To the Higher Education Quality Evaluation Centre HEQEC, Riga: 

The Academic Bachelor Programme “European Studies” of the Baltic International Academy, Riga.

REPORT BY THE EVALUATION COMMISSION EXPERTS.

Submitted by the Expert team: Professor Dr.habil. Kestutis Krisciunas (team leader), Kaunas University of Technology,  Professor Baiba Rivza, Latvian University of Agriculture, Jelgava, and Göran E. Sjöberg, Past President and Member Emeritus of IPRA, the International Public Relations Association, Stockholm.
This is the joint report of Prof. Kestutis Krisciunas and the Evaluation Commission Experts.

Scope of the evaluation

This report is based on the submitted report by the Baltic International Academy (here abbreviated BIA) in its 2008 application for accreditation of the Academic Bachelor Study Programme “European Studies” (Code 43310).
After individual screening of the application materials, the Commission visited BIA on June 16-18, 2008. Our investigation consisted of: meetings with the Rector of BIA, the Chairman of its Senate and the leadership of programmes; meeting with the academic staff of programmes; introduction to the material and technical bases; visit to PC classes and the Library; meeting with students and with social partners; preparation of evaluation of the study programme and a meeting with teachers, staff and students for presentation of the Commission’s conclusions, its recommendations to the BIA and its final recommendation re. accreditation to HEQEC.

Please find below joint comments by the experts. Further comments are supplied under the different headings of the HEQEC standard questionnaire and in the three individual answers to the questionnaire.

General impression

The management, staff and students of BIA were very cooperative. Their presentations before the commission were complete, concise and clear. 

Self-Assessment Report

The self-assessment report, included in the application documents, was well prepared, profound and open. In cases where the commission asked for explanations and clarifications, such information was readily supplied by the staff.

General conclusions of prof. Kestutis Krisciunas and of experts group are the same:

1. Based on the self-evaluation report and further investigations during the two day site visit the Commission got a clearly favourable impression by the Academy, its management, teaching staff and students, as well of the curriculum and its various parts.

2. Commission concludes that  while the Programme is quite new (licence from 14.09.2006), and there are no graduates until  now, taking into account the great experience of the head of the Programme (Dr. Ilze Ostrovska) in developing and running of the similar Programme (Riga Stradins University), recommends accrediting the academic Bachelor  study programme “European studies” (code 43310) for a 6 - year period. 

The commission’s comments and recommendations:

See Questionnaire as well. 

Aims and objectives

In general, the aims and objectives presented in the evaluation report are quite clear. However, the aim and expected results of each course should be formulated more precisely, and these should be linked to the aims and objectives of the study programme, so it will be understandable how each course contributes to the fulfilment of the wholeness.

The European model usually defines knowledge + skills + abilities. The BIA Self-evaluation report focuses on abilities but not in depth on knowledge and skills in its presentation of aims and objectives. An additional list presented to the Commission at the study visit is a good complement. 

Under item 3.3, the headline “Obtainable results” should be changed to “Learning outcomes” in line with the common terminology.
The content and organisation of the studies

Although the compliance with the professional and education standards, legislation of the Republic of Latvia and with the requirements and standards of the European Union is good, more detailed comparison with the other higher educational institutions in Latvia would be a valuable addition. 
The general principles and mandatory subjects of the study programme correspond well with programmes implemented in other Latvian institutions, such as the University of Riga, Riga Stradins University and Vidzeme University College, as well as with relevant segments of programmes at other universities in Europe, incl. the Hall (UK), Malta, and Bradford (UK).

The description of the content and organization of the courses and studies is detailed enough and to the point.

The content of the course “European politics” does not correspond to the title of the course.

Stronger emphasis should be made on language proficiency.

Under item 3.6 Curriculum, No.1, “Idea of Europe”, could be used as an umbrella course over other modules (outside CPs). Another improvement could be to avoid possible overlapping of courses no. 1, 9, 12, 31 by restructuring them. 

We suggest No.11, “International legislation” be renamed as “International law and organizations” and restructured. 

No.15, “EU institutes”, should contain topics on decision making as well. 

The different forms of teaching and studies are good, but more case studies should be included in the education process.

The Commission suggests that co-operation with colleagues in Latvia should be expanded.

The academic staff is relatively small in numbers, but of good quality. Students expressed high appreciation of their teachers. However, more permanent members of the teaching staff are necessary. The Commission recommends the BIA programme to try to attract doctoral students.

