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The Joint European Degree Label is a quality label granted to joint programmes delivered through transnational cooperation between higher education institutions from different countries, including at least two European Union (EU) Member States or States party to the Agreement on the European Economic Area (EEA EFTA States: Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway)[footnoteRef:2], to act as a branding tool, promoting compliance with European standards and providing visibility and prestige to the labelled joint programmes[footnoteRef:3]. The label was established by the EU through the Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education in May 2025[footnoteRef:4]. This operational guide details the requirements for the award of the Joint European Degree Label, enabling quality assurance (QA) agencies, higher education institutions (HEIs), and relevant stakeholders to implement the label. [2:  All references in this Operational Guide to EEA EFTA States are subject to the relevant provisions of the EEA Agreement, including incorporation of the Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education of 12 May 2025 under Protocol 31.]  [3:  As defined in the Annex III to the Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education of 12 May 2025, (C/2025/3006), OJ C, 28.5.2025, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32025H03006 ]  [4:  Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education of 12 May 2025, (C/2025/3006), OJ C, 28.5.2025, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32025H03006 ] 

The criteria for the Joint European Degree Label set out the key features of the label and “guarantee the respect of the highest standards to offer transnational programmes, and showcase the specific European nature of such a label.”[footnoteRef:5] These criteria were adopted in Annex II to the Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education[footnoteRef:6]. They build on established tools of the European Higher Education Area (EHEA), namely the Standards and Guidelines for Quality Assurance in the European Higher Education Area (ESG)[footnoteRef:7], the European Approach for Quality Assurance of Joint Programmes[footnoteRef:8], and the ECTS Users’ Guide[footnoteRef:9].  [5:  Ibid. p.2.]  [6:  Ibid. pp. 10-12.]  [7:  Standards and Guidelines for Quality Assurance in the European Higher Education Area (ESG). (2015). Brussels, Belgium, https://ehea.info/media.ehea.info/file/2015_Yerevan/72/7/European_Standards_and_Guidelines_for_Quality_Assurance_in_the_EHEA_2015_MC_613727.pdf]  [8:  European Approach for Quality Assurance of Joint Programmes, approved by the EHEA ministers in May 2015. Available under: https://www.eqar.eu/kb/joint-programmes/; European Higher Education Area, https://ehea.info  ]  [9:  European Commission: Directorate-General for Education, Youth, Sport and Culture, ECTS Users' Guide 2015, Publications Office of the European Union, 2015, https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2766/87192] 

The ESG provide the overarching framework for quality assurance in higher education. The European Approach applies these standards to the transnational context of joint programmes through a single review procedure. The Joint European Degree Label builds on both instruments but does not replace them or existing QA or accreditation standards or procedures. Instead, it verifies a set of criteria agreed at the EU level, assessing the “jointness”, the student experience, and the broader European dimension of the programme.
This operational guide facilitates a unified understanding and application of the criteria for the Joint European Degree Label. The guide defines the assessment framework, detailing the assessment process and its synergies with existing QA frameworks. Then it operationalises the criteria, defining their objectives, providing descriptions and indicators for compliance to serve as a point of reference for QA agencies and HEIs.

A separate document with annexes includes:
· Glossary explaining the terms and definitions used in the guide (Annex 1);
· Recommended template for the self-assessment report (Annex 2);
· Evidence portfolio (Annex 3);
· Templates for the Joint European Degree Label certificates (Annex 4);
· Mapping of the indicators to assess compliance with the criteria of the Joint European Degree Label (Annex 5).
This operational guide was developed through a structured and iterative collaborative process within the Policy Lab, mandated by the Council of the European Union and established by the European Commission in October 2025 in the context of the Working Group on Higher Education of the European Education Area strategic framework. The drafting process was supported by independent experts, with the objective of ensuring technical robustness and fostering a shared understanding of the criteria and their application.
The European Commission may, if needed, introduce technical updates to this operational guide to ensure continued alignment with relevant EHEA tools, including the ESG, the European Approach, and the ECTS Users’ Guide. Any substantive modifications affecting the criteria or the overall framework would be subject to future decisions by the Council of the European Union.
2. [bookmark: _Toc230958023]Assessment framework
This assessment framework provides a step-by-step guide to assessing compliance of joint programmes with the criteria for the Joint European Degree Label. It is targeted at QA agencies and HEIs, as well as other stakeholders who may be involved in the process. Figure 1 maps the steps of the assessment process.
[bookmark: _Ref229765812]Figure 1. Simplified assessment framework for the Joint European Degree Label
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The assessment for the Joint European Degree Label does not replace, reopen or duplicate the underlying accreditation procedure. It builds on an existing positive evaluation and verifies compliance only with those elements that are relevant for awarding the label. Where the programme has already been evaluated using the European Approach procedure, the assessment should rely on that evaluation as its primary reference point and only verify the additional elements required for the label.
The following subsections describe the different steps from the application stage through the assessment to the post-assessment provisions. Additionally, Section 2.5 outlines the synergies between the criteria for the Joint European Degree Label and the standards of the European Approach and explains how a European Approach evaluation can facilitate compliance assessment against those criteria.
2.1. [bookmark: _Toc230153915][bookmark: _Toc230958024]When is a programme eligible to apply for the Joint European Degree Label?
The Joint European Degree Label is open to joint programmes[footnoteRef:10] leading to a degree corresponding to a nationally defined higher education degree type (Bachelor, Master or Doctorate) within the legal framework of the participating countries at EQF levels 6, 7 or 8. The label is awarded to a joint programme accredited by a QA agency or by a self-accredited HEI. Eligible joint programmes are offered by consortia[footnoteRef:11] composed of at least two degree-awarding HEIs from at least two EU Member States or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway). [10:  The label is awarded to a joint programme, both programmes accredited by a QA agency and self-accredited are eligible. Joint programmes leading only to double or multiple degrees are not eligible for the Joint European Degree Label, neither are joint programmes with institution-specific, non-degree or non-state-validated awards.]  [11:  Hereinafter, the term consortium refers to a partnership of institutions participating in the delivery of a joint programme. These may include degree-awarding HEIs, associated and mobility partners such as non-degree-awarding HEIs, research institutes, enterprises, public bodies, or others. Only the degree-awarding partners are directly participating in the assessment process. They are to ensure that any activities performed by or within associated or mobility partners comply with the relevant criteria.] 

Joint programmes can apply for the Joint European Degree Label at any of the following stages:
· In an integrated evaluation with initial external accreditation of a new joint programme using the European Approach procedure and a compliance assessment against the criteria of the Joint European Degree Label. The label can be awarded if both the evaluation and the compliance assessment yield positive results[footnoteRef:12].  [12:  If the result of the evaluation is conditional and subject to fulfillment of specific criteria in an agreed timeframe, the label can be awarded together with the final positive decision.] 

· Under a standalone assessment against the criteria of the Joint European Degree Label during the accreditation cycle of a joint programme. The consortium must demonstrate that the joint programme was positively evaluated against the standards of the European Approach[footnoteRef:13] and complies with the criteria of the Joint European Degree Label.  [13:  With an external evaluation using the European Approach procedure, an internal evaluation applying the standards of the European Approach or a demonstration that all of the standards of the European approach have been met to quality assure the programme.] 

