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The problem of the study. With 2018 marking the transiƟ on of Ukrainian state educaƟ on policy 
from informaƟ on-based structure to knowledge – based one, it is of vital importance to evaluate the im-
pact of Bologna Process reforms on Ukrainian higher educaƟ on system. By now, the country faces urgent 
tasks of naƟ onal idenƟ ty formaƟ on and naƟ on building where educaƟ on is central in addressing these 
goals in the context of entering European integraƟ on and globalizaƟ on educaƟ onal space.

The framework and the shiŌ  in integraƟ on perspecƟ ves that has occurred over the last two decades, 
referring the state and prospects of educaƟ onal development in Ukraine, off ers a potenƟ ally powerful 
venue for improving quality higher educaƟ on in this country.

It is common knowledge, that successful transfer strategies provide the tremendous increase in 
internaƟ onal links in higher educaƟ on in partnership with innovators, academics, thought-leaders and en-
terpreneurs to develop innovaƟ ve soluƟ ons, products and services (Altbach, 2016; Carnoy, 2013; Kozma, 
Rebay, Ohidy, Szolar, 2014; Mihut, Altbach, de Wit, 2017; NaƟ onal Report on the State and Prospects of 
EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017; Oleksieyenko, 2016; Zaida, Rust, 2013). With all above men- 
tioned, it is crucial to answer the quesƟ ons and consider the problems and challenges regarding Ukraine’s 
parƟ cipaƟ on in the Bologna Process and EHEA: 

• has it resulted in more transparency in Ukrainian higher educaƟ on? 
• what advancements have been achieved and drawbacks have been singled out?
• what problems and criƟ cal challenges do sƟ ll remain?
• on what policy acƟ ons and programs do we need to focus more directly to off er creaƟ ve and com-

petent soluƟ ons and measures to successfully enter the global and European scienƟ fi c space?
In view of this, the aim of the given arƟ cle is to analyze the impact of Bologna Process and EHEA 

educaƟ onal reforms on Ukraine’s integraƟ on of successful policies and strategies towards entering the 
global and European educaƟ onal space, as viewed by naƟ ve and foreign experts.

Methods. With this aim in purpose, we shall address the recent publicaƟ ons (2010-2017) of edu-
caƟ onal leaders, academics, professionals, researchers, entrepreneurs, pracƟ oners and top-performing 
students both in this country and abroad. Alongside with this, we are preƩ y aware of diversity opinions 
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which provides pros and cons in evaluaƟ ng process, on the one hand. On the other hand, advances and 
drawbacks of educaƟ on in Ukraine, as viewed by representaƟ ves of various cultures, countries, paradigms, 
universiƟ es, etc. show that advancing criƟ cal challenges and problems singled out will take place against 
the background of major educaƟ onal changes, we believe.

Results. In light of this, it is relevant to review some of the major regulatory and analyƟ cal docu-
ments which were adopted by Ukraine, changing state educaƟ on policy in the context of globalizaƟ on and 
European integraƟ on. 

Since 1991, when Ukraine gained its independence, the creaƟ on of the naƟ onal educaƟ on started 
with the adopƟ on of the Laws “On EducaƟ on and Science and ScienƟ fi c and Technology AcƟ viƟ es” (1991) 
under the auspices of the NaƟ onal Academy of EducaƟ onal Sciences of Ukraine (NAES) which became the 
leading research center on the way of profound changes of naƟ onal system of educaƟ on. The next period 
of modernizaƟ on of naƟ onal educaƟ on policy was marked by the adopƟ on of the innovaƟ onal Law of 
Ukraine “On Higher EducaƟ on” (2015) on the basis of the “Bologna Process in creaƟ on of the European 
Higher EducaƟ on Area” (NaƟ onal Report on the State and Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 
2017; Denisova-Schmidt, Prytula, 2017), as well as the Law “On Science, ScienƟ fi c and Technology AcƟ vi-
Ɵ es” was also adopted the same year (2015). And fi nally, in the period of the 2015-2016 the DraŌ  Law “On 
EducaƟ on” was submiƩ ed to the Parliament, and is currently undergoing the trial period (NaƟ onal Report 
on the State and Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017; Denisova-Schmidt, Prytula, 2017). 