Assessment of teaching and learning

The experts assessed the teaching and learning in the European Studies course against the background of our expertise from own universities. 

The Commission notes that an important development towards e-learning is under way at the BIA, and that a professional website for the programme is under development. 

Students expressed high satisfaction on the modular learning system. 

 Counselling and guidance of students is good. Students can  consult their  teachers via the internet. 

The present system of assessing the knowledge, skills and attitudes seems to work well.

The methodology of teaching at BIA corresponds well to contemporary international standards. 

The students also exert influence on the education, the choice of teachers etc both through their representatives at the BIA Programme Council and through an open attitude in the discussions between management, teachers and students.

The management and support of the studies

The facilities for teaching and learning are good. 

Methodological, informational and technical resources have been considerably developed during the last two years. The library provides good access to necessary learning sources, including books, abstracts, magazines, etc. 

Principles of democracy are respected. Students have representation in the BIA Senate. 

International cooperation has begun.  Support is being sought from the Jean Monnet project and also from the ERASMUS. 

Commission also encourage the supply of more teachers from other universities and institutes, both domestic and foreign.

Research activities of the staff

The Commission notes that research activities and publications are quite frequent. 

It is important for the profiling of this academic programme that scientific papers and articles, presentations at international conferences etc. are published by BIA staff members.

Quality assessment and mechanisms to ensure it
The SWOT analyses, the annual self-assessment work and the development plans demonstrate an active work to ensure continued quality assessment. 

On behalf of the Evaluation Commission 
Chairman Prof. Kestutis Krisciunas                                       
Riga, 18 June, 2008.

Questionnaire 

for Evaluation Commission Experts
(Supplement to the individual report) 

It is recommended to evaluate each of aspects listed below by a mark according to the following scale and to add a short comment. In case of negative evaluation (mark 1) the comment is compulsory. It is recommended to add short description about each quality aspect: strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats. It is possible to leave without mark a question, about which expert is not competent. The filled in questionnaire expert must add to the reports – individual and joint.

This questionnaire can also be used as a plan for the evaluation report.
Experts Kestutis Krisciunas, Baiba Rivza and Göran Sjöberg evaluated academic Bachelor Programme: “European Studies” in Baltic International Academy (code 45310), 

The date of site visit:  16-18 June, 2008
The scale for the assessment: 

4 (excellent), 3 (highly satisfactory), 2 (satisfactory), 1(unsatisfactory)

I The assessment of study programmes       

(6 main aspects and 14 questions)
I.  Aims and objectives

1. Possibility to understand, to reach and to control the aims and objectives defined by the study programme.
Assessment: 3 (three)

Comment:

In general, the aims and objectives presented in the evaluation report are quite clear. However, the aim and expected results of each course should be formulated, and these should be linked to the aims and objectives of the study programme, so it will be clear how each course contributes to the fulfilment of the wholeness.

The European model usually defines knowledge + skills + abilities. The BIA Self-evaluation report focuses on abilities but not in depth on knowledge and skills in its presentation of aims and objectives. An additional list presented to the Commission at the study visit is a good complement. 

Under item 3.3, the headline “Obtainable results” should be changed to “Learning outcomes” in line with common terminology.
II. The content and organization of the studies.

Assessment: 3,5 (three and a half) 

Comment:

The description of the content and organization of the courses and studies is detailed enough and to the point.

The content of the course “European politics” does not correspond to the title of the course.

Stronger emphasis should be made on language proficiency.

Under item 3.6 Curriculum, No.1, “Idea of Europe”, could be used as an umbrella course over other modules (outside CPs). Another improvement could be to avoid possible overlapping of courses no. 1, 9, 12, 31 by restructuring them. 

We suggest No.11, “International legislation” be renamed and restructured as “International law and organizations”.

No.15, “EU institutes”, should contain decision making as well. 

The different forms of teaching and studies are good, but more case studies should be included in the education
2. Complying with the professional and education standards, legislation of the Republic of Latvia and with the requirements and standards of the European Union.

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half) 

Comment:

The compliance is good, but a more detailed comparison with other Latvian institutes would be a valuable addition. Furthermore, the Commission suggests that co- operation with colleagues in Latvia should be expanded. 

Look to the comments of the chapter II as well.