· Upon expiry of the accreditation period, if applicable, in one integrated evaluation combining a re-evaluation using the European Approach procedure and a compliance assessment against the criteria of the Joint European Degree Label.
2.2. [bookmark: _Toc230153916][bookmark: _Toc230958025]Awarding bodies
Consortium partners apply to the awarding body that can assess compliance with the criteria and award the Joint European Degree Label as follows:
· Consortia of HEIs which are subject to external programme-level accreditation or mixed consortia[footnoteRef:14], must apply to an EU or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway)-based QA agency registered in the European Quality Assurance Register for Higher Education[footnoteRef:15] (EQAR-registered) offering to carry out the compliance assessment and award the label. [14:  Mixed consortia are consortia comprised of both HEIs which are subject to external programme-level accreditation and self-accrediting HEIs as degree-awarding partners.]  [15:  European Quality Assurance Register for Higher Education (EQAR) is an official register of quality assurance agencies that have demonstrated substantial compliance with the ESG. See https://www.eqar.eu/ ] 

· Consortia that only include self-accrediting HEIs as degree-awarding partners can choose to either apply to an EU or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway)-based EQAR-registered QA agency or to entrust one of the EU or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway)-based degree-awarding consortium partner HEIs to carry out the compliance assessment and award the label.
All awarding bodies must apply the compliance assessment in accordance with this operational guide, aiming for consistency, comparability, transparency, and trust in assessment outcomes. The award of the Joint European Degree Label by a QA agency is formally equivalent to the award of the label by a self-accrediting HEI.
2.3. [bookmark: _Toc230958026]Assessment process
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Scope and eligibility
This procedure applies primarily to consortia of HEIs that are subject to external programme-level evaluation or mixed consortia but can also be applied to consortia of self-accrediting HEIs wishing to receive the Joint European Degree Label for their joint programme. QA agencies eligible to assess joint programmes and award the Joint European Degree Label must be EU or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway)-based and EQAR-registered. Each QA agency determines, in accordance with its mandate and national or regional framework, whether and at what stage it offers to carry out the compliance assessment and award the Joint European Degree Label. This information should be made publicly available in a transparent manner.
Eligible QA agencies develop internal procedures for the compliance assessment and award of the Joint European Degree Label, in line with the provisions of this operational guide and building on their existing QA practices.
Application and self-assessment
The consortium selects a QA agency offering to award the Joint European Degree Label to act as the awarding body.
The consortium mandates one of the degree-awarding partners to coordinate the submission of the application and communicate with the awarding body to submit an application to obtain the Joint European Degree Label for their joint programme.
The application submitted to the awarding body includes:
· A completed self-assessment report, based on the recommended template provided in Annex 2; 
· A portfolio of supporting evidence (detailed in Annex 3).
Joint programmes must demonstrate genuine commitment through concrete plans, actions, or policies to fulfil the label criteria relevant to their stage of implementation.

Evidence
The assessment relies on existing documentation, avoiding requests for new or overlapping materials when equivalent information is already available.
Evidence may include, as relevant:
· Consortium agreements;
· External review reports (produced during the European Approach procedure);
· Internal QA documentation of the joint programme (including evaluation against the standards of the European Approach);
· Evidence drawn from HEI consortium-level frameworks (e.g., European Universities alliance-level agreements), where applicable;
· Input from designated programme representatives, coordinators, academic staff, students or other relevant stakeholders;
· Information gathered during a site visit, as appropriate. It is not mandatory for a standalone assessment. 
Additional indicative sources of evidence are listed in Annex 3. 
External assessment panel 
To maintain independence and objectivity, the assessment is conducted by an external assessment panel of peer experts with no conflicts of interest, appointed by the awarding QA agency. 
Where the assessment takes place simultaneously with a European Approach evaluation procedure, the same external assessment panel verifies compliance with the Joint European Degree Label criteria, thereby avoiding duplication of procedures.
Where the assessment is conducted as standalone, the external assessment panel comprises at least three international peer experts, including a student member, as required by the ESG[footnoteRef:16].  [16:  Standards and Guidelines for Quality Assurance in the European Higher Education Area (ESG), p. 19] 

Assessment methodology
The external assessment panel reviews the application package and evaluates compliance with each criterion of the Joint European Degree Label. Criteria already positively assessed[footnoteRef:17] through an evaluation using the European Approach procedure are automatically considered as fulfilled and are not re-assessed. [17:  Regardless of the level of fulfilment, as long as they are assessed positively. See Section 2.5 for more details.] 

The assessment follows a binary pass/fail approach: 
· Each criterion is determined to be either met or not met. 
· All criteria must be met for the label to be awarded. 
Applying objective judgement, the external assessment panel assesses whether the provided evidence sufficiently and credibly demonstrates compliance, considering the programme's nature, scope, disciplinary context, and qualification level (EQF 6, 7, or 8). This operational guide specifies the minimum requirements for meeting each criterion (see Section 3). 
A physical or online site visit is not mandatory for assessing compliance with the criteria of the Joint European Degree Label when the assessment is conducted as a stand-alone procedure. However, the site visit conducted during QA procedures, including the European Approach evaluation procedure can be used to inform the assessment. 
If needed, an online discussion with representatives of consortium partners can be organised upon request by the external assessment panel to clarify possible gaps in the application.
Upon completing the assessment, the panel drafts a report describing the assessment results for each criterion and recommending whether the programme should be awarded the Joint European Degree Label. Should there be shortcomings in the application or the evidence provided, the panel may issue suggestions to address those shortcomings.
Decision-making and outcome
The external assessment panel sends the assessment report to the coordinating consortium partner for a factual check. The revised assessment report, taking into account corrections, if any, is submitted by the external assessment panel to the awarding body. 
The awarding body then has three options:
· If all the criteria are met, to award the label based on the recommendation of the external assessment panel;
· If some criteria are not met, not to award the label, as per the recommendation of the external assessment panel;
· If shortcomings are identified, to ask for clarifications and/or additional evidence, or to ask the consortium to implement the suggestions of the panel and correct the application within a set period of time.
In the case of the third option, the external assessment panel considers the additional evidence or clarifications provided by the coordinating consortium partner, revises the assessment report and re-submits it to the awarding body. The awarding body then takes the final decision on whether the label is awarded or not awarded.
The award of the label is communicated to the applicant using the template provided in Annex 4.
Financial and administrative arrangements
Each QA agency determines its own pricing in accordance with its national framework and practices. Fees, if any, must be reasonable, proportionate, transparent and disclosed in advance.
Wherever possible, the costs related to the assessment of the Joint European Degree Label may be integrated with the costs of the evaluation using the European Approach procedure to minimise financial or administrative burden.
[bookmark: _Toc230958028]Assessment and award by a self-accrediting HEI
SCOPE AND ELIGIBILITY
This procedure applies to consortia of self-accrediting HEIs wishing to receive the Joint European Degree Label for their joint programme without requesting an external assessment of the programme by a QA agency.
A degree-awarding self-accrediting HEI based in the EU or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway) can act as an awarding body and assess compliance with the criteria for the Joint European Degree Label for a joint programme offered by the consortium it is part of, if it was ex-ante externally validated to do so.
EX-ANTE EXTERNAL VALIDATION
The ex-ante external validation is carried out by an EU or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway)-based EQAR-registered QA agency to ensure that the self-accrediting HEI can assess the compliance with the criteria for the Joint European Degree Label in line with this operational guide. It may be conducted as a standalone exercise or in conjunction with an institutional accreditation or review, where compatible with national or regional arrangements. The validity corresponds to the duration for which the HEI holds self-accrediting rights.
The QA agency conducts the ex-ante external validation in line with its practices and relevant national frameworks. It must cover at least the following elements:
· The HEI’s operational capacity to apply the standards of the European Approach;
· Clear and documented procedures for assessment, decision-making, and post-assessment provisions;
· Arrangements for transparency, follow-up, handling of complaints, and appeals;
· Arrangements to ensure objectivity of the Joint European Degree Label awarding process and policies against conflicts of interest.
Relevant national authorities should be informed of HEIs that have received such validation within their respective higher education system.
Self-assessment
The consortium prepares a self-assessment report based on the recommended template provided in Annex 2 and supplies an evidence portfolio (see Annex 3 for indicative sources of evidence) to the HEI acting as awarding body.
Evidence
The assessment relies on existing resources produced within the consortium’s internal QA system (aligned with the ESG and the standards of the European Approach)
This may include, as relevant: 
· Consortium agreement; 
· External or internal evaluation reports; 
· Internal QA documentation of the joint programme; 
· Evidence drawn from HEI consortium-level frameworks (e.g., European University Alliance-level agreements), where applicable; 
· Input from designated programme representatives, coordinators, academic staff, students or other relevant stakeholders.
Indicative sources of evidence are listed in Annex 3.
External assessment panel
The assessment is conducted by an external assessment panel with no conflicts of interest, appointed by the awarding HEI to ensure independence and objectivity, following the same requirements and procedure as for assessments conducted by a QA agency (see the corresponding subsection under 2.3.1). 
Assessment methodology
The procedure follows a binary pass/fail approach for each criterion, and all the criteria must be met for the label to be awarded. The same steps and principles should be followed as when the assessment is conducted by a QA agency (as detailed in the corresponding subsection under 2.3.1).


