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Participation/attendance figures of the countries in meetings of BFUG, Board and  official WGs meetings
 The success of the EHEA reforms and their sustainability depends on active participation of the 47 member countries, partner organisations and individual higher education institutions.  All the stakeholders have crucially important role in the Bologna Process, therefore their participation in the meetings of the BFUG and its Board as well as in the activities of the 2012-2015 Work plan working groups is important.    
The next ministerial events are planned for 2015, and now that we’re half-way to the ministerial conference there is a clear outline of the participation/attendance of the countries, organisations in the EHEA officially scheduled meetings. 
The aim of the document is to present mid-term figures with some basic conclusions and to get advice from the BFUG Board on measures how to reestablish interest and improve attendance of the countries and organisations  in the meetings of the BFUG, Board and 2012-2015 Work plan structures. 

Annex 1 presents the outline of the countries and organizations on participation and attendance to the BFUG/Board and WGs/Networks/Ad-hoc WGs meetings.   Four colours were used to describe the overall situation:  
· Green:  present

· Red: absent

· Pink: apologies received

· Grey: non-participation

From May 2012 until 2013 September 2 BFUG meetings and 2 Board meetings were held. Additionally, each working structure has met twice with some exceptions: Ad-hoc WG on the Revision of the ECTS Users’ Guide met three times; NESSIE and RPL  met once. Based on this statistics the countries were conditionally divided into three groups with the purpose to understand what are the reasons behind the low participation and attendance. Table 1 presents the three groups of the countries according to their participation rate (for more details, see Annex1): 
Table 1

	Group 1: Low  (0%-35%)

	Albania, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Georgia, Greece, Moldova, Montenegro, Russian Federation, Slovak Republic, The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, UNESCO. 

	Group 2: Average (35%-70%)

	Andorra, Belgium/Flemish Community, Bosnia and Herzehovina, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Iceland, Kazakhstan, Luxembourg, Malta, Norway, Romania, Spain, United Kingdom, EURASHE, BUSINESSEUROPE

	Group 3: High (70%-100%)

	Armenia, Austria, Belgium/French Community, Croatia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Holy See, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, The Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Serbia, Slovenia, Sweden, Switzerland, European Commission, Council of Europe, EUA, ESU, ENQA, EI.


Group 1 includes countries whose participation is of utmost concern. E.g. Russia  being the largest Bologna country  has not participated in any meeting  since  the  2012 Bucharest  Ministerial Conference  and  neither did provide data for the 2012  Implementation   Report. 
The analyses show that generally there are two reasons for low participation: lack of general interest and/or financial resources. Frequent changes of the national governments, lack of language skills and the human factor should be counted as well.    
Its true that the national governments commit themselves to the Bologna process without any legal obligations. Nevertheless, in order to guarantee the specific dynamics of the Bologna process, which requires national and institutional coordination and monitoring of national higher education policies, the participation of the countries is vital. 
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