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[. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background of the evaluation process

The evaluation of on-going study programmes is dasetheMethodology for evaluation
of Higher Education study programmes,approved byOrder No 1-01-162 of 20 December
2010 of the Director of the Centre for Quality Assment in Higher Education (hereafter —
SKVC).

The evaluation is intended to help higher educaitatitutions to constantly improve their
study programmes and to inform the public aboutnaity of studies.

The evaluation process consists of the main folgwstagesl) self-evaluation and self-
evaluation report prepared by Higher Educationtitugion (hereafter - HEI); 2) visit of the
review team at the higher education institution;@pduction of the evaluation report by the
review team and its publication; 4) follow-up adiss.

On the basis of external evaluation report of tinel\s programme SKVC takes a decision to
accredit study programme either for 6 years or Joyears. If the programme evaluation is
negative such a programme is not accredited.

The programme iaccredited for 6 yearsif all evaluation areas are evaluated as “veryd§oo
(4 points) or “good” (3 points).

The programme isaccredited for 3 yearsif none of the areas was evaluated as
“unsatisfactory” (1 point) and at least one evabratarea was evaluated as “satisfactory” (2
points).

The programmds not accredited if at least one of evaluation areas was evaluated

"unsatisfactory” (1 point).

1.2. General

The Application documentation submitted by the Hdlows the outline recommended by
the SKVC. Along with the self-evaluation report amshnexes, the following additional

documents have been provided by the HEI beforengand/or after the site-visit:

No. Name of the document
1 Supplemented descriptions of study subjects
2 The evidence of the performed student surveys wghtasubjects, submitted.
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1.3. Background of the HEI/Faculty/Study field/ Additioal information

The start of the present-day Vilnius Gediminashhezal University (hereinafter -VGTU)
goes back to 1956, when Vilnius Evening Division thie Evening Faculty of Kaunas
Polytechnic Institute (hereinafter — KPI) was ebshied. 1968 the Department of Urban
Construction at KPI Vilnius Branch was establishe#@69 KPI Vilnius Branch was restructured
into Vilnius Civil Engineering Institute (hereinaft— VISI). 1971 the Faculty of Architecture at
VISI started its activities. 1990 Vilnius Civil Emgpering Institute became Vilnius Technical
University (VTU). There were faculties of Architecture, Constructioigngineering
Communications, Mechanics and Electroni@996 the Lithuanian Government adopted a
resolution on awarding Vilnius Technical Universitye name of an ancient Grand Duke
Gediminas and naming it Vilnius Gediminas Technidaiversity.

Study programmes which are the subject of theuawian - Bachelor of Architecture and
Master of Architecture - have been established984] and accredited by SKVC decision in
2007, following the Report of the international v team led by prof. Spyros Amourgis.

Since 2012, both cycles of Architecture study paogme (Reference year 2008/2009)
have been notified for recognition of professiogahlifications in accordance with Directive
2005/36/EC.

The average annual enrolment (2009-2013) on thediferent specializations of second

cycle Architecture study programme is:
1. Renovation of Buildings: 8
2. Architecture of Buildings: 20
3. Architecture of Urban Complexes: 15
4. Urban Planning: 8

The average number of Architecture study progrargraduates in 2009-2013 is 71%.
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1.4 The Review Team

The review team was completed accordggscription of experts’ recruitmerépproved by
order No 1-55 of 19 March 2007 of the Director lod ICentre for Quality Assessment in Higher
Education, as amended on 11 November 2011. TheeRevisit to HEI was conducted by the
team on 11-12th November, 2014.

l. Prof. Andreas Wenger (team leader),
University of Applied Sciences and Arts Northwes&witzerland, Academy of Art and
Design, Head of the Institute for Interior DesigmdaScenography, Switzerland
o Prof. dr. Balint Bachmann,
Dean, Faculty of Engineering and IT - UniversitycBgPollack Mihaly, Hungary
. Prof. dr. Mart Kalm,
Estonian Academy of Arts, Vice-Rector for Resedtstgnia

o Ass. Prof. dr. Marko Savic,
Provost for QA & Development, ALHOSN University, BJA
) Ms. Ramuné StaSewiite,

Architect-Project Manager and Owner of company BlLAssociate Professor at Klaga
University, Lithuania

. Mr. Gintautas Rimeikis,
student of Lithuanian University of Education, lLiimia

[I. PROGRAMME ANALYSIS

2.1. Programme aims and learning outcomes

Self-evaluation report (hereinafter — SER) propatidresses programme aims although
without justification relying on social needs obdaurr market analysis. Full list of programme
aims and outcomes is publicly accessible at the V®b-site: http://www.vgtu.lt/virsutinis-
meniu/studies/-study-programmes-full-range-/mastegree-study-
programmes/74214?pid=76674#Results.

The name of the study programme, its learning ongxy content and the qualification
offered are mutually compatible and consistent w\hid type of studies. Programme aims and
outcomes (SER, pp.7 - 8) are aligned with the LTQEvel 7 descriptors.

Remarks about programme learning outcomes areliogv/ing:

The study programme outcomes are grouped in fitegoaies, addressing the “Descriptor of
Study Cycles” (Ministry of Education and Science thie Republic of Lithuania, 2011).
However, there are some comments, which have tgobsidered (in the specialisations of
“Renovation of Buildings”, “Architecture of Urbandtplexes” and “Urban Planning”):

1. There is no clear implication about that “newest knowledge” will be used

(“knowledge and its application”)
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2. There is no clear implication of expected impleraéoh of the *“innovation
development” (“special abilities”)
3. The expectation of graduate to “do intellectualtisic and creative work in an
autonomous manner” is not clearly stressed (“spabiities”).

