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3rd meeting of the Bologna Working Group on Recognition

Strasbourg, 25th October 2010
Draft minutes

Meeting time: 9.00-14.00

Venue: Council of Europe, Palais de l’Europe, Allée de la Robertsau, Strasbourg

Chair: Andrejs Rauhvargers, Latvia

1. Welcome by the Chair

The chair presented the members of the Bologna Secretariat.

2. Adoption of  the Agenda

The agenda was adopted in the format proposed.

3. Approval of the minutes of the previous meeting

The minutes of the previous meeting held in  Brussels on 10th June 2010,  were adopted, without any other intervention.

4. Information by the Chair and Secretariat

The chair announced the documents that will be discussed in the meeting, respectively: the second version of the document 1 – “Roles and relevance of various entities in recognition of qualifications”,  document 2 - “Consideration for reviewing legislation”,  the document prepared by France – “Report of the working group on the external dimension of the ENIC and NARIC networks”.

5. Information on the work of WG on Qualifications Frameworks (by the Chair of the WG Qualifications Frameworks)

Sjur Bergan, the Chair, informed about the last meeting on Qualifications Frameworks, organised in June 2010 in Brussels, and also announced the next meeting on BFUG Working Group on Qualifications Frameworks and the first Joint Meeting of National correspondents (QF-EHEA) and National Coordination Points (EQF) that will take place on 26 and 27 October 2010 in Strasbourg. The main purpose of these meetings is to develop the structures and to facilitate the cooperation at European, national and institutional level. Most of the countries are in time with their national Framework, but for the Ministerial Conference in 2012 recommendations should be made as regards the  QF.

CoE mentioned that the development of QF’s and NQF’s established a network of national correspondents. Only 2 countries – out of 47 - did not addressed yet the issue, 45 countries included QF in their agenda. CoE explained that a part of the difficulties in the QF and NQF process are explained by the several changes in the political agenda (e.g.changes in the  ministry of education) of  a number of countries that had a direct impact on the QF development. Another explanation could be that a number of societies are tired of the reform. The involvement of the  different stakeholders from the beginning brings added value for the success of the QF. In some countries a lack of national experts in QF was noticed, which makes things more difficult.  In September 2010,  the 3rd meeting took place in Zagreb in the context of the QF development network in the South – East of Europe.

A real challenge in the EHEA is the communication with the different stakeholders on QF at the European, national and institutional levels.
6. Discussion of progress in the WG Recognition action lines according to TOR, Road map and timetable:

I) Discussion of second draft of the Roles of authorities, HEIs, ENIC/NARICs in implementing recommendations 
Version 2

The chair presented the revised document 1 in accordance with the observations formulated in  the previous meeting and he asked for recommendations, especially for the “recognition of own qualification abroad”. Another important issue is the “recognition at home/ home qualification”. One of the suggestions was that the table should be completed with another issue like “other authorities (organization) in recognition”.   
The participants agreed that this document is very important and useful in order to have a complete view about    the roles of various entities in the recognition of qualifications, but the WG should consider the further use of  this document.
Based on the discussions and observations of the WG members, the chair will  revise the document for the next meeting.

 II) Discussion of second draft of the Considerations for reviewing legislation 

Version 2

The chair presented the version 2 of the document and asked for observations from the WG members. During the discussions, the following issues were addressed: to introduce a preamble at the point 3 of the document; to treat the terminology separately; the importance of changing of the attitudes/practices to be highlighted.

As regards the terminology, it should indicate the relationship between the national terminology and the Lisbon Convention terminology,  and in the same time to point out if there are clauses contradicting with the main principles of the LRC and its subsidiary texts.  Terms like “nostrification” or “equivalence” should be replaced with “recognition”, but  the changes of the terms should not imply changes of the meaning. That means a part of the countries will change the current used terms  but  they will not change the practices.

For the next meeting the chair will prepare a the revised draft of this document.


