
Dvořák, Petr

Article

What has the Bologna Declaration Brought us?

European Financial and Accounting Journal

Provided in Cooperation with:
Faculty of Finance and Accounting, Prague University of Economics and Business

Suggested Citation: Dvořák, Petr (2012) : What has the Bologna Declaration Brought us?, European
Financial and Accounting Journal, ISSN 1805-4846, University of Economics, Faculty of Finance and
Accounting, Prague, Vol. 7, Iss. 3-4, pp. 4-6,
https://doi.org/10.18267/j.efaj.1

This Version is available at:
https://hdl.handle.net/10419/109892

Standard-Nutzungsbedingungen:

Die Dokumente auf EconStor dürfen zu eigenen wissenschaftlichen
Zwecken und zum Privatgebrauch gespeichert und kopiert werden.

Sie dürfen die Dokumente nicht für öffentliche oder kommerzielle
Zwecke vervielfältigen, öffentlich ausstellen, öffentlich zugänglich
machen, vertreiben oder anderweitig nutzen.

Sofern die Verfasser die Dokumente unter Open-Content-Lizenzen
(insbesondere CC-Lizenzen) zur Verfügung gestellt haben sollten,
gelten abweichend von diesen Nutzungsbedingungen die in der dort
genannten Lizenz gewährten Nutzungsrechte.

Terms of use:

Documents in EconStor may be saved and copied for your personal
and scholarly purposes.

You are not to copy documents for public or commercial purposes, to
exhibit the documents publicly, to make them publicly available on the
internet, or to distribute or otherwise use the documents in public.

If the documents have been made available under an Open Content
Licence (especially Creative Commons Licences), you may exercise
further usage rights as specified in the indicated licence.

https://www.econstor.eu/
https://www.zbw.eu/
http://www.zbw.eu/
https://doi.org/10.18267/j.efaj.1%0A
https://hdl.handle.net/10419/109892
https://www.econstor.eu/
https://www.leibniz-gemeinschaft.de/


 4

What has the Bologna Declaration 
Brought us? 

 

Dear readers,  

it has been 13 years since the signature of the Bologna Declaration. When 
we consider main goals, which stand behind this declaration and other 
documents that followed, the effort to develop higher education in the EU 
cannot be denied. Yet even after 13 years the question still remains, if the 
ways this process is based on, are right for reaching these achievements. 

In this short text it is impossible to analyze all areas that were affected 
by the Bologna Declaration, so let us try to focus rather on the main 
philosophy of this process and review the most apparent achievements. 

Despite partial problems, the official documents mostly highlight the 
significant progress, which was accomplished. “From almost exclusively 
national systems of higher education, which had differed in structure of 
the studies and whose study programs were hard to compare … a system 
of national systems with a relatively harmonized structure arranged into 
three levels – bachelor, master and doctorate – was established.”1. This 
evaluation relatively clearly shows the way the Bologna process has 
mainly taken – unification of structure of higher education and principles, 
on which the higher education is built. It might have made the life of 
statisticians easier in monitoring of the results, but an unanswered 
question remains whether this process has contributed to the development 
and higher quality of higher education in Europe. We do not want at all to 
question the development of international cooperation of universities and 
a significant growth in students’ exchanges that has taken place in the 
past period. Nevertheless, in this field the importance of formal 
unification of higher education is being overestimated. Also, as last 
discussions about the EU budget shows that e.g. for the development of 
students exchanges, financial support is the crucial and “unified” credit 
system is left behind on the second place. 

                                                 
1  Viz MŠMT ČR: Bologna Process. [on-line], Praha, Ministry of Education, Youth and 

Sports of the Czech Republic, c2012, [cit. 10. 6. 2012], <http://bologna.msmt.cz>. 
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It is necessary to realize that this unification of the national systems 
has taken place on formal level but not on material level. Although we 
have three unified levels of higher education, European credit system, we 
come up with the same qualification frameworks etc., the result is not and 
also cannot be the same level of schools, of difficulty of studies, of the 
subject of studies etc.. In this context sometimes the overemphasized 
effort of formal unification is not only unnecessary, it also can mislead 
the attention from substantial content matters. The formal unification will 
never have the same meaning as the real unification. It is not a problem 
e.g. to formally unite the content of subjects. Still it will never mean, that 
whoever and wherever absolves the subject, will have the same 
knowledge. It always depends on the school tradition, teacher’s 
personality, self-motivation and competition among students etc. Despite 
formally the same, the real result will be different. 

Instead of trying to create a formal unification, we should focus on 
gaining more pieces of information about the content and quality of 
certain school, comparing their real level and interfacing different 
systems. The unification must take place where the competition among 
schools is present and represents the incentive. If some models show 
more viability, others will follow them. It is not our target to have unified 
schools, but to push the development through the competition. Its 
specialization and originality of a certain school is that which could lead 
the quality and development of higher education. 

In our country the most apparent result of the Bologna process was 
the division of studies into three-levels with a pyramid structure of the 
number of students in each level. What has it brought us? It has brought 
us an amount of bachelors, who leave schools, although they know, they 
will not get another part of their studies and the praxis is still not willing 
to accept them in full extent. The idea of students’ migration among 
bachelor and following master studies and among schools is fulfilled 
very, very little. The system of quotas for numbers of bachelor and master 
students does not allow schools to specialize noticeably in master studies 
and therefore the incentives and options for changing school for master 
studies are not sufficient. As well the idea of starting master studies after 
a few years of professional experience was dubious at the beginning (the 
longer the pause after completing a bachelor degree, the harder it is to 
manage more demanding subjects of master studies, starting in older age 
is hardly acceptable also because of financial reasons, leaving job and 
returning to studies is a change of lifestyle, which, after few years in 
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business, hardly a few desire…). The separation of bachelor and master 
studies has brought more administrative burden for schools, but the real 
benefits for the development of quality of higher education remain 
somewhat hidden. 

For European future, the education including higher education will be 
very important, if students, teachers and scientists have the opportunities 
to meet, it can among other things have a significant impact on the 
strengthening the perception of the sense of belonging in Europe, which 
deteriorates nowadays. The path does not run through expensive formal 
unification, which often discourages through its bureaucracy, but through 
strengthening of the autonomy and originality of schools, which will 
certainly find their own most effective forms and ways in cooperation 
under the growing competition on the field of education. 
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