3. Consistency of the study programme and its parts with the demands to create the common European education space, including the comparison with at least two study programmes from EU countries. 

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

Comment:

Compliance is quite good. Look to the comments of the chapter II as well.

4. Qualification and professionalism of the academic staff members. 

Assessment: 3 (three)

Comment:

The academic staff is relatively small in numbers, but of good quality. Students expressed high appreciation of their teachers.

However, more permanent members of the teaching staff are necessary. The Commission recommends the BIA programme to try to attract Doctoral students.

 III. Assessment of teaching and learning.

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

5. Modern methodology of teaching, a clear statement of results to be expected, problem solving, use of computers, internet, audiovisual and multi media equipment.
Assessment: 3 (three)

Comment: 

The Commission notes that an important development towards e-learning is under way at the BIA, and that a professional website for the programme is under development. Students expressed high satisfaction on the modular learning system. 

6. Counselling and guidance for students, academic supervision and consultations of the teaching staff, increasing of the students' motivation to study. 
Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

Comment: Counselling and guidance of students is good. Students can get consultations from the teachers through internet. 

7. Methods to assess the knowledge, skills and attitudes, their objectivity use to improve the studies.

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

Comment: The present system seems to work well.

IV The management and support of the studies

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

8. Respect of the principles of democracy, clear definition of the relations among representatives of the administration, academic staff and students;

Assessment: 4 (four)

Comment: 

Principles of democracy are respected. Students have representation in the BIA Senate. 

9. Cooperation with other higher education establishments, research institutions, international organizations; exchange of staff and students with other higher education establishments.
Assessment: 3 (three) 

Comment: 

Cooperation has begun.  Support is being sought from the Jean Monnet project and also from the ERASMUS project in terms of both money and people. 

We also encourage the supply of more teachers from other universities and institutes, both domestic and foreign.

10. Methodological, informational and technical resources and facilities of the study programme. 

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

Comment: 

Methodological, informational and technical resources have been considerably developed during the last two years. The library provides good access to necessary learning sources, including books, abstracts, magazines, etc. 

V. Research (creative) activities of the staff and the students

11. Involvement of the academic and general staff in the research (creative) activities, up to date character and connection with the content of the study programme. 

Assessment: 3 (three) 

Comment: 

The Commission notes that research activities and publications are quite frequent. It is important for the profiling of this academic programme that scientific papers and articles, presentations at international conferences etc. are published by BIA staff members.

VI. Quality assessment and mechanisms to ensure it

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

Comment: 

The SWOT analyses, the annual self-assessment work and the development plans demonstrate an active work to ensure continued quality assessment. 

12. Annual self-assessment of the study programme, evaluation of the strengths and weaknesses, changes, plans and possibilities for the development, continuously action of the system of self-evaluation and quality improvement. 
Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half) 

Comment: 

See comment above.

13. Successful work of graduates according to their qualification. 
Assessment: not yet relevant

Comment:  There are no graduates yet. The programme is new.

14. Opportunities to continue studies and financial guarantees in the case of closure of the programme, its re-organization and other changes.

Assessment: 4 (four)

Comment: 

BIA’s financial status is stable. Guarantees and agreements are sufficient in case of closure. 

Riga, 18 June, 2008

On behalf of the Group:

Kestutis Krisciunas               

Questionnaire 

for Evaluation Commission Experts
(Supplement to the individual report) 

It is recommended to evaluate each of aspects listed below by a mark according to the following scale and to add a short comment. In case of negative evaluation (mark 1) the comment is compulsory. It is recommended to add short description about each quality aspect: strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats. It is possible to leave without mark a question, about which expert is not competent. The filled in questionnaire expert must add to the reports – individual and joint.

This questionnaire can also be used as a plan for the evaluation report.
Expert Kestutis Krisciunas evaluated academic Bachelor Programme: “European Studies” in Baltic International Academy (code 45310), 

The date of site visit:  16-18 June, 2008
The scale for the assessment: 

4 (excellent), 3 (highly satisfactory), 2 (satisfactory), 1(unsatisfactory)

I The assessment of study programmes       

(6 main aspects and 14 questions)
I. Aims and objectives

1. Possibility to understand, to reach and to control the aims and objectives defined by the study programme.
Assessment: 3 (three)

II. The content and organization of the studies.

Assessment: 3,5 (three and a half) 

2. Complying with the professional and education standards, legislation of the Republic of Latvia and with the requirements and standards of the European Union.

