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[. INTRODUCTION

Following analysis of the Self-Evaluation ReporER and its appendices (which
included module descriptions, CVs of teaching staffi summaries of programme content, etc.)
and the previous Accreditation Report (2011), thval&ationTeam visited the Department of
Graphics at Vilnius Academy of Arts on Tuesday ¥dcember 2013.

The evaluation process followed the external evelogrocedures, set by the Ministry
of Education and Science (by order No 1-01-162®December 2010) and the methodology
for the evaluation of Lithuanian higher educatiastitutions, set by the director of The Centre
for Quality Assessment in Higher Education (by ord® July 2009 No ISAK-1652,
ammendments 05.11.2009; 17.12.2009; 30.09.2010).

The visit to the Academy involved meetings with thidowing groups:

i) Administration (Senior Management)

i) Students

i) Staff responsible for the SER and Teachers
iv) Graduates, Employers and Social Partners

Site visits to the physical resources were condudteing the course of the day and the

works (including final theses) of the students waesved.

The Evaluation Team (ET) is grateful to the Redbthe Academy, his Senior Team
and all the staff and students who contributed &&ing the Evaluation visit such a pleasant and
enriching experience. We commend them for theirtpesengagement with the evaluation
process and also for their careful preparationhef $elf-Evaluation Report and its appendices.
Throughout the visit, the ET was able to engaganropen and constructive dialogue with all
concerned and this greatly enhanced the efficienicyhe work of the ET. The Academy
provided the ET with a very warm and hospitable corle and the ET appreciated the
willingness of staff, students, graduates, emp®yand social partners to make themselves

available according to the needs of the schedulleeoévaluation visit.

Two members of the team had been involved in tegipus accreditation exercise in
2011 and were pleased to see the general improwemeirthuanian higher art education. This

sense of improvement was very evident to the EThduts visit to Vilnius Academy of Art, and
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we were particularly impressed with the suite ofrand extensive practical laboritories that are

equal to the best facilities anywhere in Europe.

I. PROGRAMME ANALYSIS

1. Programme Aims and Learning Outcomes

The aims and learning outcomes of the programmewasi defined and clearly
articulated; they are well matched and correlatedhe range of study courses/modules that
comprise the curriculum. Both the aims and outcoaresreadily available to students and are
also publicly accessible via the Academy’s website.

The aims and the learning outcomes of the prograammeonsistent with the academic
and professional requirements of the study fielie Pprofessional relevance of the programme’s
aims and learning outcomes were endorsed throughstitements made by the graduates,
employers and social partners that the EvaluatesnT met with during the evaluation visit. The
ET felt that there was scope to refine or exparel diwrrent learning outcomes to more fully
reflect the programmes engagement with digitalnetdgies. The ET was unable to substantiate
the extent to which the programme caters adequdtelygraphic arts in relation to new
technologies and practices such as photographymibving image and the wider range of
creative digital media. Clarifying and quantifyitigs within the aims and learning outcomes of
the programme will support students in developixgegtise — as well as increase opportunities

to engage in research and creative practice -esethreas.

The aims and learning outcomes of the programriiectehe generic descriptors
for the Second Study Cycle (as set out within thigonal Descriptor of Study Cycles) and they
have been appropriately adapted to reflect the meedhe specific study area of Graphics
However, in the view of the ET, there is potentaafurther refine the current learning outcomes
— particularly at the level of the programme — weher reduced set of more succinct and
overarching learning outcomes would bring an ineeelafocus to the specific aims of the MA

Graphics programme.
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There is generally good compatibility between tlzena of the programme, learning
outcomes, programme content and the qualificatieered. The termGraphics (as understood
in the English language) could be considered amarnc term and could be indicative of a range
of different study pathways. The Department mayhwitsconsider making a slight change to the
current programme title (t&raphic Arts, for example) so that it offers a clearer image
(particularly on an international level) of the magphilosophy and the distinctive aims and
learning outcomes of the programme.

2. Curriculum Design

To the best understanding and knowledge of thead,with the advice of the SKVC,
the programme appears to fully comply with the vald legal acts and regulations that govern
national higher education. The programmes compdiawith the Bologna process and the

implementation of the European Credit Transfer SpstECTS) is commended.

