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ANVUR 

Meeting of the Advisory Committee of December 2nd, 2013 

REPORT (ENGLISH Version) 

Agenda of the Meeting held on December 2nd, 2013 - 15:30 at MIUR: 

1. Discussion on Decree Law "L’istruzione riparte" containing "Urgent measures in the field of 

Education, University and Research" 

2. AVA (Self-evaluation, Periodic Evaluation, Accreditation): state of advancement 

3. Accreditation of PhD courses 

4. Update on the advancement of the Advisory Committee Working Groups 

5. AOB 

 

Attendees: 

CUN Gabriele Anzellotti 

CNEL Ivan Lo Bello (Chairman) 

Guido Fiegna 

Mariano Bella 

Maria Cristina Calicchia 

OCSE Dirk Van Damme  

ESU Leonardo Esposito 

CODAU Luca Bardi 

Accademia dei Lincei Ciro Ciliberto 

 

Connected via videoconference: 

ERC Claudio Bordignon 

 

Absentees (justified): 

Conferenza Stato Regioni Adriana Agrimi 

ERC Giorgio Margaritondo 

CNR Luigi Nicolais 

CRUI Stefano Paleari 

 

Absentees (not justified): 

ESU Fernando Miguel Galan Palomares 

EUA Maria Helena Nazaré 

 

Chairman Lo Bello invites to participate to the meeting the ANVUR President, Stefano Fantoni, the 

members of the ANVUR Board, Massimo Castagnaro and Fiorella Kostoris, the Manager of the 

Research Evaluation Area, Marco Malgarini and Brigida Blasi of the ANVUR Technical Secretariat. 

The Advisory Committee ratifies. 



 

2 

The Chairman introduces the work of the Committee, welcoming new members (Paleari, Calicchia 

and Nazaré) and informing about the coming appointment of the new representatives of the 

National Council of University Students (CNSU). 

1. Discussion on Decree Law "L’istruzione riparte" containing "Urgent measures in the field of 

Education, University and Research" 

The President draws the attention of Committee members on the decree law " L’istruzione 

riparte", containing "urgent measures in the field of Education, Universities and Research" 

approved by Parliament and enacted into law on November 7th, 2013 (Law 128/2013.) The law 

provides some measures on universities and research, including the welfare of the student, the 

introduction of the apprenticeship programs in secondary schools and universities, and the 

allocation of the rewarding share of FFO based on the quality of scientific research by ANVUR 

assessment. The law also foresees measures to facilitate the recruitment of researchers and 

technologists by research institutions and tax deductions to 19% for donations to universities and 

related to technological innovation and curricula expansion. 

Lo Bello gives the floor to the ANVUR President Stefano Fantoni that updates the members on the 

situation of the Agency, in terms of human and financial resources and about ANVUR's recent 

collaborations with European university and research evaluation agencies. In fact, the "Decreto del 

Fare" has given further recognition to the role of ANVUR, eliminating the maximum number of 

experts available to the Agency . There has been also a reorganization of funding and an increase 

in the fixed share. However, it is emphasized the lack of flexibility on the revisions of the organic 

plant - that is actually undersized. Fantoni describes ANVUR's interactions with the similar entities 

and, in particular, the agreements with the French Government and Embassy to promote 

exchange and cooperation with AERES. A similar path will be covered with the German agency. 

One of the immediate purposes of these agreements is the creation of a European database of 

certified referees. Finally, ANVUR President announces that ENQA (European Association for 

Quality Assurance in Higher Education) has recently recognized the affiliation of the Agency and in 

the near future on-site visits will be carried out to confer the full membership. 

Chairman Lo Bello examines some of the issues identified as priorities for the work of the Advisory 

Committee and Working Groups in their support function of ANVUR Board. 

2. AVA (Self-evaluation, Periodic Evaluation, Accreditation): state of advancement 

With reference to AVA state of advancement, the President underlines that the AVA system, 

through the introduction of accreditation and evaluation of universities and curricula, is intended 

to improve and enhance the quality of the university system as a whole. 

The presentation by Castagnaro, a member of the ANVUR Board and AVA coordinator, follows 

which illustrates the current state of advancement. 

An extensive debate on AVA follows with several interventions (Esposito, Anzellotti, Van Damme, 

Fiegna, Ciliberto, Kostoris). 
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Esposito asks indications on how the criteria for initial accreditation of courses will be changed. 

Castagnaro explains that the goal is to make the system more flexible, in line with the universities' 

wishes. 

Anzellotti intervenes by expressing a positive opinion on this point and suggests to use as unit of 

aggregation of indicators, not the "settore scientifico-disciplinare", but the "settore concorsuale", 

as it already happens in the basic courses of mathematics and physics in the three years degrees. 

Castagnaro replies emphasizing the differences in the way sectors are grouped in the various 

scientific areas. 

