Document 2 (version 2 – amended according to WGs suggestions at June meeting)
Task II Considerations for reviewing legislation
The analysis of the NAPs for improving recognition demonstrated that there are still legal problems to implement the principles of the Lisbon Recognition Convention (LRC) and its Subsidiary texts
 in those countries that have not amended their legislation adopting the above principles. 
The considerations for reviewing the legislation are the following.

1. The appropriate national legislation should be looked trough with a view of

· terminology; first of all comparing the terminology used in the Lisbon Recognition Convention itself and its subsidiary texts. Special attention should be paid to those terms that actually link legislation to outdated concepts of recognition, first of all terms like “nostrification” and “equivalence”.

· finding out if there are clauses contradicting with the main principles
 of the LRC and  its subsidiary texts,

· wheather all the main principles of the LRC are transposed to the national legislation.

2. Amendments should be drafted and adopted to 

· replace outdated terminology and harmonize terminology with the one of the LRC,

· eliminate or replace those clauses contradicting to the principles of LRC and its subsidiary texts,  
· introduce the above principles into national legislation.   
3. The previous experience demonstrates that apart of the shortcoming of legislation the spreading of fair recognition across the EHEA is seriously hindered by attitudes. Therefore, a change of the attitude of the stakeholders should be made.
4. It is recommended that a national working group is established for reviewing the legislation, proposing amendments and  involving the relevant ministry, ENIC/NARIC centre, higher education institutions, students and quality assurance agency to develop ownership feeling in all of those groups. The same set of stakeholders could start national discussion with a view of changing the attitudes towards better acceptance foreign qualifications and especially towards parts of courses (credits) gained abroad. 
5. BFUG working group on recognition suggests that ministers could consider setting a tentative deadline before which all countries should carry out the legislation changes with regard to recognition in their Bucharest Communiqué. 
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Annex I

Lisbon Convention subsidiary legal texts:

· Council of Europe/ UNESCO Recommendation on the Criteria and Procedures for Recognition , 2001 (Rec CP); 
· Council of Europe/ UNESCO Code of Good Practice in the Provision of Transnational Education, 2001 (Code TNE); 
· Council of Europe/ UNESCO Recommendation on the Recognition of Joint Degrees, 2004 (Rec JD);
Annex II

List of the most important principles of the Lisbon Recognition convention and its subsidiary texts 
· applicants right to fair assessment (LRC),
· recognition if no substantial differences can be proven (LRC),
· demonstration of substantial differences, where recognition is not granted (LRC),
· applicants’ right to appeal (LRC),
· consider partial recognition where full recognition is impossible (RCP),  
· concentrate on learning outcomes rather than on study duration/ workload,

· if all parts of a joint degree are quality assured and all institutions of the consortium are recognized HEIs, assess a joint degree applying LRC principles (RJD), 

·  if all requirements of the Code of Good Practice in the Provision of Transnational Education are fulfilled, assess a transnational  education qualification applying LRC principles (CTNE)
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