Decision-making and outcome
The decision to award the Joint European Degree Label is made by the awarding body following the same process as described in section 2.3.1., including the submission of corrections and additional evidence to the external assessment panel. 
The awarding body transmits the decision to the QA agency that carried out the ex-ante external validation of the awarding HEI for record-keeping and publication (see section 2.4.1).
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[bookmark: _Toc223938248][bookmark: _Toc223967608][bookmark: _Toc217081404][bookmark: _Toc218514900][bookmark: _Toc230958030]Publication, transparency, complaints, and appeals 
Each assessment results in an assessment report prepared by the external assessment panel and published by the awarding body alongside the final award decision. 
Both positive and negative award decisions and corresponding assessment reports must be published in the Database of External Quality Assurance Results (DEQAR)[footnoteRef:18], in accordance with applicable arrangements. Relevant national authorities should also be informed of awarded Joint European Degree Labels. [18:  DEQAR is a publicly accessible database maintained by EQAR, containing reports and decisions from external quality assurance procedures carried out on higher education institutions and programmes across the EHEA and beyond. See https://docs.deqar.eu/ ] 

In the case of a negative decision, the consortium may not submit a new application for the same joint programme to the same or to a different QA agency or self-accrediting HEI within one year of the final decision.
The awarding body is responsible for defining procedures for administering formal complaints and appeal procedures and for communicating the terms to the consortium prior to the assessment.
Complaints and appeals can be submitted by the consortium for both procedural issues and the award decision and will be handled by the awarding body according to their existing internal procedures.
[bookmark: _Toc230958031]Validity
The validity of the Joint European Degree Label is aligned with the accreditation cycle of the joint programme. The label is valid until the accreditation of the joint programme expires or a new QA evaluation is required.
[bookmark: _Toc222923728][bookmark: _Toc222992019][bookmark: _Toc223076388][bookmark: _Toc222923729][bookmark: _Toc222992020][bookmark: _Toc223076389][bookmark: _Toc222923730][bookmark: _Toc222992021][bookmark: _Toc223076390][bookmark: _Toc222923731][bookmark: _Toc222992022][bookmark: _Toc223076391][bookmark: _Toc222923732][bookmark: _Toc222992023][bookmark: _Toc223076392][bookmark: _Toc222923733][bookmark: _Toc222992024][bookmark: _Toc223076393][bookmark: _Toc222923734][bookmark: _Toc222992025][bookmark: _Toc223076394][bookmark: _Toc222923735][bookmark: _Toc222992026][bookmark: _Toc223076395][bookmark: _Toc222923736][bookmark: _Toc222992027][bookmark: _Toc223076396][bookmark: _Toc222923737][bookmark: _Toc222992028][bookmark: _Toc223076397][bookmark: _Toc230958032]Corrective actions and withdrawal
The Joint European Degree Label may be withdrawn in exceptional circumstances during its validity period if substantiated evidence indicates that the joint programme no longer complies with the label criteria. The QA agency that awarded the label, or, in the case of labels awarded by self-accrediting HEIs, the QA agency that carried out the ex-ante external validation may withdraw the label, respecting at least the following minimal procedural steps: 
1. The QA agency notifies the coordinating consortium partner of identified concerns.
2. The consortium is given the opportunity to respond to the claims by presenting evidence and to implement corrective actions within a defined and proportionate timeframe, where appropriate and in accordance with the procedure defined by the awarding body.
3. If the corrective actions are not implemented by the consortium or serious non-compliance persists, the label may be withdrawn by the QA agency.
Students currently enrolled in the programme at the point of withdrawal retain the right to have the label referenced in their graduation documents (e.g. to receive a Joint European Degree Label certificate or have the Joint European Degree Label appearing on their joint degree and/or diploma supplement).
Any withdrawal decision must be reasoned, documented and reflected in publicly available information. The QA agency carrying out the withdrawal notifies DEQAR and relevant national authorities (where applicable) of the withdrawal.
[bookmark: _Toc222992031][bookmark: _Toc223076400][bookmark: _Toc223938252][bookmark: _Toc217081406][bookmark: _Toc218514902][bookmark: _Toc230958033]Usage rights
The right to use the visual identity of the Joint European Degree Label is granted exclusively to joint programmes awarded the label. HEIs should display the label on the programme website, joint degree, joint diploma supplement, or on a standalone label certificate issued to students upon graduation (see Annex 4). 
Consortium partners are encouraged to promote the Joint European Degree Label and feature it on their communication channels to raise the visibility and public awareness of the achievement.
2.5. [bookmark: _Toc230958034]Synergy with the European Approach for Quality Assurance of Joint Programmes
This synergy should be understood as follows: the ESG define the overarching quality assurance framework; the European Approach operationalises this framework for joint programmes through a single review procedure; and the Joint European Degree Label assessment builds on both by testifying compliance with additional criteria relevant to the label. Some criteria, as set out in the Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education[footnoteRef:19], partially or fully overlap with the standards of the European Approach.  [19:  Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education of 12 May 2025.] 