In sum, Laws of Ukraine on educaƟ onal transformaƟ ons outlined the urgent tasks and regulaƟ ons 
aimed at strengthening and changing public aƫ  tudes “…towards educaƟ on and its research orientaƟ on in 
the prospect of reforming the educaƟ onal sphere, as required by the European integraƟ on and globalization 
challenges of the XXI century, invesƟ gaƟ ve and innovaƟ ve character of civilizaƟ on progress”… (NaƟ onal 
Report on the State and Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017; Denisova-Schmidt, Prytula, 
2017). AddiƟ onally, in November, 2017, Gotheborg the European Commission presented the innovaƟ ve 
approach, mechanism and measures to creaƟ ng a European EducaƟ on Area by 2025 to its Member States 
(Towards a European EducaƟ on Area by 2025, 2017).

In terms of defi ning the problem under the discussion, the future horizons of European educaƟ on 
as synergy of science, educaƟ on, technology, economy which underlie global development community, 
were off ered by the European Commission. In the Ukrainian context, we suppose, it is a new step towards 
the debate regarding key problems of the European future in educaƟ on and culture, and Ukraine, in par-
Ɵ cular. It sets its vision for how we can create a European EducaƟ on Area by 2025 (Towards a European 
EducaƟ on Area by 2025, 2017). The ideas suggested there, are of crucial importance for Ukraine as they 
outline the ways to harness the full potenƟ al of educaƟ on and culture as drivers for job creaƟ on, economic 
growth and social fairness as well as a means to experience European idenƟ ty in all its diversity. According 
to the European Commission (Towards a European EducaƟ on Area by 2025, 2017) a European Area of 
EducaƟ on should include:

• making mobility a reality for all;
• the mutual recogniƟ on of diplomas;
• greater cooperaƟ on on curricula development;
• improving language learning;
• promoƟ ng lifelong learning;
• mainstreaming innovaƟ on and digital skills in educaƟ on;
• supporƟ ng teachers;
• creaƟ ng a network of European universiƟ es;
• invesƟ ng in educaƟ on;
• preserving cultural heritage.
Thus, EHEA regulatory documents will help all the European educaƟ onal community to navigate 

challenges and to take advantage of educaƟ onal change and advance on global level that will improve 
living standards of people.

 As we have already menƟ oned, the current research is aimed at presenƟ ng diverse views of naƟ ve 
and foreign experts on evaluaƟ ng the outcomes and failures of Ukraine’s educaƟ on reform with regard to 
the problems and obstacles.

The impact of the Bologna Process on formaƟ on, implementaƟ on and modernizaƟ on of the naƟ onal 
educaƟ on policy (2003-2013) was marked by “increasing spectrum and strength of the transformaƟ onal 
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impact of European integraƟ on and world globalizaƟ on”, states V. Cremen (NaƟ onal Report on the State and 
Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017).

As we refl ect on hard-fought progress in the Ukrainian educaƟ onal space (NaƟ onal Report on the 
State and Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017; Derkach, 2017) regarding the analysis 
of advances and losses in the process of educaƟ on reform, we have an opportunity to make important 
changes in how we approach development.

Let us dwell on the evaluaƟ on of the achievements and drawbacks since 2003 Ɵ ll 2017. We shall 
start with one of the comprehensive sources – the NaƟ onal Report on the State and Prospects of Educa-
Ɵ on Development in Ukraine published in 2017 (NaƟ onal Report on the State and Prospects of EducaƟ on 
Development in Ukraine, 2017). It contains the analysis of the progresses and failures of naƟ onal develop-
ment changes over the last 25 years; reasons that provoked the pressing issues and challenges. It also sug-
gests the scienƟ fi cally grounded proposals concerning the ways of domesƟ c educaƟ on modernizaƟ on in 
the context of globalizaƟ on, European integraƟ on and naƟ onal self-idenƟ fi caƟ on. According to the report, 
“ … it is important to evaluate objecƟ vely the achievements and losses of the past twenty fi ve years”(Na-
Ɵ onal Report on the State and Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017; Derkach, 2017). The 
most important include the following gains:

