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Welcome and opening

The Chair, Barbara Weitgruber (Austria), opened the first meeting of the working group and welcomed the participants. Apologies had been received from France and from the French Community of Belgium. All other countries and organisations that had expressed interest in joining the working group were represented. 

As co-host of the 2010 Bologna Policy Forum, Austria had volunteered to chair the working group, which has as one of its tasks to support the preparations of the Bologna Policy Forum. Romania, as host of the 2012 ministerial conference, agreed to chair the working group from 1 July 2010 onwards. 
As it was the first meeting of the working group, the Chair initiated a short tour de table, allowing all members to introduce themselves. 

1) Adoption of the Agenda
The agenda of the meeting was adopted with a small change of order, taking the terms of reference of the working group first, before the activity reports from the group members. 

2) Information on the terms of reference as agreed at the BFUG meeting in Stockholm
The Chair presented the terms of reference of the group as they had been approved by the BFUG at its meeting in Stockholm on 28-29 September 2009 (see annex 1). 
The terms of reference define the tasks of the working group, the mandate of which ends with the ministerial conference of 2012. In the first phase until mid-2010, the focus of the work will be on preparing the Second Bologna Policy Forum, updating the Bologna website, and setting up the information and promotion network. After the ministerial conference in 2010, the terms of reference of the group can be adjusted, if necessary. 
The Chair reminded the members of the group that the working group would regularly have to report back to the BFUG and would only prepare decisions to be taken by the BFUG and ultimately the ministers. 

3) Reports on activities relevant for the Working Group – all members

The Chair encouraged the participants to inform the group of any activities relevant to the Bologna Process as a whole and/or if any countries had expressed a special interest in the Bologna Process or the upcoming Bologna Policy Forum, which would be useful for the organisers to know.  

The French Community of Belgium had submitted a written contribution, which can be found in annex 2 of this document. 

The Holy See is reorganising its international work in higher education and will soon have a proper office for it, which can rely upon a unique network of communication and information, as the Holy See has diplomatic and/or ecclesiastical contacts with around 120 countries across the world. One element of the international work is recognition. As the recognition conventions seem to come closer to each other, the idea is to have a joint meeting of the different conventions, probably in 2012. 
· Would it be possible to give this conference the format of a Bologna Policy Forum? 

Padre Friedrich Bechina (Holy See) also related his experiences from two meetings on the regional conventions for Africa and for Asia and the Pacific respectively, which revealed both a great interest in the Bologna Process and in cooperation with Europe but also a lot of confusion and thus a great need for information, particularly in the African region.  

At the meeting in Addis Abeba, however, from 53 countries only 5 were represented from the governmental side, two of which by ambassadors making political statements. Padre Bechina got the impression that students and higher education institutions are much more open for cooperation with Europe, while governments are more cautious, as they see the danger of colonialisation. 
EUA is strongly involved in Asia. While the EU-Asia Higher Education Platform (EAHEP) comes to an end in December 2009, EUA will continue to cooperate with its partners in the context of the ASEM education process, some features of which are similar to the Bologna Process. Together with ACA and Raabe, EUA publishes the Handbook “Internationalisation of European Higher Education”, now in its third year, with three supplements per year. Within EUA the awareness for internationalisation or for the global dimension has clearly risen, which according to Michael Gaebel (EUA) was confirmed at the latest EUA conference in Gießen – the first EUA conference dedicated to internationalisation. 

