[image: image2.jpg]




Doc. Code: BFUG_LV_IS_43_5a.2

NEW SCORECARD INDICATOR PROPOSALS

Background

The BFUG is invited to take a final decision on which indicators should appear in the form of the scorecard in the 2015 report. The proposal that follows – which offers several alternatives - is made by the Reporting Working Group following discussion at its meeting of 5/6 November in Brussels. That meeting in turn considered the comments made at the September 18/19 BFUG meeting in Rome. 
A number of amendments have been made to the list. These amendments generally aim at clarifying the elements assessed in the indicator. 
Two indicators previously submitted for discussion to the BFUG have been removed. These are the indicators on system level recognition and on internationalisation. The reason for removing these indicators is that the Reporting Working Group considers that neither indicator is yet sufficiently robust to be added as a scorecard indicator to the report. In both cases, however, the Reporting Working Group is confident that a more robust indicator can be developed for the 2018 report. 

The Reporting Working Group has now therefore agreed to recommend the following proposals for new scorecard indicators for the 2015 Bologna Implementation Report. In doing so, the group would like to emphasize that:
· These indicators have been developed to follow up policy priorities outlined in the 2012 Bucharest Communiqué;

· It is hoped that these indicators will provide a better balance of scorecard and other indicators throughout the report, with scorecard indicators highlighting progress on some of the main policy commitments agreed in recent years, as well as continuing to show the evolution on commitments agreed during the first decade of the Bologna process; 

· If the BFUG is unable to support new scorecard indicators, it should also consider removing existing scorecard indicators from the report. This is because there would be no sense in keeping the scorecard indicator concept only for priorities established in the early years of the Bologna Process. 

Indicator Proposal 1: Level of national openness to cross border QA activity of EQAR registered agencies 
	
	Description of categories

	
	All institutions and programmes can choose to be evaluated by a foreign QA agency to fulfil their obligations for external QA, while complying with national requirements. EQAR registration serves as a criterion for agencies to be allowed to carry out cross-border evaluation/accreditation/audit.

	
	In some cases, institutions and/or programmes can choose to be evaluated by a foreign QA agency to fulfil their obligations for external QA, while complying with national requirements.  EQAR registration serves as a criterion for agencies to be allowed to carry out cross-border evaluation/accreditation/audit.

	
	In some or all cases, institutions and/or programmes can choose to be evaluated by a foreign QA agency to fulfil their obligations for external QA, but EQAR registration is not a criterion used to determine which agencies are allowed to carry out such cross-border evaluation/accreditation/audit.

	
	Discussions are ongoing or plans have been made to establish a legal framework allowing EQAR-registered agencies to operate in the country.

	
	Institutions and programmes cannot be evaluated by QA agencies from outside the country to fulfil their obligations for external QA, and no plans are being discussed.


Source: Eurydice
Indicator Proposal 2: Portability of public grants and publicly subsidised loans
	
	Description of categories

	
	Full portability across the EHEA of all available national student support measures – grants and/or loans* – for credit and degree mobility. Equivalent requirements for public grants and/or loans if students study in the home country or abroad.

	
	Portability of all available national student support measures – grants and/or loans – for credit and degree mobility, but with some restrictions related to geography (country limitations), and/or types of programme, and/or field of study or time.

	
	Portability of all available national student support measures – grants and/or loans – with or without restrictions for credit mobility, and portability of loans but not grants for degree mobility.

	
	Portability of all available national student support measures – grants and/or loans – with or without restrictions related to geography (country limitations), and/or types of programme, and/or field of study or time for credit mobility. No portability for degree mobility.

	
	No portability**: public grants and/or loans are only provided if students study in the home country or in exceptional cases (no equivalent programme is available in the home country).


Source: Eurydice + Eurostudent
* all available national student support measures” refers to publically funded grants and loans. For the purposes of this indicator, a grant is considered to be non refundable public aid given to students, and does not include fee waivers applicable within a national system
 
** Countries where less than 10% of the student population receive financial support in the form of grants and/or loans will be considered as "Not Applicable" for this indicator. 
Indicator Proposal 3: Measures to support the participation of disadvantaged students 

	
	Description of categories

	
	1 Financial support targeted at disadvantaged students 

OR Mainstream support with need-based allocation provided to more than 50% of students;
2 Quantitative policy objectives for participation and/or completion of disadvantaged students;
3 Monitoring participation and completion of disadvantaged students. 