• development of new methodology of Ukrainian educaƟ on development;
• creaƟ on of new legal framework for educaƟ on;
• defi ning the principles of equal access to quality educaƟ on;
• formaƟ on of educaƟ on content on the base of state standards;
• creaƟ on of scienƟ fi c and methodological and largely programs and methodical resource for the 

transiƟ on to the 12-year comprehensive secondary educaƟ on;
• transiƟ on to the variable educaƟ on;
• use of new forms and technologies of control and evaluaƟ on of academic achievements, intro-

ducƟ on of the external independent assessment;
• introducƟ on of new methods of pedagogical and scienƟ fi c and pedagogic personnel aƩ estaƟ on;
• disseminaƟ on of new educaƟ onal technologies;
• gradual transiƟ on to mulƟ -way fi nancing;
• creaƟ on of the naƟ onal pedagogical press;
• development of professional associaƟ ons.
Among other policy educaƟ on dynamic changes, losses (as coined in the Report) in the process of 

educaƟ on reform of higher educaƟ on some are also described, namely:
• lack of systemaƟ c research-based ideology of educaƟ on development;
• funcƟ ons of VET insƟ tuƟ ons and vocaƟ onal schools, colleges under the new market condiƟ ons, 

innovaƟ ve economy are sƟ ll being undefi ned;
• due to the weak control at the center and at the local posiƟ ons of the quanƟ taƟ ve growth of higher 

educaƟ on insƟ tuƟ ons, there appeared some risks that youth might obtain poor quality of education, thus 
the image of Ukrainian higher educaƟ on abroad has deteriorated;

• transiƟ on to the next stages of educaƟ on system modernizaƟ on without proper monitoring as a 
preliminary condiƟ on;

• teacher educaƟ on became the outsider for the higher educaƟ on; the teacher is not formed as the 
subject of current values;

• aging of logisƟ cs.
Overall, the Report states in conclusion: “These and other menƟ oned areas of educaƟ on have not yet 

accrued systemaƟ c, interconnected nature and, therefore, do not form a coherent state policy in educaƟ on” 
(NaƟ onal Report on the State and Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017; Filiatreau, 2011).

Similarly, publicaƟ on edited by Yevhen Nikokaiev in the year 2017, and prepared by authors from 
universiƟ es, Ukrainian and German academic insƟ tuƟ ons with the parƟ cipaƟ on of EducaƟ onal Trends 
analyƟ cal agency, has also covered achievements and failures, controversies of educaƟ on reform eff orts in 
Ukraine during 1993–2013 (Higher educaƟ on in Ukraine: Agenda for Reforms, 2017). Agenda for reforms, 
as seen by P. Kostrobiy and У. Rashkevych (Kostrobiy, Rashkevich, 2017), set forth for conceptual funda-
mentals and instruments in order to change the old educaƟ onal paradigm of this country. In conclusion 
they state that ”… despite certain successes….educaƟ on and science in Ukraine were not united, the third 
cycle of higher educaƟ on (compaƟ ble with European programs of doctoral educaƟ on) was not introduced, 
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the idea ESTS and competent-based approach did not get inside the process of creaƟ on and implementa-
Ɵ on of study programs, academic autonomy stayed a dream, no real steps for assuring higher educaƟ on 
quality were taken. The gap between the Ukrainian naƟ onal higher educaƟ on system and EHEA was on 
the rise” (Kostrobiy, Rashkevich, 2017; Soltys, 2015). The next infl uenƟ al source of informaƟ on for our 
literary review is a profound arƟ cle wriƩ en by Professor Sofi ya Nikolaeva, a famous expert in Methods of 
Teaching (Nikolaeva, 2015). The researcher presents a thorough, detailed analysis of four steps (stages) of 
the Bologna Process in Ukraine’s implementaƟ on, making use of various methods and techniques of data 
collecƟ on,summing up pros and cons at each stage within the period of 2005 – 2015 years. The author 
resumes that: “… Ukraine has achieved a lot, but many of the key issues need soluƟ on”; and furthermore,“ 
Much has been done. Something succeeded, something needs to be improved and implemented“ (Ni-
kolaeva, 2015). 

Looking back, Professor Nikolaeva refers to the Yerevan Communique (May 2015) where key prio-
riƟ es for Ukraine by 2020 were put forward, namely:

• enhancing the quality and relevance of learning and teaching;
• fostering the employability of graduates throughout their working lives;
• making the systems more inclusive;
• implemenƟ ng agreed structural reforms (Nikolaeva, 2015).
AddiƟ onally, from the author’s point of view, of utmost importance is “ to harmonize the relevant 

naƟ onal documents with the Revised Standards and Guidelines for Quality assurance in the European 
Higher EducaƟ on Area (ESG) (Oleksieyenko, 2016); the European Approach for quality Assurance of Joint 
Programs and revised ECTS Users’ Guide, as an offi  cial EHEA document” (Nikolaeva, 2015).

