Working group 1: The implications of EQF and NQFs for Higher Education

At the last Ministerial Conference in Bergen in May 2005 the Ministers responsible for higher education agreed to adopt the overarching framework for qualifications in the EHEA and to elaborate a National Framework for Qualifications and to have started work on this by 2007 and this includes all countries of the region as well!
All countries of SEE have started implementing all the goals of the Bologna Process. Most of the countries have passed legislation accordingly. Only a few have drafted plans to implement a NQF. 

QFs are an opportunity for universities to show responsibility for society and to care for the output (for the labour market and for the individual) but they are also a burden in times of budgetary constraints in times of reform.

The Council of Europe refers to the role of universities as preparing students for the labour market and for active citizenship, and contributing to their personal development. In the discussion of NQFs the discrepancy between individual interest of students and labour market needs as well as the question of ensuring quality and still reacting quickly to market needs from the universities need to be taken into consideration.

In the knowledge society universities have multiple roles: contribution to society, leadership, research and teaching. The development of NQF should therefore be seen as an inclusive long-term process involving all the relevant stakeholders as restructuring and change takes time.   

In order to benefit from the experience in other countries best practice but also difficulties in development of QFs should be shared also in a regional forum (eg. organised by ERI-SEE) in order to have a voice of the region in the consultation process.
In developing QFs and promoting reform initiatives existing structures should be used (eg. National BFUGs, Bologna Promoters etc.). The most important aspect for the promotion and development of the reforms in the Bologna process has been TEMPUS funding provided by the European Commission. It is therefore vital that funding instruments of the European Commission will be available for the implementation of QFs in the life long learning perspective including the relevant interfaces. It will be important to draw attention of national governments as well as the European Commission to the fact that the participation of the SEE countries in the new LLL programme will not eliminate the need for special ‘assistance funding’ for higher education reforms in the region. 

