincoln) 10 29 1,0xx
# 70 UC (Riverside) 10 28 1,0xx
#71 Rice Uniw. 10 27 1,0xx
# 72 SUNY (Buffalo) 9 33 9xx
#73 Rensselaer Polytech 9 17 9xx
# 74 Texas (Houston) 9 12 9xx
# 75 Utah 8 35 8xx
# 176 Miami 8 26 8xx
# 77 Oregon Health & Sci. 8 13 8xx
# 78 Hawaii (Manoa) 7 31 7XX
# 79 (tied) Delaware 7 27 7XX
# 79 (tied) Kansas State 7 27 7XX
# 81 Brandeis 7 18 7XX
# 82 UC Santa Cruz 7 17 7xx
# 83 Notre Dame 7 16 7XX
# 84 CUNY 6 36 6xx
# 85 Florida State 6 25 6xx
# 86 Texas (Dallas) 6 20 6xx
# 87 Dartmouth 6 11 6xx
# 88 Kansas 5 41 5xx
# 89 Alabama (Birming,) 5 34 5xx
# 90 Cincinnati 5 28 5xx
# 91 New Mexico 5 26 5xx
# 92 (tied) Arkansas 5 24 5xx
# 92 (tied) Syracuse 5 24 5xx
# 94 Tufts 5 23 5xx
# 95 Oregon 5 21 5xx
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# 96 Bowling GSU 5 10 5xx
# 97 Tennessee 4 37 4xx
# 98 SUNY (Binghamton) 4 23 4xx
#99 George Washington 4 20 4xx
# 100 Georgetown 4 16 4xx
# 101 (tied) Boston College 4 15 4xx
# 101 (tied) Central Florida 4 15 4xx
# 103 Wake Forest 4 11 4xx
# 104 Thomas Jefferson 4 6 4xx
# 105 Louisiana-La Fayette 4 4 4xx
# 106 (tied) S. Carolina (Colum.) 3 25 3xx
# 106 (tied) SUNY (Albany) 3 25 3xx
# 108 Colorado State 3 22 3xx
# 109 Mississippi State 3 21 3xx
# 110 South Florida 3 20 3xx
# 111 Loyola U. Chicago 3 19 3xx
# 112 Tulane 3 15 3xx
# 113 Memphis 3 14 3xx
# 114 Idaho 3 13 3xx
# 115 College Wil & Mary 3 0 3xx
# 116 (tied) Houston 2 26 2XxX
# 116 (tied) Temple Univ. 2 26 2xx
# 118 Clemson Univ. 2 24 2xx
# 119 Drexel Univ. 2 20 2xx
# 120 Catholic Uniw. 2 18 2xx
# 121 Georgia State 2 17 2xx
# 122 Leigh Uniw. 2 16 2xx
# 123 (tied) New Mexico State 2 15 2xx
# 123 (tied) North Dakota State 2 15 2xx
# 125 New Jersey Tech 2 14 2xx
# 126 Michigan Tech 2 12 2xx
# 127 Ohio Univ. 2 11 2xx
# 128 (tied) Alaska (Fairbank) 2 8 2xx
# 128 (tied) Miami Univ. 2 8 2xx
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# 128 (tied) Rhode Island 2 8 2xx
# 128 (tied) San Diego State 2 8 2xx
# 132 (tied) Med. & Den (Pis. NJ) 2 7 2xx
# 133 (tied) U. Mass (Wor.) 2 6 2xx
# 134 (tied) Bryn Mawr 2 3 2xx

# 135 Wayne State 1 33 1xx

# 136 Auburn Uniw. 1 30 1xx

# 137 Oklahoma 1 25 1xx

# 138 North Texas 1 22 1xx
# 139 (tied) Kent State 1 17 1xx
# 139 (tied) New Hampshire 1 17 1xx

# 141 Texas Tech 1 15 1xx
# 142 (tied) Indiana/Purdue 1 14 1xx
# 142 (tied) Maryland (Bal. Coun.) 1 14 1xx
# 142 (tied) Colorado. D. (H.S.C)) 1 14 1xx
# 145 (tied) Univ. Vermont 1 11 1xx
# 145 (tied) Wisconsin (Mil.) 1 11 1xx
# 147 (tied) Baylor Univ. 1 9 1xx
# 147 (tied) Claremont 1 9 1xx