So, if one aƩ empts to compare facts in common and diff erences menƟ oned above by educaƟ ona-
lists, it is possible to note that considered advancements are the maƩ er of almost the unity of outlooks. At 
the same Ɵ me, failures which were singled out, in our view, deal with diff erent spheres of the educaƟ onal 
reform and its changes as the result.

In our point of view, it is desirable to concentrate aƩ enƟ on on the problems of labor market today, 
its needs and requirements and strengthening career guidance of students from starters to graduates. It is 
a topical problem for Ukraine and liƩ le has been done in this area. As our literary review shows, employ- 
ability rate of recent graduates, despite some progress, has persistent regional diff erences, and is sƟ ll limi-
ted. To illustrate this, we set an example in which Master’s graduates (NO=86) from diff erent regions of the 
country were asked to fi ll in the quesƟ onnaire (20 quesƟ ons). The goal was to examine perspecƟ ves and 
problems on their forthcoming employment. Tracking surveys of graduates, we perceived that no reliable 
data on job market issues today are available for them, and making educaƟ onal mobility a reality for them, 
as well. To make depth a more central element in educaƟ onal policy formaƟ on, it is desirable among selec-
ted policy prioriƟ es include mobility opportuniƟ es for students regarding their training and employment. 
NavigaƟ ng the dynamic implicaƟ ons of educaƟ onal changes in Ukraine, research and theory, migraƟ on 
processes (Derkach, Maksymenko, 2016; Derkach, Minka, 2012; Derkach, 2017), it will also require sound 
policies informed by a long-run perspecƟ ve tailored to a naƟ on’s educaƟ onal context on the job vacancies, 
we believe. We would aƩ empt suggesƟ ng, in this respect, the role of three strategic prioriƟ es to advance 
development and educaƟ onal changes, namely:

1) to grow economies in ways that are sustainable and create jobs in this country and a region, in 
parƟ cular;

2) to invest in students’ and teachers’ social and economic potenƟ al;
3) to ensure risks against rapidly changing market.
As we have already menƟ oned, the goal of our paper is to compare the evaluaƟ on of history and cur-

rent state of terƟ ary educaƟ on in Ukraine by views of insider’s (naƟ ve) and outsider’s (foreign) perspecƟ ve. 
The comparaƟ ve analysis demonstrates that views outside are likely diff erent from inside ones. A well-known 
PublicaƟ on House Springer is also famous for issuing research book series “GlobalizaƟ on, ComparaƟ ve Edu-
caƟ on and Policy Research” (Kozma, Rebay, Ohidy, Szolar, 2014), and provides a global overview from 2008-
2017 of developments and changes in policy and comparaƟ ve educaƟ onal research during the last decades. 
Referring educaƟ onal reforms in Higher EducaƟ on of Ukraine, it is stated that “ The awakening of the civil 
society in Ukraine has called naƟ onal universiƟ es to play a major role in social and economic transformaƟ ons 
aimed at eliminaƟ ng post-colonial legacies and acceleraƟ ng the country’s European integraƟ on” (Kozma, Re-
bay, Ohidy, Szolar, 2014). Alongside with this, it is concluded that, ‘…the higher educaƟ on system of Ukraine 
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used to be on periphery of “knowledge empires” and development” (Kozma, Rebay, Ohidy, Szolar, 2014). 
Developing the qualitaƟ ve analysis of the theme, one of the contributors of the 2017 issue series suggests: 
“DisrupƟ ve innovaƟ on strategies in post-revoluƟ onary Ukraine call for large scale and long-term engagement 
of foreign experts in Ukrainian universiƟ es to sƟ mulate local students and the young professoriate to adopt 
radically diff erent forms of inquiry  and learning in higher educaƟ on and are expected to become internal 
reform monitors, movers and shakers” (Kozma, Rebay, Ohidy, Szolar, 2014).