Emmi Helle from ENQA reported that similar networks of quality assurance agencies were developing in all regions, most recently in Africa, where the quality assurance network AFRIQAN was being set up. ENQA has regular meetings to exchange experience with its counterparts from other regions. Some of the partners are interested in learning from ENQA in terms of external quality assurance, whereas ENQA could learn from them in the field of transnational education. 
EURASHE will continue its engagement in a Tempus project training quality assurance experts in higher education institutions in Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan and will also participate in a project in the southern Caucasus to create support mechanisms for mobility. EURASHE also repeatedly gets requests from delegations all over the world to explain how professional education is organised in Europe and how it could serve others as a model. 
After having attended the Jean Monnet celebration conference, Stefan Delplace (EURASHE) prepared a short paper reflecting on the critical reactions from other regions, encouraging the Europeans to listen to their partners to find out what their needs and demands are in order to engage in proper cooperation. 
Education International always tries to include a session on the Bologna Process in its activities. At a recent event in Latin America Monique Fouilhoux (EI) learnt that some colleagues had a wrong idea of the Bologna Process and were very suspicious about it. They even blamed Education International for being the voice of commercialisation. Monique Fouilhoux therefore warned against the marginalisation of academic staff in the envisaged creation of a EU-LAC higher education area and stressed the need to highlight the stakeholder involvement in the Bologna Process as one of its strengths. 
ESU is trying to establish a global student platform (with support from UNESCO) and is also involved in the EUA project “Access to Success: fostering trust and exchange between Europe and Africa” (http://www.accesstosuccess-africa.eu).
The second phase of the Erasmus Mundus programme with a budget of almost a billion Euro was launched in 2009. The European Commission informed the group that the second call would be published in December with 30 April 2010 as deadline for the submission of proposals. As the Erasmus Mundus-funded Global Promotion Project has come to an end, the “Study in Europe” website in 7 languages has been transferred to the EU server and become part of the regular information activities of the European Commission. The pilot project on setting up a network of promoters in Mexico (informing Mexican students about possibilities to study in Europe) resulted in the recommendation to expand the system to other countries.
At a high-level meeting with the European Commission, representatives from the US Department of Education signalled that in the US the interest in the Bologna Process keeps growing. There also seems to be progress with regard to recognition, as the notion of learning outcomes is gaining ground. In order to further improve recognition, the EU and the US agreed to launch a comparative study of the respective credit systems. The US also indicated that they would like to be strongly involved in the Bologna Policy Forum, which the European Commission promised to support. 
The European Commission will also support a stakeholder conference organised by the Spanish Presidency in February 2010 on the EHEA and Erasmus Mundus and the implications for internationalisation of higher education institutions around the world.  
While the idea to hold a conference for stakeholders was welcomed, several members of the group expressed their concern that the conference was organised at too short notice and in the context of the EU-27 rather than the EHEA-46. It was also suggested that it might make more sense to have the conference after the Bologna Policy Forum of March 2010, as part of the follow-up. According to Carmen Fenoll (Spain) the Spanish conference will address a different target group and also different themes, such as research and teaching in internationalisation. 

As part of the follow-up to the 2009 UNESCO World Conference on Higher Education, UNESCO will support the development of European Higher Education and Research Areas in Latin America, Africa, and the Asia–Pacific region, stimulating in particular the involvement of all relevant stakeholders. 
Concerning the recognition of qualifications, the UNESCO General Conference agreed to convene two diplomatic meetings to adopt new texts for the Arusha Convention and the Convention for the Asia and Pacific region. The dates have not been set yet but consultations are underway on the texts that are taking up some of the principles of the Lisbon Recognition Convention - not as imposition of the European model but because of the nature of these principles, as kind of code of good practice. For the Mediterranean region, UNESCO will try to find ways to align the different existing initiatives so that they can reinforce each other. 

In the field of quality assurance, UNESCO in partnership  with the Worldbank supports the various regional quality assurance networks. In 2010 UNESCO plans to cooperate with ENQA to foster capacity building in Central Asia. UNESCO will also continue its work on the Guidelines for Crossborder Higher Education, which are still not very well known.
The UNESCO portal of recognised higher education institutions can be found at: 
http://portal.unesco.org/education/en/ev.php-URL_ID=49864&URL_DO=DO_TOPIC&URL_SECTION=201.html    
Romania has been approached by partners from Kuwait and Iraq who are interested in how the Bologna Process is implemented by higher education institutions. 

IAU as international organisation of some 600 universities and 30 associations from 135 countries tries to integrate all regions of the world in all its events. IAU organises conferences in all parts of the world: Lebanon 2009 (on cultural dialogue), Vilnius 2010 (on ethics and values in higher education in the area of globalisation), Kenya 2011. As most participants are interested in Bologna, the conferences usually have workshops to inform about the Bologna Process. The next general conference in Puerto Rico in 2012 might even have the regionalisation of higher education cooperation as central theme. 
IAU has also been asked to organise panel with representatives of each of the regions at the World Forum of Iberoamerican Rectors in May 2010. 
In spring 2010, IAU will publish a report on its global survey on internationalisation (the 3rd in a row). In the second report published in 2005, Europe was identified by the partners around the world as the geographical priority number one. The preliminary findings for the 2010 report indicate that Europe continues to be extremely attractive for others. 
IAU launched a small project comparing two anglophone and two francophone higher education institutions to see how the changes in doctoral programmes in Europe are affecting Africa. 

