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1 - INTRODUCTION 

The European Council for Theological Education (hence ECTE) is a cross-border, subject-specific 
quality assurance agency offering institutional and programme accreditation for higher education 
institutions and alternative providers in the discipline of theology.  

The ECTE applied for registration on EQAR in 2021. This focused review follows the rejection of the 
initial registration on the grounds specified in the A100_ECTE_ RejectionDecision document.  

1.1 - SCOPE 

The scope of the focused review includes all ECTE activities, including those not addressed in the 
initial review.  Namely: 

⁃ Institutional accreditation 

⁃ Programme accreditation with regard to the following levels/cycles:   
o EQF Level 5 (Short Cycle) programmes (formerly designated as ‘Diploma’), including a 

partial qualification with 60 ECTS (formerly designated as ‘Certificate’) 
o EQF Level 6 (First Cycle) programmes (formerly designated as ‘Bachelor’) 
o EQF Level 7 (Second Cycle) programmes (formerly designated as ‘Master’), including 

a partial qualification with less than 60 ECTS (formerly designated as ‘Postgraduate 
Certificate’) 

1.2 - PURPOSE 

The purpose of the focused review is to evaluate the compliance of ECTE’s activities to standards 2.1, 
3.1 and 3.3 of the European Standards and Guidelines (ESG). 

1.3 - SELF-ASSESSMENT OUTCOMES 

The process leading up to the focused review has led to improvements in our agency, including: 

1. A clearer understanding of the place of alternative providers of higher education in relation to 
the ESG. 

2. A confirmation that Short Cycle (EQF 5) qualifications are considered as higher education and 
can be subject to the ESG. 

3. Greater care in qualification nomenclature issues. 
4. A confirmation of the place of Short Cycle qualifications in the QF-EHEA. 
5. More explicit attention to the QF-EHEA in our Certification Framework and reviews. 

We have also become aware of areas of further improvement and are implementing plans 
accordingly.  These include:   

1. Assistance to alternative providers in understanding and finding their place in national 
contexts. 

2. Improved communication with students, employers and international stakeholders in the 
field of theology regarding the EQF levels / QF-EHEA cycles and their international 
equivalencies. 

3. Enhanced stringency in site visits and review reports in evaluating compliance to the QF-EHEA 
cycle descriptors. 



1.4 - CONTRIBUTORS 

The editorial group for the current Focused Review SAR (FR-SAR) included Dr. Steffen Schulte 
(Chairman), Dr. Marvin Oxenham (General Secretary), Carmen Crouse (External Review Manager and 
Accreditation Director) and Dr Hubert Jurgensen (Accreditation Commission member). 

1.5 – SUPPORTING EVIDENCE  

This FR-SAR represents a concise overview of ECTE’s compliance to ESG 2.1, 3.1 and 3.3.  Supporting 
evidence is provided through links, footnotes and in the appendices. All are integral components of 
the FR-SAR. For ease of consultation, some documents are presented in the Appendices as 
screenshots (the original documents can be viewed on request). 

It is assumed that the review panel has already consulted all previous reference documentation, 
including the initial review report, EQAR’s responses and ECTE’s additional representation.   

A password protected area has been created on the ECTE website with a complete list of linked 

documents; see http://ecte.eu/2022-focused-review-sar/ - password ASIIN. 

2 - COMPLIANCE TO ESG 2.1 

This section of the SAR addresses the two concerns raised by the EQAR Review Committee related to 
ESG 2.1.  This section documents that: 

1. The entire ESG 1 is covered in ECTE reviews. 
2. ECTE programme accreditation adheres to the QF-EHEA descriptors as required for higher 

education qualifications.  

2.1 - ESG 1 IN ALL ECTE REVIEWS 

As argued in the ECTE Additional Representation, the ECTE has traditionally conducted integrated reviews. 
This is documented in published review reports before 20191 and in all Cyclical Review reports.2  When, 
between 2019 and March 2022 the two-phase review procedure was put in place for initial reviews, the 
procedure remained consistent in requiring that the full ESG 1 was be covered within a two-phase process.  
Due to the COVID pandemic, only one such initial review covering institutional standards alone has ever 
taken place.3  

In early 2022 the two-phase process was replaced by an integrated approach of institutional and 
programme accreditation for initial reviews. These revised policies reverted ECTE’s initial reviews to a one-
phase review covering the entire ESG 1 and can be found in ECTE Criteria and Procedures, Section 2.  It 
should be noted that these policies and procedures apply to all ECTE programme levels, all types of 
providers and all programme orientations.  

Table 1 below lists all the ECTE reviews in 2022 (completed and planned). It can be seen that from January 
2022 to the time of writing this report, 5 reviews have taken place: one was an initial review (that included 
both institutional and programme review), three were cyclical reviews (that included both institutional and 
programme review) and one was an institutional review (with the review of the programmes however 

 
1 http://ecte.eu/qa/reports/  
2 Cyclical Reviews have always covered both institutional and programme standards, hence the entire ESG 1.  These procedures were not 
revised in 2019 to adopt the two-phase process.  These can be seen here http://ecte.eu/reviewdirectory/  
3 IGW Zurich underwent an Institutional Review in May 2022. This is the only instance of a two-phase review process taking place with the 
Programme Review is already scheduled for May 2023. 

http://ecte.eu/2022-focused-review-sar/
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/ECTE-Additional-Representation.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Criteria-and-Procedures-1.pdf
http://ecte.eu/qa/reports/
http://ecte.eu/reviewdirectory/


already scheduled for May 2023).4  In the table, links are provided to the ECTE review directory where 
both the review report and the formal decisions from the Accreditation Commission can be found. 

Four of the completed reviews provide evidence that the ECTE can/and does perform integrated 
reviews that cover the entire ESG 1 for both cyclical reviews and initial reviews.  