When the joint programme has been positively evaluated using the procedure of the European Approach by a QA agency or a self-accrediting HEI[footnoteRef:20], several Joint European Degree Label criteria can be considered as met and do not need to be re-assessed. These criteria are marked in green/⬤ in Table 1. [20:  Self-accrediting HEIs must demonstrate that the standards for internal QA of the programme are aligned with the standards of the European Approach.] 

Criteria marked in orange/◐ are addressed by the standards of the European Approach to some extent, but not fully. The European Approach evaluation report provides only partial evidence, an assessment remains necessary, and additional sources are needed to establish compliance with the criteria of the Joint European Degree Label. The specific evidence requirements for each partially addressed criterion are set out in the orange boxes in the criterion descriptions in Section 3.
For the criteria marked in grey/○, a full compliance assessment is necessary.





[bookmark: _Ref229765963]Table 1. Synergy of the Joint European Degree Label criteria with the standards of the European Approach
	Dimension A
Programme organisation criteria
	
	Dimension B
European dimension criteria

	A.1. Higher education institutions involved 
	◐
	
	B.1. Interdisciplinarity and research-based learning 
	○

	A.2. Transnational joint degree delivery
	A.2.1. Joint design and delivery
	⬤
	
	B.2. Learning opportunities beyond academia and employability
	◐

	
	A.2.2. Joint degree
	◐
	
	B.3. Digitalisation 
	○

	
	A.2.3. Joint diploma supplement (EQF 6 & 7)
	◐
	
	B.4. Values 
	○

	
	A.2.4. Use of ECTS Users’ Guide (EQF 6 & 7)
	⬤
	
	B.5. Multilingualism 
	○

	A.3. Joint arrangements for the joint programme 
	◐
	
	B.6. Inclusiveness 
	B.6.1.  Diversity, equality, and inclusion 
	○

	A.4. Quality assurance arrangements
	A.4.1. Internal and external quality assurance 
	⬤
	
	
	B.6.2.  European Charter for Researchers (EQF 8)
	○

	
	A.4.2. European Approach
	⬤
	
	B.7. Environmental sustainability 
	○

	A.5. Graduate tracking 
	○
	
	

	A.6. Student-centred learning 
	⬤
	
	

	A.7. Transnational campus – access to services 
	◐
	
	

	A.8. Flexible and embedded student mobility
	A.8.1. 30 ECTS physical mobility (EQF 6 & 7)
	◐
	
	

	
	A.8.2. Six Months physical mobility (EQF 8)
	◐
	
	

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


3. [bookmark: _Toc222992034][bookmark: _Toc223076403][bookmark: _Toc218695015][bookmark: _Toc218695016][bookmark: _Toc218514906][bookmark: _Toc230958035]Criteria for the award of the Joint European Degree Label
The criteria for the award of the Joint European Degree Label are outlined in the Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education[footnoteRef:21] and organised into two dimensions. Dimension A focuses on programme organisation, and Dimension B on key European values and priorities. [21:  Council Recommendation on a European quality assurance and recognition system in higher education of 12 May 2025.] 

Most of the criteria introduced in the subsequent sections apply to joint programmes at EQF levels 6, 7 and 8, with some exceptions indicated in the descriptions.
The following colour codes and symbols indicate synergies with the European Approach:
⬤ - ⬤ - Criterion is fully addressed by a European Approach evaluation, no additional assessment is needed under the Joint European Degree Label.
⬤ - ◐ - Criterion is partially addressed by a European Approach evaluation, the evaluation report provides a basis to expand on with additional evidence.
⬤ - ○ – Criterion is not addressed by a European Approach evaluation, a full compliance check is required.
[bookmark: _Toc218514907]The criteria are complementary and may rely on overlapping sources of evidence. A single piece of documented evidence may be used to demonstrate compliance with more than one criterion, provided that it clearly addresses the respective objectives and indicators. Annex 3 indicates what documents are needed to assess compliance with the criteria. 
3.1. [bookmark: _Toc230958036][bookmark: _Toc218274339][bookmark: _Toc218514782]Dimension A: Programme organisation 
[bookmark: _Toc230153928][bookmark: _Toc230958037] A.1: Higher education institutions involved			◐
[bookmark: _Hlk189665546]The joint programme is offered by at least two higher education institutions from at least two different Member States. 
EQF  6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that the joint programme is transnational and based on institutional cooperation across at least two EU Member States or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway). 
Description: The programme must be jointly offered by at least two HEIs in a degree-awarding role located in two different EU Member States or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway). Additional partners, also from non-EU countries, may participate in different roles. There is no limit to the number or locations of consortium partners beyond this minimum requirement.
☑ The criterion is met if:
At least two HEIs from two EU Member States or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway) offer the joint programme in a degree-awarding role.
		◐
	An evaluation using the European Approach procedure will provide evidence on the HEIs involved in delivering the joint programme, their recognised status, and their eligibility to participate in awarding the qualification (Standard 1.1). 
It should still be checked whether at least two of those degree-awarding HEIs are based in two different EU Member States or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway), as required by the criterion.





[bookmark: _Toc218514909][bookmark: _Toc230958038]A.2: Transnational joint degree delivery
[bookmark: _Toc230153930][bookmark: _Toc230958039]A.2.1: Joint design and delivery						⬤
The joint programme is jointly designed and jointly delivered by all the HEIs involved.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that the joint programme is founded on academic collaboration, with all participating degree-awarding HEIs sharing academic responsibility for the design and delivery of the programme, including on behalf of any non-degree awarding partner, to provide an integrated, high-quality learning experience.
Description: Consortium partners jointly design the curriculum, define learning outcomes, and deliver teaching and learning activities, each contributing academic expertise and resources to create a coherent, integrated programme. All degree-awarding partner HEIs must contribute to the programme offer.
☑ The criterion is met if:
	⬤
	The joint programme has already undergone, or is simultaneously undergoing, a quality assurance procedure using the European Approach. This criterion is covered by that evaluation (Standard 1.2) and therefore does not need to be re-assessed.
See Annex 5 for indicators for this criterion in other cases.


[bookmark: _Toc230958040]A.2.2: Joint degree									◐
The joint programme leads to the award of a joint degree. 
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Guarantee that each graduate receives a legally valid and mutually recognised joint degree. 
Description: Each graduate of the joint programme must receive a joint degree that is legally valid within all the national or regional frameworks of the degree-awarding partners and recognised by the competent authorities in higher education. The joint degree is awarded either by all degree-awarding partners, thereby reflecting the joint programme as a whole, or by the degree-awarding partners that have delivered the components of the joint programme forming the student’s individual learning pathway[footnoteRef:22]. [22:  In any case, the joint degree must always be awarded by at least two HEIs from at least two different EU Member States or EEA EFTA States (Iceland, Liechtenstein, Norway).] 

☑ The criterion is met if:
· Each graduate of the joint programme receives a joint degree.
	◐
	An evaluation using the European Approach procedure will provide evidence on the qualification awarded and on the joint nature of the programme (Standard 1.3). 
It should still be checked whether graduates receive a joint degree in the sense required by this criterion.
See Annex 5 for indicators for this criterion that would be covered by an evaluation using the European Approach.


