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[. INTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of the externaluation of the Master study programme
General Linguistics offered by the Faculty of Plafgy and run jointly by different departments

at the Faculty including those of the Lithuaniamggaage, Baltic Studies, English Philology,

German Philology, Lithuanian Studies, Polish Stsdad Russian Philology. The Master

programme started in 2011 and it replaced previimgglistic programmes in English, French,

German, Lithuanian and Slavic languages. During12@013, 9-10 new students have been
admitted to the programme each year.

The evaluation process of the Master study prograr@®aneral Linguistics was initiated by the
Centre for Quality Assessment in Higher EducatidnLithuania nominating the external
evaluation team of experts formed by the team lgageofessor Minna Palander-Collin
(University of Helsinki, Finland), professor Zaig&ere (Daugavpils University, Latvia),
professor Nikolas Gisborne (University of Edinburghk), Dr. Nijolé Merkiere (Lithuania) and
student representative Simonas Valionis (Lithuania)

For the evaluation, the following documents havernbeonsidered:
1. Law on Higher Education and Research of Republigthuania;

2. General Requirements for the Master Degree Studgrammes;

3. Methodology for Evaluation of Higher Educatictu®/ Programmes.

The Evaluation is based on the Self-Evaluation Ref®ER) and its annexes prepared in
October 2013 and the site visit on 28 February 2@i#ing the visit the Expert Team met all
the required groups including senior administrasvaff (on 25 Feb), staff responsible for the
preparation of the SER, teaching staff, studemtsjgates and one social partner. The Team also
examined students’ Master’s theses, and they digtealitoriums, libraries, and other facilities
(on 25 Feb)After the Expert Team discussions and additionapgrations of conclusions, general
remarks of the visit were presented. After thetyvthie group met to discuss and agree the confent o
the Report, which represents the Expert Team'sasswal views.

. PROGRAMME ANALYSIS

1. Programme aims and learning outcomes

The programme aims at “training highly qualifiecespalists in linguistics who meet the needs of
modern society, are able to apply modern methodsuse modern information technologies”
(SER). The career prospects for the graduates efptiogramme include doctoral studies,
research work in higher education institutes anchdmities research institutes and other areas
related to linguistics like publishing, textologicaork, and forensic linguistics (SER). The
learning outcomes of the programme are divided iinte generic competences and three
subject-specific competences. Tables have beenlagpeee to show which competences are
developed in each course. The outcomes can besaccesline on the VU webpage and other
online systems.

The programme is academically oriented and lesntah is paid to developing students’

professional skills in practice. The programme getpes the labour market need to train
research-oriented experts (SER), although in practiudents of the programme did not seem to
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have a strong academic orientation, for exampleth&ir career plans. It is important for
Lithuanian society to train people who can perfazomplex problem-solving tasks in their
future careers. The programme aims and learningpmés are in line with Master level studies.
The expert team thought that there was an effaviatds developing this programme into a
general linguistics programme that would cater Bés of different language subjects (e.g.
English, German), but this work should be continasdcurrent students are mostly BAs in
Lithuanian language.

2. Curriculum design

This Master is a specialist programme with a fooadinguistic typology, which follows from
the research interests of Prof. Holvoet, who isuably the most distinguished researcher in
linguistics in Lithuania. This is, therefore, a higresearch-oriented programme, and the overall
set of courses are good making for a balanced gnugee, with individual courses that are
commendable. The programme is taught by competsearchers.

The modules are spread evenly and their themeasoamrepetitive. The content of the modules is
consistent with the type and level of studies dr&irtcontent and methods are appropriate for the
achievement of the intended Learning Outcomes Her grogramme, even though (and see
below) the relationship between individual couraad the Learning Outcomes was not always
made clear in the Self Evaluation Report or inreetings. At thggrogramme level, it looks

like a well-planned degree. The scope of the progna is sufficient to ensure the programme’s
learning outcomes. The degree looks likely to emstivat students will have a thorough
understanding of research in linguistics, and ugéte. There is an appropriate balance between
core and optional courses, and the theoreticalsesuare supplemented by potentially relevant
courses that can be taken from other programmes.