The programme is comprised of a range of mandatang optional subject
courses/modules that enables the student to deeelopal creative project and a substantive
research element. The range of subject coursedablaiensures a logical and facilitative
progression through the programme, which refledie tacademic patterns of Masters

programmes across Europe.

The content of study courses/modules is consistéhtthe type and level of study and
they build rationally over the four semesters; tgtgr with an introduction to research
methodologies, followed by a period of developingractical proposal linked with research
interests which, in turn, leads to a period of stidi experimentation which informs the
realisation of a (final) conceptual graphic artjpob. The learning and teaching experience
offered by the programme is further enhanced thrahg range of optional study courses and

electives available to the student.

The programme is highly student-centred, and legrnis organised around the
development of each students’ individual creatixgget proposal — which forms a key element
of the admission process. The breadth of curriculsnstrongly supported by the opportunities
offered through optional studies and the freedonpddicipate in a range of extra curriculum
activities — including presentations by visitingpfassors and art practitioners — enables students
to develop a strong and appropriate integratiowéen theory and practise in their final work,

whilst also enabling them to develop useful intecgblinary practices.
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The ET noted that in the period since the last &tadn Report (2011) the MA
Graphics programme has developed themes, forms nagithods that more fully reflect
international practise in taught postgraduate etitucaThis provides an excellent basis for the
continual enhancement of these initiatives anddingl upon them to further develop programme
content will enhance the value of the MA — the oumdl development of curriculum content
being a necessary on-going process in all creadus programmes. An example of
enhancement, instigated by the programme, is tti@a of a member of staff with expertise in
the field of art criticism to the teaching team order to better guide students’ theoretical

research.

The programme reflects the latest achievementshen study field. The ET was
particularly impressed with the introduction of th€ontexts of Contemporary Graphics
module, which provides students with a survey ddieg-edge international graphic art
practices. In addition to this, a further rangeoptional courses have been added which are

designed to promote student awareness of contenypgdess, theories and practices.

3. Staff

The ET was fully satisfied that the staff teachamgthe MA Graphics programme meet

all the necessary legal requirements.

The ET were fully satisfied that the qualificatipk®owledge and experience of staff
teaching on the MA Graphics programme were adeqimtensure the programme learning
outcomes. All the members of staff hold postgraglubggrees in relevant areas of programme

content and have recent and relevant experienttesifield of professional creative practice.

In relation to the number of students enrolled ba MA Graphics programme the
number of the teaching staff is satisfactory. Thditonal teaching input offered by visiting
staff, as well as the opportunity offered to studenaccess cross-discipline teaching from other
departments within the Academy is to be commended.

The ET viewed the turnover of teaching staff asipaf a reasonable level. Although
outside the scope of the evaluation process, then&&d the comment made in the SER
regarding the relatively low level of staff salaighis holds the risk that academics will be
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tempted to seek alternative — better paid — empémgrwithin their creative fields of practice,
and may result in an increased staff turnover andiféculty in attracting new teaching staff in
the future. The ET hopes that the financial sibrawill improve so as to ensure that teaching in

higher education is able to continue to attrachlyigualified and well-motivated staff.

The ET noted from the SER that since 2010 the V/A&A heen actively engaged with
the professional development of teaching staff withe framework of the projecBtilding the
Future of Lithuania: Science, Economy, Cohesion’, supported by EU structural funds. The ET
gathered evidence of a rich programme of staff iiiglas well as staff participation in a wide
range of training events and seminars. These #e#vihave enriched both teaching
methodologies and curriculum content. The ET alstedh the Academy’s proper concern to
ensure that professional artists brought into theademy to take up teaching roles were
equipped with the appropriate set of competenceanttertake pedagogic practice. The ET
recommends that the Academy formalises this protedsecome a permanent element of its
staff development activity so that it can be widalycessed and thereby further enhance the

professional development of teaching staff.

The ET were fully satisfied that all of the sta#fathing on the MA Graphics
programme are actively involved in appropriate aesle and practise-based activities. In
addition, there is clear evidence of strong staftipipation in various national and international

exhibitions and other related events

4. Facilities and Learning Resources

Students on the MA Graphics programme are welligexl/for programme in terms of
individual studio space. A suite of one or two-parstudios (or ‘cells’) provides each student
with a satisfactory and inspiring work-space, whtesy can work efficiently and comfortably.

