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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 AssessiarHigher Education (hereafter — SKVC).

The evaluation is intended to help higher educatstitutions to constantly improve their study

programmes and to inform the public about the ¢yalfi studies.

The evaluation process consists of the main folhgwstages:1l) 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 adi®s.

On the basis of external evaluation report of thelys programme SKVC takes a decision to
accredit the study programme either for 6 year®oB years. If the programme evaluation is

negative such a programme is not accredited.

The programme iaccredited for 6 yearsif all evaluation areas are evaluated as “verydjqd

points) or “good” (3 points).

The programme iaccredited for 3 yearsif none of the areas was evaluated as “unsatmfgct

(1 point) and at least one evaluation area wasiated as “satisfactory” (2 points).

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

“unsatisfactory” (1 point).

1.2. General

The Application documentation submitted by the H&lows the outline recommended by
SKVC. Along with the self-evaluation report and eres, no additional documents have been

provided by the HEI before, during and/or after skte-visit.
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1.3. Background of the HEI/Faculty/Study field/ Additioal information

Vilnius Gediminas Technical University (hereinafteW¥ GTU) was established on 1st September
1956 and it is one of the largest higher educaitnstitutions in Lithuania. It offers academic
studies in technologies and engineering fields lasl 10 faculties and more than 100 study
programmes in all levels. The Aviation Institutessfaunded in 1993 and is since then lead by
prof. habil. dr. Jonas Staimkas. Specialists of all three study cycles aregrexpin the Institute:
Bachelor, Master and PhD. It consists of three depts: Aviation Technologies, Aviation
Mechanics and Avionics; and Flight Training Unititfwaviation technical maintenance service
(Organization 145) and Flight simulator trainindpdaatory), Air Traffic Control Training Unit
and Aviation Engineering Practical Training DepOtrrdganization 147). It also has an Aviation
Specialists’ Qualification Improvement Centre.

1.4. The Review Team

The review team was assembled in accordance watlkExbert Selection Procedurapproved
by Order No 1-55 of 19 March 2007 of the Directértloe Centre for Quality Assessment in
Higher Education, as amended on 11 November 2044 .Review Visit to HEI was conducted

by the team on3February, 2015.

1. Prof dr. David Kennedy (team leader), Head of Medatal Engineering Departmen|t,
Dublin Institute of Technology, Ireland.

2. Dr. Rynno Lohmus, Head of the commision of Estortiggher Education Quality Agency;
Senior Researcher at Faculty of Science and Teapyplnstitute of Physics, University ¢
Tartu, Estonia.

—

3. Prof dr. Frangois ResclProfessor Emeritus, Institute of Engineering SasndJniversity of
Toulon, France

4. Prof. dr. Jolanta Janirtiené, Head of the Mechanical engineering Departmentula of
Marine Engineering, Klagda University, Lithuania.

5. Dr. Vigantas Kumslytis, Manager of materials engieg and technical analysis at Public

Company “Orlen Lietuva”, Lithuania.

6. Mr. Mantas Kinderis, 8 year student ofCar Electronicsstudy programme, Vilniug
College of Technology and Design, Lithuania.
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[I. PROGRAMME ANALYSIS

2.1. Programme aims and learning outcomes

Vilnius Gediminas Technical University offers intdb 5 study programmes in the field of
Aerospace Engineering and 2 of them were evaluayetthe expert team: bachelor Afiation
Mechanics Engineeringnd master ofiviation Mechanics Engineering

There are 4 aims and 27 learning outcomes (hereaft€) formulated for a bachelor study
programme ofAviation Mechanics Engineeringgome of the programme aims and LO (which
are distributed into 5 groups: knowledge, cognitispecial skills, social abilities, personal
abilities) are defined too broad and in a blurrexhmer. For example: “Z2. Knowledge of natural
sciences: physics, chemistry. Phenomena and pex;emsd their mathematical models.” (SER
page No. 9). It is not clear at what level this wiexlge should be reached by a graduate of this
study programme and what precisely one will be &bldo.Therefore it is suggested to amend
the LO by making them more specific and focussetth¢ostudy programme (hereafter — SP) of
Aviation Mechanics Engineering he overall aim of the programme is “to prepageoaautics
engineering bachelor specialists in demand indbeur market” (SER page No0.30). This is too
broad and not well linked to the SP.