The courses adopt a particular view of linguistitee-theoretical basis is consistent with a
typological “languages” orientation rather thanarentation towards modern linguistic theory,
which sees language as part of the human cogriéoudty and which is generally engaged with
establishing the nature of “language”. This oriénta is appropriate given the theoretical
interests of the teachers, and the particular sttwapf VU in Lithuania, and of Lithuania in the
region.

The teaching methods are appropriate to the cowanseéshe programmes. However, although
this is not strictly a matter of curriculudesign there were a number of complaints about the
guality of the instruction on individual modulesiin the students.

However, the Expert Team also identified some mnoisl. The Self-Evaluation Report
committee was not particularly clear about theridesd relationship between the curriculum, its
aims and objectives, and the intended Learning @ués. In particular, the relationship between
Learning Outcomes and the individual courses inSe# Evaluation Report conflicted with
information in the Course Unit Descriptions, ant tivas not clarified in the meetings with the
course team. For example, according to the tablehé Self Evaluation Report, General
Phonology does not give rise to LO 7.1, 7.2, of @&spite the fact that each of these learning
outcomes is relevant to the course and despitefabtethat according to the Course Unit
Description it should meet these Learning Outcormiss is just one course. Similar issues were
identified with Semantics and Pragmatics, Generalrg¥lology, Theories of Grammar and
Language Typology. This gives the impression thHtee the SER was not prepared with

17.1. be able to describe, analyse and explainrdiffiecategories and aspects of language; Be2.
capable tcselect relevanlinguistic theory for description of one’s findisigr.3. be able to extract
relevantinformation fromdata
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adequate seriousness, or the programme committeenod communicated the significance and
relevance of the programme outcomes to the indalitkachers on the course.

Another issue is that four courses are taught eitftelly or in part by Prof. Holvoet, who is
also employed at the University of Warsaw. It doesseem advisable for one colleague to have
responsibility for such a large part of a curriculurhis is inadvisable both for operation reasons
(what if this person should fall ill) and for reasoof pedagogical good sense: the students
should have exposure to much more than the reseacttprofessional perspective of a single
individual. However, the committee was reassureat farof. Holvoet was efficient in the
discharging of his duties at VU.

One issue with the programme structure is thatdlaionship between the different elements of
the programme was not always clear to the studdimis. became particularly apparent when
Expert Team looked at the dissertations—a numbaetissfertations indicated that the students
had not really developed as academics in ways wihielprogramme should have led them to.
There is a gap between the design of the programm@riculum, which the Expert Team
thought was commendable and its implementation.

On the other hand, in general the teachers werentided to the programme and had a clear idea
of what the programme was about. However, thi®tgeflected in the documentation.

3. Staff

The study programme is provided in accordance thi¢hrelevant legal acts of the Republic of
Lithuania. The programme is run by a joint teami4fVilnius University teachers from various

departments. All the teaching staff are high quakxperts and professionals in their

corresponding areas. All the subjects are taught full professors, 6 associate professors with
degrees of PhD and Dr. habil., and one lectureh WitD. The programme was started three
years ago, but this is one of the most highly acacEly equipped programmes at the

University of Vilnius in respect to the qualificatis of the academic staff.

There is an established system of teaching staffuation according to various criteria. Every
five years all academic staff participates in @&vatuation process for academic positions. This
process was approved by the VU Senate Committe@3orebruary 2010. The document
envisages several steps to evaluate the applicacésiemic and research activities. Besides the
minimal requirement of a Master degree, for highasitions various requirements are taken into
account including 1) the number and quality of pdilons (articles, monographs, etc.), 2)
participation in international and national resbatonferences, 3) supervision of doctoral thesis,
4) teaching load, 5) teaching materials and othésligations, 6) applied research, and 7)
participation in projects.

