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Perspec(ves	  on	  “Rankings”	  in	  Higher	  
Educa(on	  Research	  

•  Func%onal-‐economical	  approaches:	  Rankings	  reflect	  and	  display	  
research	  quality	  and	  help	  to	  cons(tute	  an	  equilibrium	  market	  of	  
research	  goods.	  	  	  	  

•  Cri%cal	  realist	  approaches:	  Rankings	  cannot	  display/reflect	  
research	  quality.	  They	  are	  ideologies	  and	  support	  par(cular	  
academic	  groups	  by	  deluding	  the	  possibility	  of	  an	  equilibrium	  
market	  and	  a	  fair	  compe((on.	  	  	  	  

•  Construc%vist	  approaches:	  Rakings	  are	  classifica(on	  tools	  which	  
are	  used	  in	  mul(ple	  ways	  to	  construct	  academic	  reali(es.	  	  

•  Cri%cal	  construc%vist	  approaches:	  Rakings	  are	  classifica(on	  tools	  
and	  power	  devices	  which	  construct	  academic	  reali(es	  as	  rela(ons	  
of	  power	  and	  dominance.	  	  



Discursive	  Poli(cal	  Economy	  of	  
Economics-‐Approach	  

First	  
methodological	  
Principle	  	  

Second	  
Methodological	  
Principle	  	  
	  

Third	  
Methodological	  
Principle	  

Fourth	  
Methodological	  
Principle	  

Rakings	  are	  used	  in	  
discourses	  to	  
construct	  
(non-‐)academic	  
reali(es	  through	  
posi(oning	  
prac(ces	  	  
	  

Posi(oning	  
prac(ces	  are	  parts	  
of	  power	  strategies	  
where	  symbolic	  
capital	  is	  used	  and	  
converted	  
	  

Power-‐discourses	  in	  
economics	  take	  
place	  in	  different	  
social	  contexts,	  in	  
trans-‐epistemic	  
fields,	  between	  
academia,	  media,	  
poli(cs	  and	  the	  
economy.	  	  
	  

Power-‐discourses	  
are	  forming	  a	  
“disposi(ve”.	  
Rakings	  in	  
economics	  are	  
understood	  as	  part	  
of	  an	  Eli(sm-‐
Disposi(ve.	  	  	  	  	  
	  



	  
Is	  Economics	  a	  “Normal”	  Academic	  

Discipline?	  
	  •  Merton:	  scien(fic	  ethos	  

•  S(chweh:	  professions	  vs.	  science	  

•  Lamont/Knorr	  Ce(na:	  evalua(ve/epistemic	  
cultures	  



The	  Pres(ge	  Principle	  



What	  is	  Remarkable	  in	  Economics?	  
Internality	  approaches	  
	  

Externality	  approaches	  
	  

“capitalist	  discipline”	  thesis	  (Lee,	  Pham,	  and	  Gu	  

2013)	  	  
	  

“lender	  of	  last	  resort”-‐thesis	  (Lebaron,	  2001,	  
2006,	  2014)	  
	  

“superiority”-‐	  thesis	  (Fourcade,	  Ollion,	  
and	  Algan	  2014)	  	  
	  

“legi(macy	  and	  authority”-‐thesis	  (many	  
authors	  from	  Poli(cal	  Economy	  and	  
Economic	  Sociology)	  
	  



Thesis	  

Research	   assessment	   in	   economics	   cannot	   be	   reduced	   to	  
pure	  inner	  academic	  debates.	  Research	  rankings	  –	  as	  parts	  
of	   the	   Eli(sm-‐Disposi(ve	   –	   contribute	   to	   construct	  
“academic	   reputa(on”	   as	   symbolic	   capital.	   This	   symbolic	  
capital	   can	   be	   “exported”	   into	   the	   non-‐academic	   world.	  
Here,	   it	   is	   used	   to	   cons(tute	   powerful	   poli(cal	   actors	   –	  
“economic	  experts”	  in	  the	  media,	  the	  poli(cal	  world	  and	  in	  
banks	  and	  businesses.	  These	  academic-‐poli(cal	  actors	  help	  
to	  find	  poli(cal	  solu(ons	  for	  social	  problems	  (such	  as	  “Euro	  
crisis”,	  “restructura(on	  of	  firms”,	  “sebng	  a	  poli(cal	  agenda	  
in	  the	  media).	  	  	  	  