Programme learning outcomes properly address atieaqpf the 11 points listed in UIA-
UNESCO Chapter and Directive 2005/36/EC, in acawmcdavith the specialisation.

Annex 1 of the self-evaluation report presents ‘tikerface between study programme
aims, learning results and study subjects”. Therim#étnds to address — link study subjects
(courses) directly with the programme outcomes outhspecifying particular course outcomes
harmonized with the programme ones.

The descriptions of study subjects (Annex A) waurbmitted during the visit, in incomplete
form; templates provided are over-administered, uraterstandable both to teaching staff and
evaluation team. The course learning outcomes havédeen fully developed and adequately
presented in “Part A” (only submitted). Howeverridg the visit, the experts’ review team
(hereinafter — ERT) has been provided with (onlyg @xample of “Part 3” of the study subject
descriptors — the matrix linking programme outconoesirse outcomes, teaching methods and

assessment methods which has been properly desagaddlly comprehensive.

2.2. Curriculum design

As per national legislation BA programmes in aretiitire last eight, and MA programmes in
architecture in Lithuania last four semesters. dwithg the “Directive 2013/55/EU of the
European Parliament and of the Council of 20 Noven2013, amending Directive 2005/36/EC
on the recognition of professional qualificationsdaRegulation (EU) No 1024/2012 on
administrative cooperation through the Internal Rkéar Information System (‘the IMI
Regulation’)”, a total of at least five years oflfime study at a university or a comparable
teaching institution, leading to successful comptetof a university-level examination is
claimed. The “Directive 2013/55/EU of the Europe@arliament and of the Council of 20
November 2013” provides two options to pursue tloégssion training programs:

(a) a total of at least five years of full-time studyaauniversity or a comparable teaching

institution, leading to successful completion afraversity-level examination; or

(b) not less than four years of full-time study at avarsity or a comparable teaching

institution leading to successful completion of aiversity-level examination,
accompanied by a certificate attesting to the cetigsl of two years of professional

traineeship in accordance with paragraph 4.
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By Faculty note, the second option is basicallgsistent with the current structure of the
Architecture studies in VGTU, but is not given aimds not clear the manner in which the
Faculty provides a certificate attesting to thenptetion of two years of professional traineeship
in accordance with paragraph 4.

For the BA and MA programmes in Lithuania an expdathange would have to affect the
curriculum structure of one or both programmes mear future.

The curriculum design meets the legal requiremdats Master's studies programmes
according to Lithuanian national regulations in estars and in the volume of the programme:
study programme lasts 2 years (120 credits). Tkhengkcycle Architecture studies consist of
study field modules (69 credits), university’s aefil and freely chosen modules (12 credits) and
final degree project (39 credits). The volume dofdits for each of the semesters is 30. The
numbers of subjects studied and accountable forsengester are 5. The volume of the Final
Degree Project is 30 ECTS (requirement: no lese 8. According to the requirements of
VGTU, four specialisations were involved in the dstuprogramme: The Architecture of
buildings, the Architecture of urban complexdsban planning, Renovation of buildings.

Study subjects and modules are not repetitive: eamtiule has a clearly different theme and
the themes are not repetitive. Themes of the dioligamodules are relevant and they are
covering important areas for each specialisatiomk Lof each module with the learning
outcomes has been considered and clearly refléctdse module descriptions. The order of the
modules within the study plan is appropriate am@icl The content and methods of the subjects
and modules are appropriate for the achievemetiteohtended learning outcomes.

The study subjects and modules are spread evenly:

1. 1-3 semesters are taugtwmpulsory subjects of the study field-15 credies pemester
(some subjects are different and depend on theeohsgecialization), elective subjects of
study field-6 credits per semester (some subjessddferent and depend on the chosen
specialization). The University established genecahpulsory-6 credits per semester and 3
credits per semester are dedicated to the finadighé&tudent has opportunity to study
subjects established by the University and selebtethe student (optional) and others, as
,Objects of Contemporary culturology and Mass meédide content of the subjects and
modules are consistent with the type and levehefstudies.

2. In the 4th semester no in-class courses arengthecause the final work (Project) is

performed (30 credits).
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3. The number of students’ and teachers’ contactrdhoexcluding consultations on final
works, accounts for 20% of the total study timectsa great number of contact hours,
compared to 10% established by minimum requiremsrilaracteristic to art field studies.
The plan of the study programme by specializationdogical and the scope of the

programme is sufficient to ensure learning outcoargbto achieve programme aims.

The main evaluation criteria of the final work (j@ct) encourage students to choose a topic
which reflects the latest achievements in scienelel fof Architecture, Urban planning, and
Renovation. In another hand, drawing boards (8-dflsueach 70x100cm), which summarise
material of the analytical part, provide the prdggraphic solutions and two models, which

shows the solutions in the space forcing studentkeimonstrate the high professional skill.

2.3. Teaching staff

The faculty is well equipped with teaching staffetieg the legal requirements.