For the past 40 years, IAU has been collecting data on 183 national systems of higher education and 17.000 higher education institutions recognised by their governments. The compilation is published by Macmillan as book and CD-ROM. Macmillan also publishes IAU’s Guide to African Higher Education. 
ACA started a study for the European Commission on mobility trends in European higher education, focusing on the 27 members states, the EFTA countries and Switzerland, looking at mobility into and out of Europe. The study, which thus also has a global dimension to it, is to be finalised in September 2010. 

Alf Rasmussen (Norway) circulated copies of the latest report to the Norwegian Parliament on “Internationalisation of Education in Norway”, which is also available in electronic form at: http://www.regjeringen.no/pages/2255014/PDFS/STM200820090014000EN_PDFS.pdf 
Magalie Soenen (Flemish Community of Belgium) informed the group about plans of the BENELUX countries to set up a mobility project in the context of ASEM. From January onwards, the BENELUX will also send somebody from the Flemish Ministry to the newly set-up ASEM Higher Education Secretariat hosted by Germany. 

Slovenia will host the second ministerial meeting of the Euromed Ministers in charge of higher education and research (the provisional date is 25-26 April 2010). While the Cairo Declaration had a lot of action lines for which follow-up was needed, the idea for the 2010 meeting is to focus on a couple of priorities, some of which are connected to the Bologna Process.  

The Council of Europe organises regular events to promote its white paper on intercultural dialogue, which are also attended by countries from Central Asia. The proceedings (in English and French) of the first forum in Strasbourg in March 2009 on intercultural dialogue on the university campus can now be bought online. After a while, an electronic copy will be put on the Council of Europe website.
The Council of Europe is also involved in a consortium on democratic culture in higher education. One idea that came up at the Network for Academic Renewal Conference in Minneapolis in October (organised by the Association of American Colleges and Universities, see http://www.aacu.org/meetings/PSR09/index.cfm) was to organise a joint conference on the role of higher education in furthering social cohesion. 
In July, the Council of Europe had been invited by the Lumina foundation to present the concept of qualifications frameworks at a meeting attended by 40 university leaders – some of which were more open to the idea of qualifications frameworks, some less. 

The Council of Europe supports the work of the ENIC-NARIC networks and is also involved in their working group on the global dimension. Katia Dolgova-Dreyer (Council of Europe) informed the group that Françoise Profit, the chair of the ENIC-NARIC working group on the global dimension, would like to join the BFUG working group on international openness. 
In the months to come, Spain will concentrate on the Bologna Policy Forum and the above-mentioned Presidency conference with the provisional title “Global Links in Higher Education” that will address questions like university governance, the knowledge triangle, and global mobility. Carmen Fenoll (Spain) took note of the concerns raised by the group (see above) and signalled willingness to discuss further how to avoid too much overlap between the Presidency conference and the Bologna Policy Forum. 
4) Work programme and timetable for period up to mid-2010 – discussion and division of labour
Based on the draft work plan that had been circulated in preparation of the meeting, the Chair initiated a discussion on how to take forward the different tasks of the working group. 
a) To set up a network, making optimal use of existing structures, for better information on and promotion of the Bologna Process outside the EHEA & to facilitate a first meeting 
With its report submitted to the ministers for their 2009 conference in Leuven and Louvain-la-Neuve, the previous working group had recommended that each EHEA country should designate a contact point for information and promotion activities and that those contact points should then form a network fostering the exchange of best practice and know-how transfer as well as peer learning in the field of national-level promotion of higher education.

Background for this recommendation was that in the majority of the 46 Bologna countries promotion activities are just starting, for instance with special agencies being set up. Often there is more information provision rather than promotion; and if there is promotion, it is very much focused on the national or even sub-national level. 

The Chair explained that the idea of the network was precisely to bring in the European perspective, promoting and providing information on the Bologna Process and the EHEA worldwide. 
During the discussion the following points were made: 
· The network only makes sense if the tasks are clearly specified and if it brings together people with similar profiles. 
· Countries with promotion or information agencies are assumed to nominate somebody from that agency. Where such agencies do not exist (yet), people will probably come from the international section of the Ministry. Ultimately, the decision on the person to nominate is up to each country/organisation. 
· The idea is to establish the network as a permanent structure. It will be up to the network to decide how exactly to organise and finance its work. 

