Agenda point: 4a.ii
FEEDBACK ON THE BOLOGNA POLICY FORUM INFORMATION/ MUTUAL EXCHANGE SESSIONS
Initial e-mail sent by the BFUG Secretariat on 15 November 2011

Dear all,

With the Third Bologna Policy Forum approaching (26-27 April 2012), we are pleased to bring to your attention the latest developments in terms of structure and content.

As presented in the Draft Programme attached to this e-mail, the event will start with the official opening of the Bucharest Ministerial Conference, addressed to all participants, from both EHEA and non-EHEA delegations. 

After the Plenary Session, the EHEA and non-EHEA delegations will have separate activities for the rest of the day. The non-EHEA delegations will have the opportunity to participate in two information/ mutual exchange sessions. The possible structure and content of these sessions can also be found attached. In shaping the current form, we have tried to compromise between information on the Bologna Process developments and interregional exchanges of experience on the topic of higher education. 

Having all these in mind, we would appreciate receiving your feedback on the following issues:

1. For the information/ mutual exchange sessions, would you prefer to have a focus on general information on the Bologna Process developments or rather on interregional exchanges? 

2. Do you consider the topics suggested in the second information/ mutual exchange session (Qualifications Frameworks and recognition / mobility and social responsibility) appropriate and meaningful for discussions or do you have other subjects you would be more interested in?

3. Which persons do you consider appropriate for fulfilling the role of non-EHEA speakers in the two sessions?

We look forward to receiving your comments and suggestion on these aspects at your earliest convenience, but no later than 28 November 2011, thus enabling us to advance with the Bucharest Bologna Policy Forum preparations. 

Feedback received

1. Shira Lanir, Israel (28 November 2011)
Dear Ms. Geanta,

Thank you for sending us the draft programme for the third Bologna Policy Forum which will be held on 26-27 April.

The agenda looks promising and we find the topics very interesting and relevant. 

For the information/mutual exchange sessions, we would prefer to have a focus on general information on the Bologna Process developments. 

Concerning the second information/mutual exchange session (Qualifications Frameworks and recognition/mobility and social responsibility), we find these two topics meaningful for discussions. 

An additional topic which we are interested in is the implementation of Diploma Supplement in non-EHEA countries. Recently, a growing number of Israeli Higher Education institutions are showing interest in issuing a Diploma Supplement for their graduates. However, the implementation of DS is in its early stages in Israel and therefore we would be glad to learn from the experience of other countries. 

In case you need further information, please don’t hesitate to contact us.
All the best,
Shira

2. Elizabeth Colucci, EUA (29 November 2011) –comments on the  programme with track changes
Dear colleagues,

Thank you for propose as more detailed schedule for the BPF/information sessions. We have looked at the draft, and would like to make some suggestions on both the format and types of speakers. You will find this in the TC attached (Annex 1). 

Given that these sessions are relatively short, we would propose, in some cases, having a panel instead of several separate presentations. Even if you ask speakers to limit to 10 minutes, this can get long. It may rather be interesting (for example, in the case of QFs) to have a panel where each panelist makes a statement, and then discussion. We would also suggest brainstorming some guiding questions for the sessions, to avoid overly technical discussions. We have made some suggestions in the attached.

To respond to your questions:

1. For the information/ mutual exchange sessions, would you prefer to have a focus on general information on the Bologna Process developments or rather on interregional exchanges?  Both- There should be an update on what has developed in the process, both with regards to implementation and to new agendas. This should be coupled with a critical debate on Bologna and how the process currently influences HE change (in conjunction with other agendas and forces)

2. Do you consider the topics suggested in the second information/ mutual exchange session (Qualifications Frameworks and recognition / mobility and social responsibility) appropriate and meaningful for discussions or do you have other subjects you would be more interested in? This risks to be a technical session: to make it palatable, we suggest a very honest debate on how and why QFs have been developed in different parts of the world, and whether they have the impacts intended. Also, ‘mobility and social responsibility’ is not entirely clear- Do we mean the contribution on mobility to capacity building and equitable partnerships? A discussion could also be had an regional mobility agendas, given that we see a political will for this from Africa, to Asia to Latin America; Regardless, this would need some guiding questions to be provided. 

3. Which persons do you consider appropriate for fulfilling the role of non-EHEA speakers in the two sessions? If our approach is adopted, we can make some suggestions for countries and individuals. The question is whether these individuals are invited as ‘experts’ or whether they are expected to be part of the delegation. 

On a more general note: We are a bit worried about who from the European side will attend these sessions: Is there any way to do a pre-registration? You mentioned encourage BFUG WG chairs and members to attend- Would we need to then invite people/give them roles? 