The VAA has embarked on an ambitious programme lojsical renewal and
development of its infrastructure — the former tbhg house building has been redeveloped
into a first class print facility comparable to thest in Europe. The workshops, laboratories, IT
facilities and exhibition spaces that are availablthe MA Graphics students provide them with
excellent and capacious working conditions to ahhsgandard and specification of technical

equipment, including all the appropriate safety ipopent. The strategic decision of the
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Academy to make all of its specialist learning d@edching equipment, including technical

instruction and support, readily available to &lidents is highly commended.

The VAA has strong links with professional artigti@ctice and good relationships with
potential employers and social partners that pewg@portunities for students to apply their
knowledge, gain practical experience and build ggsional networks in readiness for
employment and/or their own professional artistiactice, as one graduate of the MA Graphics
programme stated during a meeting with the BEfis“MA is a rehearsal for the real life of an
artist”.

The Academy has a well stocked and well organisbdaty, which provides access to
the latest books, periodicals and journals in tihhepBics field. Furthermore the library provides
access to a range of bibliographical databaseshiohwstudents have direct access both within

the Academy as well as externally through the maer

5. Study Process and Student Assessment

There is a clear statement on the admission prodesgnning with an open and
competitive application period, leading to the sigsion of a portfolio of work, a preliminary
creative project proposal and a personal interviElae materials submitted are reviewed by a
special admission commission, the membership ofckvhis composed by the Faculty and

approved by the Rector.

The study process is well structured and effectivebanised. A key element of the
programme is the creative project proposal fornedalaby each student, which is also a key
component of the admission process. The studamdigidual creative project is a key driver of
the student learning experience and promotes agstudent-centred approach to teaching on
the programme. It was evident to the ET that the®bf the programme embraces a collegiate
approach to the facilitation student learning ttees specific account of individual learning
needs and artistic career aspirations of each istuddgle also ensuring that they are able to meet

the learning outcomes of the programme.

The organisation of the curriculum, and the focdstlee learning and teaching
methodologies employed, ensure that students agaged in artistic research and applied
research activities throughout their programme. ihalaklly, the introduction of ‘live’ projects
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from the field of professional practice and/or otimational and/or international projects and
events also enhances these activities. This wds quident to the ET in the activity of student
work and projects seen during the visit.

Both staff and students confirmed that informatoanmobility opportunities is widely
disseminated. The students who met with the EEdttitat — as postgraduate students — they are
less keen to engage in mobility activities, maibgcause of their involvement and commitment
to the programme and to other activities — mainlyfgssional — that will help them to develop
their career after graduation. However, a numbethef students had taken part in mobility
activities during their undergraduate experienbepugh the EU Erasmus and/or NORDPLUS

programmes.

The Academy provides an adequate level of suppmrtthe students through the
allocation of personal academic advisors for edadent and through a scholarship scheme.
Students are also supported socially, through eay af facilities and services provided by the
VAA, such as a gym and student dormitory, etc. proggramme team also offers a good level of

individual support to each student.

The criteria for the assessment of student achiemerare appropriate to the aims of
MA Graphics programme and its learning outcomese $listem and procedure of student
assessment is based on the principles of religbdlarity and objectivity. The knowledge and
skills of all the students of the programme aresssd by ten-point criteria-based system (based
on the recommendations from the Ministry of Edwmatand Science and the Study Regulations
of the Academy). The Assessment system was clearthned in the SER and is readily
available to students. In their meeting with the Eflidents confirmed that the intended learning
outcomes were made clear to them at the starteoptbgramme and that the learning outcomes
of each study course/module were set out for thetheabeginning of the course. They found
that the assessment criteria and feedback fronssssmts helped them to understand how to
improve their work. They were particularly appréiei@ of the formative feedback that they

received following an interim review of their wopkior to their final assessments.
The ET formed the impression that graduates ofMiAe Graphics programme have

gone on to become active and successful playetsnatite national and international art scene.

