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Background discussion paper on the mini-seminar

This document provides an overview of different conceptual aspects of the mini-seminar. It also lists possible issues for decision. It can be subject to additions, modifications and deletions. Its aim is to stir and structure the debate. 

References to the Plan of Work
“Organization of a mini seminar for the entire BFUG.”

" Eventual invitation of and discussion with international experts – originally planned to invite to the mini seminar – who would comment on outcomes of the DGHE meeting and on new developments. (still to be discussed and agreed on by the WG per email). "

" To analyse the existing transparency tools according their scope, their relevance, their rationale, their purposes and objectives, their perspective, their dimensions, their indicators, etc.  eventually in the frame of a mini seminar."

Reference to the minutes of the Transparency Tools Working Group meeting held in Brussels, on October 11th, 2010

“It was agreed to have the following meetings in 2011:

(...)A mini-seminar in late November, preferably in Poland
, open for the participation of the entire BFUG. The date remains to be agreed with the Polish Presidency of the Council of the European Union. In case their proposal will not fit the calendar of the WG, Belgium/French Community offered to host it. The mini-seminar will be promoted only to the BFUG.”

Issues to decide

The format of the mini seminar

Currently, two proposals
 were received:

- A general introduction of the tools (Ex: defining concepts, presenting major philosophies, describing measurement methodologies and indicators);

- An analysis of some transparency tools from the perspective of their use (Ex: categories of users, specific information needs, other impacts besides informing decisions).

The seminar will not exceed two working days. Its duration will be decided at a later stage, once the format and the list of invitees are set.

A draft program will be prepared until ... (date to be decided).

The list of invitees will be decided by the chair, based on the suggestions received over email from the WG members.
	Suggestion
	Motivation
	Topic

	Frans van Vught
	Expert on rankings and coordinator of the current U-Multirank project
	

	Dr. Frans Kaiser
	
	U-Map, U-Multirank

	Jan Sadlak
	Expert on rankings and President of IREG
	Defence of the league tables

	Gero Federkeil
	Coordinator of the "CHE/dapm employability rating". CHE attempts to assess Bachelor programmes on the basis of the methodological and social competences to be acquired by students, as well as practical relevance and international dimension of their contents.

Mr. Federkeil has been working as a researcher at CHE in the field of higher education research for 10 years. His fields of expertise are a. o. rankings, performance indicators, evaluation and quality assurance. Prior to that, he was working at the German Council of Science and Humanities (1993-2000) and as research assistant at the University of Bielefeld (1989-1992).
	

	Someone from EAC
	
	European

Commission's policy on transparency 

	Mr. drs. H.M. (Erik) Martijnse
	Director department Inspection of Higher Education

The core business of the Dutch Inspectorate of Education is independent and standardised external evaluation of school quality and the quality of the education system. This includes the evaluation of the quality of examinations (process and product). Next to this we are responsible for checking compliance with legal regulations, thematic research and encouraging school improvement. We are semi- independent from the ministry of Education; we are part of the governmental structure and follow the procedures, but our judgements are completely independent. The Inspectorate of Education was funded in 1801. It has 500 employees and is a public, governmental organisation. 

The Dutch Inspectorate of Education is responsible for the inspection and review of schools and educational institutions:

· assessing the quality of education offered in schools 

· reporting publicly on the quality of individual institutions 

· reporting publicly on the educational system as a whole 

· encouraging schools to maintain and improve the education they offer 

· providing information for policy development e.g. on transparency and quality in higher education, performance in (domains/fields) in higher education and/or (social) outcomes of learning

· supplying reliable information on education


	On transparency of quality in higher education

	Mrs. drs. Carla W.M. van Cauwenberghe-Quax
	Senior inspector higher education/projectmanager Sector (domain/field) Analyses
	On sector-analyses/transparency tool for quality in specific domains of higher education

	Prof. Ellen HAZELKORN
	Dublin Institute of Technology
	The nature and impact of transparency tools

	Prof. Jürgen KOHLER 
	University of Greisfwald
	The nature and impact of transparency tools

	Prof. Chris BRINK 


	University of Newcastle upon Tyne
	Quality profile

	Prof. Bjoern STENSAKER
	Norwegian Institute for Studies in Innovation, Research and Education
	The relation between transparency tools and quality assurance

	Prof. Stephen FREEDMAN
	Fordham University, International Association of Universities
	Transparency tools and the American HE landscape


� At the moment when this document was drafted, the discussions with Poland were ongoing.


� " Italy suggested two sessions for the miniseminar. One session is to cover the tools in general and the other one shall deal with their multitude use, keeping in mind that the discussion of the working group showed a significant interest in the second part." (the minutes of the meeting on November 30th, 2010)