Table 1: ECTE reviews in 2022 

Date Institution Type of review 

C
o

m
pl

et
ed

 

February Pars-London (UK) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial) and 
EQF 5 (Short Cycle) 

Initial review (Institution and 
Programmes) 

EEBC , Oradea (RO) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 7 - (Second Cycle), Research-
oriented 

Cyclical Review and Concept 
Accreditation (Institution and 
Programme) 

March TS Rheinland, Wolmersen (DE) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial) and 
EQF 5 (Short Cycle) 

Cyclical Review (Institution and 
Programmes) 

Bibelschule Brake, Lemgo (DE) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 6 (First Cycle), Practice-oriented 

Cyclical Review (Institution and 
Programme) 

May IGW, Zürich (CH) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 6 (First Cycle) and EQF 7 (Second 
Cycle)  - Practice-oriented 

Institutional Review (Institution with 
Programme Review Scheduled for 
May 2023)  

October Oxford Center for Religious and 
Public Life (UK) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial), EQF 
5 (Short Cycle) and EQF 6 (First Cycle) 
Practice Oriented 

Initial Review (Institution and 
Programmes) 

In
 p

re
p

ar
at

io
n

 
BSK Ostfildern (DE) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5 (Short Cycle) and EQF 6 (First 
Cycle), Practice-oriented 

Cyclical Review (Institution and 
Programmes) 

November ISTL-Tirana (AL) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 6 (First Cycle) , Practice-oriented 

Initial Review (Institution and 
Programmes) 

Bethlehem Bible College (PL) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial) and 
EQF 5 (Short Cycle), EQF 6 (First Cycle), 
EQF 7 (Second Cycle), Practice-oriented 

Cyclical Review and New Programme 
Review (Institution and Programmes) 

Concerning the four visits that are in preparation for October and November, two of these are 
integrated initial reviews under the revised policies.  Evidence of the implementation of this practice 
can be seen by: 

1. The letters of authorisation from the Accreditation Director (referring to the review 
of both institutional and programme standards). 5 

 
4 IGW Zurich, see footnote n.2 above.  Evidence is available that ISTL Zurich has already applied for programme accreditation and that 
preparations for the review process are underway.  
5 See Appendix A for the etter of authorization for the ISTL-Tirana integrated initial reviews.  

http://ecte.eu/pars-theological-centre/
http://ecte.eu/eastern-european-bible-college/
http://ecte.eu/theologisches-seminar-rheinland/
http://ecte.eu/bibelschule-brake/
http://ecte.eu/institut-fur-gemeindeorientierte-weiterbildung/


2. Self Evaluation Reports that have been submitted by the institutions (responding to 
both institutional and programme standards).6 

On the basis of this evidence, it can be seen that the ECTE is conducting integrated reviews covering 
the entire ESG 1.  

ECTE Standards and Guidelines are applied to all programmes under review, irrespective of the 
learning level. It can be noted that the evidence above has included a) programmes at EQF 5-Partial 
(Short Cycle-Partial) and EQF 5 (Short Cycle), b) programmes delivered by alternative providers, and c) 
practice-oriented programmes.  

2.2 – ADHERENCE TO QF-EHEA DESCRIPTORS 

In this section, evidence will be provided that the qualifications in the ECTE Certification Framework 
are being accredited at higher education level in adherence to the QF-EHEA descriptors. 

2.2.1 - Policies and documentation related to the Dublin Descriptors/QF-EHEA learning outcomes (the 
theory) 

ECTE policies have supported the use of the Dublin Descriptors7/QF-EHEA since 2005. 

The first reference to the Dublin Descriptors appeared in the 2005 EEAA Manual (before the name 
change to ECTE).  Here, Standard 2.2.7 required: ‘reference to the Dublin Descriptors in defining 
learning outcomes’. A long section follows in that document, explaining what the Dublin Descriptors 
are and providing a table with the descriptors/learning outcomes mapped onto the Short, First and 
Second Cycle. A special appendix (4.3) was also provided at the time, giving practical examples and 
guidance on how to use the Dublin Descriptors in building a curriculum.  Since then, this has been 
consistently covered in ECTE reviews and can be substantiated in older review reports.  

The new Standards and Guidelines, published in 2019, feature a direct quote from ESG 1.2 in 

Standard B.2.1 as it relates to the QF-EHEA: ‘The qualification resulting from a programme should be 

clearly specified and communicated and refer to the correct level of the national qualifications 
framework for higher education and, consequently, to the Framework for Qualifications of the 

European Higher Education Area’.8 To reinforce this alignment with ESG 1.2, Standard B.2.2 

prescribes that programmes ‘must reflect the four purposes of higher education as determined by the 
Council of Europe’.   

Additional explanatory guidance about using the Dublin Descriptors/QF-EHEA learning outcomes are 
published in a separate document, entitled Guidelines for Programme Design and use of ECTS.  These 
guidelines are reference materials for both institutions and Visiting Evaluation Teams (VETs)9 
performing review visits. 

Even with the changes that have occurred in ECTE’s taxonomy of qualifications (namely, the shift from 
Certificate-Diploma-Bachelor-Master to EQF levels/QF-EHEA cycles), ECTE’s committment to 
programme design and delivery based on the Dublin Descriptors/QF-EHEA learning outcomes has 
remained unchanged since 2005.  

 
6 See Appendix B for the Table of Contents in the 2022 initial review SER of the Oxford Center for Religious and Public Life, covering both 
institutional and programme accreditation.  
7 In this section, the Dublin Descriptors are considered as the precursor and equivalent to the QF-EHEA. 
8 This is a direct quote from ESG 1.2 
9 See Appendix C for a screenshot of the online VET training course where the VETs engage with the Guidelines for Programme Design and 
use of ECTS 

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/ECTE-Certification-Framework.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/EEAA-Manual-2005.pdf
http://ecte.eu/qa/standards/
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Guidelines-for-Programme-Design-and-Using-ECTS.pdf


It should be noted that this applies without distinction: a) to all ECTE programmes (including EQF 
5/Short Cycle-Partial, EQF 5/Short Cycle and EQF 7/Second Cycle-Partial), b) to both higher education 
institutions and alternative providers and c) to research and practice-oriented programmes. 

2.2.2 – Review activities related to the Dublin Descriptors/QF-EHEA learning outcomes (the practice) 

Evidence of practice of the implementation of the QF-EHEA framework in compliance to ESG 2.1 can 
be seen throught ECTE review reports.  

Compliance to ECTE Standards B.2.1 and B.2.2 that concern implementation of the QF-EHEA and of 
the four purposes of higher education have been examined in Table 2 below concerning reports from 
from 2019-2022.10  

Table 2: Compliance to Standards B.2.1 and B.2.2 (2019-2022 ECTE reviews) 

 Programmes 
reviewed 

Nature of 
providers11: 

Level of programmes Programme orientation 

Fully compliant 16 
Alternative 
providers: 7 

EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial): 1 
EQF 5 (Short Cycle): 1 
EQF 6 (First Cycle): 5 
EQF 7 (Second Cycle): 912 

Practice-oriented: 13 
Research-oriented: 3 

Substantially 
compliant 

4 
Alternative 
providers: 2 

EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial): 1 
EQF 5 (Short Cycle): 1 
EQF 6 (First Cycle): 2 

Practice-oriented: 4 

Non-compliant 3 
Alternative 
providers: 1 

EQF 7 (Second Cycle): 4 Practice-oriented: 3 

Table 2: Compliance to Standards B.2.1 and B.2.2 (2019-2022 ECTE reviews) 

Table 2 shows that all levels/cycles (including the former Certificate and Diploma levels), all providers 
(including alternative providers) and all programme orientations (including practice-oriented 
programmes) are being reviewed for compliance to ESG 1.2. 