This was evident from information included in thERSas part of the information presented on
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graduate profiles — this impression was confirmgdtloe graduates, employers and social

partners that the ET met with during the visit.

6. Programme Management

A key aspect of the Academy’s programme monitorprgcess is undertaken by
Programme Study Groups (which include teaching,stafdent and stakeholder representation).
The view of the ET is that the Programme Study @rnotomotes a satisfactory level of staff and
student engagement in discussions about changedeamdlopment of the MA Graphics
programme. However, the students that the ET menglihe visit did not appear to be fully
aware of the remit and purpose of the ProgrammeyS&roup, the Academy should ensure that
all monitoring processes designed to secure andneetthe student learning experience are fully

understood and — where appropriate, participatedhn representatives of the student body.

There is an on-going process of the collation amalyasis of data and information on
programme implementation, this information is mgifdcussed on application, recruitment,
progression and employment data but is augmentdtidbfeedback gathered from professional
artists, employers and social partners who pagteipn the Commissions which assess the final
graduation works. The ET was satisfied that thiscpss is effective in ensuring that the MA
Graphics programme continues to function in linéhviis aims and learning outcomes and that

these remain broadly relevant to the external félgractice.

The outcomes of internal and external evaluatidnth® programme are used for the
improvement of the programme and this is evidenthi® ET. The measures that both the
Academy and programme team had taken in addrefsgngecommendations from internal and
external evaluations was clearly articulated in 8€R (in particular, their response to the

recommendations made by the previous evaluation te2011).

The programme appears to be very permeable to dekdlom stakeholders (graduates,
employers and social partners). There is an onggalialogue with stakeholders and the
Department appears to be open to feedback fronmgeraf sources, through both formal and
informal representation. This appears to be a lmgad#lationship, which needs to be encouraged
and continued; for example, the Graphics Study RRragne Committee includes a stakeholder

within its membership and, as noted above, emp$oged social partners are included within the

Studijy kokyhkes vertinimo centras



membership of the Assessment Commissions, whicimdlly assess the health of the

programme as part of the process of assessingdsuiileal works.

In light of the improvements made in response &érdttommendations of the previous
evaluation (2011) of the programme and the on-ga@ogmitment of the Academy and the
Department to ensuring the on-going health of treg@mmme, the ET judge that the internal
guality assurance process is broadly effectiveedfidient. However, the current systems, while
appearing able to be effective in identifying amdtifying problems or deficiencies with the
provision, does not appear to include an enhancegiement. It is the view of the ET that the
current internal quality assurance process woutvige a firm basis for developing a formal
enhancement agenda that will assist the Academpmigtin addressing any areas of weakness

but will also enable it to continually improve alpects of its provision.
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[Il. RECOMMENDATIONS

As a conclusion to this report the Evaluation Teamake the following
recommendations. The implementation of these recamdations should be viewed as a means
of enhancing the current provision, which the E€&wed as being broadly sound, developing

systematically and incorporating a number of dittue features.

The ET evaluated three programmes at the Academy, NMasters programmes
(including MA Graphics) and one BA programme. Tafforded the ET a broader view of the
Academy as well as of each individual programmeeré&fore, some of the recommendations
below are aimed at the Academy as a whole whilerotélate to the specific provision being

evaluated.

At the level of the Programme:

i) The ET was pleased to note that the Academygdsad close attention to the
development of learning outcomes across all ofpisvision in recent years. The learning
outcomes, as presented in the documentation pmbviderespect of the MA Graphics
programme, were helpful to the ET in its undertgkif the evaluation process. However, in the
view of the ET, there is potential to further refithe current learning outcomes — particularly at
the level of the programme — where a reduced sebaf succinct and overarching learning
outcomes would bring an increased focus to theisp@ams of the MA Graphics programmg |

evaluation arereferg|.

i)  While the range and diversity of the curreng¢tdof modules available to students
on the programme appears to the ET to provide aded and appropriate learning experience,
the ET encourage the programme team to considarlyglarticulating — within the programme
aims and learning outcomes — the programmes engadewith new media and digital
technologies, so as to ensure that a clearer fsagisen to these practices within the curriculum
[1 evaluation arerefers.

