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I. INTRODUCTION
1.1. Background of the evaluation process

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

The evaluation is intended to help higher education institutions to constantly improve their
study programmes and to inform the public about the quality of studies.

The evaluation process consists of the main following stages: 1) self-evaluation and self-
evaluation report prepared by Higher Education Institution (hereafter — HEI); 2) visit of the review
team at the higher education institution; 3) production of the evaluation report by the review team
and its publication; 4) follow-up activities.

On the basis of external evaluation report of the study programme SKVC takes a decision to
accredit study programme either for 6 years or for 3 years. If the programme evaluation is negative
such a programme is not accredited.

The programme is accredited for 6 years if all evaluation areas are evaluated as “very
good” (4 points) or “good” (3 points).

The programme is accredited for 3 years if none of the areas was evaluated as
“unsatisfactory” (1 point) and at least one evaluation area was evaluated as “satisfactory” (2 points).

The programme is not accredited if at least one of evaluation areas was evaluated as

"unsatisfactory" (1 point).

1.2. General
The Application documentation submitted by the HEI follows the outline recommended by
the SKVC.

1.3. Background of the HEI/Faculty/Study field/ Additional information

The Master study Programme Rehabilitation (hereinafter — Programme) in rehabilitation field in
Vilnius University was established in 2007 and it was accredited until 2015.08.31. This is the first
evaluation report by an international team since the commencement of the programme. The
programme is in Faculty of Medicine, in the Department Rehabilitation, Physical and Sports
Medicine and has strong links with the local Vilnius rehabilitation hospital. There is a strong
tradition of research into and teaching of rehabilitation in the faculty led by Rehabilitation
Physicians, which gives the flavour to this programme.

An International Expert Team (hereinafter - ET) invited by the Centre for Quality Assessment in
Higher Education has produced this evaluation report. The report is based on analysis of the

material submitted by VU including self-evaluation report by the rehabilitation team, and on



observations and discussion on a site visit conducted between the ET and different parties involved
and interested in the master programme. The ET consisted of Occupational Therapy and
Physiotherapy educators and researchers and a student representative from Lithuania, Malta, The
Netherlands, Portugal and the United Kingdom.

The site visit to the University took place on 7-8 April 2015 and the ET met and discussed with the
staff of the Faculty, the team responsible for the self-evaluation report, teachers and students of the
study programme, as well as alumni (graduates), employers and other social partners of the
Rehabilitation Master programme on the 8" April 2015. The ET also observed the central support
services for the programme (classrooms, library, computer classes and laboratories) and reviewed
the students’ Master’s theses.

At the end of the site visit the ET presented its preliminary findings and general remarks to the team
responsible for the study programme. After the visit the Expert Team discussed its findings and

produced this joint evaluation report.

1.4. The Review Team

The review team was completed according Description of experts ‘ recruitment, approved by
order No. 1-01-151 of Acting Director of the Centre for Quality Assessment in Higher Education.
The Review Visit to HEI was conducted by the team on 8™ April, 2015.

1. Dr. Raija Kuisma (team leader), Course Leader MSc Rehabilitation Science, School of
Health Sciences, University of Brighton, United Kingdom.

2. Dr. John Xerri de Caro, Lecturer within the Physiotherapy Department, Faculty of
Health Sciences, University of Malta, Malta.

3. Prof. dr. Manuela Ferreira, Professor of the School Escola Superior de Saude do
Alcoitao, Portugal.

4. Dr. Marie-Antoinette Minis, Senior Lecturer & Researcher at Faculty of Health,
Behavior and Society, HAN University of Applied Sciences, Nijmegen, The Netherlands.

5. Dr. Milda Zukauskiené, the Head of Rehabilitation Department, Faculty of Health Care,
Vilnius College, Lithuania.

6. Ms Zivile Kondrotaité, student of Vilnius Gediminas Technical University study

Il. PROGRAMME ANALYSIS

2.1. Programme aims and learning outcomes

e the programme aims and learning outcomes are well defined, clear and publicly accessible



The purpose of the Programme was defined briefly in the Model description of the degreee
programme (Annex 3.1 Description of the Rehabilitation Study Programme, page 1 “Purpose of the
programme”) and further clarified as an aim in the self-evaluation report (2. Analysis of the
progamme, 2.1. Aims of the prgramme and learning outcomes):

“(25) The aim of the Rehabilitation study programme is to train the second cycle specialists of
Rehabilitation (Physiotherapists or Occupational therapists), who, by developing professional and
management competences (values, knowledge and skills) and following the regulations of
professional autonomy and responsibility, will be ready to carry out scientific research, continue
the studies in the third cycle, and develop innovative ideas.

