Summary of the Alden Biesen BFUG meeting’s (25-26th of August 2010) debates on the activity of the International Openess WG

9.6 International Openness 

Documents:

BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.6a [Int. Openness WG updated TOR]



BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.6b [Int. Openness WG Work Plan 2010-12]



BFUG (BE/AL) 21_9.6c [Int. Openness WG update]

The Chair of the International Openness WG (Luminita Nicolescu, Romania) informed the BFUG Members on the takeover of the WG chairing from the Austrian to the Romanian delegation, starting with 1st of July. She listed the changes that had been operated in the WG's ToR and Work Plan:

· the subsequent modifications due to changes in chairing; 
· the inclusion in the Work Plan of the task to support the organization of the BPF in 2012.

She asked the BFUG members to approve these changes.
The WG’s Chair informed the BFUG about the activity of the WG, including the setup of the new Information and Promotion Network during Austria’s chairing arrangements and the suggestions received at the last WG meeting in Vienna in May 2010. She stated that more feedback was expected from the BFUG members, mostly on to the BPF. She informed the audience about the inclusion on the agenda of the next International Openness WG meeting (28th October 2010, Bucharest) of a discussion on the organization of the next BPF, based on a background paper prepared by Romania. 

She further explained that the WG had suggested a higher involvement of the non-EHEA countries in the preparation and organization of the BPF (the electronic consultation was seen as an important support in this respect). She also mentioned that no more than seven nominations of contact persons had been received. She stressed that the call was sent in the basis of the commitment expressed by the Second BPF participants (Vienna, 2010) and that only three of the received nominations had been from EHEA countries, namely: Austria, Norway and Poland.
In this context, the WG chair asked the BFUG whether to include the BFUG members as contact persons in the list and, in the event of a positive answer, to decide how to manage the cases where there are two or more representatives in the BFUG for the same country.

She further explained that because some of the EHEA Ministers had not attended the BPF (some had left before the BPF), there had been suggestions in the last WG meeting to find solutions to avoid repeating such situations. The WG proposed to split the Ministerial Conference or to interrupt it and to include the BPF in between. Luminita Nicolescu invited the BFUG members to express their opinions on this matter, as well as on the topic for the next BPF in Bucharest 2012.

EURASHE appreciated that the BPF should be placed before the Ministerial Conference.
Norway appreciated that the Conference and the Forum should be organized as a whole and that a more prominent and active role should be given to the Ministers in both events.

The Netherlands supported Norway’s proposal and indicated Quality Assurance (QA) as a suggestion for the topic of the next BPF.

ENQA was in favour of considering the possibility of having the BPF just before the Conference and for questioning the non-EHEA guests about the topics of interest for them.   

EUA supported the idea that the events should be opened for international guests and international organizations.

UNESCO talked about the need for improved communication through the EHEA website, seen as an important support for mobile students.  

Belgium (the French Community) raised the issue of the organization of Forum's follow-up and proposed this issue to be discussed in the International Openness WG.

The European Commission thanked Romania for hosting the next Forum, appreciated that a preliminary discussion on how to organize the Ministerial Conference would be useful for clarifying how to combine it with the BPF and was supportive of the topic proposed by the Netherlands. 

ESU expressed its support for a wider consultation on the BPF topics and for paying the necessary attention to the envisaged outcome of the Forum, as well as to an increased stakeholders’ participation, which should be also reflected in the size of delegations, in order to include students’ representatives in all delegations of the invited countries. 

Germany supported the Romanian proposal on involving the non-EHEA countries more closely in preparation of the Forum. 

The Holy See suggested that the International Openness WG should prepare some input about whether in the future we should speak about the EHEA or about the Bologna Process and to link it with the further development of the website.

Magalie Soenen (Belgium, Flemish Community) briefed the participants on the launching of the new Information and Promotion Network in Vienna on the 28th of May 2010. Three Co-Chairs had been elected on this occasion: Hubert Dürrstein representing Austria, Heli Aru representing Estonia and Magalie Soenen representing Belgium. The Co-Chairs plus other two Members (from Cyprus and Hungary) had formed the Steering Committee of the Network that had had a meeting in the beginning of July 2010 in Bucharest and had discussed the Work Programme (to be made available in September 2010). The speaker described the challenges the new Network is facing. She informed the audience on the decision to have three sub-groups within the Network: 

· on the development of an overview of all the Information and Promotion existing initiatives;

· on the contribution to the EHEA website (in cooperation with the Romanian Secretariat);

· on an expert meeting focusing on the promotion of EHEA.

She stated that the new Network would also deal with some of the questions already raised during this meeting, such as the issue of the "face" of the EHEA for the global world (introduced by UNESCO) or about the use of the logo (introduced by Germany).

The Chair concluded by noting the BFUG agreement on: 

· approving the updated ToR of the International Openness WG; 

· finding solutions for having the EHEA Ministers present at the BPF; 

· giving the opportunity for an initial input to the BPF thematic orientation to the colleagues from non-EHEA countries. 

