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The European Education Area
in support of mobility and
recognition for all
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A European Education Area by 2025
|

learning mobility is a strong sense
& research are standard of European

unhampered by practice identity
borders
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e Because after 30
\ years of Erasmus...

63%

believe that recognition of
foreign higher
education qualifications

is still a problem

European
Commission




We’re not starting from scratch

Treat_y on the 1997 Li.sbon Bologna Process
semmmmmmm - UNCtiONING Of Convention on Paris
the Eu_ropean the Rec_o_gni_tion Communiqué
Union of Qualifications 2018




Council Recommendation 26/11/2018

In a nutshell:

Education and training institutions remain free to
make independent decisions on admission to their
programmes.
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EXISTING GOOD
PRACTICES

« Benelux Union decision on
automatic recognition

+ Reykjavik Declaration

 Nordic/Baltic Admission
Manual

« Baltic States Agreement on
automatic recognition
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European Universities

Flagship initiative of the
European Education Area
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HAT WILL ‘EUROPEAN UNIVERSITIES' LOOK LIKE
IN 2025- 20307

Dedicated Cooperation

=N
Structures L]

Shared, integrated,
long-term strategic vision
on education/research/
innovation

European Statute
European Degree
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The road ahead...




Member States Commission

Improved transparency

and trust
-National guidance on « Digital tools
mellementlng transparency . Expansion of role of NARICs
ools
« Synergies between transparency
*ECTS, course catalogues tools

*Diploma Supplement

*Transparent criteria for
recognition
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COUNTRIES WITH EQAR REGISTERED AGENCIES

d 5 - - el S . One or more national quality assurance agencies
W - registered on EQAR

. No national agencies are registered on EQAR

Source: Bologna Process Implementation Report
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OPENNESS TO CROSS-BORDER QA

! —a - 2016/17 2013/14

L] 12 8
L 12 4
[] 3 8
] 7 5
B 14 23
] 2 1
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Source: Bologna Process Implementation Report 7 —
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HAS YOUR AGENCY EVER IMPLEMENTED THE
EXTERNAL EVALUATION OF FOREIGN
UNIVERSITIES?

" Yes, our agency regularly evaluates HEls from other countries
® Our agency has evaluated HEls from other countries at least once

¥ No, our agency has not evaluated foreign HEls

Source: Forthcoming European Commission
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HAS YOUR ORGANISATION/STUDY PROGRAMME BEEN:
EVER EVALUATED BY A FOREIGN QUALITY
ASSURANCE AGENCY?

" Yes

“"No

® Don't know

Source: Forthcoming European Commission N
study on progress in quality assurance \\
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WHAT REASONS LED YOUR INSTITUTION TO CHOOSE ¢:

A FOREIGN QUALITY ASSURANCE AGENCY INSTEAD

OF A NATIONAL ONE?

External evaluation carried out by a foreign agency gives our
institution more prestige and credibility

Foreign agency gives more opportunities to demonstrate our
progress in QA
Foreign agency provides us with a more comprehensive
report of our institution’s external evaluation

Foreign agency provides us with better recommendations to
improve our QA processes

The criteria of evaluation used by the foreign agency are
clearer

Foreign agency has better defined complaints and appeals
process

The level of workload and cost placed by a foreign agency is
usually lower compared to the national agency

It is easier to pass an external evaluation by a foreign agency/
evaluation because it is generally more positive

B Very significant

B Completely insignificant

Source: Forthcoming European
Commission study on progress in
quality assurance

B Rather significant

53.3% 21.3% 4.0%10.7% 10.7%

28.0% 22.7% 17.3% " 18.7% = 13.3%
28.0% 22.7% 17.3% 18.7%  13.3%

22.7% ~12.0%
29.3% 18.7%
14.7% 10.7%12.0% 38.7% 24.0%

H Do not know/cannot answer

12.5% 15.3% 12.5% 43.1% 16.7%
0%  10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
B Rather insignificant
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KEY BARRIERS TO
CHOOSING A FOREIGN
QUALITY ASSURANCE
AGENCY

« Higher financial costs

- Differing contexts and
regulations

« Language barriers

« Unfavorable legal regulations
set at the national level

« Distrust of foreign quality
assurance agencies

Source: Forthcoming European
Commission study on progress in
quality assurance
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EUROPEAN APPROACH ON THE QUALITY
ASSURANCE OF JOINT PROGRAMMES

—

European approach
permitted by legislation

European approach
not permitted by legislation
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Source: Bologna Process Implementation Report
2018
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Questions?




