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1.
The landscape of science  

and higher education system in Poland



UpdateÉ but in the light of some historical context

During the Training School, 
we have heard on various 
motivations why to design 

and use national databases ?



The beginnings of the Science of Science

1910ÕsÐ1930s

Florian Znaniecki  (Polish sociologists who worked in 
Pozna! , the President of The American Sociological 
Association) and Maria  and Stanis !aw Ossowskis  Ð 

founders of the Science on Science movement . 

The Þrst paper explicitly on ãScience on ScienceÓ (Nauka 
o nauce) was published by Ossowskis in 1935.



Why did Polish researchers and policy 
makers seek to establish science on 

science and to use data on research and 
scientiÞc institutions?



It was a social and political 
necessity to create in 
Poland a coherent system 
of higher education, 
science for the country, 
partitioned earlier (for 123 
years) by the three 
occupiers: Russia, Prussia 
and Austria.

Source and more : Kokowski, M. (2015). The Science of 
Science (Naukoznawstwo) in Poland: The Changing 
Theoretical Perspectives and Political Contexts Ð A 
Historical Sketch from the 1910s to 1993. Organon, 47, 
147Ð237.



Poland in 2019

38 million citizens 

430 higher education!
institutions

110.000  scholars
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1991 1998 2010/11 2018

Poland started the evaluation of 
scientiÞc institutions 

Parametric model and journals evaluation "

New science policy: start of POL-on

Next phase
(e.g. list of publishers)

The History of Polish Research Evaluation
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2

POL-on system



The Integrated System of 
Information on #Science 
and#Higher Education

It is the broadest repository of data on Polish science and higher 
education. The repository is composed of nearly 40 modules.  

In terms of the scope of the data collected, it is the largestÑ
according to the system operatorÑworking public information 

system.

Source:  https://www.polon.nauka.gov.pl/polon-network



13

The key areas

 Delivering data for public statistics developed by Statistics 
Poland, 
Electronic reporting for higher education institutions and 
scientiÞc institutions, 
Repository of dissertations and theses, 
 Support for the assessment of quality in education, 
Delivering objective data on science  and higher education 
for students, prospective students, scientists and 
entrepreneurs, 
Reliable assessment of scientiÞc capacity  and rational 
management of resources for science and higher education.

Source:  https://www.polon.nauka.gov.pl/polon-network
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POL-on in numbers

Source:  https://www.polon.nauka.gov.pl/polon-network
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POL-on in numbers

Source:  https://www.polon.nauka.gov.pl/polon-network
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3.

Polish Scholarly Bibliography



Levels of aggregation

Country 
Institution 
Journal 
Author



Country



Number of publications

Articles
Chapters

Monographs



Institution





Journal









Author





Open Access
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4.

Polish Journal Ranking 
& 

List of ScientiÞc Publishers



Polish Journal Ranking

1. The authoritative list of journals 
which are counted in a national 
research evaluation exercise. 

2. Over 30 thousands of journals.

3. The ranking is prepared by 44 panels 
and the Research Evaluation Council 
in Poland.

4. Journals indexed in WoS, Scopus, 
ERIH Plus, and other Polish journals 
not indexed in these databases but 
those which have been granted to 
develop editorial practices.

5. For publication in a given journal, 
institution can obtain: from 20 to 200 
points. 



1. The solution inspired by 
Finnish and Norwegian 
lists of publishers. 

2. Two-level list. 

3. Over 500 publishers.

The list of publishers
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5.

Lessons from the Polish case



Insights

1. When a bibliographical data is linked to the other systems, we have a 
richer but more sensitive data. Therefore, access to it might be difÞcult.

2. From the perspective of evaluation purposes, data should be 
aggregated at all levels, that is: publication, author, institution.

3. Persistent identiÞers for publication channels are crucial for evaluation 
based on a long period.

4. Stakeholders very often misunderstand the number of bibliographical 
records with the number of publications (the difference resulting from 
the different levels of aggregations).



RESSH2020.amu.edu.pl

Rennes 2015 
Antwerp 2017 
Valencia 2019 
Pozna!  2020

Research Evaluation in the Social Sciences and Humanities  
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