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% AFSEA] © Claudio Rama(2007), The Third Reformation of Higher Education in Latin America and the Caribbean: massification, regulations
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AEsha gt Bebde] 49 AUAAATAL AT HY WS A S SIF DEBSVIT] AA A s

G 1HBE 6el Asel, 732l Gl ulstel A4S Mo} FAG WA hFEw ook T BERST

we Szl 229 A, Akl FEO) HAl FO Q3 9ye
webd] 2o tlRt ZRIAS Bajol wpAele & FH O] ARSI AUSHA ke Holt,

A4S FA7I0A wsta gloh, hEAOR Hebd  SAg ok mRul: Fojukek 2 Rl Moty

A g ALEeE B 20029 Bapde] A9 A7 6,000 USDY| Subsi|ar
W‘“"J LRI APk ik = FeE 1999 1,000 USD 470 7w g wolu}, Ed =7} o]

UNE 94 SAlolA Asks Hparte] ABHES W Ao mEH|E RS Aol 2 Holiu] Aulole] A8 7

Eo] S5 Qtofl £EFozHN BB ZR e ¥ AU HeA = ST AZtuSH|= 4,500
g3t sl Zates Jalsls o W% Exsia 9ok USDYE 1,000 USDel| ©]27|7k2] thefstA vhehtar
Slek. oleigh w5u] 9] Apol= w&o) Hof| glo] Bty
4. xhgets TAE o8k ik
gidofH|2|7h thie] H7teflA sl tigt = 5 MEIH EE

7H] AR T Aeus7|de] HFEHL ok

1991958 200397H4] 8 =7F2] GNP Hj¥] 353l ot ey, Hepd, Ayulof, WAL 5o 7oA
5 oflike] HleS it =7kelA 125 28kA] Bt 60% oo AR ekl AL o] Qlrk del=
I Yok FH ALSAETE Qlo] olE it "H%ﬂ{i &3kl SheotrE| 7oA o] tiekat AFAAIzEe] A=
= YIH8TR LR A8 Eo] FAt B SRR & of2] wjeFsltt, AFekiAZ} weRet ol froll= 7Id=Eel H
S oite] vlEd i W2 Holnh FY AFusr] o wUEe] W2 vk axlE, W2 589 A

o] Hif S AR Holld Susel SoR Qlsto] ASuso] At At Al His) TolE

i 1. 2felotm|zlzt 222710 et S5 S
e rHeel SEAE) TSTS SE th| el S2A HIZ(%)
Mexico (2003) 139,669 6.0%
Brazil (2003) 107,400 2.8%
Venezuela (2003) 67,378 6.8%
Colombia (2002) 57,277 57%
Cuba (2002) 21,002 7.7%
Chile (2003) 14,911 2.6%
Dominican Republic (2003) 9,725 3.3%
Panama (2004) 5,239 4.0%
Bolivia (2002) 4,230 1.4%
Guatemala (2004) 3,325 1.5%
Honduras (2004) 3,010 25%
El Salvador (2002) 1,285 1.1%

% AR . Claudio Rama(2007), Graduate degrees in Latin America in the society of knowledge, Report on Higher Education in Latin America
and the Caribbean 2000-2005, IESALC.
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A gk glow] 79 Eet fiste] AAFE WolSd 20004 o] F AskIAS Zstels] Sigt i wele
4 Q= 7|8t ool ekal] mjolct, AL Q= Do) A9 S-gTE sk sk
AL de T2 ol Fol sk st 5 BT A4 A9 o4 Zdiai] giste] A ubajske] 3
o] Tt 291

712 AR A9 719 5 A Gele] AhE & HolAl 7]edet et Bl R &
B} o] whRolt EE 8 & WHES 5} Qv E4 ob&e ARl ofFolx| 1

24 WA (nter—oriented) 0.2 Qlste], WELS YA, 7127} AABte] sHYe] FSok T 7|SES

718 18 9 54 Al A (academic) A+ At ARt F wSIAE FPTFLEN 15S AAAIY &
gt Blgo] wil SREAolA| ghe Yl diside Aol AR AP A e skl k. A&

IS QIARER] B5}7] uliEolct, wlgba AMA AEA B9, América Latina—Formacion Academica®llA] 2t
O] AU o} TRAES sk waps 05]8 SHE Hoh|E]7he] wa 29 MEE 98 %1 521 Tuning
2] 7o) ofgkd 4= it Latin America ZEAEo|A= 7k=9] 1209 7 tish=
3 BEFOY] ARG 949 Tt ol FA-AM o] AT Fxoto] 4HAAIL}F AY stof| ofg 7ol A
AAIE oAl sk T o] 2 el W vlgo] 4aE  Hofi] o] 5dof & FEES skl Qi)

Al gty whebA efgop| g tol| A= ARAAIE 73EHA

71 Aol AMARAL gt A wAte] Fo3 Ao

AlA ek, V. A2
elobu2)7ke] Alstel ] BABE $laiA] Folmte

A QA At Y Z2AEof FolE Hejstal o] gielop|2]7}e] 1F w52 204171 ZRHEE &A1
of disf E*Po}— AAE tEoks T, ol sl &F  HEe IS AR Stk 53] 19909 S o] Fofl=