[bookmark: _Toc230958041]A.2.3: Joint Diploma Supplement						◐
A joint Diploma Supplement is issued to students.
EQF 6 & 7
Objective: Ensure graduates receive a joint Diploma Supplement, enhancing trust, comparability, and recognition of qualifications across Europe.
Description: Degree-awarding consortium partners jointly issue a Diploma Supplement covering the student’s full learning pathway, in line with European Diploma Supplement template[footnoteRef:23], providing an integrated record of credits, institutions, and mobility periods, with the aim to ensure transparency, coherence, and easier recognition across borders. [23:  Template for the Diploma Supplement: https://www.enic-naric.net/fileusers/Revised_Template_for_the_Diploma_Supplement.pdf ] 

☑ The criterion is met if:
	◐
	An evaluation using the European Approach procedure will provide evidence on the recognition of qualifications and of periods of studies (Standard 4.2), as well as information on transparency and documentation about the programme (Standard 8).
It should still be checked whether a joint Diploma Supplement is issued to each graduate, as required by this criterion.
See Annex 5 for indicators for this criterion that are covered by the European Approach.


·  A joint Diploma Supplement is issued to each graduate.
[bookmark: _Toc230958042]A.2.4: Use of ECTS Users’ Guide						⬤
The joint programme describes the learning outcomes and credits in line with the ECTS Users’ Guide.
EQF 6 & 7
Objective: Promote transparency, comparability, and fair recognition of learning outcomes through consistent ECTS application.
Description: All courses and learning activities within the joint programme must be described using a common framework agreed by all consortium partners, covering learning outcomes, credits, content, teaching and assessment methods, in line with the ECTS Users’ Guide. ECTS must be applied consistently across all consortium partners, including non-EU partners, via an agreed equivalence table.
☑ The criterion is met if:
	⬤
	The joint programme has already undergone, or is simultaneously undergoing, a quality assurance procedure using the European Approach. This criterion is covered by that evaluation and therefore does not need to be re-assessed (Standard 3.2).
See Annex 5 for indicators for this criterion in other cases.


[bookmark: _Toc218514910][bookmark: _Toc230958043]A.3: Joint arrangements for the joint programme		◐
The joint programme has joint policies, procedures and/or arrangements defining curriculum planning and delivery, as well as all organisational and administrative matters. Students’ representatives are part of the decision-making process to define the joint policies and procedures and/or arrangements.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that a joint programme operates under shared governance arrangements, and that student representatives have a formal role in defining them.
Description: Consortium partners must agree on shared rules covering curriculum, delivery, organisational and administrative matters (admission and selection, progression, assessment, graduation). These must be documented at the consortium level. Student representatives must have a formal role in the decision-making processes for defining the joint policies, procedures and/or arrangements.
☑ The criterion is met if there is evidence for both of the following indicators:
· The joint programme has joint policies, procedures and/or arrangements covering curriculum planning and delivery, as well as organisational and administrative matters.
· Students’ representatives are included in the decision-making process.

	◐
	An evaluation using the European Approach procedure will provide evidence on the existence of an agreement on policies, procedures and/or arrangements defining curriculum planning and delivery, as well as all organisational and administrative matters (Standards 1.2 and 1.3). 
It should still be checked whether these arrangements were designed jointly and whether students’ representatives are formally part of the decision-making process to define the underlying policies, procedures and/or arrangements, as required by this criterion.




[bookmark: _Toc218514911][bookmark: _Toc230958044]A.4: Quality assurance arrangements
[bookmark: _Toc230958045]A.4.1: Internal and external quality assurance				⬤
Internal and external quality assurance is conducted in accordance with the ESG. The HEIs, the field of study or the programme are evaluated by a QA agency registered in the EQAR or an EU agency fully implementing the European Approach for Quality Assurance of Joint Programmes.
EQF  6, 7 & 8
Objective: Guarantee trusted, mutually recognised QA that aligns with ESG standards while respecting national and institutional diversity.
Description: The joint programme, the relevant field of study, or the degree-awarding institutions have been evaluated by an EQAR-Registered QA agency. This criterion concerns the existence of ESG-aligned internal and external quality assurance arrangements; the specific use of the European Approach as an integrated joint approach is addressed under criterion A.4.2.
☑ The criterion is met if:
	⬤
	The joint programme has already undergone, or is simultaneously undergoing, an evaluation by an EQAR-registered QA agency or by self-accrediting HEIs evaluated at the institutional level by an EQAR-registered agency. This criterion is covered by that evaluation and therefore does not need to be re-assessed.


[bookmark: _Toc230958046]A.4.2: European approach								⬤
The joint programme is evaluated using the standards of the European Approach.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that the joint programme is evaluated through a single, integrated QA procedure, promoting mutual trust, transparency, and the recognition of a single review across all participating countries, reducing administrative burden, eliminating duplication of national procedures, upholding the high-quality standards, and strengthening the European dimension of quality assurance.
Description: The joint programme has been positively evaluated, or is undergoing a simultaneous evaluation, using the standards of the European Approach. Where no external evaluation of the joint programme is required, self-accrediting HEIs should explicitly apply the standards of the European Approach within their internal QA systems.
	⬤
	The joint programme has already undergone, or is simultaneously undergoing, an evaluation using the European Approach procedure. This criterion is covered by that evaluation and therefore does not need to be re-assessed. 
See Annex 5 for indicators for this criterion in other cases.


☑ The criterion is met if:
	


[bookmark: _Toc218514912][bookmark: _Toc230958047]A.5: Graduate tracking								○
The joint programme monitors graduates through a graduate tracking system or using data collected by the European Higher Education Sector Observatory.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Monitor career paths of the graduates to enhance the quality of the joint programme and its relevance as it pertains to the needs of the labour market.  
Description: Graduate tracking may be organised at the programme or institutional level. Data on graduate career paths must be regularly collected from a representative sample of joint programme graduates, in accordance with General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR), and used to enhance the joint programme. Joint programmes must present operational mechanisms or credible plans, depending on whether they already have graduates. 
☑ The criterion is met if:
· The joint programme has (or plans for) a mechanism for regular graduate tracking which is used/to be used to inform the continuous enhancement of the programme.
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


[bookmark: _Toc218514913][bookmark: _Toc230153939][bookmark: _Toc230958048]A.6: Student-centred learning						⬤
The joint programme is designed and continuously enhanced and delivered in a way that encourages students to take an active role in the learning process. Assessment of students reflects this approach. 
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that teaching, learning and assessment within the joint programme follow a student-centred approach consistent with the ESG, empowering students to take responsibility for their learning, to participate actively in their academic development, and to engage as partners in the joint programme enhancement.
Description: The joint programme must integrate pedagogical methods that encourage collaboration, reflection, and autonomy, while recognising the diversity of learning environments across consortium partners. Programme design and delivery must promote interactive, inquiry-based, or challenge-based learning and ensure that assessment methods correspond to these approaches, evaluating both process and achievement. Student feedback should be systematically collected and used to inform the continuous enhancement of the programme.
☑ The criterion is met if:
	⬤
	The joint programme has already undergone, or is simultaneously undergoing, a quality assurance procedure using the European Approach. This criterion is covered by that evaluation (Standard 5) and therefore does not need to be re-assessed. 
See Annex 5 for indicators for this criterion in other cases.