iii) The ET recommend that the programme team g@g&gous consideration to the

current title of the programme, so as to assurenseéves that the distinctive nature of the
programme is fully represented by the current tfiA Graphics) when translated into the
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English language — for example, when promotingpiftggramme in international contexts, either

for recruitment or research purposgé®\yaluation are refers

At the level of the Academy:

iv) The ET noted from its meeting with the Academgdministrative team, the
Academy’s concern to ensure that artists who wesedht into the Academy as teachers were
equipped with the appropriate set of competenceanttertake pedagogic practice. The ET
recommends that the Academy considers formaliding grocess and making it a permanent
element of its staff development activity that danaccessed by all academic departmedts [

evaluation arereferg|.

V) From what the ET was able to see during itg,vise Academy has established
an internal Quality Assurance (QA) system that &sali to identify areas of provision in need
strengthening. The ET believes that this providdisna basis for the development of a formal
enhancement agenda as part of its overall QA syatainthat this will help the Academy, not
only to address areas of weakness, but also tincaly improve all aspects of its provision and

build on areas of good practicgdvaluation are refers|.
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V. SUMMARY

The Evaluation Team noted, in particular, the folloy positive aspects of the

programme:

— The professional relevance of the programmes @nd learning outcomes
that were strongly endorsed by the graduates, grapg@and social partners that the ET met with
during the visit 1 evaluation are refers)

— The highly student-centred focus of the leagrexperience offered by the
programme, organised around the students individtesdtive project proposal [paragraph 2.4
refers]

— The organisation of the curriculum which proesta strong integration
between theory and practic2dvaluation are refers]

— The addition of a range of optional coursed Hra designed to promote
student awareness of contemporary ideas, theangpractices — as well as to reflect the latest
achievements in the subject fieRldvaluation are refers]

— The quality of the range of studios, laborasrand IT facilities directly
related to the subject area that are availabledstudents evaluation arerefers)

— The strong links that the Department maintaith potential employers and
social partners that provide opportunities for stud to build professional networks in readiness
for employment or establishing their own profesaiqractice 4 evaluation are refers]

— The utility of the feedback provided to studenat part of the assessment
process, in particular the formative feedback dased with the interim review of work prior to
their final assessments §valuation are refers

— The profile of alumni that have gone on to agkisuccess in national and
international arts fieldsb[evaluation are refers|

— The responsiveness of the Department to theomés of internal and
external evaluations, as evidenced by their regmonke recommendations of the previous
Evaluation Visit p evaluation are refers)

— The strong and positive team spirit among saff students that is fostered

and supported by a highly dedicated programme team.
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The Evaluation Team did not note any significangaive aspects of the programme
but did note a number of aspects that could beredwhfurther — these are encapsulated within

the recommendations contained within this report.
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V. GENERAL ASSESSMENT

The study programme@raphics (state code — 621W10001) at the Vilnius Academy of

Fine Arts is giverpositive evaluation.

Sudy programme assessment in points by evaluation areas.

No.

Evaluation Area in

Evaluation Area Points*

Programme aims and learning outcomes 3

Curriculum design

Staff

Material resources

SNl RS I

A (Bl A

Study process and assessmeiident admission, study process,
student support, achievement assessment)

Programme managemeipt ¢gramme administration, internal 3
guality assurance)

Total: 21

* 1 (unsatisfactory) - there are essential shoriogmthat must be eliminated;
2 (satisfactory) - meets the established minimuguirements, needs improvement;
3 (good) - the field develops systematically, hasirtctive features;
4 (very good) - the field is exceptionally good.

Grupes vadovas:

Team leader: Prof. Anthony Dean
Grupes nariai:
Team members: Prof. dr. Costas mantzalos

Prof. Mayja Bogdanova

Carsten Burke Kristensen

Rasa Grybait
Milda Paklonskaite
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V. GENERAL ASSESSMENT

The study programme@raphics (state code — 621W10001) at the Vilnius Academy of

Arts is givenpositive evaluation.

Sudy programme assessment in points by evaluation areas.