(26) The aim of the Rehabilitation study programme is related to the primary goals of the VU
Faculty of Medicine, which is to train the best qualified health care specialists, who, by following
the principles of lifelong learning, would further their qualifications and would take part in
creating and implementing the active Rehabilitation policy, based on the unity of science, studies
and practise.

(27) Having completed Rehabilitation studies, the students are awarded the second cycle
qualificational degree approved by the second cycle Rehabilitation study diploma, which enables
the students to continue their studies in the third cycle and / or do practical work according to their
qualification (Occupational therapist / Physiotherapist). “

The aim seems to focus on furthering the career development of Occupational Therapists and
Physiotherapists in research mainly and only briefly refers to educating Rehabilitation Professionals
who will be in the forefront in developing rehabilitation services or enrich evidence based therapy
for the community. The focus on research came evident during the discussion with different
partners and stakeholders during the visit. The teaching staff emphasised the research training and
focus of the programme, as did the students. The discussion with the students gave the impression
however, that many of them had enrolled on the programme due to lack of employment
opportunities at the time and hoping that master degree would improve their chances to gain
employment in their professional capacity. Only few graduates from this programme are continuing
their career as researchers or educators, others working in their professional field.

The point 27 in the above extract refers practical work according to the students’
qualification at Bachelor level, but there is no mention on how the master programme would
develop the practice as set out in the document “Description of the Lithuanina Qulifications
Framework (Resolution No 535 of 4 May 2010); Annex to the Description of the Lithuanian
Qualifications Framework, List of Lithuanian Qulification Levels, VII: e.g ... ”Complex activities
consisting of various interconnected tasks ...”, “...the activities are performed by means of

independent setting of tasks in the respective activity area...” (See extract of the document below).

“The qualification is intended for complex activities consisting of various interconnected tasks that may cover several
related professional activities. Therefore, the performance of activities requires expert evaluation and application of the
latest knowledge of the professional activities and similar or related areas, discovery of new facts in conducting applied
research into the professional activities, and creative application of the theoretical knowledge and research results. The
activities are performed by means of independent setting of the tasks in the respective activity area and taking

independent decisions aimed at activity enchancement and improvement. A peculiar characteristic of the activities is



the supervision of other employees’ activities. Thus, the qualifications of this level cover the abilities to independently
carry out applied research, provide consulting in the activity area, coordinate projects aimed at the improvement of the

qualifications of others as well as introduction of innovations, and to analyse and present the activity results.”

The aims of the programme, where focus is on research, and the aim of students, who take
the course to develop their skills and competencies as therapists in order to gain employment, are
therefore not fully aligned.

Recommendation (R) 1. The title of the programme, the purpose and aims of the
programme do not align with the legal requirements for the level VII education in Lithuania as
demonstrated above, nor with the students expectations and therefore the Expert Team (ET)
requests, that the programme team will rethink and redefine the title and the focus of the
programme; whether this is a masters programme aiming to lead to a research career and/or to a
career as an advanced rehabilitation practitioner in Lithuania as well as in Europe and wider
world. According ET, as it is presented now neither of those nor the combination of them are
achievable based on the aims of the programme.

e the programme aims and learning outcomes are based on the academic and/or professional

requirements, public needs and the needs of the labour market;

It was not clear from the documentation or from the discussion with the stakeholders,
teachers, clinicans or the students how the programme meets the professional requirements and the
public needs of the labour market as stated in General requirements of Master degree study
programmes approved by order No V-826 of 3 June 2010 of the Minister for Education and Science
of the Republic of Lithuania; “5. Universities may offer various study programmes in so far as
they fall within the scope of the core activities of the university, meet the demand in the labour
market and are appropriate to individual academic (artistic) abilities of students...”. No evidence
of needs assessment, market research or feasibility study was presented or discussed by the
employers or the teachers to determine whether there is a demand and of what kind of further
education of rehabilitation professionals would best suit the Lithuanian health and social care
development. The employers and the graduates in particular indicated that there is currently a
shortage of vacancies for both Occupational Therapists and Physiotherapists, and the Master
programme was seen as topping up the training for the two professions rather than developing
advanced rehabilitation professionals or researchers and the programme aims and learning
outcomes unfortunately are not able to reflect otherwise, as seen in points 25 and 26 above. The
inclusion of two professional groups only, Occupational Therapists and Physiotherapists into this
programme without the third currently prominent group of graduates from the Adapted Physical
Activity programmes and other emerging rehabilitation professionals e.g. Speech and Language

Therapists, support the previous assumption that this master programme may serve as top-up of to



the two professions enrolling on the programme, Occupational Therapy and Physiotherapy Bachelor
programmes, as indicated in the admission requirements; ”The students admitted into the second
cycle Rehabilitation study programme have already completed the first cycle of Physiotherapy or
Occupational therapy study programmes, as well as those who have completed the first cycle
Rehabilitation study programme or people who have obtained a professional Bachelor’s degree
together with a complementary Physiotherapy or Occupational therapy course that are approved by
legal Lithuanian Republic documents” (SER, 2.5.1. Student admission pp 19-20).