	  



Structure	  	  

1.  The	  forming	  of	  the	  Eli(sm-‐Disposi(ve	  

2.  The	  trans-‐epistemic	  field	  as	  poli(cal-‐
economic	  context	  of	  the	  Eli(sm-‐Disposi(ve	  

3.  The	  discursive	  exchanges	  between	  the	  sub-‐
worlds	  of	  the	  trans-‐epistemic	  fields	  

	  



The	  History	  of	  Eli(sm	  
•  Star(ng	  in	  the	  1970s	  from	  US	  departments	  
-‐  Journals	  replace	  books	  
-‐  English	  as	  lingua	  franca	  
-‐  Rankings	  create	  excellence	  myths	  
-‐  Model	  based,	  posi(vist	  scien(fic	  philosophy	  rules	  out	  

cultural	  and	  social	  approaches	  in	  economics	  
-‐  Global	  hierarchies	  
-‐  Na(onal	  academic	  cultures	  and	  fields	  are	  rear(culated	  in	  

terms	  of	  a	  glocal	  discursive	  space	  	  

•  Global	  trends	  and	  local	  adap(on	  strategies	  star(ng	  in	  the	  
1980s	  in	  UK,	  1990s	  in	  Germany,	  France,	  Italy	  	  	  



Forming	  the	  Eli(sm-‐Disposi(ve:	  From	  Symbolic	  
Classifica(ons	  to	  Ins(tu(onalized	  Classes	  	  

Evalua%on	   Discourses	  of	  classifica%on:	  	  
-‐  Rankings	  of	  journals	  and	  publica%ons	  (HB-‐Ranking	  (Ger)	  

Diamond	  list	  (UK))	  	  
-‐  Symbolic	  hierarchies	  of	  journals	  and	  publica%ons	  
-‐  Quality	  evalua%on	  and	  research	  assessment	  policy	  

Magnifica(on	   Material	  resources	  I	  (Oxford):	  
-‐  Large	  departments	  
-‐  Cri(cal	  mass	  of	  professors	  (25	  to	  30)	  
-‐  From	  “professors”	  to	  “academic	  loca(ons”	  as	  main	  references	  

Concentra(on	   Material	  resources	  II:	  
-‐  Clustering	  of	  funds,	  posi(ons,	  money,	  connec(ons	  etc.	  
-‐  Material	  hierarchies	  	  

Departmentaliza(on	   Organiza(onal	  change	  (Mannheim,	  Warwick):	  
-‐  TOP-‐Journal	  produc(vity	  	  
-‐  Graduate	  schools:	  learning	  to	  publish	  
-‐  Centres	  of	  accumula(on	  
-‐  Profitable	  networks	  	  	  



Academic	  Capital	  Accumula(on	  
Regime	  

accumula(on	  of	  
symbolic	  capital	  

magnifica(on	  

evalua(on	   concentra(on	  

departmentaliza(on	  



Academic	  class	  society	  (Ger):	  
publica(on	  behaviour	  	  	  

Mega	  
departments	  
(5)	  

Big	  
departments	  
(16)	  	  

Middle	  
departments	  
(33)	  

Small	  
departments	  
(34)	  

share	  of	  all	  
professors	  

21,5%	   32,5%	   30%	   14%	  

occurence	  in	  
HB-‐25-‐Ranking	  

100%	   93,75%	   21%	   0%	  

occurence	  of	  
HB-‐25-‐Facul(es	  
in	  HB-‐100-‐
Ranking	  

26%	   40%/(21%)	   8%/(21%)	   0%/(21%)	  

average	  HB	  
publica(on	  
produc(vity	  
per	  professor	  

High	  (2-‐3	  
PperP)	  

Middle	  (2	  
PperP)	  

Low	  (1-‐2	  
PperP)	  

no	  



Academic	  class	  society	  (UK):	  research	  
funds	  



Academic	  capitalism	  formula:	  	  
R-‐C-‐C’	  =	  Cs	  

Academic	  
Resources	  

Academic	  Capital	   Accumulated	  
Academic	  Capital	  

Symbolic	  Capital	  

professorships,	  
money,	  PhD-‐
students,	  editorial	  
board	  posi(ons,	  
funds,	  social	  
rela(ons	  etc.	  

Resources	  used	  in	  
discourses	  for	  
publica(ons	  in	  Top-‐
Journals	  =	  
transferring	  a	  
symbolic	  hierarchy	  
into	  a	  material	  
hierarchy	  

Academic	  
inequali(es,	  elite	  
departments,	  
academic	  class	  
society	  	  

Pres(ge	  as	  an	  
academic	  export	  
ar(cle	  =	  „star	  
economists“,	  
„Nobel	  prize	  
economists“	  etc.	  



The	  Discursive	  Poli(cal	  Economy	  of	  
Economics	  as	  Trans-‐Epistemic	  Field	  	  



Poli(cal	  Economy	  of	  Economics	  
formula	  

	  
Discursive	  conversion	  of	  capital	  into	  a	  source	  of	  legi(macy	  (effect)	  
	  

Csymbolic	  à	  Cpopulist	  +	  Cpoli(cal	  +	  Cand	  so	  forth	  

	  
Social	  demand	  for	  capital	  as	  source	  of	  legi(macy	  (cause)	  	  	  

	  



The	  World	  of	  Economic	  Policy	  
	  

•  19th	  and	  20th	  century:	  the	  construc(on	  of	  the	  na(on	  
state	  as	  a	  “society”	  with	  economic	  means:	  

-‐  Taxonomies:	  Sta(s(cs,	  econometrics,	  GDP,	  economic	  forecas(ng,	  
accoun(ng	  etc.	  