As the summary graph further indicates that 
review reports indicate ECTE institutions are 
generally compliant in aligning their 
programme outcomes to the QF-EHEA. 

 

In the next table, more detailed examples are provided, including quotations from ECTE Review 
Reports (links to the reports are included) and other relevant documents. 

Table 3: Examples of the use of Dublin Descriptors/QF-EHEA learning outcomes in reviews 

Date Provider Provider, level and 
orientation 

Quotations 

2022 Oxford Centre for 
Religion and Public 
Life / The 
Shepherd’s 
Academy (UK) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial), EQF 5 
(Short Cycle) and EQF 

This review is due to take place in October 2022.  With its SER, the institution 
has submitted an Annex QF-EHEA in TSA Programme Design.  This can be 
viewed in Appendix D. 

 
10 Compliance rating in the Review Reports concerns in the overall standard 2 on Curriculum Development, if there are no specific 
recommendations or requirements for standards B.2.1 or B.2.2, the data in the chart is classified as ‘fully compliant’. 
11 Several institutions had multiple programmes – this table only features only the number of institutions involved.  
12 Two these programmes were jointly reviewed with the NVAO who agreed with the judgment of full compliance in the standard of 
‘Outcomes and fitness for purpose’  



6 (First Cycle) Practice 
Oriented 

2022 Bibelschule Brake 
(DE) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 6 (First Cycle) 

Practice oriented 

Review Report recommendation in 2017: ‘The school should focus its 
teaching and learning in a stronger way in line with the Dublin Descriptors at 
the Bachelor level’ 

In the 2021 Cyclical Review SER, the school writes: ‘Bibelschule Brake is on its 
way to strengthening adult education principles in line with the Dublin 
Descriptors. Necessary steps were made in the past (cf. for example, => 
»Educational philosophy and adult pedagogy (B.3.1)« in this C-SER). 
Nevertheless, the school and its leadership team are aware that there is a 
way to go in this regard’ 

Review Report in 2022: ‘(the school) has sought to strengthen adult 
education principles in line with the Dublin Descriptors’ 

2022 TSR (DE) Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial) and EQF 
5 (Short Cycle) 

Recommendation from 2017 Review Report: ‘To look again at the Dublin 
Descriptors and make sure that the learning outcomes reflect the respective 
academic level… To review assessment tasks as well as the assessment 
procedures in light of the required academic competences defined in the 
Dublin Descriptors’ (p.3). 

In the 2021 Cyclical Review SER, the school writes: ‘We worked on that 
(Dublin Descriptor outcomes) and formulated new learning outcomes for our 
programmes… (also) improved the variety of assessment methods according 
to the Dublin Descriptors ’ (p.3) 

Review Report in 2021: ‘Learning activities and ways of assessment vary 
depending on the course content, the school year (according to Dublin 
descriptors) and the intended learning outcomes’ (p 37). Also, ‘The 
qualification resulting from the TSR programme… indicates comparability to 
the correct level of the national qualifications framework for higher 
education and, consequently, to the Framework for Qualifications of the 
European Higher Education Area’ (p.46) 

2022 Colegiul Biblic Est 
European (RO) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 7 (Second Cycle) 

Research-oriented 

Review Report concerning standard B1: ‘The level described by the Dublin 
Descriptors for an EQF Level 7 programme is observed in the design of the 
individual modules’ (p.24).  And concerning standard B2: ‘The programme is 
geared to the Framework for Qualifications of European Higher 
Education’ (p.25). 

2022 Pars Theological 
Seminary 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial) and EQF 
5 (Short Cycle)  

Review Report concerning standard 3.2.3 in 2018 Manual:13  ‘The programme 
was found to be fully compliant in all areas specified by the standard.’ (p.22) 

2022 Jordan Evangelical 
Theological 
Seminary (JO) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 7 (Second Cycle) 

Practice-oriented 

Review Report Requirement following non-compliance: ‘That the research 
component in the programmes on Master level be strengthened … to bring 
these programmes into conformity with ECTE standards and guidelines and 
the Dublin Descriptors’ (p.69) 

2021 Tyndale Theological 
Seminary (NL) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 7 (Second Cycle) 

Practice oriented 

Review Report (joint report with the NVAO):  ‘Both degrees meet the 
framework of qualifications in the EHEA/Dublin Descriptors’  (p.21) 

2021 STB Beatenberg (DE) Alternative Provider 

EQF 6 (First Cycle) 

Practice oriented 

2014 Review Report Recommendation to develop: ‘… higher levels of 
cognition (and thus implementing the Dublin Descriptors’ requirements for 
Bachelor level degrees).’ 

2021 Review Report: ‘The programme is geared to the Framework for 
Qualifications of the European Higher Education Area.’ (p.24) 

2021 Ukrainan Evangelical 
Theological 
Seminary (UKR) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 6 (First Cycle) and 
EQF 7 (Second Cycle) 

Practice oriented 

Review Report commenting Standard 2:  ‘The VET found both BTh programs 
and the MTL in full compliance with ECTE standards in regard to learning 
outcomes.’ (p.32) 

 
13 This review was initiated in 2018 under the previous accreditation Manual before the current version of the ECTE Standards and 
Guidelines.  Standard 3.2.3 on Programme development includes specific reference to learning outcomes and the Dublin Descriptors.  

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/3.16-school-review-form-Brake-2017.docx
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/2022-Review-report-Lemgo.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/3.10-Wolmersen-School-Review-Form-TSR-February-2017.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/2022-Review-report-Rheinland.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/2022-06_EEBC-Oradea-Final-Review-Report.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/2022-Review-Report-PARS.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/2021-Review-Report-Amman.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/2021-Review-Report-Badhoevedorp.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/2015-Review-Report-Beatenberg.doc
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/2021-Review-Report-Beatenberg.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/2021-Review-Report-Kiev.pdf


2021 Greek Bible College 
(GR) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial) 

In 2021 SER, the school writes that faculty are given a template to revise 
learning outcomes that ‘contains instructions to follow in constructing a 
syllabus, reminding faculty of the Dublin Descriptors as to how they connect 
learning activities and assessment to learning outcomes. While there is still 
room for improvement, all the important structural steps in this direction 
have been made.’ (p.15)  ‘The learning outcomes of the one-year program 
have been formulated based on the Dublin Descriptors, making sure that all 
components are contained.’ (p.14) 

Review Report 2021 indicates ‘substantial compliance’ to Standard 2. 