# 149 Clark Univ. 1 7 1xx

# 150 American Univ. 1 6 1xx
# 151 (tied) N. Carolina (Char.) 1 5 1xx
# 151 (tied) Univ. Dayton 1 5 1xx
# 153 (tied) Wright state 1 4 1xx
# 153 (tied) Wyoming 1 4 1xx
# 155 (tied) Adelphi Univ. 1 1 1xx
# 155 (tied) Cold Spring Harbor 1 1 1xx
# 155 (tied) Drew Uniw. 1 1 1xx
# 155 (tied) Graduate Th. Union 1 1 1xx
# 155 (tied) Maryland (Baltimore) 1 1 1xx
# 155 (tied) Maryland (East Sho.) 1 1 1xx
# 155 (tied) Mt. Sinai Sch. Med. 1 1 1xx
# 155 (tied) Rockefeller Univ. 1 1 1xx

# 163 Nevada (Reno) 0 22 Xx
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# 164 Southern llinois 0 21 Xx

# 165 Virginia Common. 0 20 Xx
# 166 (tied) Florida International 0 18 Xx
# 166 (tied) Univ. Alabama 0 18 Xx
# 168 (tied) Univ. Toledo 0 17 Xx
# 168 (tied) Western Michigan 0 17 Xx
# 170 (tied) Northeastern Univ. 0 16 Xx
# 170 (tied) Uni. Louisville 0 16 Xx
# 172 (tied) Old Dominion Univ. 0 15 Xx
# 172 (tied) Univ. Mississippi 0 15 Xx
# 174 (tied) Howard Univ. 0 14 Xx
# 174 (tied) Utah State 0 14 Xx

# 176 Missouti (Rolla) 0 13 Xx
# 177 (tied) Montana (Missoula) 0 12 Xx
# 177 (tied) Missouri (Kan. City) 0 12 Xx
# 177 (tied) Southern Mississippi 0 12 Xx
# 177 (tied) Univ. Akron 0 12 Xx
# 181 (tied) Alabama (Huntsville) 0 11 Xx
# 181 (tied) linois Tech 0 11 Xx
# 181 (tied) Marquette Univ. 0 11 Xx
# 184 (tied) Fordham Univ. 0 10 Xx
# 184 (tied) Montana State 0 10 Xx
# 184 (tied) Northern Illinois 0 10 Xx
# 184 (tied) Southern Methodist 0 10 Xx
# 188 (tied) Florida Atlantic 0 9 Xx
# 189 (tied) Missouri (Saint Louis) 0 7
# 189 (tied) North Dakota 0 7 Xx
# 189 (tied) SUNY H. Sci. Cntr. 0 7 Xx
# 192 (tied) Cleveland State 0 6 Xx
# 192 (tied) Loma Linda Univ. 0 6 Xx
# 194 (tied) North Texas (H.S.C) 0 5 Xx
# 194 (tied) SUNY Upstate M.U. 0 5 Xx
# 194 (tied) Texas Christian Univ. 0 5 Xx
# 197 (tied) Clarkson Univ. 0 4 Xx
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# 197 (tied) Florida Tech
# 197 (tied) Uninformed Service
# 200 Univ. Dallas

# 201 (tied)

Duquesne Univ.

# 201 (tied)

Rutgers (Newark)

# 201 (tied)

U. New Otrleans

# 201 (tied)

UNC (Greensboro)

# 205 (tied)

Hebrew Union (Jew.)

# 205 (tied)

NY Medical College

# 205 (tied)

Seton Hall Uniw.

# 205 (tied)

Stevens Ins. Tech.

# 205 (tied)

Tennessee Tech. U.
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7.2 The US News Graduate Programs Ranking [Breadth & Depth]

A Group 1-50
B Group 50-100
C Group 101-150

D Group 151-200
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Terms of First Row in the Tables Below

The 11 columns in this table are as follows.

(i) GP Rank: Graduate Programs Ranking (Breadth & Depth)

(i) Institution

(iii) Rank (National): The US News and World Report College Rankings

(iv) Rank (Global): The US News and World Report Global Universities Ranking

(v) Tuition: The public university normally has two schemes of tuition rates for out-of-state
and in-state students. The first and expensive tuition sets for the out-of-state students and

next cheap one is for in-state students.
(vi) Enrollment

(vii) Test Scores: The first number range indicates SAT scores on 25-75 percentile scale while

the second number range indicates ACT scores on 25-75 percentile scale

(viil) The number of reported programs (second number if the specialties of education and
engineering included)

(ix) The number of top programs (between #1-#34 and second number if the specialties of
education and engineering included)

(x) Variables and Remark

(xi) Scores in the last column indicates the frame of calculation for the scores of this graduate
ranking. P