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Interpretation on World-class Uni versities
—Based on the Example of University of Michigan

WU Daguang
(I nstituteof Education, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: The reason why University of Michigan became the worldclass university is
due to its right schoot running idea, and its schoolrunning practice according to its idea.
The success of University of Michigan illuminated the idea consecrated by the community of
University of Michigan. Moreover, they formed a set of institutions which could be carried
out effectively. Comparing to our research universities, there’ re tremendous gaps in the per-
spectives of recognition of idea, system of investment, professional management, mode of
talent cultivation, and cultivation of culture, which need to change and improve.
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