From the presented CVs’ and during the meetingthersite visit it became clear that the
teaching staff is not well integrated to the intgronal community of architects. There are no
foreign teachers but recently they have startethtide guest professors from abroad to give
short workshops. Among teachers there are thedites with international experience, i.e. the
returned Lithuanian architects. Students the ERT wmuld like to have much more guest
professors coming from abroad.

The studios are supervised by leading local arctsiteAmong teaching architects the ERT
identified an attitude undervaluing the role of dhe in the creation of contemporary
architecture. This fact does not facilitate achigvihe necessary learning outcomes.

According to the information collected during theetings with staff and students it revealed
that only some teachers apply contemporary leam@wvices like Moodle.

The architects teaching in the studios belong iteghe same generation. The well-known
and strongly professional teachers belong to thditg Lithuanian architects. The ERT would
encourage the responsible to employ more and yowangkitects from emerging offices.

The University has set up strict requirements &search (artistic) and other professional
activities for its academic staff. For elected fséa€hitects a three months lasting internshipnat a
architecture’s office is foreseen in every five rgegeriod to recover from teaching.
Unfortunately, this privilege does not comprise #taff of theoretical subjects. There is no
financial support for artistic activities for theaichers but the work organisation in the University
provides them with opportunities to participatepurblic architecture competitions. As incentive
it is possible to apply for support for conferempegticipation and/or for study trips.
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Several members of the teaching staff are activeensrand researchers. As the faculty of
architecture publishes the Journal of Architectamel Urbanism under the Taylor and Francis
Group a very favourable platform for scholarly pshing is offered on the University.

VGTU presents the CVs’ of their teaching staff noger way but in case of architecture the
ISI Web of Science and other peer-reviewed pulbboat should be privileged. The CVs’
structure is not open to the whole scope of teachrchitects very important activities which are
mainly oriented to local readers. To discover deaits™ activities the ERT had to do extra work
on Internet and in libraries or even in local bdakss. The real contribution of the teaching staff
to the professional field is much more substartti@n shown in the CVs’ presented by the
VGTU.

2.4. Facilities and learning resources

The evaluation of the facilities is based on tinelifigs during the site visit, on the data of the
current SER and the final report of the former aedaation from 2007.

Financial resources of VGTU and other LithuanianddEompared to the budgets of Western
European universities are poor. Standard pricersif ¢dycle (BA) full-time studies is 7638,00 Lt
(2.300 €) and of second study cycle (MA) — 11054,0(8.300€) according the data of the SER.
General cuts in state financing of higher educatias been reported.

The architecture study programmes of the first sexxbnd cycle are carried out in the same
premises, and BA and MA students use the same reguipand services. VGTU’s Architecture
Complex is in the Old Town of Vilnius. The totakardevoted to the Architecture programmes
makes up to 3,770 m2 including 1,423 m2 auditoramd 840 m2 of the classroom areas. The
Faculty of Architecture has 5 departments. The Diepent of Architecture is located in the
premises of - 210fm Department of Building Structures — 98nDepartment of Art — 167
Department of Fundamentals and Theory of Architectu144nf; Department of Urban Design
— 122nf.

19 auditoria with 552 working places are used &mtures, practical classes and seminars.
There are 2 auditoriums with 90 seats each, a ctanglassroom with 23 working places, 4
studios for art classes (one studio with 30 anddtstudios with 15 working places). The spatial
structure of the historic building determines thechtecture Complex’s interior. It contains
spacious halls and corridors on the upper flooreséhtly they are used also as exhibition halls.
With a didactic purpose, best academic works oflestts are exhibited there — architectural
designs, models, art works and temporary instaltati This year the area of the Faculty of

Architecture was extended by 25Bmadditional ancillary premises obtained after the
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reconstruction of the cellar of the Complex. In tlgarest future, 2 additional cellars are planned
to adjust for specialized modelling works (shapimachines, model painting).

The facilities provided by the Faculty are adequatethe Architecture study programme
needs, both in terms of classrooms and laborajfoasswell as computers. There are 2
auditoriums for design works and 10 multifunctioaaitoriums (25 working places in ten, and
12 working places in 2 auditoriums). Eleven auditmis are equipped with stationary monitors
and multimedia projectors with audio speakers. Muittional auditoriums, design work
auditoriums and art class studios have exhibitistesns of academic projects and art works —
with mobile partitions and sliding wall elementsu&nts may work in the model workshop
equipped with polystyrene cutters, drilling, poliipand cutting machines and racks for keeping
models for 32 working places. The university hamplto provide more equipment for painting,
computerized fast prototyping, cutting, engraving 8D printing equipment. There is an access
to wireless Internet within the faculty space. Thaehnical and aesthetic state of the classes is
suitable. The teaching and learning equipment abklfor the MA programme is up to date.
Students reported about the appropriate dormitogesn if not many of them live there. On
their site visit the ERT found that there is a ladkspace for students’ independent work that
makes group work inefficient or even impossiblee dpaces used by the students for model
making are not accessible on weekends and at figlg.underlines the necessity to improve the
facilities further on.

The SER of VGTU declares that Master students witemare already employed and have a
professional qualification, the postgraduate stedy free their personality to realise one’s
creative ambitions. Unfortunately the SER of VGTtedn't give sufficient information about
the content of the subjects, since the descriptioi in missing in Annex 6. “Due to limited
information dissemination the descriptions of stwiypject (modular cards) are only in paper
version of the SER”.