_ Evaluation Area
No. Evaluation Area _ .
in Points*

1. | Programme aims and learning outcomes 3
2. | Curriculum design 4
3. | Staff 3
4. | Material resources 4
5. | Study process and assessment (student admissiody proces: 4

student support, achievement assessment)
5 Programme management (programme administratiogrnialt quality 3

assurance)

Total: 21

*1 (unsatisfactory) - there are essential shortogsithat must be eliminated;

2 (satisfactory) - meets the established minimuguirements, needs improvement;
3 (good) - the field develops systematically, hiasirctive features;

4 (very good) - the field is exceptionally good.

<...>

V. SUMMARY

The Evaluation Team noted, in particular, the folloy positive aspects of the

programme:

— The professional relevance of the programmes @nd learning outcomes
that were strongly endorsed by the graduates, grapd@and social partners that the ET met with
during the visit 1 evaluation are refers)

— The highly student-centred focus of the leagrexperience offered by the
programme, organised around the students individtedtive project proposal [paragraph 2.4
refers]

— The organisation of the curriculum which proesota strong integration
between theory and practic2dvaluation are refers]

— The addition of a range of optional coursed Hra designed to promote
student awareness of contemporary ideas, theangpractices — as well as to reflect the latest
achievements in the subject fieRlgvaluation are refers)
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— The quality of the range of studios, laborasrand IT facilities directly
related to the subject area that are availabledstudentss evaluation are refers

— The strong links that the Department maintaith potential employers and
social partners that provide opportunities for stud to build professional networks in readiness
for employment or establishing their own profesaiqractice 4 evaluation are refers]

— The utility of the feedback provided to studenat part of the assessment
process, in particular the formative feedback daased with the interim review of work prior to
their final assessments §valuation are refers]

— The profile of alumni that have gone on to aghisuccess in national and
international arts fieldsb[evaluation are refers|

— The responsiveness of the Department to theomés of internal and
external evaluations, as evidenced by their regmnke recommendations of the previous
Evaluation Visit p evaluation are refers)

— The strong and positive team spirit among saff students that is fostered
and supported by a highly dedicated programme team.

The Evaluation Team did not note any significanjatee aspects of the programme
but did note a number of aspects that could beredwhfurther — these are encapsulated within

the recommendations contained within this report.

Il. RECOMMENDATIONS

As a conclusion to this report the Evaluation Teamake the following
recommendations. The implementation of these recamdations should be viewed as a means
of enhancing the current provision, which the E€&wed as being broadly sound, developing

systematically and incorporating a number of dittue features.

The ET evaluated three programmes at the Academy, NMasters programmes
(including MA Graphics) and one BA programme. Tafforded the ET a broader view of the
Academy as well as of each individual programmeeré&fore, some of the recommendations
below are aimed at the Academy as a whole whilerotélate to the specific provision being

evaluated.

At the level of the Programme:

i) The ET was pleased to note that the Academygd@ad close attention to the
development of learning outcomes across all ofpisvision in recent years. The learning
outcomes, as presented in the documentation pmbviderespect of the MA Graphics

programme, were helpful to the ET in its undertgkaf the evaluation process. However, in the
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view of the ET, there is potential to further refithe current learning outcomes — particularly at
the level of the programme — where a reduced sebaf succinct and overarching learning
outcomes would bring an increased focus to theisp@ams of the MA Graphics programmg |

evaluation arereferg|.

i)  While the range and diversity of the curreng¢tdof modules available to students
on the programme appears to the ET to provide aded and appropriate learning experience,
the ET encourage the programme team to considarlyglarticulating — within the programme
aims and learning outcomes — the programmes engadewith new media and digital
technologies, so as to ensure that a clearer fsagisen to these practices within the curriculum
[1 evaluation arerefers.

iii) The ET recommend that the programme team g@g&gous consideration to the
current title of the programme, so as to assurenskeéves that the distinctive nature of the
programme is fully represented by the current tfiA Graphics) when translated into the
English language — for example, when promotingpifeggramme in international contexts, either

for recruitment or research purposgé®yaluation are refers

At the level of the Academy:

iv) The ET noted from its meeting with the Academgdministrative team, the
Academy’s concern to ensure that artists who wesadht into the Academy as teachers were
equipped with the appropriate set of competenceanttertake pedagogic practice. The ET
recommends that the Academy considers formaliding grocess and making it a permanent
element of its staff development activity that danaccessed by all academic departmehts |

evaluation arereferg|.