[bookmark: _Toc218514914][bookmark: _Toc230958049]A.7: Transnational campus – access to services		◐
The programme has joint policies for students and staff to have access to relevant services in all participating higher education institutions under conditions equivalent to those for all enrolled students and local staff. 
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Guarantee fair, consistent access to essential learning, teaching resources, and support services across all consortium partners, regardless of location or physical presence. 
Description: Students and staff participating in the joint programme must be able to access relevant learning and teaching resources and support services across all consortium partners under equivalent conditions to those for local students and staff. Relevant services may include physical infrastructures (e.g., libraries, laboratories, workshops and study spaces), support services (e.g., academic and career counselling, wellbeing services, housing services, sports and cultural facilities) and IT services (e.g., learning platforms, online libraries, hybrid/virtual classrooms, and other digital tools). It is the responsibility of consortium partners to jointly define the “relevant services” and grant equal access to students and staff throughout the joint programme. It is not required that access to all services of all consortium partners is available to all students and staff of the joint programme at all times. This does not imply an automatic right to financial benefits such as scholarships or social security at all institutions.
☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for all of the following indicators: 
· Students and staff of the joint programme have equitable access to relevant physical infrastructure and facilities during their mobility periods.
· Students and staff of the joint programme have equitable access to relevant support services during their mobility periods.
· Students and staff of the joint programme have equitable access to relevant IT services for the whole duration of the programme. 
	[bookmark: _Toc218514915]◐
	An evaluation using the European Approach procedure may provide evidence on the availability and accessibility of academic, administrative and support services for students (Standards 6, 7.1 and 7.2). 
It should still be checked whether the programme has joint policies and ensures equivalent access to relevant services for students and staff across all participating HEIs, under the conditions required by this criterion.


[bookmark: _Toc230958050]A.8: Flexible and embedded student mobility
[bookmark: _Toc230958051]A.8.1: 30 ECTS physical mobility						◐
The joint programme offers student physical mobility of at least 30 ECTS (that can be split over several stays) at one or more partner institution(s). The joint programme has a policy offering alternatives for students who are unable to travel, such as virtual exchanges and/or blended mobility.
EQF 6 & 7
Objective: Ensure that all students of the joint programme can benefit from embedded physical mobility across consortium partners, or from alternative arrangements for students unable to travel. 
[bookmark: _Hlk213235579]Description: A period of physical mobility equivalent to a total of at least 30 ECTS undertaken at one or more consortium partner institutions located in a country different from that of the institution where the student started the joint programme, must be an integral part of the joint programme. It may be split into several shorter stays and may include mobility at more than one institution. 
In addition, the joint programme must have a mobility policy setting out alternative arrangements for students who are unable to travel despite reasonable support measures[footnoteRef:24]. Consortium partners are responsible for defining what constitutes reasonable support measures and significant barriers in their context, and for applying these arrangements consistently. In such cases, alternatives such as virtual exchanges and/or blended mobility are agreed by the consortium partners and provided on an individualised and proportionate basis, ensuring that the students achieve comparable learning outcomes. The mobility policy must specify the applicable circumstances and procedure for accessing these alternatives. [24:  Students who, despite reasonable support measures, are unable to undertake physical mobility due to significant barriers (economic, social, health, disability, caring responsibilities, visa or legal constraints, etc.). This includes unforeseen and exceptional circumstances or events beyond their control which, despite all due diligence, make travel legally impossible, life-threatening, or physically prevented. In such cases, alternatives (virtual exchange or blended mobility) will be provided on an individualised and proportionate basis. (see Glossary in Annex 1).] 

☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for both of the following indicators:
· The joint programme offers an embedded physical mobility component of at least 30 ECTS.
· Joint arrangements are in place at the programme-level setting out alternatives for students unable to travel.

	◐
	An evaluation using the European Approach procedure may provide evidence on mobility paths foreseen within the joint programme (Standard 1.3). 
It should still be checked whether the programme guarantees at least 30 ECTS of embedded physical mobility and whether it has an adequate policy offering alternatives for students who are unable to travel.


[bookmark: _Toc230958052]A.8.2: Six months physical mobility					◐
The joint programme offers at least six months of physical mobility at one or more partner institution(s). The joint programme has a policy offering alternatives for students who are unable to travel. 
EQF 8
Objective: Ensure that all doctoral candidates of the joint programme can benefit from physical mobility of at least six months across consortium partners, or from alternative arrangements for doctoral candidates unable to travel.
Description: A period of physical mobility of at least six months at a different consortium partner from the institution where the doctoral candidate started the joint programme must be an integral part of the joint programme at EQF level 8. The mobility period can be split into several stays at different institutions. 
In addition, the joint programme must establish a mobility policy setting out alternative arrangements for doctoral candidates who are unable to travel despite reasonable support measures[footnoteRef:25]. Consortium partners are responsible for defining what constitutes reasonable support measures and significant barriers in their context, and for applying these arrangements consistently. In such cases, consortium partners must adopt proportionate and personalised alternatives, adapted to the nature of doctoral training and supervision. The mobility policy must specify the applicable circumstances and procedure for accessing these alternatives.  [25:  See previous footnote or glossary in Annex 1 for a definition.] 

☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for both of the following indicators:
· The joint programme offers mobility opportunities among consortium partners with a total duration of at least six months 
· Alternative arrangements are set out in a policy for doctoral candidates unable to travel.
	◐
	An evaluation under the European Approach may provide evidence on the mobility arrangements available to doctoral candidates within the joint programme (Standard 1.3). 
It should still be checked whether the programme guarantees at least six months of physical mobility and whether it has an adequate policy offering alternatives for doctoral candidates who are unable to travel.


[bookmark: _Toc218514916][bookmark: _Toc230153944][bookmark: _Toc230958053]A.9: Co-evaluation and co-supervision for dissertations	○
Dissertations are supervised by at least 2 supervisors and co-evaluated by co-supervisors or a committee with members from at least 2 different institutions located in 2 different countries.
EQF 8
Objective: Ensure that doctoral candidates benefit from genuine joint supervision and evaluation across at least two consortium partners in different countries, providing diverse academic perspectives, enhancing research quality, and fostering trust in the joint award through fair and transparent assessment practices. 
Description: Doctoral dissertations (or other deliverables formally leading to the award of a doctoral degree) in joint programmes must be supervised and evaluated through a collaborative international process. Each doctoral candidate is supervised by at least two supervisors from two different consortium partners located in different countries, with flexible arrangements in terms of co-supervision approaches (co-supervisors, main and secondary supervisor, main supervisor and supervision committee, etc.). Evaluation of the dissertation (or equivalent) must also follow a joint procedure. At minimum, the defence or assessment committee should include members nominated by at least two different consortium partners in different countries. These members may come from institutions other than the consortium partners. The joint arrangements must be documented in consortium agreement, cotutelle agreements (if one of the supervisors or committee members is affiliated with an entity external to the consortium), or programme regulations.
☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for both of the following indicators:
· Each doctoral candidate is supervised by at least two supervisors from two different degree-awarding institutions located in different countries.
· The evaluation committee, nominated by two different consortium partners, includes members from at least two different institutions in two different countries.
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