Many thanks for your work on this and all the best,

Elizabeth

3. Birgit Galler, Germany (29 November 2011) – comments on the  programme with track changes

 Dear colleagues

Please find enclosed propositions of Germany (Annex 2).

The  ASEM Education Secretariat of the DAAD will moreover organize in  November 2012 an "ASEM expert meeting on balanced mobility"  in Berlin with participants from  Asia and Europe.

Best regards

Birgit

4. Athina Plessa Papadaki, Greece (29 November 2011) 
Dear Ms Geanta,

We would like to inform you that we agree with all the issues mentioned in your email dated 15 November regarding the second information /mutual exchange session and further we would be interested in adding and discussing the Quality Assurance.

Kind regards,

The Director 

Athina Plessa Papadaki

Annex 1 – EUA

Structure of the BPF Information / mutual exchange sessions:

(26 April 2012)

Session 1 (15:00 – 16:30)

· Introduction of the 2009-2012 Bologna Process developments – 10 min

· Questions

· The vision ahead:

· Key questions : ‘Is the ‘process’ still responding effectively to the needs of the higher education sector ? What can the international community learn from Europe’s particular experience with higher education convergence?

· University perspective: 5 min EHEA + 10 min non-EHEA response

· Student perspective : 5 min EHEA + 10 min non-EHEA response

· Academic staff perspective : 5 min EHEA + 10 min non-EHEA response

· Critical response from South America -  10 min

· Critical response from Africa  -  10 min

· Discussion – 15 min

Session 2 (17:00 – 18:30)

Theme 1 (Qualifications Frameworks and recognition)

Key questions to be addressed by speakers: Why has a QF been developed for higher education in your country? What was the process for developing it? What were the challenges in developing it? Do you believe it is accomplishing its intended goal? How do you know? 

Panel (each speaker gives 5 minutes intro and then chair poses questions): European Chair, 3 European countries

Respondents: Australia, South Africa, Chile

Key questions for discussion: 

· Presentation from a non-EHEA speaker – 10 min

· Discussion – 25 min

· Discussion questions: What are the key messages for countries/ regions who are considering developing QFs? What can we say/ what do we know about the linkage between QFs, recognition, quality assurance and internationalization? Are the specific country cases to be shared?

Theme 2 (mobility and social responsibility
)

· Presentation from a non-EHEA speaker – 10 min: Is mobility of student and staff a political vehicle for development in your country? How are you working with institutions and students to make this work?

· Response from an EHEA expert – 10 min

· Discussion – 25 min

Annex 2 – Germany

Structure of the BPF Information / mutual exchange sessions:

(26 April 2012)

Session 1 (15:00 – 16:30)

· Introduction of the 2009-2012 Bologna Process developments – 10 min

· Critical response from South America -  10 min

· Critical response from Africa  -  10 min

· The vision ahead:

· Political perspective:  5 min EHEA + 10 min non-EHEA response
· University perspective: 5 min EHEA + 10 min non-EHEA response

· Student perspective : 5 min EHEA + 10 min non-EHEA response

· Academic staff perspective : 5 min EHEA + 10 min non-EHEA response

· Discussion – 15 min

Session 2 (17:00 – 18:30)

Theme 1 (Regional models of Qualifications Frameworks and recognition)
· Presentation from a non-EHEA speaker – 10 min

· Response from an EHEA expert – 10 min

· Discussion – 25 min

Theme 2 (Challenges and perspectives of interregional  mobility )

· Presentation from a non-EHEA speaker – 10 min

· Response from an EHEA expert – 10 min

· Discussion – 25 min
�What is the aim here: A general update on Bologna? On reform implementation? On new agendas? 


�What about a round table? It probably needs a few guiding questions to stimulate the debate: are the political arguments that were used to launch the Bologna process still relevant post 2011? What has changed? How are we balancing Bologna’s ‘implementation’ agenda versus it ‘new’ agenda (internatioanlisation, transparency, fundging crisis…)





�Might be nicer to have the international respondents interject here and rather just take a short question round after the intro presentation


� Could be interesting to get perspectives of countries that have them and why, those are developing them and why, and those who are developing them and why/how, as well as those who are revising them (Australia, South Africa, Chile?) Also, this session would be more technical, and may require experts other than ministers: That is to say, the respresentatives of Australia, Chile and South Africa may not be in a position to present on their QFs


�Are we combining these because we want to talk about capacity building and equitable partnerships?  Rather keep it focused on mobility, and then address competition v cooperation agendas? Or link the higher education reform/ integration agenda with mobility? Interesting counter examples could be made from Asia (China, Japan, Korea) , Africa and Latin America (Mercosur)


�Can be integrated into the university perspective
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