Chairman’s Statement of the 7th Expert Meeting

for ASEM-DUO Fellowship Program

March 6, 2012
1. Participants in the 7th Expert Meeting in general showed satisfaction with the achievements by individual DUO programs during the past 11years of operation, and welcomed the Belgium/Flanders as a new contributing member of the ASEM-DUO, in addition to Sweden which started DUO-Sweden from 2010.
2. Considering the imbalance of international mobile students between Asia and Europe, and also the high competition rate for ASEM-DUO programs, participants shared the view that there is a need for a larger number of contributing members to the ASEM-DUO. In this regard, the Indonesian and the Philippines delegation showed strong interest in joining the program as contributing members. In addition, some delegation mentioned their concerns that the number of European contributing member is smaller than that of Asia.

3. Many participants in the meeting expressed a view that now may be an opportune time to amend one of the Core Principles. The first principle of pairing cannot be changed, and second principle of standardized unit of exchange is also needed to be maintained. Third principle of standardized amount of support, however, is too generous for student exchanges, considering the living cost in certain Asian and European countries. Large amount of support has been established to attract attention to the pairing nature of the ASEM-DUO. During the past 10 years, the program is now widely known. But taking high competition rate into consideration, it is now time to support a larger number of students and teachers. 
4. In this respect, it was suggested that the current principle of 2,000 Euros for a pair of students be made more flexible so that it reads “between 1,000 and 2,000 Euros”. Thus, each contributing member has the flexibility to decide how much support to provide to students. For teachers, between 3,000 to 6,000 Euros was suggested for the support amount. If the amount of support is reduced, for example, to 1,000 Euros for a pair of students, then the number of students would be doubled each year.
5. Some participants commented that a certain guideline be proposed by the secretariat, because some students may receive more than the others in the same country, depending upon the individual DUO programs. Considering the per capita income in terms of nominal and PPP exchange rates (following WorldBank data for 2010), ASEM members were largely grouped into high, middle and low income countries. It is suggested 5:5 of 4:6 allocation be appropriate depending upon the level of income in originating or destination countries. This is a guideline, and each contributing member can decide on the total amount of support and also on the allocation of monthly support.

6. Participants agreed to report back to the headquarters and request for comments in the earliest possible date. The Secretariat will receive comments from participating members, including contributing members, and then report the result to the ASEM-SOM which is the governing body for the ASEM-DUO program. It was expected that the new third principle be applied from 2013.
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CONCEPT PAPER ON

ASEM DUO FELLOWSHIP PROGRAMME

I. Core principles
This project, aimed at promoting a balanced increase of student and teacher contacts and exchanges between Europe and Asia, is based on three core principles.
( Pairing of exchanges (two students or two teachers) between two establishments, in the framework of a cooperation project.

( Standardised stay duration units: one month for teachers and one semester*
 for students.

( Grants are to be calculated on a single basis, whatever the countries concerned, and paid to the educational bodies where exchanges take place: between 3,000 and 6,000 euros for an exchange of 2 teachers for a period of one month, and between 1,000 and 2,000 euros for an exchange of 2 students for each month in a semester.

ASEM Partners wishing to participate in the DUO Programme will be able to choose from two statuses, namely that of donor or that of participant.

II. "partner contributor" status
Partners who choose the status of contributor will be the true architects of the programme since they will in effect be able, through their contribution, to assign to the exchanges they wish to finance the orientations, priorities and operating rules they deem necessary.

It is therefore suggested to Partner Contributors that they create their own component of the programme (called DUO - partner's name). In addition to the common core of DUO principles referred to above, this component would include the specificities they would like to have applied to the exchanges they wish to finance.

Partner Contributors will, in particular, be able to determine the following for their own component of the DUO Programme:

( the ASEM Partners with whom they wish to undertake exchanges in the DUO Programme framework;

( the types of institutions with which they more particularly wish to conduct exchanges, such as secondary schools, lycées, universities, institutes, etc;

( the academic level on which they wish to focus, i.e. students or teachers;

( the disciplines they especially wish to support.

( the selection criteria agreed for choosing cooperation projects: joint degrees, joint professorships, recognition of part or all of the degree course, publication, etc;

( the selection procedure: a Partner Contributor will be able to establish a national Selection Committee with its own experts or to delegate the entire process to the Seoul-based Secretariat. It will also be able to opt for any other middle solutions, such as short-listing candidates locally and then entrusting the final decision to Seoul. It may also make possible an intervention by chosen partners.

( other criteria such as the age of candidates, the academic benefit to be reaped from exchanges, the linking of projects with the working world, etc.

For exchanges to reach a significant volume, the programme should be endowed with a large budget. For instance, the project presented at the Seoul Summit put forward the hypothesis of a global budget of 25.8 million euros for the next five years, corresponding to exchanges of some 1,000 teachers and 4,000 students.

France and Korea are each planning to make a contribution accounting for 10% of this global budget and invite ASEM Partners to contribute the amount they wish to this budget with a view to creating their own DUO Programme component.

