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comPetitiVeneSS aS a Factor  
For cHoice oF ukrainian YoutH  

receiVe HigHer eDucation abroaD1

Abstract. The author compared the country’s competitiveness performance 
and competitiveness of higher education in the Global Competitiveness Index of 
the World Economic Forum (Switzerland) and ranking of global competitiveness 
Management Institute (Switzerland). For comparison, selected countries where 

1 Research done withint here search theme of Kyiv National Taras Shevchenko University “16 BF 
041-01. Modernization of philosophy and political science education and science of Ukraine on 
thebasis of international educational and scientific standards”. Researchalsois a public examination 
of state policy in the field of higher education at the invitation of the Ministry of Education 
and Science of Ukraine (“Education and Science. Medium Term Plan priority actions of the 
Governmentby 2020”. Project. Ministry of Education, 2017).
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most foreign students among Ukrainian citizens. Determined, that competitive-
ness is an essential factor for the choice of the Ukrainian youth of the country for 
higher education. Instead, the competitiveness of higher education such influ-
ence is not.

Keywords: educational emigration, competitiveness, state education policy, 
public administration, higher education.

КОНКУРЕНТОСПРОМОЖНІСТЬ КРАЇНИ  
ЯК ФАКТОР ВИБОРУ УКРАЇНСЬКОЮ МОЛОДДЮ  

ЗДОБУТТЯ ВИЩОЇ ОСВІТИ ЗА КОРДОНОМ2

Анотація. Автор порівняв показники конкурентоспроможності країни та 
вищої освіти за Індексом глобальної конкурентоспроможності Всесвітньо-
го економічного форуму (Швейцарія) та Рейтингом глобальної конкурен-
тоспроможності Інституту менеджменту (Швейцарія) десяти країн, в яких 
серед іноземних студентів найбільше українських громадян. Визначено, що 
конкурентоспроможність країни є суттєвим фактором вибору українською 
молоддю країни для здобуття вищої освіти. Натомість, конкурентоспромож-
ність вищої освіти країн такого впливу не має.

Ключові слова: освітня еміграція, конкурентоспроможність, державна 
освітня політика, державне управління, вища освіта. 

КОНКУРЕНТОСПОСОБНОСТЬ СТРАНЫ КАК ФАКТОР  
ВЫБОРА УКРАИНСКОЙ МОЛОДЕЖЬЮ ПОЛУЧЕНИЯ  

ВЫСШЕГО ОБРАЗОВАНИЯ ЗА РУБЕЖОМ3

Аннотация. Автор сравнил показатели конкурентоспособности страны и 
высшего образования по Индексу глобальной конкурентоспособности Все-
мирного экономического форума (Швейцария) и Рейтинга глобальной кон-
курентоспособности Института менеджмента (Швейцария) десяти стран, в 
которых среди иностранных студентов больше всего украинских граждан. 
Определено, что конкурентоспособность страны является существенным 
фактором выбора украинской молодежью места для получения высшего об-

2 Дослідження виконане в межах науково-дослідної теми Київського національного універ-
ситету імені Тараса Шевченка “16 БФ 041-01. Модернізація філософської та політологічної 
освіти та науки України на основі міжнародних освітньо-наукових стандартів”, а також 
є громадським експертуванням державної політики у сфері вищої освіти на запрошення 
Міністерством освіти і науки України (“Освіта і наука. Середньостроковий план пріоритет-
них дій Уряду до 2020 року”. Проект.МОН, 2017).
3 Исследование выполнено в рамках научно-исследовательской темы Киевского националь-
ного университета имени Тараса Шевченко “16 БФ 041-01. Модернизация философского и 
политологического бразования и науки Украины на основе международных образовательно-
научных стандартов”, а также общественного экспертирования государственной политики в 
сфере высшего образования по приглашению Министерства образования и науки Украины 
(“Образование и наука. Среднесрочный план приоритетных действий Правительства до 2020 
года”. Проект. МОН, 2017).
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разования. В свою очередь, конкурентоспособность высшего образования 
этих стран такого влияния не имеет.

Ключевые слова: образовательная эмиграция, конкурентоспособность, 
государственная образовательная политика, государственное управление, 
высшее образование.

Target setting. Number of citizens 
of Ukraine who choose a country of hig-
her education another country grows 
each year. Each such school leaver 
other than education is also a potential 
labour immigrant. On the one hand, it 
simplifies access to higher education in 
the country, making Ukrainian higher 
education more mass, reduces pres-
sure on the Ukrainian labour market, 
holding back from rapid depreciation 
and cheap labour, on the other hand, it 
deprives Ukrainian higher education 
and the economy of many possibilities, 
including, in particular, competition 
among applicants in higher education 
and profession, enriching the economy 
of intellectual capital and also effects 
on the country’s competitiveness. 