The relationship between the study programme LOthadutcomes required for all first cycle
degrees (based on Dublin Descriptors) is balanEldvever, according to the “Study cycle
descriptions” approved by the Order of the MinistéiScience and education of Lithuania the
“ability to carry out research” is not describedtihe SER. The Expert team would suggest to
update the LO of the programme by including thisadigtion and also according to the EU
document EASA 1321/2014.

The aims and learning outcomes are publicly ackkessin both the national study information
and qualification description system AIKOS and thebsite of Vilnius Gediminas Technical
University(https://medeine.vgtu.lt/programos/programa.jsp ?8&prog=102&sid=F&rus=U&k
Ib=en) both in Lithuanian and English versions. Thereféhe students from abroad can also get
acquainted with the expected LO of the study progna.

The SER was produced by a group which includedHbad of the Department of Aviation
Mechanics, Head of the Department of Transportdaecds and incidents at the Ministry of
Transport of the Lithuanian Republic, aircraft @erit and incident research manager and this
gives confidence that the programme aims are basélde needs of the labour market.

The Study Programme Committee of 5 people is resptenfor all the changes in theviation
Mechanics Engineeringtudy programme that needs to be implementedeftample, to take
into account the feedback from students or so@diers or to respond to the recommendations
of previous evaluation). It was emphasized durhmgmeeting with the administration staff that
many changes including the review of aims and L@ewsarried out by the Study Programme
Committee following the recommendations of the @es programme evaluation in 2012
(previously the aims and LO were too mixed and newritten).

There is a student representative included in the@ittee who communicates the information
about the changes implemented in the programméhty students. However, it is not very clear
how the former students are informed about the gbsrafter their feedback and programme
managers should find more active ways to ensutesthdents are aware of all changes.
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Expert team recommends to also strengthen theaegahtacts with social partners in order to
gain more wide information about labour market sedtdseems that this recommendation has
not been taken into serious account from the ptesvexternal evaluation in 2012. However SP
Is in good relationship with the national scienoéqy strategies.

The programme aims and LO are consistent with éqeirements of the Ministry of Education
and Science of Lithuania in terms of the type aewkl of qualification offered which is a
University Bachelor degree on the basis of 240 ECTS

The programmeAviation Mechanics Engineeringits learning outcomes, content and
qualifications offered (Bachelor of Aeronauticaldiimeering) are compatible with each other.

2.2. Curriculum design

The curriculum design meets the legal requiremfemta Bachelor degree study programme.

The study subjects appear to be evenly spreadlaidthemes are not repetitive. There is an
effort to ensure that the students are led fromeg@ncourses to basic professional ones and
thence to more complex professional courses.

The content of the subjects is consistent with i@arsity Bachelor's degree. The content and
methods of the subjects are appropriate for théeaement of the intended learning outcomes.
However, during the site visit social partners reomended to adjust SP according to aircraft
related EU document EASA 1321/2014. As the aviat@thanics topic is a fast developing one
it would be advisable for the SP management torosgathe discussions about the content and
possible ways of improvement of SP with social pens more often. Currently there are just
annual meetings that may not be adequate to impiemecessary changes in case of more
urgent need.

The scope of the programme (4years full-time) apgpadequate to allow the achievement of the
learning outcomes.

The uniqueness of the study programme was deschlgethe administration staff as being
oriented towards the technical maintenance of tteadt. The SER (p. 12) mentions a similar
study programme in another university in Lithuani&aunas University of Technology as well
as similar programmes in other countries but naitdenhor analysis is provided in order to show
the benefits or value in studyirviation Mechanics Engineeringrogramme. It was not clear
for the Expert team during the site visit as welWhthis study programme is being analysed in
comparison to other study programmes taking intmat not only the general orientation of the
programme but also comparing the subjects taugfangements of practice, etc. It would be
advisable for the programme managers to cooperatee nwvith other higher education
institutions both locally and internationally indar to share the experience in providing similar
study programmes and also to emphasize the stienffviation Mechanics Engineerirsgjudy
programme.