The staff publishes monographs, scholarly papersjoiurnals in Lithuania and abroad,
participates in important research projects, pgdie in such expert activities as defence
committees of doctoral dissertations, editorialrdeaand doctoral studies committees. During
2011-2013 three doctoral theses were defendedwere supervised by Prof. A Usonieng, one
by Prof. A.Holvoet).

Workload standards were approved at the VU Senaten@ttee on 18 March 2010. As to
conference participation, it has to be noted that academic staff is financially granted the
possibility to present their research achievemantical and international conferences. The
financial support is ensured by the Research Co(iaculty and University). It amounts to 500
Lt for conferences in Lithuania and up to 5000 dut ihternational conferences abroad. It has to
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be noted that during the site visit there were om@aints by the teaching staff about cases of
having been denied this support from the facultgdaech Council.

As to the sabbaticals it seems that for this staffre opportunities are ensured. Due to a
significant amount of research activities and stisleresearch supervision (i.e. supervision of
term papers, bachelor papers, master’'s degree yajmatoral thesis, which also requires more
individual time than is envisaged in the workloadmagement documents), it seems, however,
that the staff has not been able to take this leaveften as they should have been.

The staff improves their research and academictguahd widens their international contacts
through visits to foreign universities and by papating in the ERASMUS exchange

programme. The teaching staff of the programmavslved in research directly related to the
study programme. In the future, it is recommendgdt,tin the area of teaching staff,

administration of the study programmes should wauk a structural framework on a faculty

level aimed at a long-term strategy which wouldliiate the teaching staff in conducting their

research and professional development, and wouwdugage junior academic staff to progress
in their careers so that they would not have tahaédar research only during their free time or on
vacation.

4. Facilitiesand learning resources

The studies take place on the premises of the tyaot@ilPhilology. During the site visit the
Experts had the possibility to see the rooms eadpwith stationary or portable overhead
projectors and laptops; wireless internet connaqgtimnts cover most of the Faculty.

Students use the stocks of the Central Library Of \hformation Centre for Humanities and
libraries of other faculties. Students can useldtes subscribed by VU, students also have free
access to electronic library services from any \ptake at the National Open Access Scholarly
Communication and Information Centre (SCIC).

E-learning and E-examination Centre of VU (httpwiwesec.vu.lt/en/) develops and
administers the Virtual Learning Environment (VLEH)d the Electronic Plagiarism Control
System (EPCS). Teachers use their websites to deowmformation about the course
requirements, assignments, reading lists, etc.

VU library has a good collection of contemporanygliistic literature. The availability of e-
journals and e-books has increased significantlyindu2009-2014. The teachers of the
Programme have authored, edited and translatedrderuof works used for the courses and
independent student research projects (SER, pOjm.22).

VU ITTC administers and maintains the VU Study hnfation System (VUSIS), which
comprises databases and software for Studies,aWkssignments, Computerised Examination
System (KES), Electronic Plagiarism Control Syst@RCS), and Admission to 1st and 2nd
Cycle Studies. VUSIS users are given authorise@ésscto relevant programs and databases;
every authorised user has a possibility to seeopatgnformation (self-access programme) and
can see information for VU staff (VU intranet).

There is a possibility to do practice abroad far gtudents in this study programme under the
Erasmus exchange programme; however, studentsatedibat they would like more practice
opportunities and practical activity in their stuiisid.
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To sum up, the premises of the Faculty of Philolsggm to be adequate in size and quality.
Teaching and learning equipment correspond to stadeand teachers’ needs. However,
according to the opinion of the academic staff, W Study Information System (VUSIS) is
slow and not flexible, making it difficult to useeffectively; therefore further improvements of
the system should be introduced.