2019 Evangelical 
Theological 
Seminary in Cairo 
(EG) 

Alternative Provider  

EQF 7-Partial (Second 
Cycle Parrtial), EQF 7 
(Second Cycle) 
practice-oriented and 
EQF 7 (Second Cycle) 
research-oriented 

Accreditation Commission decision: ‘We recommend that the school 
formulate clearly distinguished learning outcomes for each degree program, 
as well as tracks of each program where those tracks are clearly distinct in 
nature’. 

The insitution has responded with a table/curriculum map, outlining where 
each descriptor is developed in the programmes.  See Appendix E. 

2019 International Baptist 
Theological 
Seminary (NL) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 7-Partial (Second 
Cycle-Partial) 

In the 2019 SER, the institution indicates that it has used the Dublin 
Descriptors to devise the programme learning outcomes (p.18). 14 

Review Report 2019, the programme scored full compliance in the areas of 
‘appropriate understanding of outcomes, procedures for setting learning 
outcomes and learning outcomes used appropriately to build curriculum’ 
(p.4) 

2019 Istituto Biblico 
Evangelico Italiano 
(IT) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial) – online 
delivery 

In the 2019 SER, the school includes section 3.3 concerning programme 
development is entitled Relationship with the Dublin Descriptor’ in which it 
claims that the ‘learning outcomes cover the same ground as the Dublin 
Descriptors, as applied to the disciplines of Christian theology and Christian 
Ministry’ (p.9).15 

Review Report 2019, the programme scored full compliance in the area of 
outcomes, and the VET commended the institution for ‘excellent work done 
in the area of learning outcomes as integrated into the curriculum and 
learning activities.  The process has involved a great deal of work on the part 
of both faculty and the Vice-President of academic affairs’ (p.4). 

2019 Arab Baptist 
Theological 
Seminary (LB) 

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial) and 
practice-oriented EQF 
6 (First Cycle) 

The 2019 SER (covering several programmes) indicates that the school has 
‘sought to write outcomes on the Dublin Descriptor framework’ and that it 
has developed Grade Descriptors that are ‘adapted directly from the Dublin 
Descriptors’16. This is an example of good practice in outcome assessment. 

Review Report 2019 (for the EQF 5-Partial programme) indicates that ‘the 
learning outcomes are well developed and documented… however the 
cognitive learning outcomes indicate an elementary level of reasoning’. A 
recommendation ensued to develop these learning outcomes further (p.4) 

2018 Tilsley College (UK) Alternative Provider 

Practice-oriented EQF 
6 (First Cycle) 

Review Report recommendation: ‘The curriculum reflects the learning 
outcomes described in the different module descriptors. However, the Dublin 
Descriptors (Manual p. 89) for Bachelor students should be applied in all 
aspects to define learning outcomes...’ 

Institutional response in APR 2020 ‘A number of new descriptors have been 
written and some are being worked on at the moment’.  APR 2022 ‘Module 
descriptors are nearing completion and will be finished by December 2022’. 

 
14 See Appendix F for the full listing of IBTSC programme outcomes.  These are outcomes for a EQF 7 Partial / Second Cycle Partial (formerly 
Postgraduate Certificate) programme. IBTSC is an alternative provider of higher education.  
15 The list of learning outcomes include: knowledge of theological content, ability to correlate content to the world and personal life, 
familiatity with systematic theology to contribute to personal convictions and practical application, awareness of the dynamics of 
community life, acquire instruments of personal growth, acquire basic study methods, develp ability to teach and communicate in the 
context of daily relationships, learn how to plan, execut and evaluate projects, grow in character in the context of academic achievement (p-
9.10) 
16 See Appendix G for the Grades and Grading Standards of ABTS.  The screenshot refers to a EQF 6 / First Cycle practice-oriented 
programme. 

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/2022-02_Review-Report_GBC-Athens.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/ECTE-Accreditation-ETSC-2021.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/IBTS-Accreditation-Review-Report-Postgraduate-Certificate.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/ECTE-School-Review-Form-DL-online2-IBEI-2019.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/ABTS-Visitation-Report-BTh-Cert-Dipl-2019.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/3.6-School-Review-Tilsley-2018.pdf


2017 European Nazarene 
College (DE and 
satellite campuses)  

Alternative Provider 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial) and EQF 
5 (Short Cycle) 

In the 2017 SER, the school writes: ‘EuNC’s outcome statements have a direct 
correspondence to the five areas of the Dublin Descriptors... Please see 
below the correspondence between the Dublin Descriptors and EuNC’s 
outcomes.’17 

- Knowledge and understanding - CN1-4; CT3; CT5 
- Ability to apply knowledge and understanding  CP1,3, 4; CH1; CT4 
- Ability to formulate judgments and solve problems - CP5-6 
- Ability to communicate - CP2; CT1-2 
- Autonomy in learning skills- CN6 

Review Report in 2017, the programme scored full compliance in the areas of 
‘appropriate understanding of outcomes, procedures for setting learning 
outcomes and learning outcomes used appropriately to build curriculum’ 
(p.4) 

2017  Evangelical 
Theological 
Seminary (CR) 

Higher Education 
Institution 

EQF 5-Partial (Short 
Cycle-Partial) and EQF 
6 (First Cycle) and EQF 
7 (Second Cycle) 

Research-oriented 
(First and Second 
Cycle) 

Review Report 2017: ‘Dublin Descriptors for the two programmes are 
embedded into the syllabi of all courses in the curricula.  All learning 
outcomes are clearly defined and expressed in areas of competence… ETS 
has yet to develop a curriculum for the one-year certificate programme’. (p.4) 

Requirement from the Review Report 2017: ‘Work out a complete curriculum 

for the one-year Certificate programme’ (p.9) 

Follow up from the school: the curriculum of the Certificate programme 
including programme learning outcomes was sent only in 2020 and the 
programme was then fully accredited.18 

The data in Table 3 and the supporting appendices document that ECTE reviews are generally 
consistent in verifying the use of the Dublin Descriptors/QF-EHEA learning outcomes. This data 
matches the perception of alternative providers. In response to a query in the 2022 Annual Progress 
Report concerning standard B.5.1 and the use of the QF-EHEA, 69% self-assessed as fully compliant 
and 27% as substantially compliant. 

From the examples in Table 3, in can be noted that reviews using the Dublin Descriptors/QF-EHEA 
learning outcomes include: 

o All programmes, including levels: EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial)(formally 
Certificate), EQF 5 (Short Cycle)(formally Diploma) and EQF 7-Partial (Second Cycle 
Partial)(formally Postgraduate Certificate). 

o All providers, including alternative providers. 
o All orientations, including practice-oriented programmes.  Concerning this kind of 

programme, ECTE considers them higher education programmes.  The distinction 
between practice and research-orientation in the ECTE Certification Framework is 
made following the definition of a ‘profile’ in the Copenhagen Conference 2003 as 
‘sharing a common emphasis or purpose (e.g. an applied vocational as opposed to 
more theoretical academic studies’ (p.13).19  This distinction appears again in the 
Bergen Communiqué, 200520 and in the EHEA glossary.21  The ISCED 2011 
classification makes the differentiation of higher education programmes even clearer, 
with two ‘orientation’ categories of ‘academic’ and ‘professional’.22  See more in the 
Guidelines for Distinguishing Research and Practice Oriented Programmes and in 
section 2.3 of the Additional Representation to the Register Committee. 

