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Group debates: Additional elements     Summary in keywords

Group A

· Generic descripters only (rather than disciplines)

· Programme profile/description usuful addition (by institution)

· Nomenclature (names of awards) not a matter

· Interlink initiatives-groups

Group B

· None of additional components is essential, keep it simple

· Not to ambitious, first national, take time to develop.

· ECTS is important

· Glossary words to be added

Group C

· Need guidance on how to do things

· Credits yes, but on ECTS doubts

· Words are important; other glossaries can be brought in, for instance from tuning.

· A comment: well developed centrally organised systems find it hardest to adapt (paradox).

· Disciplines to be connected.

Group D

· Credit versus workload (reconcile)

· Relationship between competencies and learning outcomes need to be articulated

· Glossary development

· Summary of the day (bottom-up)

· Clarification of the role of teh group

· Think of representation

· Work on next paper


Group E

· The three cycles of Bachelor Master Doctor are sufficient

· Anything else up to countries

· Subject descriptors useful, parallel to overarching framework

· Links with lifelong learning also parallel

· Diploma Supplement important, but not integral part of the freamework

· Embed ECTS in the framework. 

Group F

· Programme profile, why?

· Diploma Supplement, yes include it.

· Disciplines out

· ECTS at the moment secondar, in future more important

· Should any glossary be translated?

· Glossary once the framework is developed.

