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Data embargoed until 11am Tuesday Sept 28 

Good news for UCB – 20 programs in top 20 or top 20% in their fields 
SEE handout with draft press release EMBARGOED 
xxx’s will have program names 
But even 20 in 20 in 20 should NOT be discussed outside UCB until after public release 

Today
How’d we get here – Refresher on process and methods, info about process
What we’ll have on Tuesday 
Further events 
Release 9/28/10, 11am MDT 
PBA open house Thus 9/30 11:30-3:00 (new time!) 
General meeting, Thus 9/30 4:00 – law 
Lots more work, overall and with individual programs 

How we got here -- Refresher on process and methods, info about process
NRC rankings released 9/1995.  Reputational ratings of faculty scholarly work.  Strongly related to program size. 
NRC ~2000 – committee for next iteration, launches changes in method – more “data based,” no one ranking, uncertainty is paramount, etc. 
NRC sets taxonomy = 62 fields.  Excludes education, business, others.  
NRC invites participation from institution, lists criteria for programs based on N of degrees last 5 years 
UCB steering: Lynch, Stevenson, McClelland 
We list 33 programs in 32 fields.  Depts conferred.  See website 
NRC sets criteria for faculty listed w each program based on activity on dissertation committees.    One person can be in >1 program 
We submit names by program as “core,” “new,” and “associate.”
See website for rules, lists, counts, categorizations, and who has left or been added since fall 2006 
SEE handout w 33 programs and faculty counts 
NRC issues program questionnaire on student and faculty characteristics, grad rates, time to degree, post docs, financial support, policies, etc.    Over 700 pieces of data per program. 
PBA does most from central records; collects from depts 
See website (section on methods) for questionnaire w sources, and some UCB data 
2007: NRC surveys faculty listed by U’s 
PBA “pre-populates” from FIS, FRPA records.  >80% response rate
See website for questionnaire, what we pre-populated, response rates by program 
2007: NRC surveys a sample of faculty-survey respondents 
Importance of listed factors in “program quality” – some key factors not assessable, not listed; e.g., quality of publications 
Quality ratings of a sample of  programs in field 
Quiet period.  NRC 
Collects publications and citations from ISI, from match on faculty name, zip, etc. 
Collects books from CV’s submitted or listed in faculty survey (humanities only) 
Verifies and fills in program-questionnaire data
Reduces to 21 measures used in ratings to rankings 
See website 
Cooks up methods to 				See website & NRC docs 
Combine the 21 measures into overall ratings/rankings two ways, by S = stated-importance weights, and by R = regression-derived weights
Also combine to 3 “dimensions” – research, student support and outcomes, and diversity of the academic environment 
Re-sample and jiggle to produce distributions of ratings/rankings
Issue RANGES of ILLUSTRATIVE rankings, drawn from the distribution 
2009: Methodology report released, July 
2010: Changes in methodology 
Keep the two overall ratings/rankings separate instead of combining to one 
Draw from 5th and 95th percentiles of the rankings, not 25th and 75th 
Sept 2010 – release 

The 21 measures 
These are the only measures raters could say were important 
And the only measures used to model the program quality ratings 
So the only measures determining ratings and rankings 
SEE handout (and website under methods ) 
These 21 and only these 21 contribute to everything!! 

Can’t say too many times 
NRC will deliver rankings on 5 measures: overall from regression weights (R), overall from stated-importance (S), diversity, student support, research 
And will deliver RANGES OF RANKINGS.  E.g., CU-Boulder’s nursing program (an example!) may be  
45th to 56th of 117 ranked programs nationally, on R
22nd to 80th on S 
38th to 42nd on research activity 
10th to 20th on student support and outcomes 
60th to 90th on diversity of academic environment 
Where each range is from the 5th to the 95th percentile of a distribution of ranges produced by NRC’s doing multiple samplings of raters with each of two weighting methods.  The range can be zero – this program is 1st to 1st of 43 – or wide. 
And has NOT ENDORSED ANY RANKINGS 
And regards all rankings as ILLUSTRATIVE – just one of many many many possible with the 21 measures used 
All rankings use the 21 measures, PERIOD.  

What will be available starting Tuesday 
Data in big huge fancy NRC spreadsheet with 
Rankings (5th and 95th, 5 scales) 
Weights and jiggled weights 
Measures, standardized measures (within field, 0=mean, 1 = standard deviation), and jiggled measures “with variation” 
PBA will enhance (not Tuesday) 
With useful info eg AAU, and additional calcs and color coding 
SHOW USE 
Website for prospective students -- http://www.phds.org/ 
SEE – will have tons of NRC data with ability to combine, filter as desired 
Further analyses by PBA 
Within UCB 
Tables of rankings and other – see on reverse of Sample Listing handout
Butterfly plots for combined R-S and each dimension – see handout 
Plots within fields  - see reverse for sample, will show UCB position 
Other 
For a program 
Summary of all this stuff 
Listing and graph of other programs in field – ~~  top 50 + Boulder, CSU, and UCD 
Other 
Further analyses by YOU 
Open house Thursday 9/30 --- and later opportunities 
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