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2th Meeting of the BFUG Working Group on Recognition

Monday, 19 September 2011, 09.00 – 17.00

Italy, Rome
Lateran Pontifical University,

Address: Piazza San Giovanni in Laterano, No.4, 00184

DRAFT MINUTES
Participants

	
	Country/Organisation
	Name

	1 
	Armenia
	Gayane Harutyunyan

	2 
	Belgium/French Community
	Kevin Guillaume

	3 
	BFUG Secretariat 
	Ionela Dabija

	4 
	Council of Europe
	J.P. Restoueix

	5 
	Denmark
	Allan Bruun Pedersen

	6 
	ENQA
	Rafael Llavori

	7 
	Estonia
	Gunnar Vaht

	8 
	ESU
	Taina Moisander

	9 
	EUA 
	Howard Davies

	10 
	European Commission 
	Lene Oftedal

	11 
	Finland
	Carita Blomqvist

	12 
	France
	Claudia Gelleni

	13 
	Holy See 
	P. Friedrich Bechina 

	14 
	Ireland
	Niamh Lenehan

	15 
	Latvia (Chair)
	Andrejs Rauhvargers

	16 
	Netherlands
	Lucie de Bruin

	17 
	UNESCO
	Anna Glass

	18 
	United Kingdom
	Abdy Gibbs

	


10:00

Welcome and opening
The Chair (Andrejs Rauhvargers) welcomed the participants and opened the meeting. He thanked the Holy See hosts for organizing this meeting and for the cultural moment. 

(1) Adoption of the Agenda

The agenda was adopted unanimously.
(2) Adoption of the Minutes of the WG meeting of 27 April 2011

The minutes of the previous Recognition Working Group meeting were adopted with one amendment: the list of participants is to be included in the minutes.
(3) Information by Chair and Secretariat
It was expected that the report will be adopted by BFUG at its meeting in Krakow therefore the Chair mentioned that this meeting will be the last one and will focus on the draft Report by the EHEA Working Group on Recognition. The draft report had been  circulated via e-mail to all members of the Recognition Working Group prior to the meeting for feedback 
(4) Main outcomes of the Stakeholders Conference on Recognition, Riga 28-29 April (General rapporteur K. Guillaume, French Community of Belgium)

Kevin Guillaume, representative of the DG Non-Compulsory Education and Scientific Research, Ministry of the French Community of Belgium, was the General Rapporteur of the Stakeholders’ Conference on Recognition in the European Higher Education Area, held in Riga on 28-29 of April 2011. He presented the main outcomes of the conference final report. The report aims to give a brief overview of the lively and rich debates held during the Bologna conference on recognition.
The main outcomes to be included in the Recognition WG final report are:
· Recognition is at the core of the development and the implementation of the EHEA.

            Therefore, recognition should remain a high priority on the EHEA political agenda.

· QF are transparency tools that will contribute to fair recognition without implying automatic recognition. Links between recognition and QF authorities should be strengthened. Internal and external quality assurance mechanisms should enable the review and consecutive improvement of the quality of recognition practices within higher education institutions, in the light of the LRC.

· The European Area for Recognition (EAR) Manual is an essential tool, compiling agreed best practices for recognition and also putting legal principles in very practical terms. Therefore, it is recommended that Ministers endorse the EAR manual at the Bucharest Conference in 2012.

· Reviewing national legislation, in line with the LRC principles, is an essential prerequisite in order to allow a real change in the attitudes, approaches and procedures for fair recognition. National working groups should be established for reviewing the legislation, proposing amendments. They should involve the relevant ministries, ENIC and NARIC centers, Higher Education Institutions (HEIs), students, quality assurance agencies and QF responsible authorities to empower the stakeholders.

· In the current process of modernizing the Directive 2005/36/EC, the harmonization of the Directive and the Bologna Process principles should be strongly advocated by the national higher education authorities.

· In order to promote fair recognition between the EHEA and the rest of the world, regional and global networking at the level of both practitioners and policy-makers is essential. It requires political commitment at national, regional and international level, and a strong support of UNESCO.
(5) Status Quo of the Recognition manual (L.de Bruin, NL, C. Blomqvist, FI)

Lucie de Bruin (Netherlands) mentioned the recent developments of the Recognition manual. The development of the Recognition manual is a great idea; the manual is a very important and useful instrument for EHEA and ENIC/NARIC institutions.
The Chair mentioned that the first manual is mainly addressed to the recognition centers and ENIC/NARIC institutions, but a second version of the manual for the HEIs could be developed. Normally, HEIs do recognition of assessments and recognition of credits and are the ones that take the decisions for the recognition.
Howard Davies, on behalf of the EUA, assured the full support for the manual focused on HEIs.
Taina Moisander, the representative of ESU, considered that the Recognition manual is a very good and useful instrument for the students.
Lucy de Bruin said that they were in the final stage of drafting the manual, which should be completed by the end of November.
The Chair pointed out that the manual could also be useful for the countries outside EHEA area.
(6) Presentation and discussion of the draft WG report to the 2012 Bologna Ministerial Conference in Bucharest (Chair)

The final WG report was discussed in detail. The WG members contributed to the final version to be presented at the future BFUG meeting in Krakow.
The Chair will send the amended report to all members for a final analysis.

(7) Drafting suggestions for coverage of recognition issues in the Bucharest Ministerial Communiqué 
The Chair underlined the importance of recognition issues as a significant tool for mobility and proposed that the Ministerial Communiqué includes a short message regarding the following ideas:
· Countries should examine and, where necessary, amend the national legislation for recognition. Ministers could consider setting a deadline for the completion of this task. 
· The European Area of Recognition Manual should be acknowledged as a compendium of good practice and collection of standards and guidelines for recognition of foreign qualifications and.
· The internal quality assurance procedures of the higher education institutions should cover the procedures of foreign qualifications and credits gained abroad. HEIs should be encouraged to include recognition in their internationalisation strategies.

· Regional and global networking to promote recognition between the EHEA and the rest of the world should be stimulated.

The Chair said he would present it to the BFUG meeting in Krakow the main points on recognition that should be included in the Ministerial Communiqué.

(8) Information by UNESCO

Anna Glass, UNESCO informed that International Conference at which the revised UNESCO Convention on Recognition in Higher Education in the Asia-Pacific Region will be adopted will take place on 25-26 November. There are possible implications for recognition in Europe as well because UNESCO conventions are open also for countries of other world regions and some European countries might join.
Anna Glass introduced the Revised UNESCO Convention on Recognition. Such a document is a useful instrument for countries that are not part of any conventions. Anna Glass also underlined the fact that this convention cannot be functional if it is not linked to the other regional and inter-regional conventions.
(9) Any other business
The Chair thanked Holy See for being an excellent host and all Recognition WG members for their contributions during all meetings of this WG.
17:00          End of the meeting

Used abbreviations

	BFUG
	Bologna Follow-up Group

	EHEA
	European Higher Education Area

	ENQA
	European Association for Quality Assurance in Higher Education

	ENIC/NARIC
	European Network of National Information Centres on Recognition and Mobility

	ESU 
	European Students' Union

	EUA
	European University Association

	HEI
	Higher Education Institutions

	WG
	Working Group

	UNESCO
	United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization
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