Analysis of recent research and 
publications. The country’s com-
petitiveness was investigated and 
exa mined by the following scientific 
groups, including National Institute of 
Strategic Studies under the President 
of Ukraine (Scientific Supervisor: Ya. 
Zhalilo) [14], the Institute of Econom-
ics and Forecasting of NAS of Ukraine 
(Scientific Supervisor: I. Kriuchkova) 
[16], the Competitiveness Council of 
Ukraine (Scientific Supervisor: Yu. 
Polunieieva) [21; 22, p. 23–27], Eco-
nomic Faculty of Kyiv National Uni-
versity named after Taras Shevchenko 
(Scientific Supervisor: B. Bazylevych) 
[9] and the Centre of Market Reforms 

(Scientific Supervisor: V. Lanovyi) 
[17]. A. Smagliuk investigated institu-
tional factors influencing the country’s 
competitiveness (political instability, 
lack of a developed business environ-
ment, incompleteness, lack of system of 
formation of the corresponding norma-
tive and legal base) [24]. Components 
of the Global Competitiveness Index 
(GCI) of the World Economic Forum 
(Switzerland) and Global Competi-
tiveness Ranking (GCR) of Manage-
ment Institute (Switzerland) from the 
point of view of detection of the analy-
tical possibilities of the public policy 
research, in particular state policy 
in the sphere of higher education in 
Ukraine has not been the subject of a 
separate research. 

The purpose of the article. Based on 
the analysis and comparison of the indi-
ces of competitiveness (national econo-
mies) and competitiveness of higher 
education, we need to identify the rela-
tionship of educational choice emigra-
tion of citizens of Ukraine and provide 
suggestions for possible adjustment of 
state educational policy in Ukraine. 

Object of research: Indexes of coun-
tries’ competitiveness due to the fact of 
public administration in higher educa-
tion. 

Subject: The relationship between 
academic emigration of citizens of 
Ukraine and the countries’ competi-
tiveness. 
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The statement of basic materials. 
As you know, the economy determines 
the material basis of education. It deter-
mines the content of higher education 
in terms of the structure of disciplines 
and range of specialties and profes-
sions. The areas of technical special-
ties has been promoted and supported 
by the state in the last century. There 
were prestigious universities that train 
specialists with higher education for 
the needs of state. The state policy in 
the sphere of higher education was a 
decisive instrument of formation the 
’market’ structure of higher education. 
Today, due to changes in the social and 
economic situation in Ukraine and the 
formation of public opinion about the 
prestige of certain humanitarian and 
economic professions, these specialties 
have enjoyed soaring demand. 

From the level of higher education 
directly affects the quality of human re-
sources, and therefore, the state of econ-
omy and society [17]. Through the mo-
dernization of higher education, many 
countries (UK, Australia, Finland, Sin-
gapore, Japan and China) managed to 
make a qualitative breakthrough in the 
economic sphere. In modern terms, this 
dependence is growing. 

In addition, the system of higher 
education, forming of a citizen, there-
by having influence on the political 
sphere of public life. Higher education 
creates social and professional struc-
ture of society. Educational migration 
/ immigration confirmed that higher 
education is a means of social mobility 
and social movements. ’The mission of 
education is to give everyone a chance 
to succeed’ [23].

Both global analytic institutions the 
World Economic Forum (Switzerland) 

and Institute of Management (Swit-
zerland) defined national competitive-
ness of Ukraine in reports of 2016, as 
one that has a low capacity of the coun-
try and its institutions to ensure stable 
economic growth, which would be sta-
ble in the medium term. 

According to the GCI in 2015 among 
140 countries Ukraine took on the 79th 
place and the 34th aggregate according 
to the indicator ’Higher education and 
vocational training.’ According to the 
GCR, Ukraine took on the 60th place 
according to the aggregate indicator 
and the 33rd place according to the cri-
terion of ’education’ from 61 countries. 
We made the ratio of the respective 
data from studies of educational emi-
gration of citizens of Ukraine in 2015, 
with indicators of the GCI and GCR of 
the same year (Table 11) for determin-
ing whether the low competitiveness 
of Ukraine (the national economy) is 
effected in general, whether the rela-
tively high competitiveness education 
indicators in Ukraine are effected to 
choice the youth of country getting 
the higher education and whether this 
choice depends on the indicators of the 
country competitiveness or its educa-
tion system.

Comparison of positions of coun-
tries according to their competi-
tiveness, selected by the citizens of 
Ukraine for educational emigration in 
2015, according to the dates of analyti-
cal Centre ’CEDOS’ (Kiev, Ukraine) 
[25] indicate that the evaluation of the 
higher education system is not decisive 
in the choice of school leaver a country 
for educational emigration. 

