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Tcherkashyn S. V. Bologna process at german universities: actual problems and perspectiv of futher development
The article states that actual scienti c literature contains no information on the further fate of the Bologna process in

Europe. This impression is also ampli ed due to the lack of publication of joint documents re ecting the common vision of the
Bologna process by the realized reforms, generalization of common problems and shortcomings, ways of their elimination, etc.
This state of a airs increases the uncertainty of the situation and causes some concern for the German and European educa-

tional community, which is largely dissatis ed with the results of the transformations. The author of the article notes that this
community points out to the success of structural reforms in the eld of university education, but does not see any signi cant
progress in improving the education and research quality that was proclaimed to create a single European educational space.

Key words: contradictory globalization process, uni cation and standardization of the activity of universities, erosion of the
science content, commercialization of universities, idea of creating an «innovative» university.


