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3ND Meeting of the BFUG Working Group
“Reporting on the Implementation of the Bologna Process”
Riga, Latvia
Venue: University of Latvia, main building
Address: 19 Raina bulvāris, Riga, LV1586
DRAFT MINUTES
	Countries/organisations
	Name 

	Austria
	Helga Posset

	Belgium/Flemish Community
	Soenen Magalie

	Bologna Secretariat
	Gayane Harutyunyan

	Bologna Secretariat
	Edgar Harutyunyan

	EC
	Frank Petrikowski

	EI
	Guntars Catlaks

	ENQA
	Maria Kelo

	EQAR
	Melinda Szabo

	ESU
	Rok Primožič

	EUA
	Michael Gaebel

	EURASHE
	Stefan Delplace

	Eurostudent
	Christoph Gwosc

	Eurydice
	David Crosier

	Finland
	Innola Maijia

	France
	Helen Lagier

	France
	Benoît Labat

	Germany
	Kathleen Ordnung

	Kazakhstan
	Zhanar Taibassarova

	Latvia (Co-Chair)
	Andrejs Rauhvargers

	Latvia
	Jolanta Silka

	Luxembourg (Co-Chair)
	Germain Dondelinger

	Luxembourg
	Claude Schaber

	Switzerland
	Frank Schubert

	UK/Scotland
	Rebecca Robinson


Apologies have been received from Isabel Rohner (BUSINESSEUROPE), Heide Ahners (Germany), Elena Petrova (Moldova), and Tone Flood Strøm (Norway).
Welcome, adoption of the agenda, and the draft minutes of the first meeting
Mr. Andrejs Rauhvargers, the Latvian Co-Chair opened the meeting by welcoming the participants to the 3rd meeting of the Reporting WG and provided general information regarding the meeting.
The agenda of the meeting and the minutes of the WG’s second meeting were adopted without any amendments.

Updates from the BFUG Secretariat, Co-Chairs, and data collectors 
Ms. Gayane Harutyunyan (Head of the BFUG Secretariat) gave an update concerning meetings of the Vilnius BFUG (7-8 November 2013) and other   WGs. The participants were advised that the opinions expressed during the Vilnius BFUG meeting while discussing the update on the Reporting WG were divided into two streams: one was in favour of an increased number of scorecard indicators and the other was against it. The details of the discussion were provided by A. Rauhvargers. 
Moreover, it was mentioned that the Structural Reforms (SR) WG had already sent its comments on the draft questionnaire to the Reporting WG’ Co-Chairs. Since the Mobility and Internationalisation (M&I) WG agreed to revise the 2007 Strategy “The EHEA in a global setting”, the Reporting WG was asked to include in the internationalization part of the questionnaire some questions on the development of 5 policy areas of the strategy at national level. Also, the questionnaire should include questions that facilitate the possible developments of an indicator on the attractiveness of the EHEA for third countries. Concerning the Social Dimension and Lifelong Learning (SD & LLL) WG, Gayane Harutyunyan noted that the update was not available as the WG met only a day before. 
Mr. Andrejs Rauhvargers, the Latvian Co-Chair highlighted that the feedback received from the BFUG in Vilnius – expressing reluctance to many scorecard indicators - had been quite unexpected. The argument for this opinion was that the scorecard indicators might have great political pressure on the EHEA countries. However, bearing in mind the new priority areas of the EHEA, the increased number of scorecard indicators was justified, and indeed had been requested by the BFUG in its initial meetings following the Bucharest Conference. 
It was further highlighted that there have been no comments received regarding the old indicators and the new ones have been twice approved by the WG. The   final decision on inclusion of the new scorecard indicators proposed by other WGs should be made after the data collection, i.e. after April 2014, with the Reporting WG itself making a proposal to be presented to the BFUG.  
Mr. Germain Dondelinger, the Luxembourgian Co-Chair further noted that the WG has to provide information on issues indicated in the 2012 Bucharest Communiqué and it is a matter of presentation whether or not there is a need for more scorecard indictors. An example of this could be an indicator on cross border activities of quality assurance agencies (QAAs) which had been envisaged in the Bucharest Communiqué. Furthermore, it was noted that the WG should enjoy more independence in its work and political interference needed to be minimised in order to make reporting as objective as possible. 

Mr. David Crosier (Eurydice) pointed out that the essential task of the WG is to concentrate on acquiring the necessary data for the 2015 Bologna Implementation Report. The participants were advised that country coverage required for the Report goes beyond that provided by Eurostat. To acquire the data, Eurostat had done tendering and subcontracting. However, the organisation had experienced some technical problems in the process and the data collection had been delayed for several months. Nevertheless, it was noted that data collectors had had an internal discussion to clarify the timetable to ensure they would meet the deadline of the first draft Report submission to the BFUG in the autumn of 2014. 

Concerning the questionnaires several remarks were made:
· All the WGs had been given an opportunity to comment on what should be covered in the report. The length of the questionnaires is partly due to the feedback received from the WGs who have proposed new questions and topics, but also consider that all indicators in 2012 should be maintained. 
· Since the 2015 Bologna Implementation Report is a progress report, the basic methodology is to keep the questions of the previous period unless there  are strong reasons to change them (for example, questions that were misinterpreted). 

·  The most significant changes in the questionnaire were done for the sections on employability and LLL in order to get better information, while the SD questions also aim for more focused output from the countries. 

· The questionnaire had also considered the input provided by the Ad-Hoc WG on the 3rd cycle concerning the doctoral education in the EHEA.

· Similarly, proposals from the Mobility and Internationalisation WG have been taken on board as far as possible. 
The WG was invited to provide feedback on the questionnaire indicating whether there were duplications or important issues that had not been covered yet. 
Several comments and suggestions followed that are summarised below:
·  Funding issues had not been reflected in the draft questionnaire and it was important to have indications how much was invested in HE of the countries. This topic, however, will mainly be analysed through Eurostat data.
· The questionnaire could inquire whether school leaving qualifications giving access to HE were in place or not and whether they are linked to EQF Level 4. 
· Also, it could inquire whether short cycle qualifications corresponding to EQF Level 5 had been integrated into the HE systems of then EHEA   countries. 
· Some of the questions in the section on QFs should be revised in cooperation with the Structural Reforms (SR) WG. 
· The questionnaire could inquire whether the introduction of learning outcomes (LOs) had changed the assessment of student performance within HEIs. However, as this is a questionnaire for governments, this task could be challenging.
Concerning the deadline for the questionnaire submission, it was noted:

· The questionnaire would be tested in December 2013 and the data collection would start by the end of January 2014. The deadline for the questionnaire submission would be 30 April 2014.
· The data should be relate to a defined reference year, and the cut-off date for any changes (e.g. new legislation) at national level would be the final date of submission (i.e. 30 April). 
· After the questionnaire submission, countries would not be given an opportunity to update the information they had already provided, although they would be able to correct any mistakes made in the analysis. 

Christoph Gwosc (Eurostudent) gave a brief update on the status of the Eurostudent project. The WG was advised that the project had been carried out in a two-stage process. Since 1 November 2013 it had entered into a stage of data delivery and control. There were two waves of countries doing data delivery in different time periods. For the first group, field studies were conducted in the spring of 2013. This group was expected to submit the data by mid-December 2013. The data control phase would be finished by the end of March.  Starting from spring 2014 the field phase of data collection for the second group of countries would begin.
The participants were invited to split into two groups to facilitate the productive discussion of the questionnaire.
It was agreed that Eurydice would revise the questionnaire according to the feedback received during the discussion, and that the final versions of the questionnaires would be sent to the WG and to the Chairs of other WGs for final comments.
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