5. Study process and student assessment

The study programme General Linguistics is aimeiharily, at the students of Philology who
have completed their first cycle university studeesd were awarded (at least) a bachelor’s
degree. Such candidates are admitted without additirequirements. Graduates of other study
fields take an entrance examination in linguistidse entrance examination is organised during
the period of admission to the second cycle stuaiegU (the end of June). The examination
programme is announced in advance (in April) on website of the Faculty of Philology
together with the contact details of professors waleavailable for tutorials. The entrance score
is then calculated and the candidates are rankedrding to the Admission Rules for VU
Second Cycle Study Programmes approved by the \rdt8&ommittee.

Students improve their abilities in research bytimgi a Master’s thesis. At the beginning of the

second semester, the teachers hold special medtingsscuss students’ graduation theses.
However, not all Master theses reflect the coresesi Moreover, it was told to the Expert Team

that students had never participated in any rekeeooferences. The SER, on the other hand,
gives examples of research conferences that smtient attended as well as articles published
by students.

The VU Department of Academic Consultation has teca an internet site
http://iwww.klausk.vu.lt/, which provides informati related to the issues concerning studies.
The Deputy Directors provide the students withitifermation concerning the studies. During
the first lecture of every subject, the studenésiaformed about the course description, the skills
that the students will acquire or develop, the@atron of classroom and independent work, the
goals and objectives, the methods, the assessmigriag etc. However, the Expert Group
thought that career and academic orientation isrg weak point, as almost none of the current
students were sure about their future plans afegting.

The students have access to the materials of é&s¢practical classes via the VU electronic mail
or through the e-conference system by the Centrth&Application of Information Technology
(VU ITTC).

The system of VU social support includes incentgymnts, social grants, special grants,
nomination grants, loans for tuition fees, and dtornes. The experts did not hear any
complaints from the students at this point.

Students have opportunities for developing thdiste interests and participating in cultural and
sports activities. They can take part in the atéigi organized by the Student Representative
Office of the Faculty and the Student Represeradiiffice of VU.

The students’ knowledge and abilities are assessecbmpliance with the Statute, Study
Regulations, and other documents of assessmeriudy utcomes. The final assessment is
cumulative, so it motivates students to work assidly the whole semester. The assessment
system is chosen by the teachers in accordance avitltipated learning outcomes and
assessment methods. The students who questiorrdbedpre of the examination or disagree
with the evaluation have the right to appeal intten form. Consultations on all the questions
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related to making an appeal are possible also pbyoaphing the VU Students’ Representation
Appeal Committee.

The students of the Programme have the possibdlifill in questionnaires about the quality of
the courses. However, there is a lack of feedbackirng back to students on what has been
improved, what changes have been implemented, aatltive results of the surveys were.

During 2011-2013, the Master programme was congplejeseven students; six graduates are
employed, and one is not working due to childcare.

To conclude, it seems that the weakest point & $hiidy programme is a lack of career and
academic orientation, as almost none of the custrdents were sure about their future plans.
Also, during the site visit the Expert Team noti¢hdt not all of the Master theses reflect the

core courses of the study programme and that nmatfahe students participate in research

activities (conferences or other events); therefesearch orientation for the students should be
strengthened. Moreover, follow-up of student fee#fbshould be introduced to show the actual

changes implemented in the programme.

6. Programme management

Responsibilities for decisions and monitoring o€ ttmplementation of the programme are
allocated to the Study Programme Committee, whichsists of seven staff members, one
student and one social partner (SER). Since thgranome is offered by several language
departments, the programme management requiresakspéention in order to involve all the
teachers and students and to create a team §piring the site visit, the Expert Team did not
see much practical cooperation between the teaonhd¢ig teachers and students.

During the site visit teachers involved in the peogme explained that the programme
committee initially designed the programme andait®is and then invited teachers to offer
courses to the programme; when we asked abouedraihg outcomes of the programme the
teachers focused on the contents of their own esurat seemed to be unaware of how different
courses in the programme relate to each other.l&lyistudents could not explain to us how
their programme progresses and how the coursesg telaach other. Students could not name
their representative in the committee and were anawf the existence of such a representative.

