
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: _GoBack]
	5th Meeting of the BFUG Working Group	
“Reporting on the Implementation of the Bologna Process”

Brussels, Belgium

Venue: Rue Colonel Bourg 115 - 1140 Brussels
If EACEA, Meeting room Montessori



DRAFT MINUTES
 	
	Countries/organisations
	Name 

	Austria
	Helga Posset

	Belgium/Flemish Community
	Noel Vercruysee

	Bologna Secretariat
	Gayane Harutyunyan

	Bologna Secretariat
	Edgar Harutyunyan

	EC
	Frank Petrikowski

	EI
	Guntars Catlaks

	ENQA
	Zeynep Olsen

	EQAR
	Colin Tuck

	EQAR
	Melinda Szabo

	ESU
	Fernando Galan

	EUA
	Michael Gaebel

	EUA
	Henriette Stober

	EACEA
	Anna Horvath

	EACEA
	Marie-Fleur Paquet

	EACEA
	Michele Zagordo

	Sogeti (Eurostat subcontractor)
	Arnaud Desurmont

	Eurostudent
	Dominic Orr

	Eurydice
	David Crosier

	Finland
	Innola Maijia

	France
	Helen Lagier

	Germany
	Heide Ahrens

	Germany
	Katrin Fohmann

	Germany
	Cornelia Racke

	Latvia (Co-Chair)
	Andrejs Rauhvargers

	Lithuania 
	Laura Stracinskiene

	Luxembourg
	Corinne Kox

	Switzerland
	Frank Schubert

	UK/Scotland
	Rebecca Robinson



Apologies were received from Yekaterina Chernykh (Kazakhstan), Tone Flood Strøm (Norway), Claude Shcaber (Luxembourg), Johan Cloet (Eurashe) and Isabel Rohner (BUSINESSEUROPE).
 
Welcome, adoption of the agenda, and the draft minutes of the first meeting
Mr. Andrejs Rauhvargers, the Latvian Co-Chair and Mr. David Crosier (Eurydice) welcomed the participants to the 5th meeting of the Reporting WG and provided general information regarding the meeting. 
The agenda of the meeting and the minutes of the WG’s fourth meeting were adopted without any amendments. 

Progress report from data collectors/analysers: what has been done so far and what remains
Mr. David Crosier (Eurydice) presented the agenda of the meeting. Afterwards he turned to the draft 2015 Bologna Process Implementation Report and highlighted that the document should not be considered as the first draft yet rather a preliminary draft to enable discussions at the meeting. The participants were advised that the current draft Report was still missing Chapter 1 on the Context of the EHEA since the essential part of the data necessary for the analysis towards this Chapter was still to be provided by Eurostat. Chapter 2 on Degrees and Qualifications had been drafted but there were many issues that required further consideration. At that moment the first pages of Chapter 3 on Quality Assurance (QA) included main findings and ideas concerning relevant issues (e.g. cross-border QA), but there was yet a lot to be explored in the Chapter. Chapter 4 on the Social Dimension (SD) followed very much the structure of the corresponding section in the last 2012 Implementation Report. Nevertheless, it also included substantial interesting findings and a lot of interrelations with Chapter 5 on Employability. In the present draft the issue of employability, one of the main issues highlighted in the Bucharest Communiqué as requiring more exploration, was tackled in more depth as compared to the corresponding Chapter in the 2012 Implementation Report. Chapter 6 on Lifelong Learning followed very much the structure of the corresponding Chapter in the last Report. Chapter 7 on Internationalisation and Mobility encompasses a lot of new materials in particular on the issues of internationalisation. However, in the Chapter one might not find new statistical data on mobility. 
Mr. Arnaud Desurmont (Sogeti) presented a brief update on the state of play of the data collection and analysis. The participants were informed that the data collection was over for non-European Statistical System (non-ESS) countries. For the ESS countries of the EHEA Sogeti sent all the indicators to data collectors at the end of August 2014, and afterwards the validation of the indicators took place until September 2014. Furthermore it was explained that the data was missing only for the two EHEA countries – Andorra and the Holy See. The data collectors were unable to reach the former, whereas the Holy See didn’t take part in the data collection because of a large share of international HEIs in HE system.
Nevertheless, some countries had not provided all the data required. Once configured, the indicators were being sent to each country to validate. However, the response rate of the countries was low and for non-responders the indicators would be considered validated except if there would be strong reservations about the results. In particular, for Chapter 7 on Internationalisation and Mobility, there was still a need for collecting meta-data from some countries largely because they had not documented the criteria used to define mobile students. For Chapter 1, two indicators were still to be provided to Eurostat. Chapters 2, 3, 4 had been sent to Eurostat and Chapter 5 would be provided at the end of November 2014. Chapter 6 was also on preparation and would be ready by mid-November. 
Mr. Dominic Orr (Eurostudent) reported on Eurostudent’s contribution to the Report. First, it was noted that the data collection and data control phase for Eurostudent project was over. The data was collected not only from EU countries but also from non-EU countries of the EHEA. However, it became clear that a number of non-EU countries – Armenia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Georgia, Montenegro, Russia, Serbia, and Ukraine – did not use some of the indicators. Moreover, the participants were advised that the first draft of a full comparative analysis based on the collected data had been prepared and sent to the countries for feedback. The first draft, which would incorporate the feedback received from the countries, was expected to be finalised by mid-December 2014. 
The participants were informed that at that moment the Eurostudent data was available only for about two-thirds of the 30 countries surveyed depending on the indicator. It was highlighted that in the present Report, there were still some issues related to Chapters 4 (concerning the routes in HE, fees and student state support), 6 (concerning the statistical definition of study intensity) and 7 (mobility obstacles, benchmark on mobility/credit mobility). 
Mr. Andrejs Rauhvargers, the Latvian Co-Chair illustrated some findings in Chapter 2 on Degrees and Qualifications. It was highlighted that for this Chapter there were data from Eurostat and the BFUG survey. However, further consideration was still needed in order to decide how to integrate the information from the two sources. The findings could also give some food for thought when talking about the future of the Bologna Process.
Executive Summary: for when? To be developed as a separate document?
Deliberations followed on how the executive summary should be presented in the 2015 Report. Ideas were expressed that while developing executive summary, it should be kept in mind that the executive summary would be used, on one side, by the narrow community of the Bologna Process and, on the other, by a wider community of readers. For this purpose, the executive summary should be written in a way to trigger readers’ interest and make them delve into the Report. 
In addition, it was highlighted that there would be conclusions at the end of each Chapter as in the 2012 Report. As for the issue of 2012-2015 BFUG WGs’ recommendations for the next period being in line with those in the 2015 Report, it was explained that there should be an interaction with the WGs and adjustment of their work with the recommendations in the Report. 
In conclusion, it was agreed that the idea of a more substantial summary would be proposed to the BFUG for discussion. It would include key issues and policy implications and stand-alone from the Report. 

