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850 Mitglieder in 47
Europaischen Landern

Themenbereiche:

Learning and Teaching -
Universities in the EHEA
Research and Innovation —
Universities in the ERA
Internationalisation —
European Universities in a
Global Context
Governance, Funding and
Public Policy Development
Institutional Development —
Quality Assurance
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EUA - Policy Work

850 MEMBERS

33 NATIONAL RECTORS’ CONFERENCES l. 800 INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS

| SURVEYS | | CONSULTATIONS| |YHEMATIC PROJECTS |

EUA formulates policy positions,
reports and studies,
including examples of good practice

- P

DISSEMINATES RESPONDS PRESENTS
TO CONSULTATIONS AT KEY EVENTS

European
National
Regional
Global

Policy makers at level
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Erasmus+ mid-term review (DG EAC)

Assessment of:
Effectiveness & efficiency
Continued relevance of objectives
Further simplification
Impact previous programme generations

External
Public evaluator Negotiations
: Consultation [
Inception reporting new
EC report programme
National generation
Evaluation Authority

Reports Proposal for a

new

programme

—

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019+
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EUA member consultation on Erasmus+

* general E+ questionnaire

* specific questionnaires on each action &
sub-action

* 65% from international office staff

e 218 institutions

* 36 countries

* Countries — size of institutions

EUAMember consultation 2016

Mid-term review of Erasmus+ and Horizon 2020
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Erasmus+ Midterm Review: EUA activities

Spring 2016
v EUA’s Membership Consultation survey
October 2016 EUA Council

v" Draft conclusion from the membership consultation

November 2016

v" Membership consultation report — publication of key findings

December 2016 — draft recommendations
v’ Based on the report
v" Sent to NRC & partner organisations for comments

February 2017

v" Final recommendations publication
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European University Association

10 Recommendations(l)
(A) Simplification

ERASMUS+ compared to the LLP: Opportunities
ERASMUS+ compared to the LLP: Simplification

It is more flexible in the use of the grants (allocation and PSSR 2% I 10%
reallocation to different purposes within the budgets)

Applications are easier [ G O A1% 2% 7%

The new programme structure makes things easier NG 22% D ages s a%

The programme rules are easier to follow [T C37% a0 ™

Implementation is easier  [RSENN 385 INSEENNNNN 8%

e has fess administrative burden |G IN—— C —>

E'Yes mAboutthe same BENo | do not know

I.  Continue to simplify rules, requirements and processes for application,
management and reporting, in order to decrease the administrative burden.

Il. Enhance paper-free and online processes and tools, data compatibility and
user- friendliness
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(B) Funding

lll. Improve funding and funding efficiency

IV. Increase the number of grants under some of the actions, in order to
achieve reasonable success rates

Key Action 2:
Available opportunities - Success rates

It is an attractive opportunity for cooperation among _ riETT—
European higher education institutions | @fﬁ =-‘-iz%
Preparing applications is worth the time investment - in —— --:—_
terms of success|rate - — L

5 an attractive opportunity for cooperation between
higher education institutions and business

Strategic
partnerships

alliances

Preparing applications is worth the time investment - in
terms of success rate

It is an attractive opportunity for cooperation for a HEl from -
: E e 16% 3%
Partner countries (non-EU/EEA) =

Preparing applications is worth the time investment - in o
terms of success rate - Bﬁ - S

Capacity building

mYes, fully mYes, tosomeextent ® No, not at all I do not know
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(C) European dimension & (balanced) accessibility

KA2 Strategic Partnerships structure and decentralisation|

Management of the projects by the National Agency _ 1 e e 5
wiorks well S m : - 13%
The selection process by the National Agency is clear, _ —oo 2
fully transparent, and well-managed v 4% ; -‘5'\9‘EL

It would be better to have this action selected and oo
Gna‘ged at European level _ % _>

The separation of the action in two strands supporting

“cooperation for innovation™ and “exchange of best - ' *m — 12%

practices” is clear and makes sense

W Yes, fully Yes, to some extent M No, not at all | do not know

V. Maintain and further enhance the European Dimension of all actions, as this is the added
value of the programme

VI. Improve attractiveness and accessibility of the programme for institutions from all over
Europe
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(D) Equity & funding for emergencies

Erasmus+ priorities

Langucges | NESRENN

T Refugees IS

Vulnerable groups

amote areas

mYes, fully ™ Yes, tosome extent  ® Mo, not really | do not know

Figure 9: Do you think the Erasmus+ Programme succeeds in addressing the priorities it has set for itself regarding the
following areas? (Q14)

VI. More equity in Key Action 1 - Student Mobility

VII. Flexibility to respond to emerging challenges, among others supporting refugee students
and staff
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(E) Enhanced dissemination, collaboration, consultation

IX. Provide more support to dissemination and sharing of outcomes

X. Collaborate with the higher education community and the national agencies on
these improvements

EC OPEN PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON
THE MID-TERM EVALUATION OF THE
ERASMUS+ PROGRAMME

" 1 https://www.surveygizmo.eu/s3/90027560/english
o
- |! N

"'I| _ EUA TRENDS 2018: LEARNING AND TEACHING IN
cunurcAan HIGHER EDUCATION

http://bit.ly/eua-trends2018-survey
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Links & further information

E+ consultation report (EUA 2016)
http://www.eua.be/activities-services/
publications.aspx

Recommendations for E+ (EUA 2017)
http://www.eua.be/activities-services/news/
newsitem/2017/02/09/eua-s-recommendations-for-
the-future-erasmus-programme

E+ mid-term review roadmap (EC, 2015)
http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/
docs/2015 _eac 014 evaluation_erasmus_en.pdf

Henriette Stoeber
European University Association

www.eua.be
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Q&A

Stimmen die Ergebnisse der EUA Studie mit der Situation an lhrer Hochschule Gberein?
Welche Aspekte der Erasmus+ Programms funktionieren besonders gut?
Welche Aspekte sollten unbedingt verbessert werden?

AN NN
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