The discussions with students and alumni showed plositive attitude towards the curriculum
design of the programme, as they are able to peavidir feedback at the end of each course on
the subjects taught. Students are also able tom@emd changes directly to their teachers or the
Head of the department. However, neither studeontsatumni could remember a concrete
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situation of the changes implemented after theppsals and this once again proves the need of
a more clear feedback system.

2.3. Teaching staff

Staff members who meet the legal requirementsrmgef qualifications and experience cover
the programme. Of the 55 staff teaching the prograem29 members have a scientific degree,
which is above the legal requirement. One staff tremhas recently defended their PhD degree
and 46% of all academic staff is below 40 years old

The programme is taught by a team of lecturers wlamsivities together with the pedagogical
work cover also scientific, contact research anchgany contracts activities. This ensures that
the latest science and technological achievemantsei industry are transferred to the students.
There are many on-going projects, both national iatetnational. However, the teaching staff
research bases mostly in national level journakpeBE team would recommend an increase in
the participation level at an international scale.

No subjects are taught in English for studentshis programme except the English language
course. During the site visit both students andhees admitted the benefit in using English

language during the lectures and it was also a Wwah the side of social partners to receive

graduates ofAviation Mechanics Engineeringtudy programme with a better knowledge in

English. Therefore the Expert team recommends épgre at least some subjects or themes in
the curriculum in English and also to engage forefigiting lectures to this SP.

Several staff members have benefitted from intewnat experience (scientific conferences,
short term visits, etc.) in countries such as GRr#hin, Germany and France. This should be
further encouraged.

The qualifications of staff in terms of their degsein their disciplines are certainly adequate.
47% of lectures have scientific degree. Some lesturave also a part-time engagement in
companies. This should be further encouraged, ssatdirect link to modern industry. Many
full-time teachers have industrial experience,ibunany cases, it lacks the up-to-date approach.
As the field of aviation mechanics engineering idaat-developing one, some renewal of
qualification in the industry would be welcomed draheficial.

The students to staff average ratio is 3:1. Thigreat. However, from an economical point of
view there is a risk for SP sustainability.

In SER it is described, that teaching staff visgsninars and scientific conferences. During site
visit teaching staff stated that the financial tgses for their visits to international scientific
conferences is not sufficient. The average vid# ra once per 2 years. The Expert team would
suggest for the SP management to find more resediocehis issue and maybe to simplify the
procedures for participation in scientific conferes and other training activities as too much
paperwork was required for those wishing to apply.

Staff members have published a number of scienpidipers. Typically 1 article per 2 years.
However, mostly in local journals. Expert team mooends to increase the international scale.
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2.4. Facilities and learning resources

VGTU Antanas Gustaitis Aviation Institute has 1Adaeated and modern rooms of various sizes,
the total area of which is 722?mAll auditoriums are equipped with stationary rimakdia
equipment.

Several computer facilities and proper softwarebieen implemented to perform tasks related to
this SP. However, some serious shortcomings weteeatb during the site visit. Teachers
expressed their wish to have better software ameenequipment in laboratories they use. The
missing technology is also a 3D printer. The Expeam recommends at least to include the
theoretical topic of 3D printing to the curriculuof the SP as it is a fast-developing field and
students can highly benefit from using this tooltheir research. Therefore, the theoretical
background lectures would be great to supportatiiity.

The practice base for thviation Mechanics Engineeringfudents is quite outdated and needs
upgrading as the practice lab containing real amplelements is more than 30 years old. In
addition, most airplane elements were fixed towladis/tables and thus the students “hands-on”
practical experience is lacking. During the sitgitvine students, alumni and social partners also
declared the importance of the practical trainingiry the studies. Unfortunately, the HEI
practice base related with aircraft maintenanaetsmodern (e.g. wind tunnel and 3D printer is
missing). Exception is maybe the unmanned air@ggtems (UAS) lab that provides students
opportunity to learn new materials and aircraftigiesThe site visit confirmed that students have
limited access to real airplane for modern practiseairplanes are based in the territory of
Vilnius airport and difficult procedures needs ® firerformed for getting the approval to enter
the field.