 
17 See Appendix H for the full listing of EuNC programme outcomes.  These are outcomes for EQF 5 / Short Cycle (formerly Diploma) and EQF 
5 Partial/ Short Cycle Partial (formerly Certificate) programmes. EunC is an alternative provider of higher education.  
18 See Appendix I for the learning outcomes of the ETF Osijelk EQF 5 Partial/ Short Cycle Partial (formerly Certificate). These are drawn from 
the Certificate Programme in Religious Education programme whose overall aim is to ‘is to educate those acting as teachers and to assist 
them in acquiring pedagogical competences’ (p.1). 
19 http://ehea.info/media.ehea.info/file/Qualifications_framework_Copenhagen_2005/27/8/050113-14_General_report_578278.pdf 
20 http://ehea.info/media.ehea.info/file/WG_Frameworks_qualification/71/0/050218_QF_EHEA_580710.pdf 
21 http://ehea.info/cid102846/glossary-qualifications-frameworks-2005.html 
22 http://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/international-standard-classification-of-education-isced-2011-en.pdf 

 

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/3.1-EuNC-School-Review-form.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Osijek-ETS-School-Review-Form-Candidacy-Visit-2017.pdf
http://ecte.eu/qa/forms/apr/
http://ecte.eu/qa/forms/apr/
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2020/07/Guidelines-in-Distinguishing-Research-and-Practice-Oriented-Programmes.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/ECTE-Additional-Representation.pdf
http://ehea.info/media.ehea.info/file/Qualifications_framework_Copenhagen_2005/27/8/050113-14_General_report_578278.pdf
http://ehea.info/media.ehea.info/file/WG_Frameworks_qualification/71/0/050218_QF_EHEA_580710.pdf
http://ehea.info/cid102846/glossary-qualifications-frameworks-2005.html
http://uis.unesco.org/sites/default/files/documents/international-standard-classification-of-education-isced-2011-en.pdf


2.2.3 – Envisioned developments 

The ECTE is keen to enhance the place of the QF-EHEA descriptors in its accreditation activities and to 
help institutions (especially alternative providers) further develop and deliver quality higher education 
learning opportunities.  To do so, the following developments are taking place: 

- Enhanced reference has been made to the QF-EHEA in the ECTE Certification Framework 
which now includes a specific listing of the descriptors for each cycle. 

- The Guidelines for Programme Design and use of ECTS have been updated to make reference 
to the lastest version of the QF-EHEA (Appendix III, Pariws Communiqué, 2018). 

- During the Summer of 2022, the Accreditation Director has informed institutions about the 
areas of particular focus in upcoming reviews, which include careful attention to ‘how the 
learning outcomes of your qualification align with the QF-EHEA… formerly referred to as the 
“Dublin Descriptors” (excerpt from response template of the AD to APRs). 

- For upcoming reviews, the Accreditation Director will ensure that Institutions beginning to 
prepare their SERs and respective VETs receive substantial briefings relating to this part of the 
review, among others. 

- In the VET-training workshop scheduled for March 2023, the main component will focus on 
QF-EHEA learning outcomes in programme accreditation. 

3. COMPLIANCE TO ESG 3.1 

In its Additional Representation, the ECTE submitted a set of changes to enhance the transparency 
around the institutional status of alternative providers.  This section provides evidence of the 
implementation and impact of these new policies.  

3.1 - IMPLEMENTATION WITHIN THE ECTE 

Implementation has first of all taken place in the ECTE’s public representation.  The ECTE website has 
undergone a revision to ensure clarity of communication related to the status of its accredited 
institutions.  Sections that illustrate this are: 

-  ‘As a cross-border QA agency, the ECTE serves both higher education institutions and alternative 
providers of higher education learning opportunities, but the ECTE does not determine the status 

of institutions nor their ability to award formal degrees.’  http://ecte.eu/introducing/identity-
and-mission/history-and-official-status/  

- ‘An important distinction is made in European higher education between higher education 
institutions (HEIs) and alternative providers of higher education (APs). Both kinds of institutions 

offer educational opportunities with learning outcomes at higher education level… However, a 
higher education institution (HEI) can award formal degrees with protected degree nomenclature 
recognised by local authorities, an alternative provider of higher education (AP) does not award 
formal degrees. The ECTE recognises this important distinction and aims to determine only the 
quality and level of learning opportunities as defined by the QF-EHEA and not the status of 

institutions nor their ability to award formal degree...’ http://ecte.eu/ecte-accreditation/ecte-
accreditation-and-institutional-status/  

- ‘As a cross-border agency, the ECTE aims to determine the quality and level of learning 

opportunities as outlined in both the EQF at levels 5, 6 and 7 and in the QF-EHEA for the Short 

Cycle, First Cycle and Second Cycle, but does not determine the status of institutions nor their 

ability to award formal degrees’. http://ecte.eu/qa/  

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/ECTE-Certification-Framework.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Guidelines-for-Programme-Design-and-Using-ECTS.pdf
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/ECTE-Additional-Representation.pdf
http://ecte.eu/introducing/identity-and-mission/history-and-official-status/
http://ecte.eu/introducing/identity-and-mission/history-and-official-status/
http://ecte.eu/ecte-accreditation/ecte-accreditation-and-institutional-status/
http://ecte.eu/ecte-accreditation/ecte-accreditation-and-institutional-status/
http://ecte.eu/qa/


The most fundamental evidence of implementation can be seen in the ECTE Review Directory, that 
has been revised to: 

- List the provider status of each accredited institution as either ‘higher education institution’ 
or ‘alternative provider of higher education’. 

- Remove the use of protected nomenclature in favour of EQF/QF-EHEA levels. 
- Specify whether programmes are recognized by local HE authorities or not. 

All published ECTE documents have been revised to ensure coherence in the use of institutional 
status categories.   

The ECTE VETs have also had a training session (23-24 June 2022) on the issues of institutional status 
and qualification nomenclature (see the instructional video circulated to all VETs).  

3.2 - IMPLEMENTATION AND IMPACT IN ECTE ACCREDITED INSTITUTIONS  

Three lines of evidence are presented regarding the implementation and impact of these new policies 
within the ECTE accredited institutions.  