V) From what the ET was able to see during itg,vise Academy has established
an internal Quality Assurance (QA) system that &l to identify areas of provision in need
strengthening. The ET believes that this providdisna basis for the development of a formal
enhancement agenda as part of its overall QA syatainthat this will help the Academy, not
only to address areas of weakness, but also tincaly improve all aspects of its provision and
build on areas of good practic@dvaluation are refers).

<...>
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Vertimas IS angly kalbos
VILNIAUS DAIL ES AKADEMIJOS PIRMOSIOS PAKOPOS STUDIJ U PROGRAMOS
GRAFIKA (VALSTYBINIS KODAS — 621W10001) 2014-01-27 EKSPERTINIO
VERTINIMO ISVAD U NR. SV4-59 ISRASAS

V. APIBENDRINAMASIS IVERTINIMAS

Vilniaus daiks akademijos studjj programaGrafika (valstybinis kodas — 621W10001)

vertinamateigiamai.

Eil. Vertinimo sritis Srities
Nr. jvertinimas,
balais*
1. Programos tikslai ir numatomi studiezultatai 3
2. Programos sandara 4
3. Personalas 3
4. Materialieji iStekliai 4
5. Studij eiga ir jos vertinimas 4
6. Programos vadyba 3
IS viso: 21

* 1 - Nepatenkinamai (yra esminirikumy, kuriuos tiitina pasalinti)
2 - Patenkinamai (tenkina minimalius reikalavimgskia tobulinti)
3 - Gerai (sistemiSkai giojama sritis, turi sauit bruoy)

4 - Labai gerai (sritis yra iSskirti

<...>

IV. SANTRAUKA

Ekspert; grupe nuroct visy pirma Siuos teigiamus aptariamos programos aspektu

— Sios programos tikslir numatony studiy rezultat, kuriems tvirtai pritag
absolventai, darbdaviai ir socialiniai partnerisi, kuriais ekspestgrupe susitiko vizito metu,
profesinis tinkamumasl [vertinamoji sritis|;
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— Mokymosi patirtis, kus sitilo programa, labai orientuota studend ir
studend individualaus krybinio projekto pasilyma [2 vertinamoji sritis];

— Studij turinys, uztikrinantis stipgiteorijos ir praktikos gsap [2 vertinamoji
sritis];

— Programos papildymas daugeliu pasirenjamstudiyy dalyky, skirty
supazindinti studentus su Siuolaiknis idejomis, teorijomis ir praktikomis ir atspigt
naujausius studijsrities pasiekimus2[vertinamoji sritis|;

— Jvairiy dirbtuviy, laboratorij ir IT jrangos, tiesiogiai susijusios su studij
sritimi ir prieinamos studentams, koky[! vertinamoji sritis|

— Glaudis katedros rySiai su galimais darbdaviais ir souebk partneriais,
uztikrinantys studentams galimylixurti profesinius tinklus rengiantisidarbinti arba uzsiimti
savarankiSka profesine praktiké&ertinamoji sritis];

Naudingas grtamojo rySio teikimas studentams vertinimo metpay
formuojartiojo griztamojo rysio, pateikiamo per tarpidarbo perirg prieS galutifn vertinimg
[5 vertinamoji sritis];

— Duomenys apie absolventus, pasiekustanés nacionaliniu ir tarptautiniu
mastu b vertinamoji sritis|

— Katedros é&mesys vidinio ir iSorinio vertinimo iSvadoms, karpdo jos
reakcijaj ankstesnio vertinimo rekomendacij&svgrtinamoji sritis);

— Tvirtas teigiamas darbuotpjr student nusiteikimas, kurskatina ir palaiko
labai atsidavusi programos rengimo grup

Vertinimo grug nenurod jokiy reikSming; neigiamy programos aspekt bet nurod
kelety dalyky, kuriuos lity galima toliau tobulinti; jiejtraukti j Siose vertinimo iSvadose
pateiktas rekomendacijas.