Student practice is an integral part of the VGTUlgdophy for AME studies. Most practice
involves working in the industry. This is performadtight collaboration between companies
and VGTU. Positive activity is related to the unmed aircraft systems (UAS) lab that provides
students opportunity to learn new materials andraiir design. Still, this lab needs attention
concerning personal health protection issues, farge cupboards and localised fume extract
arms..

The students also have an opportunity to partieip@tmobility programmes outside Lithuania
via Erasmus exchange programme in several Europaamntries. Unfortunately, the number of
participating students is not too high (0,35% ofdeints during last 5 years). The common reason
provided to justify those low numbers was usualig employment of students, even at the
bachelor level. However, the Expert team would n@o@nd to the programme management to
pay special attention to this issue and to devedopplan on how to increase the
internationalisation of the AME study programme.

VGTU lectures and students have access to cenbtadries. In addition, students have
possibility to use the reading room. There are igefit amounts of relevant periodical
publications and textbooks. Students also havesadoeseveral electronic research databases.

2.5. Study process and students’ performance assess

The admission requirements are based on nationdélgqwes from Lithuanian Association of
Higher Schools Joint Admission.
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The AME SP includes several theoretical and te@irsobjects needed for the AME graduates.
Therefore, the higher drop-off (mostly in first yeeate ~42% is understandable as the entrant’s
educational background is different and not altlshis are able to deal with the level of physics
or mathematics. Programme managers should cla@ydtop-off reasons and in cases of need,
provide additional supporting lectures, consultaicutorials etc.

Students are encouraged to participate in projguitstly with teachers. Students have
opportunity to present their results in Lithuanigoung scientist's conference “Aviation
Technologies*.

VGTU has established links with European partnersrable students to participate in student
mobility programmes. However, only 20 students hpagicipated in such programmes during
the 5 year period. This falls far short of the Epgan target of 20% of all students should study
abroad by 2020. One would hope for an even higirget for students of AME. This topic needs
much more attention to stimulate the mobility.

There are regular meetings about SP quality issateleast twice per year. Students have their
representative in those meetings. Also, during ghe visit students confirmed their good
relationship with SP management. All their problearestreated individually.

At the end of each semester students have opptyrtianiill the questionnaire about the quality
of lectures. Most of the students participate wsthsurveys.

In the SER (p. 25) the programme managers dedlaa¢,graduates find employment easily.
During the site visit, the social partners (emplsyexpressed themselves to be almost satisfied
with the graduates produced by VGTU. They expresisenl will to adjust SP according to EU
document EASA 1321/2014. The final thesis quali&eds improvement as in most cases the
uncertainty rate was not considered into the amajest.

2.6. Programme management

VGTU has allocated responsibilities as betweertean’s Office and Head of the Departments
and these arrangements appear adequate. Whileahagement responsibilities are allocated,
the prevailing philosophy of the Department is nwalve teachers in discussing issues. The
university has also developed its mechanism fotitguassurance of all programmes whereby a
self-assessment is performed according to needtharmqtogramme is updated accordingly.

The quality assurance mechanisms make provisiothércollection and analysis of data on the
implementation of the programme. VGTU has impleradnnternational and European standard
LST EN ISO 9001:2008 and the requirements of EUghér education quality assurance
standard. The mechanisms include an anonymousysahgtudent opinions on each subject and
an analysis of student performance in each exammathe data is discussed by teachers at a
Departmental meeting and changes to the programenagaeed.

There has been some improvements made accordingred@ous expert comments and
suggestions. However, some bottleneck e.g. studealslity has remained. Also, Department
needs to address point 4 (from previous externaluation report) dealing with the need for
more practical activities on aircraft equipment &siation programmes. It is still evident that
this issue has not been sorted out and the Depatrtmeeds to train students in the correct use of
standard tools and structure laboratory activideghat all students know what is expected and
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are all receiving the same training and learningeeience. Department also needs to implement
a structured and planned access to aircraft utgleontrol for all students.

Social partners involvement is not sufficient asmeAME specific subjects are missing. HEI
should follow EU document EASA 1321/2014. During thite visit, social partners outlined
their will to participate more actively in the SRwlopment process. SP management should
improve the connection with alumni’'s and stakehddd&heAviation Mechanics Engineering
study programme is very important for Lithuanianommmy. It has a very considerable
advantage irthe fact that employment opportunities are veryhhig this field, and therefore
employers have a high demand for qualified graduatberefore the quality of the programme
should be of a top level.