The Expert Team heard that it is difficult for stmdks to get their suggestions heard. They are not
involved in programme development nor are theyrimfed about career prospects or made to
understand the aims of the programme. Students h@amaged to introduce new optional
courses (e.g. Areal Studies) to the programme ohlyt after being sent to make their case to
different university bodies including the Dean. Digethe way the programme is managed,
students have less choice in optional coursesttiggnwould like to have.

Information and data on the implementation of thegpamme is collected through surveys of
the Quality Management Centre, but students aranvded to give feedback after courses or
discuss feedback with staff.

The SER refers to cooperation with employers, lmaperation was not confirmed during the
site visit, although the social partner we metgmdithe academic quality of the programme and
would be willing to give training opportunities fetudents of the programme.

Although the programme is targeted at BAs of dédfgrlanguages, the programme has so far
attracted only one student with a Bachelor in EiglPhilology from VU; other students have
BAs in Lithuanian Philology from VU. The programmmeanagement needs to develop a
marketing plan including a thorough consideratidrhow to describe its contents, aims, and
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learning outcomes to a prospective student antttacastudents of other language backgrounds
to enhance the general linguistics approach. TheeExTeam was told by the SER committee
that there was no point in advertising the degbeeause students would not come if they were
not interested, but one of the current studentsuslthat she learnt of the degree in her very last
seminar as an undergraduate, and it was exactly shleavanted to study.

As might be expected, there are several optionalubes which appear to be shared across
different programmes (English/German for Specificg®ses, English Studies). One area that
might be explored is whether it is possible to edtéhis practice, so that a core module in one
degree is optional in another in more cases thatuigently the practice. This should be a
practical benefit of modularisation.

It seems that communication and managing changevea& points at the University of Vilnius
more generally, but in this programme shortcominfiscommunication between the study
programme committee and staff and students andalspartners were most acutely felt. A
practical way of enhancing communication with 'staddders’ and students as well as
prospective applicants would be to develop a cohensive student handbook
“ to clarify e.g. the programme structure and aishsgent progression through the programme,
and career options and requirements for qualibosti  (e.g.  teacher).

2 A Student Handbook could include the followingises: 1) An introduction from the programme
leader welcoming the students to the programmejr@naducing him- or herself.

2) Names of all staff involved, their contact distaind their office hours.

3) General information (about where the 'welcomeétimg is taking place, information about the staff
student liaison committee, who students shouldagadr with their enquiries in the first instance).

4) A table of the structure of the degree, showinglents how they can/should put their programme
together from the different modules, including infation about core and optional courses.

5) A summary of the regulation information aboutigression from first to second year, and into the
dissertation (marks required, etc.).

6) Some basic information about the dissertatioadits, course and structure, length, the nature of
research, deadlines)

7) Course and assessment information (a list dziddal modules, their assessment methods and
deadlines, their relationship to the programme téag outcomes, a brief description of their congent
and recommended reading, name of the teacher, coinfarmation for the teacher, a link to more
detailed information on the university's webpages).

8) The programme timetable.

9) Advice on Student Support and academic guiddatzroursework and plagiarism; illness and
disability adjustments. (This could be held monatic@ly as a separate document for the Faculty.)
10) Notes on the writing, presentation and subroissif essays and dissertation.

11) Notes on feedback: how the staff give thenldaek to students, and what the students shoulecexp
from the different teachers on the course in tesfrecademic feedback.

12) An explicit statement of the marking schemet\gbalities does work have to have to get a
particular grade?).
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[l. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The programme committee should find ways of impngvits communication both
among the staff and with the students.

2. The management of the department should developaiketng plan including a
thorough consideration of how to describe the austeaims, and learning outcomes
of the programme to a prospective student.