III. "participating partner" status
ASEM Partners who are not prepared to make a financial contribution will nonetheless be able to take part in the DUO Programme, since whenever a Partner Contributor chooses a country to conduct exchanges in the framework of its "component", it enables that country to become a DUO participant.

The Secretariat will inform each Participating Partner of the DUO Programme components to which they can have access, according to the information received from all Partner Contributors.

It will therefore be possible for a non-contributor country to be chosen by several Partner Contributors and associated with the DUO Programme in the framework of several "components". It will be for that country, if it so wishes, to determine the modalities for its participation together with the Secretariat and the Partner Contributor by whom it was designated.

IV. Structures
The idea of the DUO Programme was born of a pragmatic vision of educational exchanges between Europe and Asia. The programme's success will depend on its being implemented easily and rapidly. That is why the setting up of a cumbersome structure was not envisaged.

It was suggested setting up:

( a small Secretariat based in Seoul, which will be in charge of the administrative work relating to the programme and regarding, inter alia, relations with the Partners, the convening and organisation of selection meetings, and the financial transfers by Contributors to the education bodies concerned (end).

Attachment 2: Per Capita Income and Grouping
by Nominal and PPP(purchasing power parity) Exchange Rates (WorldBank, 2010)
	
	
	Region
	2010 Nominal
	2010 PPP
	Group
	Minimum(Euros)

	1
	Luxembourg
	Europe
	79,510
	63,850
	High
	600

	2
	Denmark
	Europe
	58,980
	40,140
	High
	600

	3
	Sweden
	Europe
	49,930
	39,600
	High
	600

	4
	Netherlands
	Europe
	49,720
	42,590
	High
	600

	5
	Finland
	Europe
	47,170
	37,180
	High
	600

	6
	Austria
	Europe
	46,710
	39,410
	High
	600

	7
	Belgium
	Europe
	45,420
	37,840
	High
	600

	8
	Australia
	Third
	43,740
	38,510
	High
	600

	9
	Germany
	Europe
	43,330
	38,170
	High
	600

	10
	Ireland
	Europe
	42,990
	32,740
	High
	600

	11
	France
	Europe
	42,390
	34,440
	High
	600

	12
	Japan
	Asia
	42,150
	34,790
	High
	600

	13
	Singapore
	Asia
	40,920
	54,700
	High
	600

	14
	UK
	Europe
	38,540
	36,580
	High
	600

	15
	Italy
	Europe
	35,090
	31,090
	High
	600

	16
	Spain
	Europe
	31,650
	31,550
	High
	600

	17
	Brunei
	Asia
	31,180
	48,760
	High
	600

	18
	Malta
	Europe
	30,640
	23,070
	High
	600

	19
	New Zealand
	Third
	29,050
	28,050
	High
	600

	20
	Greece
	Europe
	27,240
	27,360
	High
	600

	21
	Slovenia
	Europe
	23,860
	26,970
	Middle
	500

	22
	Portugal
	Europe
	21,860
	24,710
	Middle
	500

	23
	Korea
	Asia
	19,890
	29,010
	Middle
	500

	24
	Cyprus
	Europe
	17,870
	30,160
	Middle
	500

	25
	Czech
	Europe
	17,870
	23,620
	Middle
	500

	26
	Slovakia
	Europe
	16,220
	23,140
	Middle
	500

	27
	Estonia
	Europe
	14,360
	19,500
	Middle
	500

	28
	Hungary
	Europe
	12,990
	19,280
	Middle
	500

	29
	Poland
	Europe
	12,420
	19,020
	Middle
	500

	30
	Lativa
	Europe
	11,620
	16,360
	Middle
	500

	31
	Lithuania
	Europe
	11,400
	17,880
	Middle
	500

	32
	Russia
	Third
	9,910
	19,190
	Middle
	500

	33
	Malaysia
	Asia
	7,900
	14,360
	Middle
	500

	34
	Romania
	Europe
	7,840
	14,050
	Middle
	500

	35
	Bulgaria
	Europe
	6,240
	13,210
	Middle
	500

	36
	China
	Asia
	4,260
	7,570
	Low
	400

	37
	Thailand
	Asia
	4,210
	8,420
	Low
	400

	38
	Indonesia
	Asia
	2,580
	4,300
	Low
	400

	39
	Phillippines
	Asia
	2,050
	3,930
	Low
	400

	40
	Mongolia
	Asia
	1,890
	3,700
	Low
	400

	41
	India
	Asia
	1,340
	3,560
	Low
	400

	42
	Vietnam
	Asia
	1,100
	2,910
	Low
	400

	43
	Pakistan
	Asia
	1,050
	2,780
	Low
	400

	44
	Laos
	Asia
	1,010
	2,300
	Low
	400

	45
	Cambodia
	Asia
	760
	2,040
	Low
	400

	46
	Myanmar
	Asia
	-
	-
	Low
	400


� As agreed in the 2nd expert meeting on November 14, 2003. Previously, it was ‘six months’.
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