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half) 

3. Consistency of the study programme and its parts with the demands to create the common European education space, including the comparison with at least two study programmes from EU countries. 

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

4. Qualification and professionalism of the academic staff members. 

Assessment: 3 (three)

 III. Assessment of teaching and learning.

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

5. Modern methodology of teaching, a clear statement of results to be expected, problem solving, use of computers, internet, audiovisual and multi media equipment.
Assessment: 3 (three)

6. Counselling and guidance for students, academic supervision and consultations of the teaching staff, increasing of the students' motivation to study. 
Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

7. Methods to assess the knowledge, skills and attitudes, their objectivity use to improve the studies.

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

.

IV The management and support of the studies

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

8. Respect of the principles of democracy, clear definition of the relations among representatives of the administration, academic staff and students;

Assessment: 4 (four)

9. Cooperation with other higher education establishments, research institutions, international organizations; exchange of staff and students with other higher education establishments.
Assessment: 3 (three) 

10. Methodological, informational and technical resources and facilities of the study programme. 

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

V. Research (creative) activities of the staff and the students

11. Involvement of the academic and general staff in the research (creative) activities, up to date character and connection with the content of the study programme. 

Assessment: 3 (three) 

VI. Quality assessment and mechanisms to ensure it

Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half)

12. Annual self-assessment of the study programme, evaluation of the strengths and weaknesses, changes, plans and possibilities for the development, continuously action of the system of self-evaluation and quality improvement. 
Assessment: 3.5 (three and a half) 

13. Successful work of graduates according to their qualification. 
Assessment: not yet relevant

Comment:  There are no graduates yet. The programme is new.

14. Opportunities to continue studies and financial guarantees in the case of closure of the programme, its re-organization and other changes.

Assessment: 4 (four)

Riga, 18 June, 2008

Prof.      Kestutis Krisciunas               

Questionnaire
for Evaluation Commission Experts
(Supplement to the individual report)
It is recommended to evaluate each of aspects listed below by a mark according to the following scale and to add a short comment. In case of negative evaluation (mark 1) the comment is compulsory. It is recommended to add short description about each quality aspect: strengths, weaknesses, opportunities and threats. It is possible to leave without mark a question, about which expert is not competent. The filled in questionnaire expert must add to the reports - individual and joint.
This questionnaire can also be used as a plan for the evaluation report.
Expert's name, surname: Goran Sjoberg Evaluated higher education institution and study programme: Baltic International Academy, European Studies, Masters Progr. The date of site visit: 16-18 June, 2008
The scale for the assessment:
4 (excellent), 3 (highly satisfactory), 2 (satisfactory), 1 (unsatisfactory)
Expert's comments:
My comments are included in the joint report and questionnaire. I have no further individual comments but agree with all the points and conclusions made in our answers to the joint questionnaire.
I The assessment of study programmes
(6 main aspects and 14 questions)
I
Aims and objectives
1.
Possibility to understand, to reach and to control the aims and objectives defined by
the study programme.
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment: 

II
The content and organization of the studies.
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment: 

2.
Complying with the professional and education standards, legislation of the
Republic of Latvia and with the requirements and standards of the European Union.
Assessment: 3 (three)
3.
Consistency of the study programme and its parts with the demands to create the
common European education space, including the comparison with at least two study
programmes from EU countries.
Assessment: 2,5 (two and a half)
Comment:

4.
Qualification and professionality of the academic staff members.
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment:

Ill Assessment of teaching and learning.
Assessment: 2,5 (two and a half)
Comment: 

5. Modern methodology of teaching, a clear statement of results to be expected,
problem solving, use of computers, internet, audiovisual and multi media equipment.
Assessments (three)
Comment: 

6. Counselling and guidance for students, academic supervision and consultations of
the teaching staff, increasing of the students' motivation to study.
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment: 

7. Methods to assess the knowledge, skills and attitudes, their objectivity use to
improve the studies.
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment:

IV The management and support of the studies
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment: 

8. Respect of the principles of democracy, clear definition of the relations among
representatives of the administration, academic staff and students;
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment: 

9. Cooperation with other higher education establishments, research institutions, international organizations; exchange of staff and students with other higher education establishments. Assessment: 3 (three)
10. Methodological, informational and technical resources and facilities of the study
programme.
Assessment: 3,5 (three and a half)
Comment:

V Research (creative) activities of the staff and the students
11. Involvement of the academic and general staff in the research (creative) activities,
up to date character and connection with the content of the study programme.
Assessment:2,5 (two and a half)
Comment: 

VI Quality assessment and mechanisms to ensure it
Assessment: 3 (three)
Comment: 

12. Annual self-assessment of the study programme, evaluation of the strengths and
weaknesses, changes, plans and possibilities for the development, continuously action
of the system of self-evaluation and quality improvement.
Assessment:3 (three)
Comment:

13. Successful work of graduates according to their qualification.
Assessment: not yet relevant
Comment: 

14. Opportunities to continue studies and financial guarantees in the case of closure of
the programme, its re-organization and other changes.
Assessment: 4 (four)
Comment: 

General conclusion: See joint questionnaire. Riga, 18 June, 2008.
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Individuālais eksperta Baibas Rivžas ziņojums

par Baltijas Starptautiskās akadēmijas akadēmiskās bakalaura programmu

Eiropas studijas ( kods 43310)

Ziņojums balstās uz iesniegto akadēmiskās bakalaura programmas pašnovērtējuma ziņojumu, informāciju , kas iegūta novērtēšanas laikā 16.-18. jūnijā 2008.gadā akadēmijā, tiekoties ar akadēmijas vadību, programmas padomi, programmas vadītāju Dr. Ilzi Ostrovsku, akadēmisko personālu, potenciālajiem darba devējiem, studentu pārstāvjiem. Tika apmeklēta bibliotēka, auditorijas, datorklases utt. 

Programmas struktūra atbilst LR IZM normatīvajiem aktiem, tā ir salīdzināta ar līdzīgām programmām Rīgas Stradiņa universitātē, Vidzemes augstskolā  un atzītās ārzemju universitātēs. Programmas direktore Dr. Ilze Ostrovska programmas sagatavošanā ir ieguldījusi lielu darbu un savu uzkrāto pieredzi Rīgas Stradiņa universitātes līdzīgā programmā. 

Programmai šajā gadā vēl nav absolventu, bet tikšanās ar potenciālajiem darba devējiem un sociālajiem partneriem liecina, ka absolventi darbā iekārtosies veiksmīgi.

Sīkāki paskaidrojumi par programmas realizāciju pie konkrētiem kritērijiem pievienotajā eksperta anketā.

Iesaku programmu akreditēt uz 6 (sešiem) gadiem.

Baiba Rivža

Eksperte

ANKETA

NOVĒRTĒŠANAS KOMISIJAS EKSPERTIEM

studiju programmas novērtēšanai


Novērtēšanas komisijas eksperta individuālajam ziņojumam un Novērtēšanas komisijas kopējam ziņojumam jāpievieno aizpildīta anketa. Par katru jautājumu un par katru no kvalitātes aspektiem (kuri satur vairāk par 1 jautājumu) vēlams dot novērtējumu 4 ballu skalā un rakstisku komentāru, kurš ir obligāts negatīva vērtējuma gadījumā. (Ar atzīmi ballēs norāda galvenokārt īstenošanas atbilstību izvirzītajiem mērķiem un uzdevumiem.) Ieteicams par katru kvalitātes aspektu kopumā sniegt īsu komentāru, aprakstot: atklātos pozitīvos faktorus, trūkumus, rekomendācijas un ieteikumus kvalitātes uzlabošanai, iespējamos draudus. Ja par kādu jautājumu vai kvalitātes aspektu eksperts nav kompetents, par to  vērtējums  nav jādod. Ieteicams ekspertu ziņojumus strukturēt atbilstoši anketas jautājumiem, vajadzības gadījumā pievienojot papildus punktus. 

Novērtēšanas skala: 4(teicami), 3 (labi), 2 (apmierinoši), 1 (neapmierinoši). 

Eksperta vārds, uzvārds: Baiba Rivža

Novērtētās augstākās izglītības iestādes un tās studiju programmas nosaukums: Baltijas Starptautiskā Akadēmija, akadēmiskā bakalaura programma Eiropas studijas ( kods 43310)

Eksperta ārējās novērtēšanas vizītes datums: 16.-18.jūnijs 2008.gadā

I Studiju programmas vērtēšanas kritēriji 

(6 galvenie kvalitātes aspekti un 14 jautājumi)

I Mērķi un uzdevumi.