	
	Financial support targeted at disadvantaged students 

OR Mainstream support with need-based allocation provided to more than 50% of students**;
No quantitative policy objectives for participation and/or completion of disadvantaged students; 
Monitoring participation and completion of disadvantaged students. 

	
	Financial support targeted at disadvantaged students 

OR Mainstream support with need-based allocation provided to more than 50% of students;
No quantitative policy objectives for participation and/or completion of disadvantaged students;
No monitoring participation and completion of disadvantaged students..

	
	Financial support not targeted at disadvantaged students and provided to less than 50% of students; 

No quantitative policy objectives for participation and/or completion of disadvantaged students;
No monitoring participation and completion of disadvantaged students..

	
	No financial support provided to disadvantaged students;*
No quantitative policy objectives for participation and/or completion of disadvantaged students;
No monitoring participation and completion of disadvantaged students..



Source: Eurydice & Eurostudent
* Countries where less than 10% of the student population receive financial support in the form of grants and/or loans will be considered as "Not Applicable" for this indicator. 

** If mainstream support is offered to all students, then the need based criterion is not considered  
Indicator Proposal 4: Financial mobility support to disadvantaged students 
	
	Description of categories

	
	Financial mobility support targeted to disadvantaged students 
OR Portable grants targeted at disadvantaged students 
OR Portable mainstream grants with need-based allocation provided to more than 50% of students**;

Systematic monitoring of disadvantaged students in mobility.;

	
	Financial mobility support targeted to disadvantaged students 
OR Portable grants targeted at disadvantaged students
OR Portable mainstream grants with need-based allocation provided to more than 50% of students;

Ad hoc monitoring of disadvantaged students in mobility.

	
	Financial mobility support targeted to disadvantaged students 
OR Portable grants targeted at disadvantaged students
OR Portable mainstream grants with need-based allocation provided to more than 50% of students;

No monitoring of disadvantaged students in mobility.;

	
	No targeted support for mobility provided to disadvantaged students;

Support with need-based allocation provided to some, but less than 50% of students; 
No monitoring. 

	
	No support provided to disadvantaged students for mobility.*


Source: Eurydice and Eurostudent

*Countries where less than 10% of the student population receive financial support in the form of grants and/or loans will be considered as "Not Applicable" for this indicator. 

**If mainstream support is offered to all students, then the need based criterion is not considered  

Indicator proposal 5: National Implementation of the principles of the Lisbon Recognition Convention 
	 List of countries
	Description of categories

	
	The Convention has been ratified and appropriate legislation complies with the legal framework of the Lisbon Recognition Convention and the later  Supplementary Documents
, so that the five main principles are fulfilled and:
1) Applicants have a right to fair assessment;
2) There is recognition if no substantial differences can be proven;
3 ) Legislation/guidelines encourage comparing learning outcomes rather than programme content;
4 )In cases of negative decisions, competent authority demonstrates the existence of substantial difference
5) There is a right of appeal



	
	The Convention has been ratified and appropriate legislation complies with abovementioned  principles 1)  2) 3) and 5) 

	)
	The Convention has been ratified and appropriate legislation complies with abovementioned principles 1)  2) and 5) 

	
	The Convention has been ratified and appropriate legislation complies with abovementioned principles 1) and  2) 

	
	The Convention has been ratified but either principle 1) or 2) or both is not fulfilled  

OR

The Convention has not been ratified
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� Recommendation on the Criteria and Procedures for Recognition (2001), Recommendation on the Recognition of Joint Degrees (2004), Code of Good Practice in the Provision of Transnational Education (2001)   � HYPERLINK "http://www.enic-naric.net/instruments.asp?display=legal_framework" �http://www.enic-naric.net/instruments.asp?display=legal_framework�
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