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The context of this realisation

• Great confusion created by the media about the 
key data of the schools

• Lack of reference even for the deans about « best 
practices »

• Necessity for a better visibility of institutions of 
engineering education abroad

• Need for a reference which is an help and not a 
burden

• Multiplication of indexes developed for self 
evaluation
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Institutions that are references 
for schools of engineers

• Commission des Titres d’Ingénieur, French 
agency for accreditation of engineering higher 
education

• Direction Générale de l’Enseignement Supérieur, 
quadriennal contractualisation (LOLF indexes)

• Conference des Directeurs des Ecoles Françaises
d’Ingénieurs, statutory conference that 
represents deans of French school of engineers 
accredited by CTI
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Very different types of schools 
of engineering

• Public (168) and private (54)
• Independent (40) or inside the universities (80)
• Depending on the ministry of education of other 

ministry (41)
• Very different sizes (from 10 to 1000 graduated 

each year)
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Communication/management 
tool

• Benchmarking of the values given by the dean 
(min, max, mean) according to the kind of school 
and for all schools

• Some data are kept as confidential one 
(budget…)

• Other are used in a website communication tool
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Organization of the sequence 
of questions

• Very difficult because some items depend on 
several categories

• The order has been chosen in concordance with 
Guide d’Auto Evaluation OF CTI
– Missions and organization
– Partnerships
– Recruitment of the students
– Education of the students
– Employment of the students
– Quality improvement
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Conception and realization

• Definition of a software structure that allows 
evolution by CDEFI and computation of trends

• The core of the system is a great data base 
whose entrance is programmed through 
« questionnaire »

• Outcomes are computed each time a value is 
changed and directly displayed on all the 
websites
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Steps of the conceptions

• State of the art of all indexes, definition with CTI 
of indexes corresponding to « Guide d’Auto
Evaluation »

• Work with the commission that defines research 
indexes in France

• For the missing fields work with commissions of 
deans from CDEFI
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Experimentation

• 8 deans chosen to test the tool, from different 
kind of schools

• The questionnaire and the help changed from 
their remarks

• Then, new test by permanent commission of CTI
• Then, put in line in June 2006
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February 2008 :3rd year of 
existence

• In 2007, 140 school from the 222 French schools 
of engineers have given their values

• About 400 items
• Small change each years to take in account 

remarks an modification of LOLF
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Problems encountered

• The dean only receives the code to put the data 
on line

• In some school there is no transmission to the 
services that get the data

• All the deans have not perceived the interest of 
the tool, till the moment of CTI evaluation
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• A website displays some of the indications 
• Some newspapers have taken the same indexes 

as CDEFI
• We are asked by these newspaper to have a 

glance at the data given by the schools
• We use data to give real time statistics on the 

website

Communication tool
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Conclusion

• The small schools are very interested because 
they can compare to each others

• This year, CDEFI will undertake sessions to tell to 
the dean how to complete the référentiel
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