[ll. REKOMENDACIJOS

Vertinimo grug, atlikusi programos vertinigy kartu su jo iSvadomis pateikia Sias
rekomendacijas. $irekomendacij jgyvendinim reikéty laikyti priemone, skirta sustiprinti Siuo
metu vykdomg programa, kuri, vertinimo grups nuomone, yra stipri, nuolat tobulinama ir turinti

nemazai savit savybij.

Vertinimo grug jvertino tris Akademijoje éstomas studij programas: dvi
magistraniros (skaitantGrafikos magistraniros studiy program) ir vieng bakalauro studij
programy. Tai padjo vertinimo grupei susidaryti iSsamesnuomor apie Akademij ir apie
kiekvierg konkretig program. Todl kai kurios toliau nurodytos rekomendacijos yrartsis

visai Akademijai, o kitos — susijusios su korkgegprograny vertinimu.

Programos lygmuo:
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i) Ekspery grupei malonu pastéh, kad pastaraisiais metais Akademija labai daug
démesio kreig j visy joje destom; prograny numatona studiy rezultaty nustatyna. Numatomi
studijy rezultatai, nurodyti vertinimo grupei pateiktuose Grafikos magistraniros studiy
programa susijusiuose dokumentuose, labagjpaatlikti § vertinimg. Tatiau ekspext grupe
mano, kad dabartinius stuglijrezultatus dar galima tobulinti, ypgrogramos lygmeniu —
sumazinus numatamstudiy rezultaty skatiy ir glaustai apibdinus svarbiausius i3y, bity
galima daugiau &nesio skirti konkretiems programos tikslarhs/rtinamoji sritis)].

i) Nors vertinimo grupei atrodo, kad Siuo metudgntams éstom; moduliy apimtis
ir jvairove uztikrina jiems sklandziir tinkamg mokymosi patiit vis ctlto ji ragina programos
rengimo grup programos tiksluose ir numatomuose siuudipzultatuose aiskiai nurodyti
programos ryS su haujomis Ziniasklaidos ir skaitmeénms technologijomis, stengiantis

uztikrinti, kad programos turinyjetby aiSkiau pahkiziamos Sios praktikod [vertinamoji sritig].

i) Vertinimo grupe rekomenduoja programos rengimo grupei rimtai asyt
dabartin programos pavadinignir uztikrinti, kad dabartinis pavadinima&n@fika) angly kalba
atspinaty programos savitug (pavyzdZziui, vieSinant programtarptautiniu mastu, siekiant

pritraukti studeng ar moksling tyrimy tikslais [L vertinamoji sritis).

Akademijos lygmeniu:

iv) Susitikusi su Akademijos administracija, vemmo grug jsitikino, kad
Akademija yra suinteresuota uztikrinti, jogstlytojaisj Akademip priimti menininkaijgyty
atitinkamy gelejimy, kad gadty plétoti pedagogin veikla. Vertinimo grug rekomenduoja, kad
Akademija apsvarstyt Sios procedros formalizaving ir pavertimy nuolatine vig katedy

darbuotoy tobulinimo veiklos dalimi 3 vertinamoji sritig].

V) Kiek vertinimo grupei pavyko suZzinoti vizito metAkademija yrajdiegusi
viding kokybés uztikrinimo sisteny, kuri suteikia jai galimyb nustatyti, kurios programos
jgyvendinimo sritys yra tobulintinos. Vertinimo g&gppnuomone, tai suteikia twirtpagrind
formaliai veiklos gerinimo strategijai, kaip bendims kokylés uztikrinimo sistemos daliai. Tai
padts Akademijai ne tik gerinti silgsias sritis, bet ir nuolat tobulinti visus prograno
jgyvendinimo aspektus bei remtis tomis sritimis, i&se jgyvendinama geroji patirtis6[
vertinamoji sritig|.

<...>
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Paslaugos tedfa patvirtina, jog yra susipazinusi su Lietuvos Rddikos
baudZiamojo kodeks$o0235 straipsnio, numataio atsakomyb u? melaging ar Zinomai
neteisingai atlikf vertima, reikalavimais.

Vert¢jos rekvizitai (vardas, pavatd
parasas)

1Zin., 2002, Nr.37-1341

Studijy kokyhkes vertinimo centras