3.2.1 – Data from Review Reports. As outlined in the Additional Representation, the ECTE performed 
an analysis of review reports over the last 5 years concerning compliance to standard A.1.2.  Of 28 
institutions, 24 were judged as compliant, 3 were judged as partially compliant, and 1 was judged as 
non-compliant.23 Successive analysis of the five reviews that have taken place in 2022 (see section 2.1 
above in this report) reveal that two have been rated as fully compliant24 and three as partially 
compliant.  

3.2.2 – Self-evaluation by institutions. During the summer of 2022, accredited institutions (including 
all alternative providers) were asked to respond to specific queries related to ESG 3.1 in their the 
2022 Annual Progress Report (APR).  77% indicated that they describe their formal status consistently 
and transparently, 96% claimed to be fully compliant to ECTE standard A.1.2. 25 

3.2.3 - Changes in websites.  During the Spring/Summer of 2022, the ECTE asked alternative providers 
to use a precise formulation in describing their status on their websites and to amend any misleading 
nomenclature issues. It was suggested to use the following wording: 

‘(name of institution) has obtained institutional accreditation from the European Council for Theological 
Education (ECTE) as an alternative provider of higher education in (year) together with programme 
accreditation for the following programmes (name of accredited programmes, EQF and QF-EHEA levels, 
year of accreditation). ECTE accreditation of alternative providers of higher education indicates that the 
learning opportunities offered by (name of institution) are compliant with the European Standards and 
Guidelines for higher education and attests to the level of the learning opportunities according to the 
EQF/QF-EHEA. Further information can be found here (include link to the institution’s directory listing on 
the ECTE website)’.6  

In reponse to this request, 85% of ECTE alternative providers have changed their public information, 
enhancing transparency about their status and removing potentially confusing qualification 
nomenclature in their advertising.26 Table 4 below provides links to the newly published status 
statements:  

 

 
23 See Appendix J for detailed data. 
24 For Oradea EEBC, for example, the report specifies that ‘EEBC understands itself as an alternative provider of tertiary evangelical 
theological education (p.13). The Pars – London review used the pre-2019 standards that did feature A.1.2, but they have engaged with the 
requirements around status as can be seen in their website where they make their status as alternative provider. 
25 See charts with response data in Appendix K. 
26 Follow up is in place with the four institutions that have not yet complied yet. 

http://ecte.eu/reviewdirectory/
https://youtu.be/b2gP8-mT40k
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/ECTE-Additional-Representation.pdf
http://ecte.eu/qa/forms/apr/
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/08/2022-06_EEBC-Oradea-Final-Review-Report.pdf
https://parstheology.org/school/#accreditation


Table 4 – Links to status statements by alternative providers 

- ABTS -Beirut (LB) 
- Pars – London (UK) 
- EEBC -Oradea (RO) 
- Tisley College - Motherwell (UK) 
- IBEI - Rome (IT) 
- Tyndale Theological Seminary - 

Bergneustadt  (NL) 
- ETSC - Cairo (EG) 
- Bibleschule Brake - Lemgo (DE) 
- Cornertsone Centre for 

Intercultural Studies - Beugen (NL) 
- TTS – Badhoevedorp (NL) 

 

- STB - Beatenberg (CH) 
- JETS - Amman (JO) 
- TSR - Woelmersen (DE) 
- TSA - Adelshofen (DE) 
- ETS - Freudenstadt (DE) 
- ISTL - Zurich (CH)  
- Bibliski Institut - Zagreb (CR) 
- GRBC - Athens (GR) 
- EUNC - Gelnhausen (DE) 
- BSK- Ostfildern (DE) 
- IBTSC - Amsterdam  (NL) 
- STB – Lisbon (PT) 

In sum, the impact of ECTE’s new policies aiming at ESG 3.1 compliance have produced a greater 
awareness in alternative providers about issues related to institutional status and impacted 
transparency in public information to enhance trust.  

4. COMPLIANCE TO ESG 3.3 

This section provides evidence of the impact in practice of the set of changes that the ECTE described 
in its additional representation addressing issues of independence.   

4.1 – ACCREDITATION COMMISSION POLICIES 

- The Governance structure of the ECTE has been modified to include an Accreditation 
Commission. 

- The document Operations and Organisation 2021, introduces: 
o Restructuring the functions and composition of the ECTE Council that no longer 

include accreditation decisions. 
o Creation of an Accreditation Commission that selects and approves the composition 

of VET panels, makes and communicates accreditation decisions based on the Final 
Review Reports and any additional documentation as needed, oversees the 
accreditation follow-up process, in particular related to requirements. 

o Revision of staff functions, with particular attention to the new role of Accreditation 
Director and the functions of the Review Secretary and the General Secretary as 
relates to accreditation activities (Job Descriptions available upon request). 

o Revision of Visitation Evaluation Teams composition and involvement in follow-up. 
o Revised organisational chart (reflecting the changes above). 

 

https://abtslebanon.org/about/accreditation-affiliation/
https://parstheology.org/school/#accreditation
https://cbee.ro/despre-cbee-2/
https://glo-europe.org/tilsleycollege/accreditation/
https://www.ibei.it/en/education
https://www.wiedenest.de/bta/#tab-1024-1
https://www.wiedenest.de/bta/#tab-1024-1
https://etsc.org/ar/home-5/
https://www.bibelschule-brake.de/ausbildung
https://www.cornerstonecollege.eu/accreditation/
https://www.cornerstonecollege.eu/accreditation/
https://tyndale-europe.edu/academics/academic-programs/
https://sbt.education/SGM/Akkreditierung
http://www.jets.edu/
https://tsr.de/ueber-uns/unsere-partner/
https://www.lza.de/theologisches-seminar/1-fachschule-bth-aequ
https://ets-kniebis.de/about
https://www.istl.net/das-ist-istl/akkreditation/#akkreditierung-&-mitgliedschaften
https://www.bizg.hr/o-nama/
https://www.grbc.gr/en/greek-program/
https://www.eunc.edu/accreditation/
https://bibelstudienkolleg.de/akkreditierung/
https://www.ibts.eu/research-community/research-overview
https://seminariobaptista.com.pt/ano-1617/acreditacao/
http://ecte.eu/introducing/organisation/governance/
http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/Operations-and-Organisation-2021.pdf


- Additional Accreditation Commission Policies and Procedures have been produced, approved 
by the Council and published. 

- The published Staff Policy and staff listing include the new role of the Accreditation Director. 
- To consolidate these changes that are already operational, the Statutes of the ECTE will be 

formally revised and approved during the 2023 General Assembly. 

4.2 – ACCREDITATION COMMISSION PRACTICES 

- As of 2022, Accredidation Commission members are excluded from participating in site visits 
as VETs. See the full ECTE VET directory where no names of Accreditation commission 
members appear.  A full listing of 2022 VET panel members is available in Appendix L.  