R 2. It is necessary to conduct a market research among the health care and rehabilitation
providers, professionals and public, of the need of rehabilitation professionals at master level in
Lithuania so that the programme, starting with the aims and learning outcomes can be matched
with the academic and/or professional requirements, public needs and the needs of the labour
market. It is necessary so that the employers will be able to place these graduates to appropriate
masters level/advanced practitioner positions as well as the graduates to plan and progress in their
career after bachelor programme.

e the programme aims and learning outcomes are consistent with the type and level of studies

and the level of qualifications offered;

The aims and learning outcomes are summarised in the self evaluation report (page 10) and
it was stated that they refer to the EQF level 7 outcomes as”...ability independently, critically and
systematically analyze innovative knowledge and apply in practical and scientific activities...”.
Unfortunately the level 7 criticality and reflexivity is not evident throughtout the document and
some subjects express their learning outcomes at lower level as in words.. “demostrate an ability,
analyse, prepare a plan, to know principles and requirements”. More importantly the learning and
teaching methods and especially the assessment task are not assessing level 7 learning adequately,
e.g. in Annexe 3.2. Description of study subjects... p 15- Course unit title Methodology of
Physiotherapy; learning outcome ”Be able to demonstrate an ability of systematical assessment
of the client / patient condition, justify and apply physiotherapy intervention/methods and make
evidence based decisions”. The learning task for this is “Problem based learning, presentations,
literature research and analysis, case study, discussions” and the assessment is; “Presentation and
evaluation of case study during seminars and practices, individual assignment (Power point
presentation). At the end of the course — written exam” (p 6 of Description of study subjects...). It is
not clear how the higher level thinking and practical application of the knowledge and skills are
assessed mainly on written and oral work without evaluating advanced clinical practice.

The ET observed that neither the graduates, nor the students, who the ET met during the
site visit, were able to demonstrate their enhanced abilities of an advanced, critical and reflective
professional. This may be a language issue in translation but looking at the content and the

assessment of the learning outcomes, it appears that the learning is not facilitated at an advanced



level in regards to the students abilities or the most up-to-date knowledge and skills justified with
research and best practices in these two professions more globally. As an example in the
Methodology of Physiotherapy the topics “Bobath method and PNF” are not found to have a
strong evidence as physiotherapy treatment approaches and hence not advocated globally as
advanced skills or methods.The main aim of the programme named in SER (p. 9) “is to train the
second cycle specialists of Rehabilitation (Physiotherapists or Occupational therapists), who ..., will
be ready to carry out scientific research, continue the studies in the third cycle, and develop
innovative ideas. It shows that from the very begining the “portrait™ (qualification profile) of the
future graduates is not well described and clear.

R 3. It is required to clarify and match the subject aims with the programme aims and
carefully rethink the level of outcomes that are to be achieved in order to present this programme at
master level. The teaching content, teaching methods and especially the assessments should also be
reviewed and revised so that the learning outcomes can be achieved at the appropriate level and in

line with the contemporary rehabilitation concepts and evidence based practice as described above.

e And the name of the programme, its learning outcomes, content and the qualifications

offered are compatible with each other.

The title Rehabilitation Master refers to a wide notion of rehabilitation, but the documents
do not define the concepts or philosophy of rehabilitation and only include Occupational Therapy
and Physiotherapy topics in this programme, excluding other rehabilitation professions e.g. Speech
and Language Therapy, Adapted Physical Activity, Art Therapy, Social Work Rehabilitation
Nursing etc. which are commonly included into this category elsewhere and are from the same
study branch. In some places of the document only Occupational Therapy is mentioned without
reference to Physiotherapy, e.g. the Study programme document “Access to professional activities;
Occupational Therapy degree program graduators’ can work in all levels of public and private
health care institutions, educational institutions, municipalities, social rehabilitation facilities, 3.1
social care, nursing home”. SER, P2 in Annexe 3.1. Description of the Rehabilittion study
programme. This adds to the impression that the programme goals and aims are not clear. This may
relate to the historical beginning of the programme when the decision was made to offer one master
programme for the two professions. The content of the programme and its subject units also
support this assumption; the learning hours, the topics and the optional subjects are not clearly and
logically presented and the credits and contact hours for the two professions are not in syncrony.
Some of the topics especially the more generic e.g research methodologies are offered to both
professional groups in separate units but with different learning outcomes and teaching hours when