The Faculty of Architecture provides competition®rkshops and other events on national
and international level for students’ practical elepment towards the profession. Possibilities
for foreign experience are well promoted by VGTWdents are aware of the Erasmus+
programmes and are keen to participate. Aboutudests per year attend Erasmus programmes.

Teaching materials, such as textbooks, refereno&shand periodicals are adequate and are
supplemented by on-line databases. The Speciafimddtecture Reading Hall (a unit of VGTU
library founded in 2003) offers 67 working places its readers. It has 5 computers with Internet
access. In total the reading hall has 11,450 wifitsublications, 6,300 out of this number are
books, 5,150 professional and scientific magazi(les CROQUIS, Detail, L‘architecture
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d‘aujourd‘hui, A+U, Domus) 14 periodicals in the reading hall get continugusinewed with
latest issues. VGTU Library offers the followingeelronic resources: databases of electronic
magazines EBSCO Publishing (172); Emerald (32); i@age Journals Online (12); Oxford
Journals Online (4); SAGE (43); Science Direct (213pringer LINK (87); databases of
electronic books E-brary (570); e-books on EBS Gbl{@21); Springer LINK e-books (62);
ebooks on Science Direct (32); databases of diiestdike Grove Art Online (Dictionary of
visual and applied arts and architecture). Theitcture collection of VGTU electronic book
platform offers 27 electronic books. The VGTU sgmamediadspacecontains 16 scientific
electronic resources. VGTU acquires publicatiom®memended by the teachers for architectural
studies from centralized funds. The foundationshef reading hall are annually renewed with
150 new copies per average.

Students use the Reading Hall at the Faculty mgldiecause the main Library of the
University is too far for every day use. The aretitire students most frequently use the Reading
Hall of Architecture instead of VGTU central libyabecause it provides a greater amount of
sources related with discipline of architecturentirathe stocks of the Central library of VGTU.

Concerning about the use of common university pgembecome traditional among students
(lecture rooms are opened only at the time of sgleedlessons, there is no possibility to work
for longer in the evening, to leave drawings andlet® in lecture rooms, the reading room is
open only until 17:30). The Architecture Readinglt@w operates until 21:00. Such working
arrangements came into effect on December 1, 2@1<tudents’ opinion, these circumstances
does not provide adequate atmosphere for art studibe level of security and also the
conditions of studies would improve if an electmatcess-control system was installed.

This underlines the necessity to improve the iteesl further on.

2.5. Study process and students’ performance assess

Students’ admission to the second cycle Architecgiudy programme meets all rules and
procedures approved by VGTU Senate and the Governaiehe Republic of Lithuania. All
admission rules can be found on the Internet. Asdimms competitive points are counted by
marks in BA diploma supplements.

VGTU organizes admission to four different MA Artdature study fields (specialisations):
the Architecture of buildings, Architecture of urbaomplexes, Urban planning and the
Renovation of buildings. Requirements for the fashtioned specialisation is different than for
the other VGTU'’s architecture MA fields, extra msudf diploma supplement are counting.

During the analysed period admission to the UrbeEmmng and Architecture of urban
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complexes are organized every second year. Thesdf/pdmission ensures that labour market is
not getting overcrowded and specialists are pragatudents to the market needs.

According to the SER, the tendency of admitted estisl in Renovation of buildings is
almost the same: 2009-2010 9 students were adnpigiegear and 2011-2013 8 students. During
the analysed period the average competitive povwete different: in the years 2009 and 2011,
the score was the same with 9, 7 but in the yed0 20e average competition point was a bit
higher with 9, 84. During the following two yeatsetaverage of competitive points was higher
than 10 (in 2012 10, 89 and 2013 10, 27). The spsation is relatively low priced, since 2011
the Faculty had not admitted any non-state-finarstedents. This shows that very motivated
and the best students have chosen this speciatisati

Competition to the specialisation of the Architeetof buildings is high what shows that this
architecture field among students is marketableéhényear 2009 23 students were approved and
during the period 2010-2011 17 students were aedgpr year. The highest amount of students
admitted was in 2012 with 30 students, but in 20E3lowest amount of students was approved
with just 14 students. During the analysed perf@daverage of competitive score was more than
10. According to the given data in the SER, it sedimat competition requirements for
Architecture of buildings are higher than for Reaton of buildings.

During the years 2009-2013 the admission to thehifecture of urban complex was
organized three times: in the years 2009 21 stsdeate admitted, 2010 8 students and 2012 17
students were admitted. The average of competitiark was higher than 10 in the years 2009
(10, 27) and 2012 (10, 43). In 2010 the averagmofpetitive point was just 9, 4.

Admission to Urban planning was also organisedethimes during the analysed period. In
this specialisation no non-state-financed studest® admitted, all of them got so called “study
baskets”. During these admissions the average ditmpanark was almost stable, in 2010 with
9, 58, in 2011 9, 98 and in 2013 9, 51. In thedfief Archaeology the number of approved
students is not very high; during all admissiorss lthan 10 students were admitted: In 2010 6
students were approved, in 2011 9 and in 2013&:sts.

According to the given data and during the analyssibd, the average competitive point in
all four specialisations was about 10. Admissiogureements are well founded and publicly
available.

According to the SER the drop-out-rate is quite .I®wuring the period 2013-2014 four
students left their studies by their own requdbifahem left the studies during the first course

The students’ assessment and study process isew@hined for students. The assessment
system of students’ performance is clear, adeqaatiepublicly available on VGTU's website
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and inner regulations.