3.Enhance the general linguistics approach to attr&dchelors of other
languages/philologies than just Lithuanian. Sitlue programme is the only one in
VU where linguistics can currently be studied onskéa level, it is in a good position
to guarantee sufficient student intake and itsruguccess if the management of the
programme considers the content of the programame this perspective.

4. Include a student representative in the programmmamttee. Although the programme
committee has a student representative (accordtit), 3his did not seem to be widely
known (site visit).

5. Substantially improve career and academic oriesidtr the students. In practice, the
study programme committee could launch a studemdib@ok informing the students
about career prospects or arrange practice passtbilvith social partners.

6. Since this is a research-oriented programme, ingsbtwdents’ participation in research
conferences.

7. Make sure that Master theses reflect the core eswkthe programme.

8. Develop a student handbook to clarify the progranmstracture and aims, student
progression through the programme, and career roptiand requirements for
qualifications (e.g. teacher).

9. There could be more practice opportunities for etiisl and more practical activities.

10.To facilitate the study process, the electroniaesysVUSIS should be more actively
used by the staff members of the Department inrdodereate their websites and place
teaching materials there.

11.Work out a structural framework on a faculty leedned at a long-term strategy
which
a. could facilitate the teaching staff in conductihgit research and professional
development,
b. would encourage junior academic staff to prograstheir careers so that they
would not have to do their research only duringrtfree time or on vacation.

12.Ensure the possibility for the staff to employ saidals, embracing a greater number
of the staff. At present this opportunity is lindtdue to the considerable teaching load.



V. SUMMARY

The Master study programme of General Linguistiossaat “training highly qualified specialists

in linguistics who meet the needs of modern society able to apply modern methods and use
modern information technologies”. The career progpdor the graduates of the programme
include doctoral studies, research work in highdwcation institutes and humanities research
institutes and other areas related to linguistiks publishing, textological work, and forensic
linguistics.

This is a highly research-oriented programme ang ne of the most highly academically
equipped programmes at the University of Vilnius respect to the qualifications of the
academic staff. Although the teachers are highhaliied and actively develop their
competencies and qualifications, this is somewiftult due to the teaching load. The Faculty
should take measures to develop a more systemappod system for teachers’ career
development.

The degree looks likely to ensure that studentshawe a thorough understanding of up-to-date
research in linguistics. The study modules areaspevenly and their themes are not repetitive.
The content of the modules is consistent with yipe tand level of studies and their content and
methods are appropriate for the achievement ofrttemded learning outcomes. However, the
Expert Group thought that career and academic tatien is a very weak point, as almost none
of the current students were sure about their éuplains after graduating. At its best, this degree
is genuine research training, but the researcmtation does not concern all the students. For
example, not all Master theses reflect the coragsssunor do students regularly participate in
research conferences.

The programme is targeted at Bachelors of diffel@mjuages, but so far it has mostly attracted
Bachelors of Lithuanian from the University of Miis. All in all, it seems that there is a lack of

concern with making the programme successful, wiibbws in other issues as well. For

example, both teachers and students are poorlymef® of the programme aims, and their

possibilities to contribute to the developmentte programme seem limited. Social partners are
not really involved in the programme developmeiat; are they used to give students working

life contacts. It seems that communication and megachange are weak points at the

University of Vilnius more generally, but in thisggramme shortcomings of communication

between the study programme committee and staffstumtents and social partners were most
acutely felt. As one practical solution to the pesh a comprehensive student handbook could
be developed.
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V. GENERAL ASSESSMENT

The study programme General Linguistics (state codi21Q13001) at Vilnius university is
givenpositive evaluation.

