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Starting points

e Prior research for a paper presented at the European Quality Assurance
Forum (EQAF) in November 2025 in Budapest on results of external QA
procedures using the European Approach for Quality Assurance of Joint
Programmes

- Exploratory and descriptive
- Some interesting findings
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European Approach results 2025
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Starting points

e Discussion of the European Degree (Label) and how it is being linked to the
implementation of Bologna instruments

FURTHERMORE, MEMBER STATES ARE INVITED TO

oz where this has not yet been done, fully implement Bologna instruments — such as
the European Credit Transfer and Accumulation System (ECTS), the Diploma
Supplement, the European Standards and Guidelines for quality assurance in the
European Higher Education Area (ESG) and the European Approach for Quality
Assurance of Joint Pro;;rammes — as key facilitators for implementing the joint
European degree label.

Council of the European Union: Council Resolution on a joint European degree label and the next steps towards a possible

jzooig'!cSEuropean degree: boosting Europe’s competitiveness and the attractiveness of European higher education, 7 May
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Key commitments of the EHEA and European Approach Standards

e How are joint programmes doing when it comes to implementing Bologna
instruments?

e Focus on three Key Commitments (Paris Communiqué 2018) and relevant
standards of the European Approach

- Three cycle degree system: QF EHEA, national qualification frameworks ->
Standard 2 Learning Outcomes

- Lisbon Recognition Convention -> Standard 4 Admission and Recognition

- Quality assurance: European Standards and Guidelines - > Standard 9 Quality
Assurance
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Method

e Sample of 68 review reports:
- Available in English and listed as currently valid on DEQAR in August 2026
- June 2025: 43 reports currently valid accessible

e Only standards considered that were assessed as anything less than
“fulfilled” or “compliant”, although a lot of panels give recommendations
for fulfilled standards

e Focus not on the individual programme and its challenges, but on
standards and common challenges
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Standard 2
Learning Outcomes |

2 Learning Outcomes
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Standard 2 Learning Outcomes I

2.1 Level
General issues

e 4 programmes: QF level of intended learning outcomes (ILOs) not
demonstrated clearly enough

e 2 programmes: rephrasing using Bloom’s taxonomy

e 1 programme: differences in phrasing of ILOs between documents

Joint programme related issue

e 2 programmes: Lack of alignment with some of the national qualification
frameworks of the partners’ systems
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Standard 2 Learning Outcomes lli

2.2 Disciplinary field
General issues
e Lack of certain field specific content and transversal skills
e Description of the programme:
- Breaking down programme level ILOs into operational ILOs

- Defining how courses and their ILOs contribute to them
- Describing assessment

Joint programme related issues

e Harmonisation of ILOs descriptions

e Impact of mobility

e Demonstrating how the programme benefits from joint delivery
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Standard 2 Learning Outcomes IV

2.3 Achievement

General issues

e Lack of information about how ILOs are going to be achieved
e Lack of descriptions of measures to ensure ILOs are achieved

e Some ex-ante reviews: Situation on paper satisfying but panels refrained
from fully assessing achievement

2.4 Regulated Professions

So far, no review of a joint programme leading to a qualification in a
regulated profession is listed in DEQAR
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Standard 4
Admission and Recognition |

4 Admission and Recognition

4.1 Admission

4.2 Recognition
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Standard 4 Admission and Recognition Il

4.1 Admission
General issues

e 5 programmes: Better define the entry profile of students:

- Need of knowledge complementary to the majority of prospective students’ bachelor
programmes

- Evaluation of applicants holding a bachelor degree different from the programme’s field

e 2 programmes: Recommendations concerning affirmative action rules:
- Include them in the admission criteria
- Make them explicit in a case where they are already planned

e 2 programmes: Unclear information about the admission procedure: details about the
criteria, their ranking / weighing, how points can be achieved in different parts of the
entry procedure

e 1 programme: Unclear, how non-standard or non-Bologna qualifications are assessed
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Standard 4 Admission and Recognition Il

4.2 Recognition
General issue

e 1 Programme: Lack of information on possibility of RPL for informal
learning

Joint programme related issues

e 2 programmes: Lack of clarity in certain aspects of the recognition policy
as part of the cooperation agreement:

- Lack of detailed information on the number of ECTS credits recognised
between HEls

- Specification and alignment with admission requirements of the partner HEls
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Standard 9 Quality Assurance
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e 4 programmes: Missing or incomplete QA policies

e 1 programme: Lack of involvement of stakeholders from outside academia
Joint programme related issues

e 5 programmes: Lack of integration of institutional policies in a joint system
- Need for harmonisation
- Lack of structures or joint ownership and unclear responsibilities
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Comparing 2025 and 2026 |
Comparison 2025 - 2026
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Summary

e Challenges of joint programmes with respect to the key commitments of the European
Higher Education Area