1. Studiju programmas mērķu un uzdevumu skaidrība, sasniedzamība un pārbaudāmība. 

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: Studiju programmas mērķi un uzdevumi ir skaidri un sasniedzami


II Studiju saturs un organizācija.

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: .........
2. Atbilstība Latvijas Republikas izglītības un profesiju standartiem, citiem normatīvajiem aktiem un Eiropas Savienības prasībām un rekomendācijām. 

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: Atbilstība LR izglītības un profesiju standartiem, citiem normatīvajiem aktiem un ES prasībām
3. Studiju programmas un tās atsevišķu daļu saskaņotība ar Latvijas un Eiropas kopējās izglītības telpas veidošanas prasībām, tai skaitā izmantojot salīdzinājumu ar vismaz 2 ES valstu studiju programmām. 

Novērtējums: 3.5        

Komentārs: Studiju programma salīdzināta ar Latvijas Universitātes programmu, Rīgas Stradiņa universitātes, Vidzemes augstskolas un atzītu ārzemju universitāšu programmām.
4. Akadēmiskā personāla kvalifikācija un profesionalitāte.

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: Akadēmiskais personāls kvantitatīvi ir neliels, bet kvalitāte ir laba. studenti ir apmierināti ar mācībspēku darbu.


III Mācīšana un zināšanu novērtēšana.

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: 

5. Modernas mācīšanas metodes, studijās sagaidāmo rezultātu skaidrs izklāsts, problēmu risināšana, datoru, multimēdiju un interneta izmantošana.

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: Modernas mācīšanas metodes tiek izmantotas

6. Palīdzība studentiem, pasniedzēju konsultācijas, akadēmiskā vadība un  studēšanas motivācijas paaugstināšana. 

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: palīdzība studentiem tiek sniegta ( studenti  to arī atzīst), arī studēšanas motivācija tiek realizēta.

7. Zināšanu, prasmju un attieksmju novērtēšanas metožu objektivitāte un izmantošana studiju procesa pilnveidošanai. 

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: .........
IV Studiju nodrošinājums un vadība.

Novērtējums: 3.0

Komentārs: .........

8. Demokrātijas principu ievērošana studiju programmas vadīšanā, skaidri noteiktas administrācijas pārstāvju, akadēmiskā personāla un studentu savstarpējās attiecības.

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: Demokrātijas principi ir ievēroti, studentu pārstāvji apstiprināja savu klātbūtni studentu programmas komitejā.

9. Sadarbība ar citām izglītības iestādēm, zinātniskajām institūcijām, starptautiskām organizācijām, akadēmiskā personāla un studentu apmaiņas ar citām augstskolām.

Novērtējums: 3.0

Komentārs: Sadarbība ar starptautiskajām organizācijām un citu valstu augstskolām ir uzsākta
10. Studiju programmas metodiskais, informatīvais un materiāltehniskais nodrošinājums.

Novērtējums: 3.0

Komentārs: Divos gados ir paveikts liels darbs studiju programmas metodiskā, informatīvā un materiāltehniskā nodrošinājumā

V Personāla un studentu zinātniskās pētniecības (radošais) darbs.

11. Akadēmiskā personāla un studentu iesaistīšanās zinātniskās pētniecības (radošajā) darbā, zinātniskās pētniecības darbu tematikas aktualitāte un saistība ar studiju programmas saturu.

Novērtējums: 3.0

Komentārs: .........

VI Kvalitātes nodrošinājums un garantijas.

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: 

12. Ikgadēja studiju programmas vājo un stipro pušu, izmaiņu, attīstības iespēju un plānu apspriešana, iekšējās pašnovērtēšanas un kvalitātes pilnveidošanas sistēmas nepārtraukta darbība.

Novērtējums: 3.5

Komentārs: Programmas stipro un vājo pušu izvērtēšana notiek.
13. Absolventu veiksmīga iekārtošanās darbā apgūtajā specialitātē.

Novērtējums: -

Komentārs: Programmā absolventu vēl nav, bet sadarbība ar darba tirgus pārstāvjiem ir laba

14. Studiju turpināšanas iespējas un finansiālās garantijas studiju programmas likvidācijas, reorganizācijas vai citu izmaiņu gadījumā.

Novērtējums:4.0

Komentārs: Studiju programmas darbības likvidācijas gadījumam nepieciešamie līgumi ir noslēgti. Studenti necietīs.