· The network would normally report back to the BFUG but it could be asked to report to the working group, too (as long as the group exists). 

· It should be stressed that the network is not just about promotion but also about information. 
· The Communiqué insists on using existing structure but those structures are about national information and promotion. It therefore needs to be made clear that indeed use will be made of existing structures but the nature of information provision will be different. 

· The main challenge for the network will be how to inform on and promote the Bologna Process and the EHEA as a whole; how to provide European information rather than national; how to promote national HE systems as part of a wider European framework. 

· One of the major tasks of the network therefore will be to promote awareness among national experts for the European dimension, helping them to work at European level, convincing them to work together. 

· Within Europe there is a lot of cooperation but as soon as it goes beyond Europe, every country fights for itself, which at least partly has to do with funding streams. The network could help to build links and to get a better understanding of how countries cooperate with international partners. 

· The BFUG meeting in Brussels (30 November-1 December) could be used to remind people to submit their nominations and also to address possible questions that might still come up. 

The working group agreed on the following steps to be taken: 

· The members of the working group will be asked for feedback on the letter asking for nominations before it is sent to the BFUG mid-November 

· All BFUG members (countries and organisations) will be asked to nominate a contact person. 

· A small subgroup composed of ACA, EI, ESU, EUA, EURASHE, Austria and Romania will prepare proposals on how to facilitate the first meeting of the information and promotion network. The proposals will be circulated by 15 January 2010 to be discussed at the working group meeting on 21 January 2010. 

· The kick-off meeting of the network will be organised back-to-back with the May meeting of the working group. 
b) To cooperate with the Bologna Secretariat regarding the further development of the Bologna Website for a global audience & to provide information on policy dialogue events relevant to the Bologna Process, taking place in various frameworks and at various levels
Eva Egron Polak (IAU) informed the group about the calendar on the IAU website that lists a large number of events on higher education and internationalisation and that could be linked to the calendar on the Bologna website. 

Monique Fouilhoux (EI) suggested that, as was done in the 2007-2009 working period, each working group be asked to take care of the relevant thematic section of the website. 
· The Chair agreed to make an announcement at the BFUG meeting to remind the BFUG members about their responsibility to keep the website updated. 
Darinka  Vrečko  (Slovenia)  proposed  that  the  BFUG  members, especially consultative  members,  regularly  send  information  on  their  events and activities  that  are  of  interest  to  EHEA  countries and, above all, to non-EHEA  countries,  to  the  Bologna  Secretariat  for  publication on the special section of the Bologna website for a global audience.

Michael Gaebel (EUA) stressed the need to distinguish two issues: (a) the need to share information on what is going on to get a good overview of how the global dimension develops and (b) information on events that might be interesting for BFUG members and/or a wider public to attend. 

The Chair concluded by encouraging the members of the working group 

· to send suggestions to the Bologna Secretariat on how to further improve the Bologna website and the information provided there for a global audience, stressing that this should apply to the entire website and not only the section on the global dimension. 

· to put the Bologna Secretariat on relevant newsletters. 

· to regularly send information on events and activities that are of interest to a wider public to the Bologna Secretariat for publication on the Bologna website, ideally by way of ready-made texts that can be published right away. 

c) To set up a pool of experts across the EHEA countries in order to support the Bologna Secretariat in facilitating coordinated information visits to and from non-EHEA countries

The Chair introduced the item by reminding the group that the Bologna Secretariat, Bologna countries and consultative members regularly receive requests (from within the EHEA and increasingly also from outside) for experts who could, for instance, advise on specific Bologna-related issues or who could speak at different types of events. Having a database of experts, a list of those willing to speak on certain topics, with a description of their fields of expertise, prior experience, language skills, willingness to travel etc. would help to address the growing interest and to widen the currently rather small circle of speakers and advisers that are regularly drawn upon. 
In the discussion that followed, the following questions and concerns were raised: 

· What kind of experts would be included? 

· What would be the selection criteria? 
· Who would decide which experts would or would not be included in the database? The BFUG member of a given country or organisation? Adding the name of the BFUG member who recommended an expert might help to ensure a certain level of quality. 
· Would it not be easier and more appropriate to simply approach the BFUG or individual BFUG members by e-mail on a case-by-case basis?