- Highest number of challenges in Standard 2 Learning Outcomes
- Lowest number in Standard 9 Quality Assurance

e Standard 9 Quality Assurance: indication of a positive trend over time

For all three standards: most issues found could occur for any study programme and not
related to the joint delivery of the programme

e Challenges for joint programmes:

- Standard 2 Learning Outcomes: alignment with different national qualification
frameworks

- Standard 4 Admission and Recognition: procedures for recognition between partners

- Standard 9 Quality Assurance: procedures and structures on the overarching programme
level
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Conclusion

e Implementation of EHEA key commitment
- Additional challenges for joint programmes

- Understanding tools and properly implementing them is a prerequisite for
successful joint programmes

e Continued focus on these foundations is needed:
- Understanding and implementing qualification levels and learning outcomes

- Fair and transparent recognition of qualifications, credits and competences in
compliance with the Lisbon Recognition Convention

- Internal quality management structures fostering enhancement and fit for
cooperation in compliance with the ESG
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EQAF Paper
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Comments, Questions?

Beate Treml, Beate.treml@oead.at
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Outline

* Challenges of the European Approach
for Joint Study Programmes

* First experiences with the European
Degree Label
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» Reflection of gaps and added value
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Our starting point ' st.Polten

« USTP & EBUDRES? launched two Joint Master Programmes so far, both accredited with the
European Approach (today: ,GRACE" and ,JEUDITH")

 GRACE is already in the process of obtaining the European Degree Label
« JEUDITH will be adapted in 2027 (Erasmus+ Pathway project)
 Plan: Accreditation of 4 further Joint Programmes + European Degree Label by the end of 2029

* Leopold Kogler-Vencour — International Relations and Programme Development, involved in
development and accreditation of both Joint Master Programmes, as well as in the NVAO pilot
project towards the European Degree Label for GRACE

 Giuliana Sabbatini — Higher Education Development and Quality Management, member of the
Policy Lab of the European Commission on the European Degree Label as EURASHE
representative
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European Approach for QA "
of Joint Programmes

» Approved by the EHEA ministers in May 2015, it defines application rules, standards and
procedures across national frameworks

« Joint programmes are understood as an integrated curriculum coordinated and offered
jointly by different higher education institutions from EHEA countries, and leading to
double/multiple degrees or to a joint degree

« External accreditation procedures for both EBUDRES? Joint Master Programmes were
performed by AQ Austria

 Accreditation completed in 2023 (GRACE) resp. 2024 (JEUDITH)
« GRACE: USTP/Austria, Saxion/Netherlands, ViA/Latvia
 JEUDITH: USTP/Austria, Saxion/Netherlands, Jamk/Finland
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European Approach availability Teqar‘////

All higher education institutions are able
to use the European Approach

only under specific conditions can use the

‘ Some higher education institutions, or
European Approach

European Approach cannot be used to
satisfy national QA requirements
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European Approach uptake Teqar'//// s

European Approach reviews over time
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Challenges we experienced with the " Fhoen
European Approach from a QA pov

1. The degree to which the European Approach is applied still differs by country
(examples: NL and LV)

2. National frameworks regulating UAS differ across the EHEA (e.g. external accreditation
vs. self-accrediting)

3. The European Approach is after ten years (still!) relatively new to all institutions
involved, including quality assurance agencies (communication!)

4. Many (national) documents regarding external QA are not available in English, making
communication among partners and agencies difficult

5. The criteria in the European Approach are more broadly defined than in the national
accreditation provisions

6. The timeline for developing Joint Programmes extends far beyond the timeline for
accreditation at the national level! 20.09.2026 27 EUDRES



European Degree Label

Operational Guide for the

Joint European Degree Label
 Political intention

« From the Recommendation’ to the Operational Guide: Policy Lab

* First steps :* JOINT ***
EUROPEAN

« Exploratory call was launched (ESUDRES? UAS4Joint got * *

ploratory ( 9 . DEGREE

approved) x ) o
* Direct pilots with some agencies (e.g. NVAO / Netherlands — see
GRACE)

» Agencies are preparing their procedures

» Second call planned before the end of 2026

 European Degree?

1) Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher 30.09.2026 28 EI DR ES
education (2025)



University of
‘ ' Applied Sciences
m St.Polten
Main aspects

* Yes/No decision leading to the awarding of the label, not an enhancement-led quality
assurance procedure

« Joint programmes at EQF level 6, 7, 8 are eligible

 With at least two degree-awarding HEIs from at least two EU Member States or EEA
EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway)

 Leading to the award of a joint degree by at least 2 of the participating HEIs
» Two sets of criteria: Part B defines additional criteria (European dimension criteria)

 Part A defines criteria building on the European Approach (Programme organisation
criteria): when the joint programme has been positively evaluated using the procedure
of the European Approach (by a QA agency or a self-accrediting HEI), several criteria can
be considered as met and do not need to be re-assessed

30.09.2026 29 EUDRES



Overview criteria
and synergies

For each, the Operational Guide for the
Joint European Degree Label provides:

* Criterion statement

» Applicable EQF levels
* Objective

« Short description
 The criterion is met if...

» Synergy with the European Approach
(if given)

Dimension A

Programme organisation criteria

A.1. Higher education institutions
involved

A.2.1. Joint design and

delivery
A.2. .
. A.2.2. Joint degree
Transnational d
joint degree A.2.3. Joint diploma
delivery supplement (EQF 6 & 7)

A.2.4. Use of ECTS Users’
Guide (EQF 6 & 7)

A.3. Joint arrangements for the joint
programme

A.4 Quality A.4.1. Internal and external
assurance quality assurance

arrangements
d A.4.2. European Approach

A.5. Graduate tracking

A.6. Student-centred learning

A.7. Transnational campus — access to
services

A.8. Flexible A.8.1.30 ECTS physical
and mobility (EQF 6 & 7)
embedded _ }
student A.8.2. Six Months physical
mobility mobility (EQF 8)

A.9. Co-Evaluation and Co-Supervision
for Dissertations (EQF 8)

e
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Dimension B
European dimension criteria

B.1. Interdisciplinarity and research-

based learning S

B.2. Learning opportunities beyond P

academia and employability

B.3. Digitalisation O

B.4. Values O

B.5. Multilingualism O
B.6.1. Diversity, 0

equality, and inclusion

B.6.

Inclusiveness B.6.2. European
Charter for Researchers QO

(EQF 8)
B.7. Environmental sustainability O



GRACE Consortium -
Is the Accredidation after European Approach possible®

UAS St. Polten (USTP) / Austria

Vidzeme UAS (VIA) / Latvia

Saxion UAS / Netherlands

University of
Applied Sciences
St.Polten

UAS: yes, after having been re-
accredited by AQ Austria

Recognising EQAR-registered
agencies as part of the national
external QA requirements; AIC has to
be informed by HEI about CB QA and
result is rechecked by AIC, which also
makes final decision. (4 - 6 months)

Recognising foreign agencies based on
their own framework/requirements;
EQAR-agency must agree to terms of
condition to NVAO and the penal
secretary has to be trained by NVAO;
NVAO takes final decision on
accredidation (3 - 4 month)
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JEUDITH Consortium -
Is the Accredidation after European Approach possible~

UAS St. Polten (USTP) / Austria

Jamk UAS / Finland

Saxion UAS / Netherlands

University of
Applied Sciences
St.Polten

UAS: yes, after having been re-
accredited by AQ Austria

Recognising foreign agencies based on
their own framework/requirements;
EQAR-agency must agree to terms of
condition to NVAO and the penal
secretary has to be trained by NVAO;
NVAO takes final decision on
accredidation (3 - 4 month)
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Gaps and added value — our QG =
reflections so far (work in progress)

» Constraint to EU and EEA EFTA states fulfills the political intention — but questions arise for
existing joint programmes with non-EU countries (attractivity for consortia and students?)

 Joint degree and joint diploma supplement - obstacle in some cases
* Only 5 out of 14 items in Part A are actually automatically fulfilled by the European Approach

« How to cope with criteria of the European Degree Label requiring a different approach in an
accredited programme? (e.g. Physical Mobility Track vs. policy for students who can'’t travel)

 Part B: criteria about digitalisation, European values, environmental sustainability need to be
specifically addressed for some programmes - need for an honest gap analysis

 Effort and time plan for SER and supporting documentation — even if the programme has
been accredited after the European Approach

« How to communicate the expected added value of the European Degree Label (not there
yet) to partners and prospective students? 30.09.2026 33 EUDRES
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Thanks!

leopold.koegler-vencour@ustp.at Iuliana.sabbatini
g &= | EUDRES




Agentur fur
Qualitatssicherung
und Akkreditierung

Vielen Dank!

Alle Prasentationen werden im Zuge der der Tagungsdokumentation (Oktober 2026) bereitgestellt.

Informationen zur Tagungspublikation (Erscheinungstermin Frihjahr 2027): ulrike.najar@ag.ac.at
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