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e Caouneitfor Higher Equeation (CHE)

- Esiablisiiment & Situeture

Established in 1958 acecording to
Althe Counellfor Higher Education Lawe

Structure. & “Tactivities:
25 members

Accreditsnew  HEIS & new' sstudy: programs

Regulates planning & budgeting HE inIsrael
(Planning and Budgeting Committee t PBC)

In 2004 - established QA system and the QAD:
guality. assessment of aceredited programs




What promptedithisichangeiin; 20042
SO NajOF FEasons

Transition to.mass higher education.
lnternationalization ofiigher eaucation.
Economic/budgetary pressure.

Pressure from stakeholders.



Transition torMass Higher Education

lnstitutions 1990/91 2004705
Universities T/ 7
Open University 1l 1
Art Academies 2 2
Comprenensive Colieges 0 6
Engineering Colleges 2 T/
TeacherxnColleges T/ 2.
Non-Budgeted Colleges 2 T/
[iotal 24 57

*Not including branches of foreign institutions



Goals of QASystem

o create a culture of:continuous guality
Improvement.

o bring aboutthe continuous improvement:of
thevarious acacdemie fielcs.

o provide infermation to the-public

To be an active participant inthe global HE
guality evaluation and improvement.endeavors



Main Features of the QA System

4 Stages-: seltstudy; external review; discussions &
decisions (CHE); publication of reporis & decisions.

All programs within'araiscipline are reviewed atthe'same time
Py the same committee.

Commitiees are asked to provide:

Al lndiviaual reports for .each program to serve-as guidehne for
IMprovement

AL General overview of discipline to serve as a guideline for CHE & PBC
PolICY deciSsIons
Committees are international

32 disciplines were (and are being) evaluated since 2004 in
more than 200 Departments.



Prior to the Establishment of the
QAU

QA activity was rare in Israeli HEIs

2 universities were conducting periodical QA reviews
of each faculty

1 university - limited number ( 2-3) of departments
would be reviewed every few years

3 universities- non-systematic manner in compliance
with specific needs at the time

No reviews In remaining 2 universities or colleges