· What would be the size of the pool? How to ensure it remains manageable? 

· Who would take care of maintaining the database? The contact persons of the information and promotion network could be asked to maintain the list of experts from the respective country or organisation and to inform the Bologna Secretariat about any changes. 
· The database should work with a manageable number of categories (e.g. along the action lines), which would help to find the relevant experts. 

· Would the database be publicly available or would people have to contact the Bologna Secretariat?
· Making it public would increase transparency and could help to ensure quality but might on the other hand lead to discussions (particularly within smaller countries) why one expert is included and not another one; why one country is listed with 200 experts and another one with only 2 etc. To avoid that it turns into a political question, it might be better to work with an internal list.
· Would there be a remuneration for the experts? 

· Would the experts speak in a personal capacity, on behalf of the organisation/country that recommended their inclusion in the database, or even on behalf of the Bologna Process?

As the group could not come to a conclusion, it was agreed to prepare a discussion paper, outlining the different options with their advantages and disadvantages, which would first be discussed in the working group and could then be sent to BFUG. Even if an agreement might not be reached right away, there would at least be a greater awareness among the BFUG members. Next to the pool of experts, it was suggested to launch a parallel initiative that would look at up-to-date publications in order to produce an ongoing bibliography. 
d) To support the Bologna Secretariat in convening a round table (with the participation of the European Commission and other main actors in higher education promotion in Europe) to devise a “road map” and to identify opportunities and actions for enhancing European-level promotion.

The Chair explained that the idea of such a promotion round table was to convene those active in promotion – which at the moment would be ACA, the European Commission, some consultative members and few states. In order to have a more open and inclusive discussion, she suggested convening the round table in 2011 or later, when the information and promotion network will have started its work and are larger group of people will be involved. 

It was agreed to update the work plan (see annex 3) at each working group meeting. 

5) Second Bologna Policy Forum – discussion of proposed format and content-related questions 
Before starting the discussion on the Second Bologna Policy Forum, the Chair asked the members of the group to provide written feedback on any planned follow-up on the statement of the First Bologna Policy Forum. The statement contained some concrete elements, such as organising joint seminars or establishing dialogue on recognition, and if any country or organisation was planning to do something about it, it would be good for the working group and the organisers of the Second Bologna Policy Forum to know. The same question had also been posed to the BFUG at its meeting in Stockholm but there had not been any reaction. 

The Chair then presented the outline of the programme as it had been submitted to the BFUG: 

11 March 2010, Imperial Palace (Hofburg)

21:30 – 01:00 
Viennese ball gala 

12 March 2010, Imperial Palace (Hofburg)

10:00 – 13:00 
Information session for the non-European delegations 



(while the European Ministers finalise the Budapest-Vienna Declaration) 

13:00 – 14:30 
Joint Luncheon 

14:30 – 18:30 
Bologna Policy Forum

The Chair informed the group that the BFUG had decided on a language regime for Bologna ministerial conferences, namely English plus host country language(s). As for the Bologna Policy Forum this would be a challenge, the hosts decided to offer English, French, German, Spanish and Russian, at least during the plenary sessions and for two of the working groups. 
The group then discussed the difficult question of which countries to invite: 
For the First Bologna Policy Forum, the decision on the 20 countries to be invited had been taken by the Benelux hosts and the Czech Presidency. These countries were: Australia, Brazil, Canada, P.R. China, Egypt, India, Israel, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico, Morocco, New Zealand, Senegal, South Africa, Tanzania, Tunisia, USA, Vietnam. After the invitations had been issued, three more countries expressed their interest to attend the Bologna Policy Forum and were thus informally invited: Chile, Ethiopia, Thailand. [The countries in italics are the ones that in the end were represented during the First Bologna Policy Forum].  
The Chair explained that the countries that were invited to the First Bologna Policy Forum would also be invited to the Second Bologna Policy Forum, plus the 4 remaining countries of the G-20 and some 15 additional countries that still needed to be determined. While the capacity problem would thus not be as severe as in Louvain-la-Neuve, the room would not be big enough to accommodate all countries of the world (there is enough space for 96 heads of delegations around the table). It might also not be desirable to have the Bologna Policy Forum grow so quickly, not to turn it into a UNESCO world conference. 