Chapter by chapter discussion 
The participants discussed the Report chapter by chapter in smaller groups. The conclusions of the discussions for each chapter are presented below:
Chapter 2 on Degrees and Qualifications: some suggestions for rephrasing were received. In the beginning of the Chapter, an explanatory box could be added to provide information on the Bologna cycles. Given the diversity of the status of learners in Doctoral programmes in the EHEA countries (they can be considered students, researchers, or employees, etc) it was suggested to give a definition. The part on joint programmes (2.1.4) could be moved to Chapter 7.
Chapter 3 on QA: generally, the WG members appreciated the overall content of the Chapter. Several suggestions were received towards improving the structure (i.e. moving internal QA section before the one on external), clarifying the way certain country information was represented and checking with ENQA and EQAR on specific points the countries had reported. The expression “independent agencies” should read as “agencies” in the text. 
Chapter 4 on Social Dimension: it was suggested to explain how the underrepresented groups are defined in different countries. In addition, the Chapter could detail why gender balance and migration issues are more in focus in the 2015 Report. The limitations connected to the data should also be pointed out. Attention should be paid to monitoring of the composition of student body in terms of indicating which student characteristics are covered in the EHEA countries in this respect. Generally, the Chapter would focus on recent changes in SD issues, however for some of them time series approach would be used. The added value of peer learning exercise on SD should also be included in the Chapter.
Chapter 5 on Employability: it was suggested that the crisis issues could be tackled earlier in the Report. The Chapter should make clear that HEIs/HE systems could respond to different challenges the societies are facing nowadays. One should be careful while interpreting the data, in particular on graduates’ unemployment. The Chapter could also turn to such issues as responsible HEIs, skills necessary in the 21st century, etc. 
Chapter 6 on LLL:  suggestions were received to consider regrouping some issues related to LLL throughout the Report. Formal and real differentiations between full and part-time statuses were discussed. It was proposed to consider how some indicators could be made more telling (e.g. whether it was possible to get more differentiated information on social profiles of elder students). The conclusions should signal on one hand that the issues covered in the Report were important for the analysis of the topic in the future, on the other hand, that the different understandings of the issue of LLL across the EHEA could impede the enhancement of the policy area.  
Chapter 7 on Internationalisation and Mobility: it was proposed to merge the part on national strategies with that on steering documents; to remove or add substantial information in the part on policy dialogue. In addition, throughout the Chapter when talking about mobility a clear reference should be made either to credit or degree mobility. Finally, since the issue of balanced/imbalanced mobility is a political topic, it should be tackled with caution. 

Advice on presenting maps/indicators
The participants discussed and agreed on the new scorecard indicators. Based on these discussions as well as the comments received at the September BFUG meeting in Rome, a number of amendments were made to the list of new scorecard indicator proposals. In sum, 3 indicators were removed and 4 remained. Moreover, some changes to formulations within the four remaining indicators were made. For more details, please refer to the document below, which will be forwarded to the BFUG to prepare a final decision:

Timetable/Milestones
In conclusion, it was agreed to amend the preliminary draft 2015 Bologna Process Implementation Report to include the discussions at the meeting and submit the first draft to the Secretariat on 19 November 2014 for further circulation to the BFUG. Hence the first draft of the Report would be presented to the BFUG on 26-27 November in Rome. In addition, later in November, EHEA countries would be contacted in case there were any country-specific questions to be clarified.
By 19 December 2014 the draft 2015 Bologna Process Implementation Report would be amended to take into account, amongst others, discussions at the Rome BFUG meeting in November. 
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