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o EU( EC)
1976 DaA b R2T 4 7|:|/77A
— 1987 ERASMUS (52 HAZZHARE )

— 1991 ECTS (European Credit Transfer System)E8 A : KERIDHBEIBEEE
FEZEBIZ, I LTI EROFEE > = 60H L [THE

— 1991 RRINERURIZEITAEFHBICRTEIAETIVI L SFHENK
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— %92 I—MERRER . EUDHKEIERZ#OHTER, I=F-La /R A&

— 1995 SOCRATES(EBEH B -&FHE) ORMA~NHKE

— 2000-2006 SOCRATES II (30ﬁ|§|h§é§hu)
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OECD-UNESCO

— 1997 Lisbon Convention ‘Convention on the Recognition
of Qualifications concerning Higher Education in the
European Region &= KX+tZ0

— 2003- OECD./CERINGEFHHEBIZHETHEREHLGTED
REEETILTA4T—2avICET AEEMEIOS IR
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e Guidelines of Good Practice (2005)

ENQ\A (European Association for Quality Assurance in Higher Education)lzk’J‘I‘l 0)) (i (fé*ﬂ%
BEASh

e Standards and Guidelines for Quality Assurance in the European Higher
Education Area (2005)

CEE Network — Central and Eastern European Network of Quality
Assurance Agencies

NOQA - Nordic Quality Assurance Network in Higher Education
Eurasian Quality Assurance Network

ECA (European Consortium for Accreditation)
e Code of Good Practice (2006)



ECA

TIOLT4T7—av(24ELT=
TIRT—2

2007F RFETIS. TILTAT—
AV NDIRTFEZ B FZETE (Mutual
Recognition)

17D EAE(Z Kk SHCode of Good
Practice: ENQA. INQAAHE|Z5E
e Hi2

Austria: AAC, Fachhochschulrat
France: CTI

Germany: Akkreditierungsrat,
ACQUIN, AHPGS, AQAS, FIBAA,
ZEVA

Ireland: HETAC
Norway: NOKUT
Spain: ANECA
Switzerland: OAQ

The Netherlands and Flanders:
NVAO



Fundament of Mutual Trust
ECA

Mutual recognition of accreditation decisions
(including legal consequences)

Jmien d eclaratinn ECApllm
with ENIC/NARIC proje cis

Mutual recognition of assessment results
among ECA members
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Tranzparent
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Mutual
understanding of
accreditation
organisations

Mutwual
Recognition of
accreditation

procedures

Mutual
Recognition of
assessment
results

Mutual
Recognition of
accreditation
decisions

Activities., Tools Drate
= Inventory of accreditation systems 2004
= Mutual cooperation/profiles/obsenvation 2005
=  Code of good practice 2004
=  Principles: selection of experts 2005
= Common accreditation frameswork 2006
= Information tool for accreditation decisions 2006
= Equivalence institutional/programime 2006
approaches
= Accreditation of joint degrees 2006
= Extermal review of ECA members 2007
= L Joint declaration ECA — ENIC/NARIC 2005
= Bilateral pilot projects within ECA 2006
= London 2007: progress report 2007
= Formal agreement of mutual recognition 2007
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— TQI (Teaching Quality
Information)

— National Student Survey
(NSS)
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ENIC-NARIC

The ENIC Network (European - The NARIC Network (National
Network of Information Centres) Academic Recognition Information
— the Council of Europe EUNESCOHY Centres)
Lisbon ConventionZJifi7d& D1=8H( — European CommissionDA =7 T4
BX 3L J TR
— the recognition of foreign diplomas, — The network aims at improving
degrees and other qualifications; academic recognition of diplomas and
— education systems in both foreign periods of study in the Member
countries and the ENIC’s own States of the EU, the EEA countries
country; and the associated countries in
— opportunities for studying abroad, Central and Eastern Europe and
including information on loans and Cyprus.
scholarships, as well as advice on — part of the Community’s Programme
practical questions related to SOCRATES/ERASMUS, which
mobility and equivalence. stimulates the mobility of students

and staff between higher education
institutions in these countries.
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RESVUXT
— International Ranking
Expert Group (IREG)

- FEREIVXVIEE
MHFE(THES., BB
B AKFE. US-News &
World Report. IHE (J&) .
EPI(H0) . BAH#AfE - im
BTG L, i, UNESCO,
OECD, tHEEMDEFEFXR,
— X)L 2[R HI12006.5

|I.

‘ 1
UMNIVERSITY ”I sll] i l
CI_I RANKING “CEPES Tl

Berlin Principles on Ranking of Higher Education Institutions

Rankings and league tables of higher education institutions {HEIs) and programs are a global

They serve many purposes: they respond to demands from consumers for eamily
mterpretable information on the standmg of lugher education mshiuhons; they shrmmlate
compeatiiion among them; they provide zome of the rationale for allocation of finds; and they
help differentiate among different types of mstitutions and different programs and disciphines. In
addition, when correctly understood and mterpreted, they contmibute to the defimbon of “guality”
of higher education insttutons within a parbeular country, complementing the ngorous work
conducted 1 the context of quality aszessment and review performed by public and mdependent
accrediting agencies. Thiz 1z why rankmg= of HEIz: have become part of the framework of
national accountability and quality assurance processes, and why more nations are hkely to zee
the development of rankings in the future. Given this trend, 1t 15 mmportant that those producing
rankings and league tables hold themselves accountable for quality in their own data collection,
methodology, and dissemination.

In wiew of the above, the International Ranking Expert Group (IREG) was founded m 2004 by
the UNESCO European Cenire for Higher Education (UWESCO-CEPES) in Bucharest and the
Institute for Higher Education Policy in Washington, It is upon #hes initiative that IREG s
second meeting (Berlin, 18 to 20 May 2006} has been convened to consider a set of prineiples of
quality and good prachce m HEI rankings—the Berbm Prnnciples on Ranking of Higher

It 15 expected that this imhiative has set a framework for the elaborstion and dizsemunation of
rankmgz—wheather they are national regional or global in scope—that ultimately wall lead to a
system of continnows mprovement and refinement of the methodologies wsed to conduct these
rankingz. Given the heterogeneity of methodologies of rankmgz, these principles for good
raokng practice will be useful for the improvement and evalustion of ranking.
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