A scheme of quality assurance includes provisiortte review of every programme according
to needs. However, during the meeting with studém¢y claimed no information about the

feedback based on the questionnaires filled astiatvs a lack of communication between the
programme managers and students. Those issuesl dl@atidressed as soon as possible.
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[Ill. RECOMMENDATIONS

1.

No

Programme managers need to address point 4 (fremopis evaluation report) dealing
with the need for more practical activities on eftequipment for aviation programmes.
It is still evident that this issue has not beertesband the Department need to train
students in the correct use of standard tools &mdtare laboratory activities so that all
students know what is expected and are all reqgitire same training and learning
experience.

Although some laboratory equipment is up to stashdather equipment needs to be
updated. A wind tunnel should be fully assessablsttidents and adapted to aviation
experimental needs. Students should have accesaltplanes.

Coordinate Measuring Machine and test tools sucN@E equipment are required for
the programmes development plan.

Greater support and facilitation of staff to undke research, personal development and
overseas travel and conference attendance shourapgbeEmented.

Participation of social partners and alumni shdu#denhanced in the various aspects of
the programme: strategy, lecturing, learning outeem

Personal care facilities (e.g. ventilation) nedtksngion in most labs.

The ratio teachers/students is excellent as thebauwf students is low. But the teacher
contact workload is high and could be decreasedlltw teachers to perform more
research at international level.
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V. SUMMARY

The Aviation Mechanics Engineeringpachelor study programme of the Antanas Gustaitis
Aviation Institute (AGAI) of the Vilnius Gediminadechnical University (VGTU) was
evaluated on February 3, 2015. The general pictupssitive. The visit was well prepared and
organized. Meetings and discussions with admirtisgaand academic staff, students, alumni
and social partners were direct and instructivee Belf-evaluation report provides a fair and
complete description of the study programme. Fwation Mechanics Engineeringtudy

programme supports the regional development amdridduate employment rate is excellent.

Previous external evaluation was performed in ApOiL2. The study programme was accredited
for three years until August 2015. The Institugkimg into account the recommendations of the
2012 report, performed an internal self-evaluaissessment in 2013.

Since then, improvement is noticeable. Neverthelbgselaboration of learning outcomes must
be adjusted. An effort is still necessary to un@derd the full relevance of this framework,
including participation of stakeholders (socialtpars from industry, alumni and students).

The Expert team saw a general progression butat@ning points require careful attention:
updating facilities and laboratory equipment, téaghevaluation feedback from students,
number of students admitted and engagement of Isgaeners. This report contains

recommendations to help improving the programme.
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VI. GENERAL ASSESSMENT

The study programm@viation Mechanics Engineeringstate code — 612H42001) at Vilnius

Gediminas Technical University is giv@ositive 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 3
3. | Teaching staff 4
4. | Facilities and learning resources 2
5. | Study process and students’ performance assessme 3
6. | Programme management 2
Total: 17

*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:

Team leader: Prof. dr. David Kennedy

Grupés nariai:
Team members: Dr. Rynno Lohmus

Prof. dr. Francoifkesch

Prof. dr. Jolanta Janirtiere

Dr. Vigantas Kumslytis

Mr. Mantas Kinderis
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Vertimas IS angly kalbos

VILNIAUS GEDIMINO TECHNIKOS UNIVERSITETO PIRMOSIOS  PAKOPOS
STUDIJY PROGRAMOS AVIACIJOS MECHANIKOS INZINERIJA (VALSTYBINIS
KODAS - 612H42001) 2015-03-16 EKSPERTINIO VERTINIMOISVADU NR. SV4-53-11
ISRASAS

<...>

VI. APIBENDRINAMASIS IVERTINIMAS
Vilniaus Gedimino technikos universiteto studiprogramaAviacijos mechanikos inzinerija
(valstybinis kodas — 612H42001) vertinateggiamai.