3.2. [bookmark: _Toc222923760][bookmark: _Toc222992063][bookmark: _Toc223076432][bookmark: _Toc222923761][bookmark: _Toc222992064][bookmark: _Toc223076433][bookmark: _Toc222923762][bookmark: _Toc222992065][bookmark: _Toc223076434][bookmark: _Toc222923763][bookmark: _Toc222992066][bookmark: _Toc223076435][bookmark: _Toc222923764][bookmark: _Toc222992067][bookmark: _Toc223076436][bookmark: _Toc222923765][bookmark: _Toc222992068][bookmark: _Toc223076437][bookmark: _Toc218514917][bookmark: _Toc230958054]Dimension B: European dimension criteria

[bookmark: _Toc218514918][bookmark: _Toc230958055]B.1: Interdisciplinarity and research-based learning		○
The joint programme’s arrangements include embedded interdisciplinarity and/or research-based learning components, tailored to the nature and circumstances of the joint programme.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Foster creativity, critical thinking, analytical skills, adaptability, and innovation, preparing students to navigate dynamic academic and professional contexts. 
Description: The joint programme must embed interdisciplinarity and/or research-based learning in the curriculum. The joint programme does not have to be formally structured across multiple disciplinary fields throughout the entire curriculum but interdisciplinarity and/or research-based learning must be designed as an integral part of students’ learning pathways and demonstrated through the alignment of intended learning outcomes, assessment methods, and curriculum design. These components may take different forms, such as interdisciplinary courses, challenge-based activities, collaborative projects, or research-based learning components. Their depth and scope should be defined by consortium partners, be appropriate to the level of study, and evidenced in programme documentation and delivery. 
☑ The criterion is met if:
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


· [bookmark: _Toc218514919] There are documented interdisciplinary components and/or research-based learning activities described in the joint programme documentation.
[bookmark: _Toc230958056]B.2: Opportunities for learning beyond academia and employability										◐
The joint programme’s arrangements foresee opportunities to broaden the learning experience of students beyond the academic context, tailored to the nature and circumstances of the joint programme, including labour market requirements incorporating inter-sectoral components or activities and development of transversal skills.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Prepare students for diverse career opportunities by equipping them with transversal skills relevant for employment across sectors and lifelong learning.
Description: The joint programme must include opportunities for students to engage with professional practice or other non-academic societal actors in ways that support the programme’s intended learning outcomes and the qualification. These opportunities should include collaboration with external stakeholders such as employers and professional bodies, public services, cultural and heritage institutions, NGOs and civil society organisations, research infrastructures, start-ups, social economy actors and alumni networks. The form and depth of engagement should be proportionate and appropriate to the level of studies, the type of qualification (academic or professional) and the discipline. Students may be involved in internships, research projects, industry collaborations, secondments, volunteering or other work-related experiences outside the classroom. Alternatively, collaboration with professionals from outside academia may be embedded in the teaching and learning activities inside the classroom, such as work-based learning, research-based learning, service learning, challenge-based learning and others, offering practical insights to students, going beyond a one-off ad hoc contribution.
☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for at least one of the following indicators:
·  Work experience, internships, volunteering, research collaborations, projects with industry partners, or other engagement with relevant external stakeholders are embedded in the curriculum of the joint programme.
· Relevant professionals are involved in recurring educational roles within the joint programme.
	◐
	An evaluation using the European Approach procedure may provide evidence on the structure and content of the curriculum to enable the students to achieve the intended learning outcomes (Standard 3.1). 
It should still be checked whether the programme includes structured opportunities to broaden students’ learning experience beyond academia in the sense required by this criterion.


[bookmark: _Toc230958057]B.3: Digitalisation									○
The joint programme’s arrangements include opportunities for students to develop adequate digital skills and competence, tailored to the nature and circumstances of the joint programme.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that the joint programme offers students possibilities to develop digital competences required for their academic and professional development, while also fostering the digital literacy necessary for active participation in society. 
Description: The joint programme must provide opportunities to develop adequate and relevant digital competences, referring to digital learning components that correspond to the joint programme’s EQF level, goals and intended learning outcomes, scholarly field and overall setting (including cohort size, delivery model and, where relevant, requirements linked to regulated professions). The type and depth of digital competences should be determined by the consortium partners.
Digital competences may be developed through curriculum-embedded learning and assessment, or through centrally provided opportunities (extracurricular training, workshops, or services offered by institutional bodies such as the library or technical departments, projects, certifications, use of learning management systems, collaborative online platforms and web services, virtual labs, simulation software, etc.) offered by the consortium partners to joint programme students. These may range from discipline-integrated digital methods and tools (e.g., in STEM) to elective or complementary components, depending on the field. 
☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for at least one of the following indicators:
· Development of relevant digital skills is integrated into the joint programme’s curriculum.
· Consortium partners provide students with opportunities to enhance their digital skills outside of the joint programme’s curriculum.
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


[bookmark: _Toc218514921][bookmark: _Toc230958058]B.4: Values										○
The joint programme’s arrangements adhere to the values of the EHEA (academic freedom, academic integrity, institutional autonomy, student and staff participation in higher education governance, public responsibility for higher education, and public responsibility of higher education) and include a commitment to promote common European values and democratic citizenship.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that the joint programme and the consortium partners operate within governance, legal and policy frameworks that uphold the fundamental values of the EHEA[footnoteRef:26], while demonstrating a proportionate and credible commitment to promoting common European values[footnoteRef:27] and democratic citizenship[footnoteRef:28]. [26:  The values include academic freedom, academic integrity, institutional autonomy, student and staff participation in higher education governance, public responsibility for higher education, and public responsibility of higher education, as listed in BFUG, EHEA Statement on Fundamental Values of the European Higher Education Area, 2024, https://ehea.info/Immagini/BFUG_BE_VA_88_9_4_2_WG_FV_Statements1.pdf  ]  [27:  Consolidated version of the Treaty on European Union [2016] OJ C 202/13, art 2, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:9e8d52e1-2c70-11e6-b497-01aa75ed71a1.0006.01/DOC_2&format=PDF; Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union [2012] OJ C 326/391, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:C2012/326/02 ]  [28:  Council of Europe, Recommendation CM/Rec(2010)7 of the Committee of Ministers to member states on the Council of Europe Charter on Education for Democratic Citizenship and Human Rights Education, art 2a, https://search.coe.int/cm?i=09000016805cf01f ] 

Description: Adherence to the values of the EHEA must be embedded in consortium partners’ legal status, governance structures and established policies, while the promotion of common European values and democratic citizenship is reflected in institutional missions, strategies or educational commitments. Compliance is demonstrated through a declaration submitted as part of the application. Assessment of the practical implementation of each value individually within the joint programme is not required. 