they could be offered to all students together. Master level students should be able to apply those



research principles to their own field of study. (General requirements for Master degree study
programmes No V-826 of 3 June 2010.Vilnius; 16.2. ...ability to use the acquired knowledge and
modern methods, innovations and integration of knowledge in practical activities, including
research (original artistic creation) demanding analytical skills, understanding of the application
limits of analytical methods (creative techniques), ability to evaluate research results and their

reliability).

R4. The ET concluded that the name of the programme, the aims and learning outcomes of
the programme, the content of the programme and the admission of only two professions to the
programme are not compatable with the global notion of ‘“Rehabilitation Master”and hence
strongly advices that the programme team reconsiders the provision of Master level programme in
this field, with suggestions as below:

a) one generic Master programme in rehabilitation, encompassing a wider concept of rehabilitation
and inviting all current rehabilitation professionals to study the programme

b) several Master programmes for different professions where they would be able to study their own
professional areas in higher level and become experts in those, or

c) one generic Master in Rehabilitation (adding Occupational Therapy or Physiotherapy, or.. to
the title.) where all study together the generic subjects e.g. research methods and applications,
rehabilitation philosophies and theories etc. and then have a varied and current menu of study
units/modules in each professional area.

To accomplish level 7 Master studies, the University should also look into recruiting professional
specialist from other parts of Lithuania as well as outside, i.e. Occupational Therapy,
Physiotherapy and other rehabilitation practitioners with doctoral degree or equivalent expertise to
join the team.

2.2. Curriculum design

e the curriculum design meets legal requirements;

e study subjects and/or modules are spread evenly, their themes are not repetitive;

e the content of the subjects and/or modules is consistent with the type and level of the
studies;

e the content and methods of the subjects/modules are appropriate for the achievement of the
intended learning outcomes;

e the scope of the programme is sufficient to ensure learning outcomes;

e the content of the programme reflects the latest achievements in science, art and
technologies.

The self-evaluation of the Programme was conducted to comply with the University and
national requirements. The Study Programme was analysed according to the the legal requirements
as follows:

- the volume of the Programme is 120 credits in ECTS (European Credit Transfer and

Accumulation System) (minimum: 90 ECTS, maximum: 120 ECTYS);



- the volume of studies each semester follows the recommended: 60 credit/year and 30
cr/semester, varying from 19-30 compulsory and 0-11 optional, same for either Occupational
Therapy or Physiotherapy (annex 3.1, p.4-5).

It is notable in the presented documents (annex 3.2) that some of the content of some study

modules is repetitive with the bachelor course. For instance Bobath, PNF and other techniques (p.

17); or “practical application of models of occupational therapy” (p.30-31) are normally taught in

entry/bachelor level courses and have more practical application. It was also confirmed in the

meeting with students, that some information they receive during their master studies is repetitive
and at the same level as in their bachelor studies.
The purposes and learning outcomes of most of the study units do not correspond to

EQF level 7 —e.g. “to provide knowledge, to know, to apply, to understand etc.” and do not reflect

the reflexivity, critical and analytical, higher level learning as is expected at the Master level

programmes as discussed above. Similarly the teaching approaches and methods; mainly lectures,
assessment methods; mainly closed examinations on knowledge production, do not challenge the
students learning at level 7, to demonstrate specialised problem-solving skills required in research
and/or innovation, in order to develop new knowledge and procedures and to integrate knowledge
from different fields and apply them in practice autonomously. For instance — the attendance in
seminars and the open-ended questions in examinations may not best evaluate higher-level thinking

and problem based learning as indicated in the documents, (p. 54-55; 70-71 etc. in annex 3.2.).

Since the most learning outcomes of the programme do not reflect the level 7 of EQF,
the content of the subjects is not consistent with the type and level of the studies at Masters level.

The focus and content of some subjects seem to be rather fundamental knowledge and is limited to

approaches that may not be evidence based or contemporary best practices, e.g. Bobath, PNF etc.

(p.17 at annex 3.2.). The Master thesis, that the ET reviewed, appear to be in rather narrow field and

technical and do not demonstrate the scientific level (more in chapter “study process”) required at

level 7, e.g. research methodologies were not addressed or presented consistently.
From the first sight the matrix presented in annex 3.1 p. 4-5 seems to be very logical.