Van Damme suggests that ANVUR should aim to have a meta- evaluation role, strengthening the 

processes of university self-evaluation and collecting data and papers in order to validate the 

internal quality assurance processes. He also highlights the risk of excessive bureaucratization and 

of superfluous multiplication of papers, with consequent overload for professors. He stresses the 

need for an actor-oriented view of the quality. Finally, he draws attention on the need to measure 

the quality of student learning processes. 

In this regard, Fantoni mentions the experimentation on learning outcomes (TECO test), a project 

whose results will be presented on March 11th and of which Kostoris is responsible. In addition, 

on the simplification of procedures, he explains that more often are professors to complain rather 

than administrative staff who run the procedures. Indeed, there is a problem of "digestion" - still 

ongoing- of all the changes that have followed the implementation of the law 240/2010 and taken 

place in a very short time. 

Castagnaro stresses the importance of a self-assessment model for universities and, at the same 

time, of the examination by ANVUR of the minimum requirements for the good of the whole 

system. 

Fiegna highlights how important it is to give broad publicity to data, in order to allow stakeholders 

to make choices and evaluations, as the process of authorization and realization often do not 

match. In this context it would be useful to provide reliability indicators to verify if what stated by 

universities corresponds to the real condition of programs and structures. Fiegna continues by 

proposing to insert among the accreditation indicators also the interventions on the right to study, 

especially the scholarships effectively available for qualified students. 

Ciliberto intervenes focusing on the need for quality assessment rather than a bureaucratic 

verification of rules. However, this quality assessment might take a bureaucratic turn if it is limited 

to the analysis of numerical data and is not able to gauge the real quality of professors. For this 

reason, he invites ANVUR and the academic community to put utmost attention e.g. on how AVA 

Expert Evaluation Committees (CEV) are formed and to raise their awareness of the evaluation 

issues. 

Kostoris intervenes reiterating the importance of the quality of the output and the matching 

between the expected results and the achieved ones in order to improve curricula. 

3. Accreditation of PhD courses 
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The Chairman introduces the second item on the agenda, the accreditation of PhD courses, 

highlighting that, as foreseen by the guidelines posted on its website, ANVUR has launched an 

experimentation on a sample of 100 XXIX cycle PhD courses. 

The presentation by Malgarini follows to show criteria and indicators for accreditation and 

assessment of PhD programs adopted during the experimentation conducted by ANVUR. The 

results of this experimentation will be communicated to the involved universities within the end of 

the year. At the same time, ANVUR will describe the criteria/indicators used and ask for feedback 

to the scientific community. The final criteria/indicators will be announced after the approval of 

the ANVUR Board, within the first half of February 2014. 

Ciliberto points out that for the PhD courses accreditation and their scientific boards we cannot 

refer only to VQR results, but it is necessary to take into account all the scientific careers of 

members. Also, he invites not to encourage the misuse of the VQR results based on the evaluation 

of institutions and not individuals. He suggests to carry on a survey about the work placement of 

alumni of the existing PhD courses, not only for assessment but also for accreditation. He 

concludes stating the urgency of an aggregation process in doctoral consortia to contrast the 

excessive fragmentation. 

Van Damme intervenes stressing that Italy has a great wealth in terms of PhD courses and 

students and it is important to enhance it. The doctorates are a crucial stage for the dynamic 

development of science and it has to be avoided the risk of moving them toward the established 

centers of science. One of the assessment tools could be to improve the quality of support that 

teachers provide to PhD students. 

Fantoni draws attention to the fact that the research priorities of the country should be decided at 

the central government level. 

Fiegna intervenes underlining that this process contrasts the "provincialism" of doctorates (the 

number of doctorates has decreased from about 2000 to 914) and it is important to support the 

mobility of students with adequate tools. It is also important to support the development of 

transversal competences and the publicity of final dissertations of PhD students to evaluate the 

quality of structures that manage doctoral programs. 

Esposito expresses concern on the reduction of the number of doctorates. Fantoni replies 

reiterating that ANVUR has no intention to limit the number of PhDs courses, but only to ensure 

quality standards. 

4. Update on the advancement of the Advisory Committee Working Groups 

Chairman Lo Bello concludes the work recalling the importance of supporting ANVUR's work, 

which represents a cultural and substantial watershed in the history of the Italian university, so as 

to create a healthy competition among universities. 

The Chairman thanks those present for having accepted to contribute to the work of the ANVUR 

Advisory Committee and invites them to active and constant participation to ensure the best 

outcome. Then he invites the coordinators of the Working Groups to continue discussions on the 

topics on the agenda via e-mail, calling the attention of the participants on the possibility to use 
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the online tools to share documents, suggestions for discussion and/or updates on the progress of 

the Working Groups. 

At 15.30, there being no other points for discussion, the plenary meeting is closed. 