According to the SER and during the site visityéts approved that many teaching methods,
which help students to gain professional and géremmpetences, are offered. Students can
express their opinion about other student worksndutiscussions. The students are encouraged
to deepen their knowledge not only on nationaldsi in the international field.

Academic support for students is ensured. Theralaopportunities to contact lectors all the
time needed and even to meet them for consultirigidai the lectures. Almost all important
information can be found on the Internet and in UGS inner information system. The students
could feel free to ask questions to Faculty adrnrat®n and students representatives about
recent news and important information.

Students are satisfied that their study processljgsted for working students. During the
meeting with students the ERT learned that thera lack of information about projects and
research activities.

The University has given all opportunities to papate in student mobility programmes and
study abroad. The Faculty has agreements with i23gio universities, out of which students can
choose their studies abroad. According to the goaa, just 2 students of Architecture study
programme participated in study exchange programpsgsyear, 4 students participated in
internships during the analysed period.

According to the SER, the University provides oppoities for students to get scholarships:
10% of the best students can receive scholarshiphéir studies. Every two year students can
get scholarship established by social partnerslesits also have the opportunity to get memorial
scholarships. During the meeting with studentsgnaduates the ERT was informed that there is
lack information about scholarships and the reaquodnets to get support.

All MA final works (from all specialisations) areslated with the study programme. The
results of the final works from the last two yeatsow that the majority of students were
interested in their study field, the average ofldst two years results is 8,72.

2.6. Programme management

Responsibilities for decisions and monitoring oé implementation of the programme are
clearly allocated: Senate and Rector of VGTU, Dga@ffice, Council of the Faculty of
Architecture.

The specific profile of the MA study course spdsitions —Architecture of Buildings,
Architecture of Urban Complexes, Urban Planning dredRenovation of Buildings— is hard to
identify in the self-evaluation report provided by SKVC. The study programme should

Studijy kokyhkes vertinimo centras



develop very specific educational concepts and ystoohtents and develop very discrete
educational profiles to attract talented students@utstanding teaching staff.

In the study programme and at the faculty levebmantl representatives of students (the
students’ self-government) in organizational andhwespect to questions of the study plan
content seem to be poorly developed. Students geptation in the University organization
(Senate and Rector of VGTU, Faculty and Councith&f Faculty of Architecture) should be
formalized in the university's enactments and pogne management structure.

According to the SER automated students’ inquirstesyn on the University’s information
system is in operation since 2007 and since 20&@tamated students’ inquiry system on the
quality, relevance, and conditions of studies wasmthed. Following the study programme
management descriptions quality management effodsin operation, especially for internal
formal and informal issues, never the less quadlifieternational standards seem not to be
established jet. The ERT observed that the prgsafarmed surveys and their results are neither
supported by the teaching staff nor would studeet®gnize any outcomes and/or applicable
results of the surveys.

The mentioned most efficient forms of inquiries mformal means by the students’
participation in various contests in Lithuania ai@oad are not part of the objective of quality
management international standards. Beyond quakiyntenance aspect participation in national
and international contests are most valuable.

Master students in architecture estimating theidists as “very good” and “good” (50%) and
“satisfactorily” (50%) is very favourable.

Authoritative representatives of institutions papate in activities of the commissions for
defending of final works. Neither in the SER nortbe site visit quality evaluation processes of
social partners were mentioned.

Many cooperation activities with the country’s ciyd district municipalities and other
governmental or business institutions mentionegetonaintained. Neither in the SER nor on the

site visit quality evaluation processes of cooperaactivities were mentioned.

[ll. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. To enable the thorough evaluation of the prognanoutcomes, the study programme is
required to fully submit the descriptions of studybjects and ensure that the course

outcomes are properly designed, assessable ameéd@ngth programme outcomes.
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2. The ERT recommends stressing “newest ... knowdetEarning outcomes on MA level
documentation. In counterpart the descriptionsefdpecializations (project based learning)
should be adapted.

3. The ERT recommends to reformulate the desonptof the studios in the different courses
and semesters and to focus on problem orientatiddesrning outcomes.

4.  The ERT recommends enlarging the space atedidor students’ independent and group
work. The experts group recommends offering actespace for students’ independent
and group work 24 hours per day and 365 days @t ye

5.  The ERT recommends a re-equipment of the mmdéding workshop with modern
adequate technical facilities and to provide lagae printing infrastructure.

6. The ERT recommends strengthening internatioaaiponents in the study programme by

teachers and students’ mobility programmes anchayimg teachers from abroad.

7. The ERT recommends to clearly strengthen thieatetomponents in the MA curriculum

design and to link them to students practical wasgks.

8. Quality procedures should be improved ensurimgt tfeedback from all stakeholders
(students, faculty, management, social partnersijdvaffect future programme changes.

9. Dean and Vice-Deans will have to make sure, tbsillts of the surveys are provided to
students and teaching staff in an adequate waygé&heral acceptance of the instruments of

guality management should gain acceptance by tegstaff and students.
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IV. EXAMPLES OF EXCELLENCE (GOOD PRACTICE)*

The specializations of the MA programmes of VGT@nRBvation of Buildings, Architecture
of Buildings, Architecture of Urban Complexes anbah Planning enable young professionals
to contribute in the field of their interest. Espdly the teaching staff with national and
international design experience can foster studaitity to compete worldwide.