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

*1 - Nepatenkinamai (yra esmipirikumy, kuriuos litina pasalinti)
2 - Patenkinamai (tenkina minimalius reikalavinueskia tobulinti)
3 - Gerai (sistemiSkai ¢iojama sritis, turi sauit bruoy)
4 - Labai gerai (sritis yra iSskirgéh

<..>

V. SANTRAUKA

Vilniaus Gedimino technikos universiteto (VGTU) Anb Gustdiio aviacijos institute (AGAI)
vykdoma bakalauro studijprogramaAviacijos mechanikos inzinerijauvo jvertinta 2015 m.
vasario 3 d. Bendras vaizdas yra pozityvus. Vidiuwo gerai pasirengta, jis gerai organizuotas.
Susitikimai bei diskusijos su administraciniu iragleminiu personalu, studentais, absolventais ir
socialiniais partneriais buvo tiesioginiai ir komsdtyviis. Savianaligs suvestigje pateiktas
sgZiningas ir iSsamus Sios studiprogramos apraSas. StugdprogramaAviacijos mechanikos
inzinerija prisideda prie regiono ¢los, jos absolventjsidarbinamumo lygis labai aukstas.

Ankstesnis iSorinis vertinimas buvo atliktas 2012balandZio ran. Si studij; programa buvo
akredituota trejiems metams — iki 2015 m. rug meén. Atsizvelgdamag 2012 m. vertinimo
ISvad) rekomendacijas, Institutas 2013 m. atliko vidsivertinima.

Nuo to laiko atlikti patobulinimai yra pastebimgtau hitina pakoreguoti numatomus studij
rezultatus. Vis dar reikia pastangsiekiant suprasti Sios programos aktuaunskaitant
socialiniyy dalininky (sektoriaus socialigipartnery, absolveni ir student)) dalyvavimo svarf.

Eksperty grupe mato bendy pazang, bet reikia atkreipti émes j Siuos punktus: patalpir
laboratorirés jrangos atnaujinimas, studergriztamasis rySys apiesstymg, priimam; studeng
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skatius ir socialinij partnerj dalyvavimas. Siose vertinimo iSvadose pateiktomis
rekomendacijomis siekiama pageriAtiiacijos mechanikos inzinerijesudiy progranma.
<..>

[Il. REKOMENDACIJOS

1. Programos vadovai turi sgati ankstesnio vertinimo iSvad4 punkte nurodyt
problemy — didinti praktini; uzsémimy, susijusiy su aviacijos programoms skirta orlajvi
jranga, skaiy. Akivaizdu, kad Sis klausimas vis dar neigspas; katedra turi mokyti
studentus teisingai naudotis standartinjeaskiais ir taip organizuoti laboratoeiveikla,
kad visi studentai zingt ko tikimasi, ir kad visiems iy suteiktos vienodos zinios ir
vienoda patirtis.

2. Nors kai kuri laboratoria jranga atitinka standartus, likgg reikia atnaujinti.
Studentams turi Wi visiSkai prieinamas 4o tunelis, pritaikytas aviacijos
eksperimentams. Studentams turii luztikrinta galimylé naudotis tikraisdktuvais.

3. | programos tobulinimo plarreikia jtraukti koordinacig matavimo masiir testavimo
priemones, pavyzdziui, NDifang.

4. Reikéty labiau skatinti darbuotojus atlikti mokslinius itywus, siekti asmeninio
tobukjimo, vykti j uzsien, dalyvauti konferencijose ir péti jiems tai daryti.

5. Reikéty raginti socialinius partnerius ir alumnus dalyvaguiogramos veiklojgvairiais
aspektais: éstyti, rengti strategyj ir formuluoti numatomus studijjrezultatus.

6. Reikia atkreipti dmesg j daugelio laboratonj asmenids apsaugos priemones (pvz.,
vedinima).

7. Déstytojy ir studeng santykis yra puikus, kadangi studgemedaug. Bet &tytojy
kontaktiniy valand; skatius yra didelis, irjj buty galima sumazinti, kadédtytojai tugty
daugiau laiko tarptautinio lygmens moksliniamsryaims atlikti.

Paslaugos tedfas patvirtina, jog yra susipazs su Lietuvos Respublikos baudziamojo kodekso
235 straipsnio, numataio atsakomyb uz melaging ar Zinomai neteisingai atliktvertima,
reikalavimais.

Vertéjos rekvizitai (vardas, pavardparasas)
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