In some cases, the general state of 
the country’s competitiveness (national 
economy) and other factors can be af-
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fected. For example, the choice of Po-
land is confirmed by the school lea vers 
(53 % of foreign students are Ukrai-
nian), evaluation of the education sys-
tem according to the indicators of GCI 
almost corresponds Ukraine for its po-
sitions, but Poland also significantly 
ahead according to the total competi-
tiveness index (Fig.). So, we want to de-

termine whether the low competitive-
ness of Ukraine (the national eco nomy) 
is affected in general, whether the 
relatively high competitiveness educa-
tion indicators in Ukraine are affected 
to choice the youth of country getting 
the higher education and whether this 
choice depends on the indicators of the 
country competitiveness or its educa-

the ratio of education emigration indicators of citizens of ukraine  
and individual criteria of competitiveness emigration indexes 

(source: compiled by the author based on [7; 8; 25])
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Ukraine — 79 34 60 33

poland 53 41 31 33 16

slovakia 7 67 53 46 40

russia 6.8 45 38 45 31

moldova 6.4 84 79 — —

czech republic 5.5 31 29 29 28

estonia 5.1 30 20 31 13

bulgaria 4.5 54 64 55 49

Hungary 4.3 63 57 48 36

lithuania 4.1 36 24 28 17

latvia 3.7 44 32 43 23
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tion system. We realized the number 
inversion of indicators and transferred 
into comparable values   of educational 
emigration indicators for having the op-
portunity to conduct comparison and 
graphically represent results, taking 
into account that the GCI and GCR 
are built in the rankings in the opposite 
sense. That is percentage value accor-
ding to the following formula: 

GCI: Xn= ((140-GCIn) / ΣGCI1.10) ×
× 100 %,

Where Xn is the value obtained for 
individual countries according to the 
GCI ranking;

140 is a number of countries in the 
ranking (all GCI positions);

GCIn is a position occupied by the 
country according to the GCI ranking;

ΣGCIn1, n2... n10 is total amount (sum) 
of countries positions according to the 
GCI ranking.

We used the following formula for 
the calculation of values   based on the 
GCR system: 

Yn= ((61-GCRn) / ΣGCRn1, n2... n10
) ×

× 100 %,

Where Xn is the value obtained for 
individual country according to the 
GCR ranking;

61 is a number of countries accord-
ing to the ranking (all GCI positions);

GCIn is a position occupied by the 
country according to the GCI ranking;

ΣGCIn1, n2... n10
 is total amount (sum) 

of countries positions according to the 
GCI ranking.

The obtained findings can be con-
sidered fair for all but except Slovakia 
from the TOP 10 countries for choice 
of educational emigration by citizens of 
Ukraine in 2015. Our findings may also 

reinforce the assumptions of analysts 
of the CEDOS Centre however, that, 
firstly, ’2/3 of students studying at 
foreign universities, will find a way to 
continue their education, start training 
or find a job abroad’; secondly, ’their 
choice is closely connected with the 
model of investment in human capital 
(the education is also an investment 
in human capital as it increases future 
earnings), and the opportunities for 
getting education in Ukraine though 
is, but the return on education is lo-
wer than in the destination country. So 
they go to get education abroad with 
the intention to remain there perma-
nently’ [25].

The priorities of the Ministry of 
Edu cation and Science of Ukraine to 
the draft of Medium Term Plan of Prior-
ity Actions of the Government by 2020 
were promulgated according to the 
results of public discussion at the end 
of 2016. The Government announced 
the modernization of vocational educa-
tion and steps to ensure the quality of 
higher education, evaluating the cur-
rent social problem. The development 
of the Higher Education Standards 
(2017–2018), creating the Method-
ological Base and Practical Assistance 
to institutions of higher education for 
establishment the Internal Quality As-
surance System (2017–2019), ensuring 
academic integrity, optimization of sci-
entific results generalization, creation 
of the National Scientometrics System 
for providing enter for study at educa-
tional level of the Master of Law using 
the External Independent Evaluation 
(EIE) are defined by these steps [19].

Low competitiveness of Ukraine 
(the national economy) in general, 
with relatively high competitiveness 
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of higher education in Ukraine signifi-
cantly effects on the school leavers’ se-
lection for getting the higher education 
abroad. This option conditionally cor-
relates with the high competitiveness 
of the country or its education system, 
in favour of which a decision about the 
educational emigration will be made 
on. By itself, the Higher Education 
Rating System is not the determining 
factor in school leaver’s choice of the 
country for educational emigration.

Conclusions. The development of 
public policy in higher education and 
relevant measures for its implementa-
tion should be consistent with regard 
to the choice of citizens of Ukraine and 
educational immigrants. This concor-
dance should be carried with priori-
ties of related fields of policy. Firstly, 

it is a support of effective educational 
emigration, protection of immigrants’ 
rights as the citizens of Ukraine and 
promotion of the development of con-
ditions for their eventual return. Sec-
ondly, promotion of sustainable deve-
lopment in Ukraine by the transition 
to a qualitatively different economic 
model based on an increase of abroad 
investment due to the systematic and 
consistent work with educational im-
migrants. Thirdly, the development of 
involvement strategy of intellectual po-
tential of educational immigrants due 
to the promising sectors of the Ukrai-
nian economy development. Prospects 
of scientific researches of this problem 
is a research of policies of foreign coun-
tries due to minimize the risks associ-
ated with the growth of educational 
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emigration and the analysis of the pub-
lished regulations of the Ministry of 
Education and Science of Ukraine due 
to a draft of the Medium-term Plan of 
Priority Actions of the Government 
until 2020 in the part of education and 
science development. So, every Ukrai-
nian educational labour immigrant is a 
potential immigrant. 
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