Study programme assessment in points by evaluateas

No. Evaluation Area E\_/aluat_lon Area
In Points*
1. | Programme aims and learning outcomes 3
2. | Curriculum design 3
3. | Staff 4
4. | Material resources 3
5 Study process and .assessment (student admissiody proces 2
student support, achievement assessment)
6 Programme management (programme administraticerniak quality 5
" | assurance)
Total: 17

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

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

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

Grupes vadovas:

) Prof. dr. Minna Palander-Collin
Team leader:

Grupes nariai:

Team members: Prof. Zaiga lkere

Prof. Nikolas Gisborne
Dr. Nijolé Merkierg
Simonas Valionis

Studiju kokyhkes vertinimo centras



Vertimas IS angly kalbos
VILNIAUS UNIVERSITETO ANTROSIOS PAKOPOS STUDIJ U PROGRAMOS

BENDROJI KALBOTYRA (VALSTYBINIS KODAS — 621Q13001) 2014-04-18
EKSPERTINIO VERTINIMO ISVAD U NR. SV4-180 ISRASAS

V. APIBENDRINAMASIS [VERTINIMAS

Vilniaus universiteto studi programaBendroji kalbotyra(valstybinis kodas — 621Q13001)

vertinamateigiamai.

Eil. Vertinimo sritis Srities
jvertinimas,
Nr. balais*
1. Programos tikslai ir numatomi studijezultatai 3
2. Programos sandara 3
3. Personalas 4
4. Materialieji iStekliai 3
5. Studij eiga ir jos vertinimas 2
6. Programos vadyba 2
IS viso: 17

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

4 - Labai gerai (sritis yra iSskirti

<..>

IV. SANTRAUKA

Bendrosios kalbotyros magistro studiprogramos tikslas — ,rengti Siuolaiks visuomens
poreikius atitinkatius auksStos kvalifikacijos kalbotyros specialistugjrie geldty taikyti
modernius metodus ir naudoti modernias informaciteshnologijas“. Studij programos
absolvenj ateities karjeros perspektyvos yra susietos suodakiiros studijomis, moksliniu
tilamuoju darbu aukStojo mokslo institucijose unmanitarini moksly institutuose bei kitose su
lingvistika susijusiose srityse, tokiose kaip |ddy tekstologia veikla ir lingvistire ekspertig

veikla.
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Tai itin { mokslinius tyrimus orientuota programa, viena ifnMus universiteto studijj
prograny, kurioje dirba labiausiai kvalifikuotas akademirpgrsonalas. Norséstytojai yra
aukstos kvalifikacijos ir aktyviai tobulina savo rkpetenciy bei kvalifikacij, tai daryti yra
sucttinga &l didelio déstymo kivio. Fakultetas tuty imtis priemoniy siekdamas sukurti

sistemingesgipagalbos strukita déestytojy karjeros vystimui.

Suteikiamas laipsnis tétg uztikrinti, kad studentai nuodugniai supras nasias! kalbotyros
mokslinius tyrimus. Studij dalykai paskirstyti tolygiai iry temos nesikartoja. Studijdalyky
turinys atitinka studij tipa ir pakop, o ju turinys ir metodai yra tinkami numatytiems studij
rezultatams pasiekti. €@u ekspert grupess manymu, karjera ir akadendiorientacija yra labai
silpna vieta, kadangi beveik nei vienas studentalsuwo tikras, kuo dirbs baig studijas.
Geriausiu atveju, tyrimusis laipsnis yra tikras mloky tyrimy mokymas, t&au mokslini
tyrimy orientacija ®ra viqy studeng interesas. Pavyzdziui, ne visi magistro baigiandaybai
atspindi pagrindinius studij dalykus, o studentai reguliariai nedalyvauja mioksl tyrimy

konferencijose.