It is important for the development of the Architee programmes both on BA and MA
level to attract young professionals with desigacfice or research activity to substitute staff
members near their pension.

* if there are any to be shared as a good practice
V. SUMMARY

Following the “Directive 2013/55/EU of the EuropeBarliament and of the Council of 20
November 2013, amending Directive 2005/36/EC on teeognition of professional
gualifications and Regulation (EU) No 1024/2012 aaministrative cooperation through the
Internal Market Information System (‘the IMI Regtiten’)”, a total of at least five years of full-
time study at a university or a comparable teacimsgtution, leading to successful completion
of a university-level examination is claimed. FbetBA and MA programmes in Lithuania a
change of the overall duration of architecture pragmes has to be expected in the years to
come.

Due to the change of Article 46 (training of arebis) in the “Directive 2013/55/EU”,
requiring a total of at least five years of fulire study, the ERT puts the Lithuanian custom into
question that students while following their MA diees work in architectural offices.

A specific profile of the MA study course in Arcidture at Vilnius Gediminas Technical
University is hard to identify following the selfrgluation report provided by the SKVC. A
mission statement describing the specific educati@oncept, the programme aims and the
discrete educational profiles to attract talentdthuanian and foreign students should be
developed and published on VGTU's website.

The self-evaluation report briefly addresses pnogna aims; however the needed analysis
documents were missing before the site visit. Theeasary documents were provided to the
ERT at their site visit on November 11%12014. After examining the provided documents the
ERT could discover that the learning outcomes off@ir specialisations in general are in

accordance to the affording.
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In three of the four specialisations of MA in Artdature level the ERT found “newest ...
knowledge” is not stressed. During the site visitNovember 11-12 2014 the experts could
find, that “knowledge and its application” in tHisld is introduced in the studios project works.

In the descriptions of the studios (project bas=atring) the ERT had the impression that
these courses are still more topic driven thanlproland learning outcome oriented.

The curriculum design of study programme Architestmeets the legal requiremerits
Master's studies programmes according to Lithuamaimonal regulations in semesters and in
the volume of the programme. The content and methafdthe subjects and modules are
appropriate for the achievement of the intendednlag outcomes. The plan of the study
programme by specializations is logical and thgyeaof the programme is sufficient to ensure
learning outcomes and to achieve programme aims.

The ERT observed that the teaching staff is welliggapd at Vilnius Gediminas Technical
University, especially in the courses dedicatedh® studios. The well-known and strongly
professional teachers belong to the leading Litlaraarchitects.

On their site visit the ERT gained the impressibat tthe teaching staff involved in the
studios is not very open to theoretical compon#ms could enhance architectural thinking and
a concept driven design approach.

The study courses are sufficiently equipped in betthnical and in spatial belongings.
However, space for student’'s independent workdsstoall and not accessible 24 hours per day
and 365 days per year. Accessibility to the inftagtire of the study courses has to be
improved. A modern equipment of the model buildwgrkshops is missing. Printing facilities
and machines for efficient mock-up production arssimng.

CAAD equipment and drawing facilities are in a gadte but will have to be kept up-to-
date following the technical development of theides. Library and internet-access are in a
good condition.

Students’ admission to the second cycle Architecgiudy programme meets all rules and
procedures approved by VGTU Senate and the Governaighe Republic of Lithuania. The
students’ assessment and study process is wehiagrgl for students. The assessment system of
students’ performance is clear, adequate and puldi@ilable on VGTU's website and inner
regulations.

According to the SER and during the site visityéts approved that many teaching methods,
which help students to gain professional and gérmmpetences, are offered. Students can
express their opinion about other student worksndwtiscussions. The students are encouraged
to deepen their knowledge not only on nationalddsi in the international field.
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Only 2 students of Architecture study programme tippgated in study exchange
programmes per year, 4 students participated @mnships during the analysed period.

During the meeting with students and graduatesEiR& was informed that there is lack
information about scholarships and the requiremeng®t support.

Following the self-evaluation report MA students anissing in the programme committee.
The representative of architecture student orgtiaisds included in the study programme
committee (SER pp 2, ) Delegates of both architatstudy programmes (MA and BA) should
be represented in the programme committee.

In the self-evaluation report there was no eviddooad, that a quality management system
based on international standards was in operaboning the site visit on November %&nd
12" 2014 the ERT did find the proof that questionreiregularly are provided to the students.
Never the less the surveys and/or their resultpegsently neither supported by teaching staff
nor can students recognize any outcomes and/oicapfd results of the surveys.

The study course descriptions based on the Untyestandards seem over administrated,
credit calculations on a one-tenth scale are netjaate. Amendments (annex A “Part A” and
“Part 3”) could be most useful for the communicataf aims, outcomes and workload of each

course. An example of the amendments was provmétetERT during their site visit.
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VI. GENERAL ASSESSMENT

The study programmaArchitecture(state code — 621K11001) at Vilnius Gediminas Texdin

University is giverpositive evaluation.