- From January 2022 to the date of writing, the Accreditation Commission has met eight times 
and made accreditation decisions for ten reviews.27 The fulfilment of requirements by four 
institutions from previous reviews was also assessed.  In addition, the AC has determined the 
composition of all VET panels. A full set of Accreditation Commission Minutes is available 
upon request.  

- An Accreditation Director in the person of Carmen Crouse was hired in January of 2022.  This 
is a 0.7 staff position. 

- The Accreditation Director has consistently communicated to all institutions in matters of site 
visits, review outcomes and decisions and follow up to include visitation feedback collection 
from institutions and VET-members. 

- A second Review Secretary was contracted in April of 2022, doubling ECTE’s capacity for 
reviews. 

- Regular AC staff meetings ensure timely attention to matters arising. A full set of minutes is 
available upon request. 

- Reports by the Accreditation Director to Council include as standing items: 
o Links to the minutes of all AC meetings 
o Accreditation decisions made and forthcoming 
o Calendar of upcoming visits 
o Presentation of new VET candidates  
o Overview of new VETs and their perspectives 

  

 
27 These fomal decisions are published in the ECTE Review Directory.  See, example, ETSC Cairo, GRBC Athens, or TTS Badhoevedorp.  

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/Accreditation-Commission-Policies-and-Procedures.pdf
http://ecte.eu/introducing/organisation/staff/
http://ecte.eu/introducing/organisation/vet-listing/
http://ecte.eu/reviewdirectory/
http://ecte.eu/evangelical-theological-seminary-in-cairo/
http://ecte.eu/greek-bible-college/
http://ecte.eu/tyndale-theological-seminary/


APPENDICES 

APPENDIX A - AUTHORISATION LETTER FOR INTEGRATED INITIAL REVIEW 

This is the letter of authorization for the International School of Theology and Leadership -Tirana 
integrated initial review in October 2022, covering both institutional and programme standards.  

 
  



APPENDIX B - TABLE OF CONTENTS OF OCRPL, OXFORD INITIAL REVIEW SER  

This is the index of the Self Evaluation Report submitted by the Oxford Centre for Religion and Public 
Life for an October 2022 review.  It can be seen that it responds to all of the ECTE standards 
(Institutional and Programme) covering the entire ESG. 

 
  



APPENDIX C -  VET TRAINING IN DUBLIN DESCRIPTORS/QF-EHEA DESCRIPTORS 

This is a screenshot of the online ECTE VET Training course, where the VETs engage with training in 
the use of the Dublin Descriptor/QF-EHEA. 

 
  

https://icete.academy/course/view.php?id=135


APPENDIX D – OCRPL, OXFORD MAPPING OF QF-EHEA DESCRIPTORS IN AN INITIAL REVIEW 

SER (SHORT CYCLE PARTIAL, SHORT CYCLE, FIRST CYCLE) 

The following are screenshots of the annex QF-EHEA in TSA Programme Design submitted with the SER of the alternative 
provider Oxford Centre for Religion and Public Life / The Shepherd’s Academy (UK) for EQF 5-Partial (Short Cycle-Partial) and 
EQF 5 (Short Cycle) programme review. This review is due to take place in October 2022.  

+  





 





 

 

 



APPENDIX E– ETSC, CAIRO CURRICULUM MAP WITH QF-EHEA DESCRIPTORS (SECOND CYCLE 

PROGRAMME) 

The following screenshot is the Curriculum Map for the ETSC MLM programme EQF 7 (Second Cycle)  submitted by the 
Evangelical Theological Seminary in Cairo in response to the 2021 recommendation from the Accreditation Commission 
(following from the Review Report) to better define learning outcomes (there are also other outcomes in the map, but only 
those related to the QF-EHEA descriptors are represented below) 

 

  



APPENDIX F – IBTSC, AMSTERDAM LEARNING OUTCOMES MATCHING THE QF-EHEA 

DESCRIPTORS (SECOND CYCLE PARTIAL PROGRAMME) 

The following are the learning outcomes submitted in the SER of the International Baptist Theological 
Seminary (NL) for a EQF 7-Partial (Second Cycle-Partial)(formerly Postgraduate Certificate) 
programme. These were included as an annex to the 2019 SER. 

 

  



APPENDIX G –  ABTS, BEIRUT GRADES AND GRADING STANDARDS RELATED TO DUBLIN 

DESCRIPTOR (SHORT CYCLE PARTIAL, SHORT CYCLE AND FIRST CYCLE PROGRAMMES) 

The following are the Grades and Grading Standards submitted by the Arab Baptist Theological 
Seminary in its 2019 SER 2019 for an EQF 6 / First Cycle, practice-oriented programme (SER p. 419 and 
420).  The institution indicates that the same assessment criteria are also used for its EQF 5-Partial 
(Short Cycle-Partial) and EQF 5 (Short Cycle) programmes that are also accredited by the ECTE.28 

 

 
  

 
28  The screenshot refers to the EQF 6 / First Cycle practice-oriented programme. However, the institution writes: '(the) Diploma in Theology 
[DipTh] and Certificate in Theology [CertTh] entry requirements and student expectations are identical to the entry requirements and 
student expectations for Bachelor of Theology [BTh] students. The difference between these three programs of study is a matter of quantity 
not quality’. (ABTS SER p.419) 



APPENDIX H – EUNC, GELNHAUSEN LEARNING OUTCOMES MATCHING QF-EHEA DESCRIPTORS 

(SHORT CYCLE AND SHORT CYCLE PARTIAL PROGRAMME) 

This is an example of QF-EHEA outcomes for EQF 5 / Short Cycle (formerly Diploma) and EQF 5 Partial/ 
Short Cycle Partial (formerly Certificate) programmes being adopted by an alternative provider of 
higher education.  This example is taken from the Self Evaluation Report of the European Nazarene 
College in 2017. In the SER, the school writes: ‘EuNC’s outcome statements have a direct 
correspondence to the five areas of the Dublin Descriptors… Please see below the correspondence 
between the Dublin Descriptors and EuNC’s outcomes: 

- Knowledge and understanding - CN1-4; CT3; CT5 
- Ability to apply knowledge and understanding  CP1,3, 4; CH1; CT4 
- Ability to formulate judgments and solve problems - CP5-6 
- Ability to communicate - CP2; CT1-2 
- Autonomy in learning skills- CN6 

The Review Report of 2017 (p.4) indicates ‘full compliance’ to Standard 3 of the 2018 ECTE Manual 
(which makes explicit reference to the Dublin Descriptors in designing outcomes).  

