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On the Conceptual Basis of China’s University Ranking: Reflections and Return
LIANG Qing

(School of Vocational Education, Tianjin University of Technology and Education, Tianjin 300222)

Abstract; In China, university ranking is considered to be a neutral cognitive process. This viewpoint is wrong because
university ranking is an evaluative activity rather than a cognitive activity. The wrong idea is closely related to historical
traditions and academic background of the ranking producers. With regard to its essence, a reasonable university ranking should
be based on the needs of the value subject. International experience shows that university ranking based on the value subject has
three different approaches.
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