715 A9 &S Stk tigke] A oS T LTS G453 A AR Qlsto] wse] A ZA

ke Aol wasitia st 7} 27 AR qEEo] Qi) ok, AjH o u

= 2. 2fElot|2|7t7 £22719] GNP hH| SRS oA HIE HE £0((%)
bl

2} 1991 1993 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003
CUBA 1.35 172 154 1.40 1.56 2.25 3.27
PANAMA 1.30 179 1.66 1.28 1.28 1.27 1.16
NICARAGUA 1.40 1.50 0.80 0.90 1.00 110 1.20
BOLIVIA 1.01 1.16 118 1.35 1.16 1.39 -
HONDURAS - - 0.70 0.88 1.00 1.20 -
PARAGUAY 0.40 0.50 0.80 0.90 110 1.00 -
COSTA RICA 1.10 1.10 0.90 0.80 0.80 0.90 -
BRAZIL 1.00 1.00 1.00 - 1.00 1.00 -
MEXICO 0.55 0.70 0.76 0.66 074 0.82 -
COLOMBIA - 0.43 0.58 0.55 073 0.76 074
ARGENTINA 0.40 0.53 0.57 0.54 0.62 0.68 0.26
DOMINICAN REP., 0.09 0.15 0.1 0.16 0.32 0.29 -
URUGUAY 0.50 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.50 -
GUATEMALA 0.23 0.35 0.26 0.24 0.27 0.35 0.27

% A}= ! Francisco Rodriguez Orostegui(2007), Financing of Higher Education in Latin America: A Panoramic vision, Report on Higher
Education in Latin America and the Caribbean 2000-2005, IESALC.
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greloj| 2]z} 219 9] NAFTA, MERCOSURE: H]5%3}
o] theFet FTA, 73549 AkgollA Bzo] A 74
2 Igoll A Eas Hoke] /e A Fad A=
5Bk Qlek, o] I ellA] G aso] A AA
s 7R 18 S 718 WA He A At o
ojtt, wehr] 1FWE] AAY Y= HE 7oA
% AR tpFojA| 1L 9lom o5 $5f LGS
thgt B7E 9 HrRRISS Askekar Sl

20084 69 HFoJA APEC L4307} AF =
o, 119ol= APEC AA4sgo] 7i2d oolct, $-2jut
gh= @A) Adeh= FTAS AFstea, WA29} FTA
71 S0l MERCOSUR®M= FTAHAS $Jgt of
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+ Carmen Garciia—Guadilla, Sylvie Didou Aupetit, Carlos
Marquis(2002), New Providers, Transnational Education
and Accreditation of Higher Education in Latin America,
Global Forum on International Quality Assurance,
Accreditation and the Recognition of Qualification,
International Institute for Higher Education in Latin America
and the Caribbean(IESALC).
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S5 & 2telotmlz|zt Y FH{HI2t X[Ho|AMel TSwS Eof $E(20034)

Pyt ol Dloiy 1= 20M1-24M| s=u s

SEAL ol 20M-24KM| 217 o 2a T B ISHS N e

- S s s = = o4 Hig

() (M) (HE) (=) SEAHIZ %)
=27} S (%) .

Antigua and Barbuda 1,867 73 6.6 256 281 -
Argentina 2,010,830 37,870 3,351.4 531 60.0 59.3
Bahamas 6,369 314 270 203 236 -
Barbados 8,003 270 20.9 296 382 718
Belize 4,338 256 258 169 16.8 -
Bolivia 312,769 9,025 809.3 347 38.6 450
Brazil 3,887,022 182,470 171205 213 227 56.4
Chile 567,114 15,929 12279 356 46.2 480
Colombia 1,035,006 44,562 4,039.9 232 256 51.3(2002)
Costa Rica 170,423 4,167 393.9 409 433 53.1(2002)
Cuba 273,588 11,306 720.6 242 38.0 61.8(2002)
Dominica 1,420 79 72 180 19.8 -
Ecuador 286,954 12,843 12959 223 221 -
El Salvador 116,521 6,638 659.0 176 177 548
Grenada 2533 80 7.3 317 348 60.1
Guatemala 218,466 12,084 1,186.7 181 18.4 -
Guyana 11,135 765 782 146 14.2 -
Haiti - 8,827 - - - -
Honduras 120,012 7,001 6771 171 177 55.9
Jamaica 45770 2,651 254.8 173 18.0 69.9
Mexico 2,322,781 103,301 97236 225 239 487
Nicaragua 104,403 5,268 550.9 198 19.0 54.3
Panama 132,167 3,116 261.9 424 505 60.6
Paraguay 108,812 5,022 5515 184 19.7 51.2(2002)
Peru 871,145 27,148 26294 321 33.1 44.6(2002)
Dominican Republic 293,169 8,819 7977 332 36.8 65.0(2002)
Saint Kitts and Nevis 658 42 4.0 157 16.5 61.7
Saint Lucia - 149 15.2 - - -
St. Vincent and the Grenadines 1,688 120 1.5 141 147 66.2
Suriname 5,186 436 442 119 1.7 67.2(2001)
TrinidadandTobago 12,316 1,303 1337 95 9.2 61.1
Uruguay 105,268 3,408 260.0 309 405 61.0(1999)
Venezuela 997,662 25,672 23726 389 420 60.3(1999)
2iElotm(2|7 & FH2qH|QF FA| 13,991,517 541914 49,266 259 285 544
2IEIOH(2 |7t FIA| 13,896,522 526,549 48,630 265 287 54.3
FH2{H[Qt x| 94,995 6,389 621 149 15.3 68.0

* A& © IESALC(2007), Report on Higher Education in Latin America and the Caribbean 2000-2005, IESALC.
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