PoinƟ ng out to the risks of the educaƟ onal reform, the analyst confi rms that “…Ukrainians run a risk 
of seƫ  ng their expectaƟ ons too high, developing new types of dependencies and promoƟ ng uncriƟ cal elites 
that well erect new hierarchical and straƟ fi ed forms and norms of higher educaƟ on” (Kozma, Rebay, Ohidy, 
Szolar, 2014).

The same year (2016) the project “Higher EducaƟ on Reforms Reinforcement in Eastern Partner-
ship Countries” was implemented with the support of Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum (Yahorau, 
Antashkevich, 2016 ). The three partners of the project Belarus, Armenia and Ukraine examined higher 
educaƟ on reform in light of Bologna Process as well as opportuniƟ es, obstacles, context (Yahorau, Antash-
kevich, 2016).

EvaluaƟ ng development results in the period of 2002-2014, it was concluded that it “… was fi lled in 
a number of not very successful educaƟ on system modernizaƟ on aƩ empts” (Yahorau, Antashkevich, 2016; 
Mihut, Altbach, de Wit, 2017); while the period of higher educaƟ on transformaƟ ons aŌ er March 2014 
was intensifi ed, “The Bologna standards implementaƟ on process became more consistent” (Yahorau, An-
tashkevich, 2016; Mihut, Altbach, de Wit, 2017)). Moreover, the “IntroducƟ on of new standards changed 
a lot in exisƟ ng before educaƟ on system but also generated natural resistance …. In parƟ cular, the regular 
aspirantura was pracƟ cally replaced by Doctor of Philosophy Program…such program needs to be licen-
sed. Such radical changes came as a shock for research insƟ tuƟ on…” (Yahorau, Antashkevich, 2016; Mihut, 
Altbach, de Wit, 2017). And further on: “The NaƟ onal Qualifi caƟ on Framework implementaƟ on hadn’t 
always gone smoothly as well. In some ways, its implementaƟ on totally failed” (Yahorau, Antashkevich, 
2016; NaƟ onal Report on the State and Prospects of EducaƟ on Development in Ukraine, 2017). As for the 
problems and challenges it was recommended for Ukraine by the partners of the project:

• To accelerate the development of complex regulatory documents, which will allow fast and with 
minimal losses to proceed Ukraine higher educaƟ on “reboot” in accordance with European standards, 
approaches and recommendaƟ ons;

• ApprobaƟ on and further development of innovaƟ ve model of state funding for educaƟ on and 
search for opƟ mal raƟ o of its confi guraƟ on with possible corporate funding for educaƟ on;

• To use all possibiliƟ es for developing NaƟ onal Qualifi caƟ on system to ensure effi  cient and ef-
fecƟ ng relaƟ ons between business, higher educaƟ on and labor market in order to achieve high level of 
graduates employment according to their interests and skills as well as social needs.

Quite diff erent aspects of the educaƟ onal reform vectors are treated in the research by Denisova- 
Schmidt (Denisova-Schmidt, Prytula, 2017) on challenges of academic integrity in higher educaƟ on in the 
year 2017, aimed at revealing causes of Ukraine’s endemic higher educaƟ on corrupƟ on.

It is worth while menƟ oning, that the foreign scholar Denisova-Schmidt of the University of St. Galen 
(Switzerland) has printed several arƟ cles (Denisova-Schmidt, 2017; Denisova-Schmidt, Huber, Prytula, 2015) 
on the major outcomes of the Ukrainian educaƟ onal reform, focusing her aƩ enƟ on on the corrupƟ on problem 
that hinders progress and change. The empirical data were obtained in an experimental evaluaƟ on of an anƟ - 
corrupƟ on intervenƟ on among Ukrainian University students (Denisova-Schmidt, Huber, Prytula, 2015).

The same idea is supported in the research conducted by Chapman and Linder (Chapman, Linder, 
2016) in 2016, where invesƟ gators examine the degrees of integrity and the threat of corrupƟ on in Higher 
EducaƟ on.

One more invesƟ gaƟ on on the Bologna Process in Ukraine was carried out by Covacs (Covacs, 2014) 
in 2014. The author presented and analyzed the necessary measures, laws and orders in the aƩ empt to 
show the diffi  culƟ es and problems which Ukraine as a young naƟ on has to overcome. She concludes that 
“One of the most important problems is the unfi nished and insuffi  cient system with regards to the imple-
mentaƟ on of the reform objecƟ ves” (Covacs, 2014).