 

 

 

  

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/3.1-EuNC-School-Review-form.pdf


APPENDIX I – ETS OSIJEK LEARNING OUTCOMES MATCHING QF-EHEA DESCRIPTORS (SHORT 

CYCLE PARTIAL PROGRAMME) 

The following are the learning outcomes of the Evangelical Theological Seminary in Osijek for a EQF 5 
Partial/ Short Cycle Partial (formerly Certificate) programme. These were sent to the ECTE in 2020 in 
fulfilment of the requirement in the Review Report in 2017. They are drawn from the Certificate 
Programme in Religious Education programme whose overall aim ‘is to educate those acting as 
teachers and to assist them in acquiring pedagogical competences’ (p.1) 

 

 

  

http://ecte.eu/wp-content/uploads/2019/11/Osijek-ETS-School-Review-Form-Candidacy-Visit-2017.pdf


APPENDIX J: SURVEY OF COMPLIANCE TO STATUS AND NOMENCLATURE STANDARDS 

A survey of reviews in the last 5 years of compliance to standards A.1.2, B.2.1 and B.5.1 (and matching 
standard 3.2.14 in the EEAA Manual, 2006) produced the following results: 

 Compliant Partially compliant (with 
recommendation) 

Non-compliant (with 
requirement) 

2017 • IBEI, Rome 

• TSR, Wolmersen 

• BI, Zagreb 

• CCIS, Beugen 

• HET-Pro, St Legier 

• EUNC, Linsengericht 

• ETS, Osijek 

• Bibelscule Brake, 
Lemgo 

 

2018 • Union School of Theology 

• Tilsley College 

• TSA Adelshofen 

• Bethlehem Bible College 

• ISTL Zurich 

• Seminario Teologico 
Baptista 

  

2019 • IBTS Amsterdam 

• BTA Bergneustadt 

• ICB Netanya 

• IBEI Rome 

• ABTS Beirut 

• ISTL Zurich 
 

2020 • EUNC, Linsengericht 

• IBTS, Amsterdam 

  

2021 • ETSC, Cairo 

• GBC, Pikermi 

• UETS, Kiev 

• JETS, Amman 

• TTS, Badhoevedorp 

 • SBT, Beatenberg 

  



APPENDIX K – RESPONSES TO APR 2021-22 

The following are the responses of 26 accredited institutions to questions in APR 2021-22 concerning 
ESG 2.1 and 3.1 and submitted in June 2022. 

 
Have you conducted legal 
investigation related to your formal 
status? 

 

 

Do you consistently describe your 
formal status transparently in your 
publicity and formal documents 

 

 

 

Self-evaluate your compliance to 
ECTE standard A.1.2 '‘Institutions… 
operate within national legal 
frameworks in their usage of 
academic terminologies and award 
nomenclatures. Institutions 
demonstrate understanding that 
ECTE accreditation does not serve 
national degree recognition 
purposes but is for the purposes of 
international comparability and 
quality assurance and development' 

Fully  

 

Yes, recently 
15%

Yes, but not 
recently 

27%We are planning 
on this

19%

Never
39%

Yes 
77%

No 
4%

Other
19%

Fully compliant
96%

Substantially 
compliant

0%

Not compliant
0%

Other
4%



Self-evaluate your compliance to 
ECTE standard B.2.1  ‘Programmes 
that are not recognized by national 
authorities should ensure that the 
qualification nomenclature that is 
used is appropriate and not in 
breach of protected terminology.’ 
 

 

 

If you are an alternative provider of 
higher education, please confirm 
that your use of qualification 
nomenclature is not in breach of 
local legislation about protected 
academic nomenclature. 

 

Self-evaluate your compliance to 
ECTE standard B.5.1 – ‘The 
qualification resulting from a 
programme is clearly specified and 
communicated and indicates 
comparability to the correct level of 
the national qualifications 
framework for higher education 
and, consequently, to the 
Framework for Qualifications of the 
European Higher Education Area. 
 
(26 institiutions responded)  

  

 

  

Fully compliant
85%

Substantially 
compliant

4%

Not compliant
0%

Other
11%

Not using 
protected 

nomenclature
69%

Using 
nomenclature 

that is not 
protected

8%

Not sure

11%

Other

12%

Fully compliant
69%

Substantially 
compliant

27%

Not compliant
0%

Other
4%



APPENDIX L – VET COMPOSITION IN 2022 

The table below provides the names of the VET panels (peer experts) that have been deployed in 
2022 site visits/reviews (both complete and planned visits are included).  The names Accreditation 
Commission members are also provided listed for verification that none of them are participating in 
site visits.  See also the full ECTE VET directory where no names of Accreditation commission 
members appear. 

Table 1: ECTE reviews in 2022 

Date Institution VET Panel 

C
o

m
pl

et
ed

 

February Pars-London (UK) • Paul Sanders 

• Nadia Tarasenko 
• Grace AlZoughbi29 

EEBC , Oradea (RO) • Horst Born 

• Katharina Penner 

• James Lockwood 

March TS Rheinland, 
Wolmersen (DE) 

• Marcel Macelaru 

• Eric Brandt 

• Gheorghe Luca 

Bibelschule Brake, 
Lemgo (DE) 

• Caleb Hutcherson 

• Patrick Mitchel 

• Rebeca Couto 

May IGW, Zürich (CH) • Paul Sanders 

• Lina Toth 

• Tiago Fonseca 

October Oxford Center for 
Religious and Public 
Life (UK) 

• Marcel Marcelaru 

• Caleb Hutcherson 

• Wolfgang Pfau 

• Nathanael Hampp 

In
 p

re
p

ar
at

io
n

 BSK Ostfildern (DE) • Parush Parushev 

• Manfred Baumert 

• Jieen Chien 

November ISTL-Tirana (AL) • Patrick Mitchell 

• Katharina Penner 

• Göran Janzon 

• Rebeca Cuoto  

Bethlehem Bible 
College (PL) 

• Paul Sanders 

• Eric McCauley 

• James Lockwood 

Accreditation Commission members 

• Carmen Crouse, Accreditation Director, non-voting member (Germany) 

• Rana Wazir, voting member (Lebanon) 

• Dr. Hubert Jurgensen, voting member (Germany) 

• Dr. Joachim Pomrehn, voting member (Germany) 

• Dr. Graham Cheesman, Review Secretary, non-voting member (Ireland) 

• Grace Al Zoughbi, Review Secretary, non-voting member (Palestine) 

• Dr. Marvin Oxenham, General Secretary, non-voting member (Italy) 

 

 
29 Grace AlZoughbi was not yet on the Accreditation Commission at the time of this visit (she was hired April 2022). In any case, as Review 
Secretary, she is a non-voting member of the Accreditation Commission and does not participate in the decision making.  

http://ecte.eu/introducing/organisation/vet-listing/
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