 III) Differences in recognition criteria and procedures/ more equal treatment 
       across EHEA 

Update by the Netherlands& Finland on the “European Recognition Area” project
      Discussion of the issue 

The document was based on various studies and WG reports, concerning national actions plans. The difficulty to identify common recognition criteria and procedures was underlined. Based on the observations, and considering the differences, it is recommended that it would be better to concentrate on criteria rather than on the procedures. The Recognition manual as the main output of the project – containing standards and guidelines regarding all aspects of recognition - should be used as a practical tool..

The report indicates that the translational accreditation is difficult;eg, it seems it is difficult to enrol in a master’s degree program having foreign Bachelor qualifications. The involvement of stakeholders varies from country to country but is recommended that all stakeholders should be involved in the recognition process.  

Part of the recognition process is carried out by universities and the institutional autonomy might be a problem. No matter how autonomous the universities are, they must abide by the law.

All countries have ratified the Lisbon Convention, but the implementation process varies from country to country. Little is known about the extent to which the Convention is implemented at all levels. And this has to do with the autonomy but also with the role of the public authorities.

The chair presented the document “Tools for recognition”. It has been appreciated as a very useful document, especially for students. The document; with the EUA permission it could be made available to the students on the website.

 IV) Possibilities to improve quality of the recognition procedures at HEIs

Update on developments with regard of possible revision of ESG– ENQA 

Discussion of draft recommendations - section on improving quality of the recognition 
      Procedures at HEIs – introduction by E4
There are no updated  information from the E4 group. The upcoming meeting will probably include discussions regarding E4. 

The EUA representative mentioned seven new projects on mobility and student tracking. Recommendations for the revision of the European Standard and Guidelines with the reference to recognition will be presented at the April 2012 Conference.

A draft recommendation will be presented in the next meeting.
V) Role of QFs in implementing the recommendations (with WG QF) 

Discussion of draft recommendations - section on role of QFs in recognition, -
        introduction – Council of Europe

Sjur Bergen considers that the QFs should be able to answer the following questions:
· Are foreign qualifications good enough? The framework should ensure transparent activity of the self qualification bodies;
· What level is the qualification (first, second, third degree)?
· What is the workload? Sometimes the qualification in one country is not what the country says it is.
· The profile of the qualification.
Recognition of qualification is a part of recognition but the recognition of credits is an important issue too. Internal quality insurance should look also at how the recognition is being done. Many problems come from both the different number of credits for one course and from the different names and content for the same course. The institutional recognition principles and criteria are needed.

VI) Improving recognition with other parts of the world 

Introduction – France
France presented the document “Report of the working group on the external dimension of the ENIC and NARIC networks”. 

The meeting of the convention chairs was organised in Paris, on 24 June 2010 aiming to support the developing of a political dialogue that will enable the different regions to craft practical solutions. These solutions could be put forward to the  governments in order to facilitate the recognition from one country to another. The purpose of bringing together a group of recognition specialists was to ensure the development of a pragmatic approach, able to tackling everyday recognition issue, initially on a small scale. This working groups should be very practical and focus on exchanging opinions on particular cases, in order to acquire a better insight into one another’s practices. The success of the next stages of the project depends upon strong financial and political banking from the international bodies, primarily UNESCO as the authority in change with the different conventions on recognition.

The Chair mentioned the different meetings, which were or will be organised around the world on the topic of recognition issues, such as Cape town, Ghana, Cyprus etc.
It will be useful that such information regarding of the meetings and their agenda to be be posted on the Bologna Secretariat’s website or circulated in the WG.

7. Short brainstorming on the stakeholder  conference to be organised in April 2011
The members of the WG discussed the draft conference program . The most important issues to be approached during the conference are: the main problems of recognition in the EHEA, legal aspects, presentation of the Recognition manual, recognition and qualification frameworks, recognition and quality assurance, recognition for emolument, recognition outside EHEA, recognition of the credits. 
The conference on the stakeholders involved in recognition will take place on 28th and 29th April 2011 in Riga.
8. Date and place of the next meeting
The next meeting will be on 27th April 2011 in Riga.

9. AOB

No other issues were included under this point.
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