In the qualitaƟ ve analysis of similariƟ es, divergence, and incapability in the Bologna Process reform 
implementaƟ on by the former-socialist countries, realized by Soltys (Soltys, 2015), the aƩ enƟ on is paid to 
the problems that are typical of all the former-socialist countries. According to Soltys, the major problems 
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and obstacles are connected with “The overemphasis on bureaucraƟ c checks and controls of the Bologna 
Process negates two important aspiraƟ ons of the Bologna Process: university autonomy, empowerment of 
faculty, and development of local communiƟ es….the free fl ow of internaƟ onal knowledge” (Soltys, 2015).

In light of stated above, current problems of Ukraine’s integraƟ on into the global and European 
educaƟ onal space, we studied the earlier published works from 2005-2012, and major advances and failu-
res viewed by foreign scienƟ sts. The posiƟ on of the American researcher Filiatreau (Filiatreau, 2011) who 
analyses the impact of the Bologna Process reforms on Ukrainian educaƟ onal policy during 2005-2009 
period is coined like this: “Having joined the Bologna process in 2005, Ukraine hopes to strengthen its 
relaƟ onships with the EU through parƟ cipaƟ on in European Commission-sponsored projects, and to in-
crease its own research capabiliƟ es and build the capacity of its higher educaƟ on system. However, aŌ er 
the collapse of the Soviet Union, higher educaƟ on has become one of the most corrupt areas in Ukraine” 
(Filiatreau, 2011).

One more aspect in the adopƟ on of the Bologna Process at a Ukrainian University, namely, the or-
ganizaƟ onal culture of academic staff  was presented by Shaw et al (Shaw, Chapman, Rumyantseva, 2011). 
EducaƟ onalists resume: “We found that instrucƟ onal and insƟ tuƟ onal innovaƟ ons were successfully im-
plemented only to the extent that they were integrated with the exisƟ ng paƩ ern of values and beliefs held 
by faculty” (Shaw, Chapman, Rumyantseva, 2011). 

 Conclusions. Thus, there are many reasons to believe that foreign experts (Covacs, 2014; Chap-
man, Linder, 2016; Denisova-Schmidt, Prytula, 2017; Denisova-Schmidt, 2017; Denisova-Schmidt, Huber, 
Prytula, 2015; Filiatreau, 2011; Kozma, Rebay, Ohidy, Szolar, 2014; Mihut, Altbach, de Wit, 2017; Shaw, 
Chapman, Rumyantseva, 2011; Soltys, 2015; Towards a European EducaƟ on Area by 2025, 2017; Yahorau, 
Antashkevich, 2016; Zaida, Rust, 2016), evaluaƟ ng the context of Ukraine’s policy educaƟ onal reforms and 
naƟ onal strategic objecƟ ves of entering the global and European educaƟ onal space, were eager to draw 
the Ukrainian‘s community aƩ enƟ on to the vital, unsolved problems, challenges and perspecƟ ves to over-
come obstacles and failures on the way of changes. As Filiatreau concludes, “…many Ukrainian educaƟ onal 
leaders and researchers have a wealth of ideas and experience to move the higher educaƟ on reform in the 
direcƟ on that would benefi t the country as whole and its people” (Filiatreau, 2011).

 What seems clear, however, is the urgent need to proceed from a rhetoric of change to the rhe-
toric of creaƟ ve moves grounding on naƟ onal values and naƟ onal educaƟ onal context and achievements 
obtained. The main open quesƟ ons deal with four prioriƟ es, in our view, namely:

• Ensuring that higher educaƟ on insƟ tuƟ ons of Ukraine contribute to innovaƟ ons (Derkach, 2017);
• PromoƟ ng excellence in skills development and tackling future skills mismatches (Derkach, 

Maksymenko, 2016);
• SupporƟ ng eff ecƟ ve and effi  cient tools for geƫ  ng universiƟ es and employers to work together 

(Derkach, Minka, 2012);
• EliminaƟ ng the gap between student training and business needs.
Further Research. All the menƟ oned issues above, off er ample opportuniƟ es for scholarly invesƟ -

gaƟ on. Another unanswered quesƟ on concerns the career guidance and planning of University students 
and graduates in the European and global educaƟ onal contexts.
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