Study programme assessment in points by evaluateas

Evaluation of
No. Evaluation Area an area in
points*
1. | Programme aims and learning outcomes 3
2. | Curriculum design 4
3. | Teaching staff 3
4. | Facilities and learning resources 3
5. | Study process and students’ performance assessme 3
6. | Programme management 3
Total: 19

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

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

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

Grupes vadovas: Prof. Andreas Wenger
Team leader:
Grupss nariai: Prof. dr. Bachmann Balint

Team members:
Prof. dr. Mart Kalm

Assoc. Prof. dr. Marco Savic
Ramure StaSeuiute

Gintautas Rimeikis
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Vertimas IS angly kalbos

VILNIAUS GEDIMINO TECHNIKOS UNIVERSITETO ANTROSIOS PAKOPOS
STUDIJU PROGRAMOS ARCHITEKTURA (VALSTYBINIS KODAS — 621K11001)
2015-01-27 EKSPERTINIO VERTINIMO ISVAD U NR. SV4-22 ISRASAS

VI. APIBENDRINAMASIS IVERTINIMAS
Vilniaus Gedimino technikos universiteto studprogramaArchitekizra (valstybinis kodas —
621K11001) vertinamgeigiamai.

Eil. Vertinimo sritis Srities
Nr. jvertinimas,
balais*
1. Programos tikslai ir numatomi studijezultatai 3
2. Programos sandara 4
3. Personalas 3
4. Materialieji iStekliai 3
5. Studij eiga ir jos vertinimas 3
6. Programos vadyba 3
IS viso: 19

*1 - Nepatenkinamai (yra esmipirikumy, kuriuos litina pasalinti)
2 - Patenkinamai (tenkina minimalius reikalavinueskia tobulinti)
3 - Gerai (sistemiSkai giojama sritis, turi savit bruoy)

4 - Labai gerai (sritis yra iSskirgéh

IV. ISSKIRTIN ES KOKYBES PAVYZDZIAI
VGTU magistraniros studiy specializacijosPasta; renovacija Pastai; architekiira,

Miesty kompleks architekiira ir urbanistika suteikia jauniems specialistams galimybi

padidinti savo interes sritis. Ypa& pazynetina, kad nacionaliss ir tarptautigs dizaino
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(projektavimo) patirties turintyseédtytojai gali skatinti studegtgelejima konkuruoti visame
pasaulyje.

Plétojant architeldiros bakalauro ir magistrambs studijy programas reity stengtis
pritraukti projektavimo praktikos ar mokslintyrimy veiklos patirties turiéiy jauny specialisi,

kurie pakeisi déstytojus, greitai iSeisiaiusj pensij.

V. SANTRAUKA

Pagal 2013 m. lapkfio 20 d. Europos Parlamento ir Tarybos direkt2013/55/ES, kuria is
dalies ketiama Direktyva 2005/36/EBétl profesiny kvalifikacijy pripazinimo, ir Reglament
(ES) Nr. 1024/2012 &l administracinio bendradarbiavimo per Vidaus riskmformacijos
sistemy (IMI reglamentas) bendrstudiy trukme turi sudaryti penkegi met; studijos pagal
nuolatinio mokymo program universitete arba lygiaveéfe mokymo institucijoje. Studijos
uzbaigiamos &mingai iSlaikius universiteto lygio egzaminus. ihilasi, kad per ateindmus
metus architekiros bakalauro ir magistro stugliprograny Lietuvoje bendra trukénkeisis.

Pakeitus Direktyvos 2013/55/ES 46 straipgarchitekty rengimas), reikalaujama vykdyti
penkery mefy studijas pagal nuolatinio mokymo progrgmatiau EG abejoja, ar studentai
Lietuvoje baig magistraniros studijas, dirbs architekbiuruose.

Remiantis SKVC pateikta savianal& suvestine, sunku nustatyti iSskijtitvilniaus
Gedimino technikos universitete vykdomos magisthar® studij programosArchitekiira
profili. Turéty bati sukurta ir VGTU interneto svetaije paskelbta misija, apilinanti
konkretig studiy koncepciy, Sios programos tikslai ir iSskirtinis programasfpis, kuris leist;
pritraukti talenting studeng i$ Lietuvos ir uZsienio.

Programos tikslai trumpai aptarti savianédizuvestigje. Taiau pries vizij neatlikta latina
analiz. Reikiami dokumentai pateikti per EG vigi2014 m. lapkdio 11-12 d. ISnagrijusi
pateiktus dokumentus, EG nustakad vig; keturiy specializaciy studiy programos rezultatai
apskritai atitinka tuos, kuriuos galima pasiekti.

EG nustat, kad trijose architekitos magistraniros studiy specializacijose iS keturinéra
akcentuotos ,naujausios ... zinios". Per \{zi#014 m. lapkiio 11-12 d. ekspertai pastgd,
kad zinios ir y taikymas Sioje (architeikos) kryptyjeigyvendinami per studijose atliekamus
projektinius darbus.

IS studiy aprag§ (j projekf orientuotas mokymasis) EG susidaspadj, kad Sie kursai

(dalykai) labiau orientuofiterms, o nej problemy ir studijy rezultatus.
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Studijy programodArchitekiira sandara atitinka Lietuvos téssaktais magistraatos studiy
programoms nustatytus teisinius reikalavimus pnogravykdyti semestrais ir nustatyt
programos apimit Dalyky ir moduliy turinys ir metodai yra tinkami numatomiems studij
rezultatams pasiekti. Stugiprogramos planas pagal specializacijas logiSkagjramos apimtis
pakankama studjjrezultatams ir programos tikslams pasiekti.

EG pastefjo, kad Vilniaus Gedimino technikos universitetcad&minis personalas, ypa
dalyky, kurie cestomi studijose (dirbtuase), yra gerai appintas. Garss ir labai profesionab
déstytojai priklauso geriausiLietuvoje architekj ratui.