☑ The criterion is met if:
The joint programme is covered by a declaration that reflects its commitment to the core values of the EHEA[footnoteRef:29] and to promoting common European values and democratic citizenship. [29:  The extent to which a programme or institution can commit to the values originally formulated at system level varies. For example, public responsibility for higher education is a system-level value that refers to public authorities' responsibility to further the main objectives of higher education. This is not something that is expected to be endorsed by individual institutions. ] 

	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


[bookmark: _Toc218514922][bookmark: _Toc230958059]B.5: Multilingualism								○
The joint programme’s arrangements offer opportunities to equip each student with language skills through exposure to at least 2 different EU languages during learning activities or mobility. 
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Actively foster multilingualism as a feature of the joint programme.
Description: The joint programme must ensure exposure to two EU languages[footnoteRef:30] through flexible and proportionate means. No fixed proficiency level is required. Instead, students should get meaningful opportunities to engage with foreign language(s) through teaching, learning or extracurricular activities, such as different language of instruction, language courses, or similar face-to-face or online activities.  [30:  Languages holding an official or co-official status in a European Union Member State or EEA EFTA State and used in the higher education system of that country (see glossary in Annex 1)] 

Where the language of instruction adopted by the joint programme is the same as the official language spoken in the countries where the students study, the programme must provide additional structured opportunities for students to engage with another EU language, including through mobility in a different-language environment or curriculum-linked language learning.
☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for at least one of the following indicators:
· At least two EU languages are used in curricular components and/or extracurricular activities of the joint programme.
· Structured opportunities for language learning are defined and offered by the consortium partners, including courses and/or mobility opportunities to countries where a different EU language is spoken.
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


[bookmark: _Toc218514923]

[bookmark: _Toc230958060]B.6: Inclusiveness
[bookmark: _Toc230958061]B.6.1: Diversity, equality, inclusion					○
The joint programme’s arrangements include a commitment to wide participation by fostering diversity, equality, and inclusion and by adopting tailored measures to support students and staff with fewer opportunities.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that the joint programme fosters inclusion, offering opportunities to students and staff from diverse backgrounds in order to promote diversity, mutual understanding and fair treatment, in an “internationalisation for all” spirit.
Description: The joint programme must actively promote inclusion by adopting measures that widen participation for students and staff with fewer opportunities. Partners select the most appropriate measures for their context. The commitment to inclusion must be embedded in governance, admissions, and support systems of the joint programme. It should be formally documented, and resourced through dedicated actions, processes and, where relevant, funding or staff time, and monitored. Consortium partners may implement tailored measures across admissions and recruitment, financial and mobility support, accessibility and support measures, inclusive pedagogy and curriculum development, governance and data.
☑ The criterion is met if:
· The joint programme has a documented inclusion policy.
AND there is evidence supporting at least one of the following indicators:
· Specific interventions or support programmes designed for students with fewer opportunities are in place at programme-level, institutional level or cross-institutional level and are applicable to the joint programme.
· Mechanisms to monitor and assess the inclusiveness of the joint programme are in place at programme-level, institutional level or cross-institutional level and are applicable to the joint programme.
· Funding mechanisms and procedures are assigned specifically to inclusion measures. 
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


[bookmark: _Toc230958062]B.6.2: European Charter for Researchers				○
The joint programme’s arrangements include a commitment to respect the principles of the European Charter for Researchers.
EQF 8
Objective: Ensure fair treatment of doctoral candidates and contribute to a thriving European Research Area (ERA).
Description: All consortium partners must demonstrate compliance with the European Charter for Researchers[footnoteRef:31], covering the professional relationship between doctoral candidates and their institutions or funders. Commitment must be formally documented, for example, through institutional endorsement of the Charter or its integration into the consortium agreement, and must apply to all consortium partners. [31:  European Commission: Directorate-General for Research and Innovation, The European Charter for Researchers – The code of conduct for the recruitment of researchers, Publications Office of the European Union, 2005, https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/a46424c7-962a-11e9-9369-01aa75ed71a1 ] 

☑ The criterion is met if:
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.


· Consortium partners demonstrate documented commitment to the principles of the European Charter for Researchers.

[bookmark: _Toc218514924][bookmark: _Toc230958063]B.7: Environmental sustainability					○
The joint programme’s arrangements include policies and actions related to environmental sustainability and implement measures to minimise the environmental footprint of its activities and foresee opportunities for students to develop adequate green skills and competences, tailored to the nature and circumstances of the joint programme.
EQF 6, 7 & 8
Objective: Ensure that the joint programme is committed to sustainability, minimises its direct and indirect environmental footprint and equips students with relevant green knowledge and skills.
Description: Environmental sustainability must be integrated into the joint programme through two complementary components: sustainable programme delivery and the development of green knowledge and skills, in a manner proportionate to the joint programme’s disciplinary profile, EQF level and delivery model. The joint programme must address the environmental footprint of its mobility and related joint activities through documented and feasible measures that do not undermine academic objectives or inclusiveness. In parallel, students must be provided with meaningful opportunities to develop green knowledge and skills aligned with the joint programme’s goals, intended learning outcomes and graduate profile. Where sustainability is not a natural curricular focus, these may be offered through transversal options such as institution-wide modules, micro-credentials, or seminars.
☑ The criterion is met if:
There is evidence for both of the following indicators:
· Arrangements on sustainability and reducing environmental impact are in place at programme level, institutional level or cross-institutional level and are applicable to the joint programme.
· Students of the joint programme are provided with curricular or transversal opportunities to develop skills and expertise regarding environmental sustainability, ecological preservation, and neutral resource management.
	○
	This criterion is not addressed by the evaluation using the European Approach procedure. A full compliance assessment is needed.
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[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK34]GETTING IN TOUCH WITH THE EU
In person
All over the European Union there are hundreds of Europe Direct information centres. You can find the address of the centre nearest you at: https://europa.eu/european-union/contact_en
On the phone or by email
Europe Direct is a service that answers your questions about the European Union. You can contact this service:
– by freephone: 00 800 6 7 8 9 10 11 (certain operators may charge for these calls),
– at the following standard number: +32 22999696, or 
– by email via: https://europa.eu/european-union/contact_en

FINDING INFORMATION ABOUT THE EU
Online
Information about the European Union in all the official languages of the EU is available on the Europa website at: https://europa.eu/european-union/index_en
EU publications	
You can download or order free and priced EU publications from: https://op.europa.eu/en/publications. Multiple copies of free publications may be obtained by contacting Europe Direct or your local information centre (see https://europa.eu/european-union/contact_en).
EU law and related documents
For access to legal information from the EU, including all EU law since 1952 in all the official language versions, go to EUR-Lex at: http://eur-lex.europa.eu
Open data from the EU
The EU Open Data Portal (http://data.europa.eu/euodp/en) provides access to datasets from the EU. Data can be downloaded and reused for free, for both commercial and non-commercial purposes.
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2.1- When is a programme eligible to apply for the Joint European Degree Label?

v
( In its initial QA procedure ] [In the course of an accreditation cycle] (Upon expiry of the accreditation)

2.2- To which awarding body must a consortium submit the application for its programme?

EQAR-registered QA agency r-ante validati Validated self-accrediting HEI
X-ante valigation
For a consortium subject to external programme- |——————— -»| For a consortium of only self-accrediting
level accreditation or mixed consortia HEIls as degree-awarding partners

2.3- What does the assessment process look like?

Consortium submits a self-assessment report and a portfolio of supporting evidence.
v
The awarding body appoints an external panel of peer experts to conduct the assessment.
!
The panel assesses evidence using a binary pass/fail approach and drafts an assessment report.
3
The awarding body makes a final positive/negative decision based on the assessment report.

2.4- Post-assessment provisions
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