

Working Group 1 – Questionnaire: Implementation of mutual recognition agreements 

Name of the Agency:

1. Attached you find the co-operation map from 2006. Please update the information on the table. 

2.  Have you signed or are you planning to sign a mutual recognition agreement or a letter of intent with other agencies? If yes,please specify the agency(ies). 

Joint Programs

3. Has your agency already carried out accreditation procedures for joint programs or is you agency planning such procedures in the near future?



If yes, please specify the type of procedure:  

· multiple accreditation procedures 

·  joint accreditation procedure

·  single accreditation procedure based on a mutual recognition agreement


4. What influence did the agreement on mutual recognition have on these accreditation procedures? 

5. Is there information available on existing joint programs in your country (e.g. in form of a list)?

Process 

6. Are the comparative analyses as outlined by the TEAM project (Comparison of standards and procedures, observation reports) a good methodology for reaching mutual recognition agreements?
7. Are there other approaches imaginable to come to mutual recognition agreements? 

8. What does your agency perceive as the most important step on the way to a mutual recognition agreement? 

9. Could / should the processes be simplified – if yes, please specify how:  

10. Do you think an external evaluation of an agency can replace the comparative analysis? 

Collaboration between agencies

11. Has the mutual recognition agreement led to a closer collaboration between the signatory agencies?

12. Has there been or is a joint accreditation procedure planned since 2007
· with an agency you have already signed a mutual recognition agreement? (
· with another agency?
Communication of the agreement 

13. Has the mutual recognition agreement been communicated: 

- to the national authorities?

- to the national ENIC/NARIC bodies? 

- to the Higher Education Institutions?
- to the media?
- Websites (national / international)?
14.  What kind of reactions did you get?

Mutual recognition of accreditation results 

15. Did your agency already recognise (or plans to recognise) an accreditation result based on a mutual recognition agreement?

16. If yes: 

What was the formal procedure for this recognition?
What kind of institution or programme has been the subject of the mutual recognition?

What were the consequences of this recognition on a national level?


Has this decision been published?


If yes: was in this publication a reference to the mutual recognition agreement?


Has there been a collaboration with the national ENIC/NARICs on this issue?


Conclusion

17.  Do you think the mutual recognition agreement has led to an improvement of the international collaboration?


18.  What are your expectations for the implementation of the mutual recognition agreement?


19. What do you think is the value of mutual recognition agreements? 
 

20.  Further comments

Thank you! 
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