Per vizig universitete EG susidarjspidj, kad studij akademinis personalasra labai
linkes j teorijg, kuri gakty packti patobulinti architekirinj mastymy ir taikyti j koncepcig
orientuoto dizaino (projektavimo) metpd

Studijy programa pakankamai apinta technidmis priemogmis ir patalpomis. T@au
studeng savarankisko darbo patglper mazai ir jomis negalima naudotis 24 valandaspag
365 dienas per metus. Reikia gerinti styugpyogramos infrastrulitos prieinamur. Modeliy
karimo dirbtuwse tiksta SiuolaikiSkograngos. Titksta spausdinimgrenginy ir efektyvios
natiralaus dydzio modajigamybograngos.

CAAD jranga ir pieSimo priem@s — geros tklés, ta&iau jas ltina nuolat atnaujinti,
siekiant neatsilikti nuo technia pazangos. Biblioteka ir interneto prieiga yraogdiiklés

Studeng priemimo j antrosios pakopos architekbs studiy program reikalavimai atitinka
VGTU Senato ir Lietuvos Respublikos Vyriauggbpatvirtintas taisykles ir tvagk Studeng
pasiekiny vertinimo sistema ir studjj eiga studentams iSaiSkinta gerai. Stugegpasiekiny
vertinimo sistema yra aiski, tinkama ir vieSai preana VGTU interneto svetai ir vidaus
taisykkse.

Remiantis savianalés suvestine ir per vizitgauta informacija, nustatyta, kadilsima daug
mokymo metod, kurie padeda studentargyti profesiny ir bendgjy kompetenciy. Studentai
gali pareiksti savo nuomerapie kiyy studeng darly diskusijose. Jie skatinami gilinti zinias ne
tik nacionaliniu, bet ir tarptautiniu lygiu.

Studiy mainy programose per metus dalyvavo tik du sidjrogramosArchitekiira
studentai. Vertinamu laikotarpiu 4 studentai dalyvapecialiose praktikose (stazéss).

Susitikimuose su studentais ir absolventais EGn&ydj kad tiksta informacijos apie
stipendijas ir reikalavimus paramai gauti.

Remiantis savianalés suvestine, magistramos studi programos komiteteéna studeni. |

studiyy programos komitat (SS, 2 p.)itrauktas architekros student organizacijos atstovas,
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tatiau jame tukty bati abiey architekiiros studiyy programy (bakalauro ir magistramtos)
atstovai.

IS savianalizs suvestias nenustatyta, kad veiktarptautiniais standartais p#a kokylés
valdymo sistema. 2014 m. lapko 11 ir 12 d. lankydamasi universitete EG suzind{ad
studentams reguliariai pateikiami apkladdausimynai. Téiau dtstytojai Siuo metu apklaysr
(arba) j; rezultaty nepalaiko, o studentai apklausezultaty ir (arba) j taikymo galimybi
nepripazsta.

Pagal universiteto standartus parengti programbykglaprasai yra pernelyg kontroliuojami,
kredity skatiavimas pagal skalnuo vieno iki deSimtieséna pakankamas. Siekiant informuoti
apie kiekvieno kurso (dalyko) tikslus, rezultatusdarbo kfivj, veréty padaryti A ir 3 daly
pakeitimy. Per vizi EG pateiktas pakeitignpavyzdys.

<...>

[Il. REKOMENDACIJOS

1. Kad lmty galima iSsamiajvertinti studiy programos rezultatus, turiith pateikti visi studig
programos dalyk apraSai, taip pattbina uZztikrinti, kad dalyly rezultatai ity sukurti
tinkamai,jvertinami ir suderinti su visos programos rezultata

2. EG rekomenduoja magistraras studiy dokumentuose akcentuoti ,naujaysi. ziniy"
studiy rezultatus. Kartu turi Wi priderinti specializacij apraSai (projektais pagtas
mokymasis).

3. EG rekomenduoja performuluoti skirtingkursy ir semesty studiy aprasus ir émes
sutelktij problemy ir j studiy rezultatus.

4. EG rekomenduoja padidinti patalskirty studeng savarankiSkam darbui ir darbui gése,
skatiy. Ekspeny grup: rekomenduoja uztikrinti galimybnaudotis studentsavarankisko ir
grupinio darbo patalpomis 24 valandas pen 3&5 dienas per metus.

5. EG rekomenduoja naujaiengti modelj karimo dirbtuves ir apipinti jas SiuolaikiSka
tinkama techningranga ir didelio mastelio spausdinimo infrasttnét

6. EG rekomenduoja stiprinti stuglijprogramos tarptautgnveikla, skatinant dstytojus ir

studentus dalyvauti judumo programose, ir pasikivaeéstytojy iS uzsienio.

7. EG rekomenduoja aiSkiai stiprinti magistfans studij programos teorindal ir ja susieti
su student praktinio darbo uzduotimis.
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8. Reikia tobulinti kokybs procedras, siekiant uztikrinti, kad iS wsdalininky (studend,
déstytojy, vadovyles, socialing partnery) gautas getamasis rySys téry poveil

btsimiems programos pakeitimams.
Dekanas ir prodekanai turi uztikrinti, kad sto@dens ir dstytojams @bty tinkamai

9.
pateikiami apklaug rezultatai. Bstytojai ir studentai turi iS ess pritarti kokylés valdymo
priemorems.

<..>
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