-‐  Ins(tu(ons:	  sta(s(cal	  bureaus,	  economic	  research	  ins(tutes	  ,	  economic	  
councils	  and	  commissions	  

-‐  Objects:	  the	  state,	  the	  firm,	  markets,	  branches	  etc.	  

•  Modern	  world	  is	  a	  product	  of	  economic,	  sociological,	  
and	  cultural	  performa(on	  	  	  

•  End	  20th	  century:	  scien(fica(on	  completed	  	  	  



“Academiza(on”	  	  	  
General	  trend	  in	  society	  towards	  educa(on	  and	  creden(alism	  (Bourdieu,	  Collins),	  
accoun(ng	  and	  financial	  cer(fica(on	  (Thrip,	  Epstein),	  audi(ng	  in	  quality	  assurance,	  
accountability	  and	  new	  public	  management	  (Power).	  	  	  	  
	  
In	  par(cular:	  
•  Germany:	  economic	  research	  ins(tutes	  under	  pressure	  to	  prove	  “scien(fic	  quality”	  	  
•  Central	  banks	  recruit	  more	  and	  more	  academic	  researcher	  
•  Growth	  of	  experts	  in	  poli(cs	  and	  media	  (especially	  in	  Europe:	  Troika,	  ECB)	  
•  Nobel	  Prize	  as	  “global	  expert	  degree”	  

à  Defini(on	  of	  Academiza(on:	  construc(ng	  a	  legi(mate	  posi(on	  –	  an	  “expert”	  –	  
which	  is	  allowed	  to	  make	  collec(vely	  binding	  judgements	  

à  Cause:	  end	  of	  modernity	  as	  a	  cultural	  and	  a	  poli(cal	  project	  
à  Expert	  degrees	  replace	  expert	  knowledges	  as	  power	  instrument	  	  
à  Academic	  capital	  is	  supplemen(ng	  scien(fic	  capital	  
	  



Conclusion	  
•  Rankings	  and	  the	  Eli(sm-‐Disposi(ve	  do	  neither	  improve	  nor	  impair	  research	  

quality.	  They	  change	  it	  in	  mul(ple	  direc(ons	  (Sauder/Espeland).	  
•  Rankings	  usually	  have	  mul(ple	  effects	  on	  research.	  These	  effects	  are	  always	  (!)	  

differently	  perceived	  from	  inside	  and	  from	  outside	  the	  academic	  world.	  There	  is	  no	  
single	  and	  common	  perspec(ve	  (Angermuller).	  

•  Rankings	  and	  the	  Eli(sm-‐Disposi(ve	  change	  power	  rela(ons	  inside	  the	  academic	  
world	  	  and	  create	  a	  “winner	  perspec(ve”	  which	  can	  be	  conceived	  from	  outside	  as	  
“representa(ve”	  for	  the	  en(re	  field	  (Lee/Pham/Gu;	  Fourcade).	  	  

•  External	  perspec(ves	  tend	  o	  follow	  these	  “winner	  perspec(ves”	  and	  expect	  
posi(ve	  contribu(ons	  from	  research	  for	  society	  (exper(se,	  educa(on,	  knowledge	  
and	  so	  forth)	  (economic	  func(onalism).	  But	  academia’s	  abili(es	  to	  find	  solu(ons	  
for	  social	  problems	  are,	  in	  fact,	  very	  limited.	  	  	  

•  What	  academia	  –	  in	  research	  and	  in	  educa(on	  –	  is	  actually	  doing,	  can	  be	  studied	  
on	  the	  symbolic	  and	  not	  on	  the	  func(onal	  level:	  academia	  is	  producing	  symbolic	  
power	  which	  can	  be	  used	  in	  poli(cal	  and	  social	  struggle	  (Lebaron).	  

•  Thesis:	  Eli(sm	  is	  construc(ng	  global	  hierarchies	  in	  economics	  which	  transform	  the	  
academic	  world	  of	  economics	  into	  an	  “factory”	  for	  the	  produc(on	  of	  symbolic	  
capital	  circula(ng	  in	  the	  trans-‐epistemic	  field	  of	  the	  global	  poli(cal	  economy.	  	  



	  
	  
	  

Thanks!	  



Appendix:	  Germany	  



Appendix:	  UK	  	  



Appendix:	  France	  I	  



Appendix:	  France	  II	  