After some discussion, it was agreed to ask UNESCO to suggest which additional countries to invite from the different UNESCO regions. 

The hosts of the Second Bologna Policy Forum took up a suggestion from Education International to ask the ministers from non-European countries to submit in advance written contributions, describing the latest higher education trends in their country. The contributions will be asked in English by the end of January/early February. 
The invitation letter should be formulated in such a way that it is clear that the heads of delegation will be expected to actively participate in discussions. If a country decides to have an ambassador as head of delegation, the host will have to accept that. 

The ministers will be asked to confirm their presence by a certain deadline with the nomination of a contact person. Registration deadline will be 10 January 2010. The delegations may comprise a maximum of three people and ideally should include a representative of the higher education sector and a student. For least developed countries, the hosts will cover the accommodation costs.
Several members of the group stressed the need to demonstrate to the non-EHEA countries the stakeholder approach that makes the Bologna Process so special. In the Bologna Process, stakeholders are involved in every step and others should be encouraged to do the same. While it may not be feasible to invite stakeholder organisations from the different regions, IAU will come with a delegation of three and the hosts will explore if the delegations of the consultative members, notably EI and ESU, could be expanded with delegates from non-EHEA countries. 
The Chair then asked the group to comment on the structure and the set-up of the Policy Forum. The Bologna Policy Forum as such, which will last from 14.30 to 18.30 was again criticised for being too short, especially when taking into account the long journeys of some of the participants. That was one of the reasons why the group supported the idea of an information session in the morning, where different stakeholders (also including governments) would give short presentations with key messages, leaving also time for discussion. This would make it a full-day programme for the non-European participants and also allow the Bologna Policy Forum to focus on real dialogue, rather than discussing the achievements of the Bologna Process. 
The actual topics to be discussed still need to be defined. The invitation letter will only mention the overall theme of “Building the global knowledge society: systemic and institutional change in higher education”. At the BFUG meeting, recognition and qualifications frameworks were proposed as topics to be discussed, which the hosts consider too technical for ministers. Such topics could however be included in the follow-up to the Bologna Policy Forum. 

The working group generally supported the Chair’s proposal to prepare a kind of action plan, a concrete list of proposals from countries and organisations (submitted before the conference) to take forward a specific issue. Some members however also reminded the group about the asymmetry that exists between the EHEA and the non-EHEA countries. In contrast to the Bologna Process, the Bologna Policy Forum does not have any infrastructure in place, which is why the plans for the follow-up should not be too ambitious. 
As a starting point, the contact persons of the different delegations could help to facilitate the communication and in case any documents are to be discussed at the Bologna Policy Forum, they will be circulated to all contact persons. 
One question related to the follow-up that will also have to be discussed is whether each Bologna ministerial conference in the future will automatically be combined with a Bologna Policy Forum or a different setting will be found, turning it into a fully-fledged conference rather than an add-on. It is also possible that one of the non-EHEA countries might want to host a Bologna Policy Forum. 
Several members of the group highlighted the need to engage in proper dialogue, based on a readiness to learn from each other. The Chair referred to the written contributions as a first step, allowing the EHEA countries to learn more about HE developments in the other countries. The hosts also plan to invite international speakers and consider the possibility of having the working groups co-chaired by representatives from different parts of the world.  
The hosts will prepare proposals on topics and guiding questions for the debate (the three working groups will have the same key questions to discuss) and ask the working group for feedback, in particular to ensure that the questions will be understood in the same way by all delegations. One possible topic for discussion could be the stakeholder approach, as it is something that at least all countries and organisations participating in the Bologna Process agree upon. 

By way of conclusion, the Chair asked all countries and organisations for their support to turn the Second Bologna Policy Forum into a success. 

Action points arising from the meeting: 
· By 6 November, UNESCO will provide the hosts of the Second Bologna Policy Forum with suggestions on which additional countries to invite from the different UNESCO regions. 

· Chair and Secretariat will draft a letter, asking the BFUG members to nominate a contact person for the information and promotion network. The draft will be circulated among the members of the working group for feedback. 
· Before Christmas, Chair and Secretariat will prepare a discussion paper on the pool of experts and launch an electronic consultation within the working group to have the paper ready for the BFUG Board meeting on 28 January 2010. 