Studiju programa skirta turintiems skirtingkalby bakalaurus, taau iki Siol joje daugiausiai
studijuoja Vilniaus universiteto Lituanistikos bddarai. Apskritai, susidargspadis, kad tiiksta
noro paversti programsekminga, tai taip pat atsispindi ir kituose aspekeioPavyzdziui,
déstytojai ir studentai yra prastai informuoti api@gramos tikslus irgy galimykes prisicti prie
programos tobulinimo atrodo ribotos. Socialiniartpariai iS esrés reéra jtraukti | programos
vystyma, taip pat jie nesuteikia studentams jpkiealy darbiny kontakt;. Panasu, kad
komunikacija ir vadovyes kaita yra apskirtai Vilniaus universiteto silpnepus, tatiau Sioje
studijy programoje komunikacijos tarp studiprogramos komiteto ir é$tytojy bei student
trakumas buvo itin pastebimas. Vienas praktinis Siablemos sprendimas @al biti iSsamaus

~Studento vadovo® sudarymas.
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I. REKOMENDACIJOS

=

Programos komitetas tin rasti dy, kaip gerinti bendravim tarp dstytoju ir su

studentais.

2. Katedros vadovyb turéty parengti rinkodaros plan kuriame Ity iSsamiai svarstomas
klausimas, kaip pristatyti studijprogramos sandartikslus ir studiy rezultatus bsimiems

studentams.

3. Reikéty sustiprinti bendrosios kalbotytraktavimy siekiant pritraukti ne tik lituanistus, bet
ir bakalaurus iS kit kalby/filologijy. Kadangi Si programa yra vieninteNVilniaus
universitete, kurioje kalbotyrgalima studijuoti magistro pakopoje, joje dur studijuoti
uztektinai studentir buti garantuojamadékmeé ateityje, jei programos vadowylapsvarstys

programos sandars Sios perspektyvos.

4. 1 programos komitgtdegty jtraukti student atstow. Nors programos komitete student
atstovas dalyvauja (kaip teigiama saviarigliguvestigje), panasu, kad apie tatma pl&iai

Zzinoma (paais§o vizito metu).

5. Reikéty iS esnés pagerinti studentams karjeros ir akadengrientaciy. PraktiSkai, studij
programos komitetas gdlp sukurti “Studento vaday, kuriame ity pateikiama
informacija studentams apie karjeros galimybes dheu su socialiniais partneriais
pristatomos galimys atlikti praktika.

6. Kadangi Si studij programa yra orientuotamokslinius tyrimus, déty pagerinti studemnt

dalyvavima moksliniy tyrimy konferencijose.
7. Reikety uztikrinti, kad magistro baigiamieji darbai atsghy esminius programos dalykus.
8. Reikéty sukurti ,Studento vaday, kuriame ity paaisSkinta programos striaka ir tikslai,
studento tobujimas programos metu ir karjeros galingéglbei kvalifikaciniai reikalavimai

(pvz., mokytojams).

9. Studentams géily bati pristatoma daugiau galimybiatlikti praktika ir vykdyti daugiau
praktires veiklos.
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10. Siekiant palengvinti studijjproces, katedros éstytojai tuéty aktyviau naudotis elektronine

VUSIS sistema, kad sukurten savo tinklalapius ir talpimptmokonaja medziag.

11.Fakultete reikty sukurti strukiira, kurios tikslas — sudaryti ilgalagkstrategiy dél:
a. déstytojy darbo palengvinimo atliekant mokslinius tyrimusabukjant
profesirgje srityje.
b. jaunesniojo akademinio personalo skatinimo tobukatjera, kad jiems nereiki
vykdyti moksliniy tyrimy tik savo laisvo laiko metu ar per atostogas.

12.Vertéty suteikti galimyle kuo daugiau ébtytojy eiti kiirybiniy atostog mokslinei veiklai
vykdyti; Siuo metu tokia galimybyra gana ribotad didelio déstymo kivio.

Paslaugos teiffa patvirtina, jog yra susipaZinusi su Lietuvos [Resikos baudZiamojo kodekso
235 straipsnio, numataio atsakomyb uz melaging ar Zinomai neteisingai atliktvertima,

reikalavimais.

Vertéjos rekvizitai (vardas, pavaidparasas)

1 Zin., 2002, Nr.37-1341.
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