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WHAT IS SOCIETY?

;QUE ES LA SOCIEDAD?
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| “The problem of the relation of the individual to society is a meaningless
one.We might as well make a problem out of the relation of the letters of
the alphabet to the alphabet.An alphabet is letters, and ‘society’ is

™ individuals in their connections with one another.”

John Dewey (1927),The public and its problems, p. 69
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DOMINANT WESTERN NOTIONS OF RELATIONS BETWEEN
INDIVIDUALS, STATE, MARKET AND CIVIL SOCIETY
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IN THE NORDIC MODEL STATE AND SOCIETY ARE

EQUIVALENT. THE STATE GUARANTEES EQUALITY,
SOLIDARITY AND INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS

SOCIETY AND STATE

INCLUDES INDIVIDUALS,AND
THEIR SOCIAL ASSOCIATIONS



WESTERN LIBERAL IDEAS OF
‘PUBLIC" AND ‘PRIVATFE’




THE PRIVATE REALMS CONTAINED AND NUTURED IN THE

BROAD PUBLIC REALM (AGAIN, THE NORDIC MODEL)

SOCIETY AND STATE
(PUBLIC)

INCLUDES (PRIVATE)
INDIVIDUALS, MARKET AND
CIVIL SOCIETY



ZERO-SUM RELATION BETWEEN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE

(AS IN NEOLIBERAL ECONOMICYS)

(PRIVATE)
MARKET

(PUBLIC)

STATE (PRIVATE)
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THE SOCIALLY-INCLUSIVE
COMMUNICATIVE PUBLIC
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THE UNIVERSITY AS A CRITICAL PUBLIC SPHERE

s
Z ‘ ¢ ) - *w/ |
> > -9 ' ot
s . .

‘ 55 /“Pt“af f‘»‘(j" | ¥ &> N1 23 i
!‘ NG/ AP Ak . ,__.‘;i\};m A

una EDUCACION GRA TU

ERVICIO del PUEBLO, Ia C
2 S %0 TN 1 FEUBB.




PUBLIC VS. PRIVATE GOOD (THE ZERO-SUM RELATION)

Political dual:

Public = state/government
(as in ‘public sector’)

Private = spheres of home, family,
economic market, corporate sector

Economic dual:

Public goods = non-excludable or
non-rivalrous goods, can’t be
produced profitably in market

Private goods = everything else



PUBLIC/PRIVATE DUAL: THE ECONOMIC VERSION OF
PUBLIC AND PRIVATE GOODS (SAMUELSON 1954)




PUBLIC GOOD CAN BE A CONTAINER OF PRIVATE

GOOD.THEY DO NOT HAVE TO BE ZERO-SUM




MILTON FRIEDMAN AND JAMES BUCHANAN




SAMUELSON’S FORMULA LEADS TO MARKETISATION
WHILE MINIMISING THE COSTS TO GOVERNMENT




MARKETISATION CHANGES EDUCATIONAL
BEHAVIOURS AND RELATIONSHIPS




SOCIETIES, POLITICAL SYSTEMS, GOVERNMENTS
HAVE A POLICY CHOICE IN HIGHER EDUCATION




MODELLING HIGHER
EDUCATION AS ONLY

A PRIVATE GOOD
NEGLECTS ITS MANY
CONTRIBUTIONS

national

individualised

4 N

Individualised national goods
Greater agency freedom
Better social position

Augmented earnings and
employment rates

Lifetime health and financial
outcomes, etc
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Individualised global goods

Cross-border mobility and
employability

Communications facility

Knowledge of diverse
languages and cultures

Access to global science
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Collective national goods

Ongoing development of
professions/occupations

Shared social literacy,
Opportunity structure

Inputs to government
Stronger regions, cities

Collective global goods
Universal global science
Diverse knowledge fields

Common zone of free critical
inquiry

Systems for exchange,
collaboration, mobility
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collective

global
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THE MORAL PROBLEM: CORRUPTION OF THE MISSION




PUBLIC/PRIVATE SPLIT OF TERTIARY FUNDING, OECD, 2019

CHILE WAS THE FOURTH MOST PRIVATISED SYSTEM IN FUNDING TERMS

Public Expenditure I Public-to-private transfers [ Private Expenditure
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CONCLUSIONES
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