· The subgroup composed of ACA, EI, ESU, EUA, EURASHE, Austria and Romania will prepare proposals on how to facilitate the first meeting of the information and promotion network. The proposals will be circulated by 15 January 2010 to be discussed at the working group meeting on 21 January 2010. 
· All working group members will regularly send their feedback on the Bologna website and information on relevant activities / news items to the Bologna Secretariat. 
· The Chair will encourage the BFUG members once more to do the same and remind them about their responsibility to keep the Bologna website updated. 

· After the meeting of the Austrian-Hungarian organisation committee on 19 November, the working group will be provided with more information on the Second Bologna Policy Forum (programme, practical information etc.). 

6) Any other business
The group agreed to meet again in Vienna 

· on 25 January 2010, at 10.30 hrs and 
· on 27 May 2010, at 10.30 hrs (followed by a joint dinner in the evening and the kick-off meeting of the information and promotion network on 28 May 2010). 
The Chair thanked the participants for their active contribution and closed the meeting. 

Annex 1: Terms of reference

	Name of the working group 

The European Higher Education Area in a Global Context

	Contact person (Chair)

Barbara WEITGRUBER – Austria (barbara.weitgruber@bmwf.gv.at)


	Composition 

Armenia, Belgium/Flemish Community, Belgium/French Community, Cyprus, France, Germany, Holy See, Hungary, Norway, Slovenia, Spain, UK, European Commission, Council of Europe, EI, ENQA, ESU, EUA, EURASHE, UNESCO, ACA, ENIC-NARIC networks, IAU

	Purpose and/or outcome 

· To take forward the recommendations of “The European Higher Education Area (EHEA) in a global context: Report on overall developments at the European, national and institutional levels”.

· To support the preparations of the 2010 Bologna Policy Forum.  

· To set up a network, making optimal use of existing structures, for better information on and promotion of the Bologna Process outside the EHEA.

If needed, the mandate of the group for the period until 2012 will be adjusted in line with the decisions taken by the Ministers in Budapest and Vienna in March 2010. 

	Reference to the Leuven/Louvain-la-Neuve Communiqué 

Paragraphs 16 and 26. 

	Specific tasks 

· To cooperate with the Bologna Secretariat regarding the further development of the Bologna Website for a global audience; 

· To set up a pool of experts across the EHEA countries in order to support the Bologna Secretariat in facilitating coordinated information visits to and from non-EHEA countries;

· To facilitate a first meeting of the network for better information on and promotion of the Bologna Process outside the EHEA;

· To support the Bologna Secretariat in convening a round table (with the participation of the European Commission and other main actors in higher education promotion in Europe) to devise a “road map” and to identify opportunities and actions for enhancing European-level promotion.

· To provide information on policy dialogue events relevant to the Bologna Process, taking place in various frameworks and at various levels, through the Bologna Website. 

· To support the host countries Hungary and Austria in preparing the Second Bologna Policy Forum with regard to both, the organisational aspects and the content – involving the non-EHEA countries that participated in the First Bologna Policy Forum by way of electronic consultation. 

	Reporting 

Minutes of working group meetings will be made available to BFUG on the protected part of the website (by the Bologna Secretariat). 

BFUG should also receive regular reports and updates. 

To allow for good communication with BFUG as a whole and for the necessary consultations, progress reports should be submitted at least two weeks before each BFUG meeting. In between BFUG meetings, updates can be circulated by the Bologna Secretariat via e-mail.  
The final report / conclusions will be presented and discussed no later than the BFUG meeting in the second half of 2011.

	Meeting schedule 
First meeting: Vienna, 28 October 2009

Second meeting: Vienna, 25 January 2010 

Third meeting: Vienna, 27 May 2010 (to set up a detailed work plan for the period 2010-2012 to be presented to the BFUG meeting in August 2010, taking into account the results of the Budapest/Vienna Ministerial Meeting)

	Liaison with other action lines 

Cooperation with the working group “Reporting on the implementation of the Bologna Process” will be organised with the chairs of that group so that it meets the needs of both groups.

Cooperation with other elements of the work programme will be sought where appropriate.



	Additional remarks 




Annex 2 

A short update on the activities related to international openness that have taken/are taking/will take place in the French Community of Belgium: 

(1) Following a joint proposal of Mr Philippe Suinen (General Administrator of Wallonia-Brussels International) and Mr Frédéric Delcor (Secretary General of the Ministry f the French Community), an independent agency for the promotion of the French Community higher education abroad should be launched by mid-2010. This agency, largely inspired by existing structures in the neighbouring countries, will comprise representatives of the administration, the higher education institutions, the students, the private sector, etc. The main tasks will include: promoting our programmes (BA, MA and PhD) abroad via the participation in international fairs, preparation of high level missions, etc.; attracting foreign students, researchers and teachers; supporting the higher education institutions in their promotional and international activities and strategies;  supporting the higher education institutions in the implementation of cooperation agreements; monitoring the existing international programmes. 

(2) Following the proposal of the Flemish Community, the French Community might participate in a new ASEM-DUO programme which would integrate the Benelux countries. The new minister in charge of higher education in the French Community is currently studying the opportunities and the feasibility of our participation. 

(3) On 17 September 2009, the Ministry received the visit of the official Thai delegation (Commission for higher education). The delegation has been one week in Brussels, visiting various higher education stakeholders (including COM, DG EAC, EUA, EURASHE, etc.) with the view of gathering information about the Bologna Process and the reform processes implemented at national an institutional level. 

Annex 3

BFUG Working Group

“International Openness -  The European Higher Education Area in a Global Context”
Work Plan 2009-2012

Concrete Plan for the period until 30 June 2010

(Concrete Plan for the period July 2010 - April 2012 to be agreed in May 2010)

	General tasks 
	Who? 
	How? 
	When?

	· To take forward the recommendations of “The European Higher Education Area (EHEA) in a global context: Report on overall developments at the European, national and institutional levels”.
	See below

	· To support the preparations of the 2010 Bologna Policy Forum.  
	See below

	· To set up a network, making optimal use of existing structures, for better information on and promotion of the Bologna Process outside the EHEA.
	Contact persons for the network to be nominated by BFUG members 
	Nominations to be sent to the Bologna Secretariat
	By 15 January 2010

	Specific tasks 

as defined by the terms of references
	Who? 
	How? 
	When?

	· To cooperate with the Bologna Secretariat regarding the further development of the Bologna Website for a global audience; 
	All members of the WG
	Feedback by e-mail to the Bologna Secretariat:

· Suggestions on how to improve the existing website

· News items, updates…
	Regularly

	· To set up a pool of experts across the EHEA countries in order to support the Bologna Secretariat in facilitating coordinated information visits to and from non-EHEA countries;
	Chair and Secretariat 
	Discussion paper for BFUG
	Before Christmas

	· 
	All members of the WG
	Electronic consultation
	By 15 January 2010 

	· 
	BFUG Board
	Feedback on discussion paper
	28 January 2010

	· 
	BFUG
	Decision on whether or not to set up a pool of experts and in which way
	18-19 February 2010

	· To facilitate a first meeting of the network for better information on and promotion of the Bologna Process outside the EHEA;
	Subgroup comprising ACA, EI, ESU, EUA, EURASHE, Austria, Romania, 
Bologna Secretariat 
	Written proposals 
	By 15 January 2010

	· 
	Entire working group
	Discuss the proposals prepared by the subgroup
	25 January 2010

	· To support the Bologna Secretariat in convening a round table (with the participation of the European Commission and other main actors in higher education promotion in Europe) to devise a “road map” and to identify opportunities and actions for enhancing European-level promotion.
	Chair and members of the WG
	Suggest people to be invited and provide input for roadmap 
	Date to be agreed at the meeting of 27 May 2010

	· To provide information on policy dialogue events relevant to the Bologna Process, taking place in various frameworks and at various levels, through the Bologna Website & via e-mail to the BFUG. 
	All members of the WG
	By e-mail to the Bologna Secretariat 

(e.g. short paragraphs on new developments/ events for the website or messages to be sent to the BFUG) 
	Regularly

	· To support the host countries Hungary and Austria in preparing the Second Bologna Policy Forum with regard to both, the organisational aspects and the content – involving the non-EHEA countries that participated in the First Bologna Policy Forum by way of electronic consultation. 
	All members of the WG
	Input for detailed programme and content of the Bologna Policy Forum 

Follow up of the First Bologna Policy Forum

Finalization of the contribution of the WG

Feedback to the Second Bologna Policy Forum 
	28 October 2009

28 October 2009

25 January 2010

27 May 2010
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