However, when analysing it more in detail, it appears, that learning outcomes of some professional

subjects, for instance 2.2 (plan, perform and coordinate the practical occupational therapy process

individually and within a team; carry out the analysis of personal/team/community activity
efficiency and possibilities, as well as environmental factors) or 2.4. (plan, perform and coordinate
the practical physiotherapy process individually and within a team; making evidence based
decisions) are included only in optional study units (2.2. — for Occupational therapists and 2.4. for
Physiotherapists) and only in one compulsory course unit “Achievements of Gerontology in
Rehabilitation”. It appears, that occupational therapy students would be also able to”’plan, perform

and coordinate the practical physiotherapy process individually and within a team; making evidence



based decisions* but only in field of gerontology. This arrangements seems illogical and not justifed
in the masters programme.

ET concludes that it is not clear and transparent how the two different branches in the
study programme Occupational Therapy and Physiotherapy are awarded with the same degree title

when the learning outcomes and subjects are different in level, content and study hours.

2.3. Teaching staff

e the study programme is provided by the staff meeting legal requirements;

the qualifications of the teaching staff are adequate to ensure learning outcomes;

e the number of the teaching staff is adequate to ensure learning outcomes;

e teaching staff turnover is able to ensure an adequate provision of the programme;

¢ the higher education institution creates conditions for the professional development of the
teaching staff necessary for the provision of the programme;

e the teaching staff of the programme is involved in research (art) directly related to the study

programme being reviewed.

The study programme is provided by staff who meeting legal requirements (more than
80% of the teaching staff have advanced degrees). According to annex 3.5 of the self-evaluation
report, the Programme involves: 17 academic lecturers, 6 of whom are professors, 2 associate
professors, 9 lecturers-doctors of science and 2 PhD students. The expertise of the teaching staff
though at high level in their own subject topics, do not adequately match the degree speciality e.g.
rehabilitation in Occupational Therapy and Physiotherapy; two Occupational Therapy and three
Physiotherapy teachers. At the moment none of the Occupational Therapy teachers have a doctoral
level qualification, which seem to limit the topics and areas they can be involved in teaching and
research. Within a Master Study Programme where there are goals such as "Critically analyse and
evaluate the effectiveness of occupational therapy practical process, the application of theoretical
models, and the expression of the attitude system", it would be preferable to have teachers with a
doctoral degree or equivalent expertise. The legal requirements recommends that up to 40% of the
staff teaching of the main subjects may consist of persons with at least a three-year practical
experience in the area of the applied subject. According to SER and the annex 3.5, from the 17
academic lecturers, only 6 (35%) lecturers are Ocupationnal Therapists and Physiotherapists who
should be responsible for around 60% of the main subjects. So this number of the teaching staff is
not fully adequate to ensuare the specific professional learning outcomes such as “Choose
independently and improve knowledge in scientific and professional field according life — long
learning principles® or “Reasonably evaluate, analyze the quality of work, react to new situations

and solve problems while carrying out accepted responsibilities®. The ET strongly recommends that



the teaching team needs to be strengthened by expanding recruitment and attracting teachers from
around Lithuania or elsewhere, who have doctoral level qualification and/or appropriate
professional expertise, while at the same time facilitating current teachers to achieve these
qualifications.

The SER indicates that the University organizes and offers different courses to teachers for
enhancing and developing their pedagogical competences. This is a positive activity since teachers
in professional programmes need both practical and pedagogical expertise. The ET recommends
that the University puts even more emphasis on encouraging all teachers to engage in pedagogic
training and research, since the Staff CVs did not include evidence of their pedagogical education.

According to SER (p. 16), the main reason for the turn-over in the teaching staff is
maternity leave for young women lecturers. During the year 2013/1014 one Professor left the job
but 2 were newly accepted and two assistants left and one was accepted. So the turnover of the
teaching staff is rather low.

According to SER (p. 16), when appointing lecturers, their personal qualities, subject
competence, pedagogical skills, and the ability to present the subject taught in written form, the
ability to apply different scientific methods and the experience of scientific activities are
considered. The lecturers are accepted and reassessed via the invitation to tender according to the
tender regulations of Vilnius University Senate that state the requirements for Vilnius University
pedagogical and scientific staff election and attestation order, as well as qualification requirements.

The CVs demonstrate that in general the academics are experienced and have large
volumes of publications. Their involvement in scientific conferences, working groups and networks
is also evident. But as the SER highlights perhaps more leading roles and active participation in
different networks of all teaching staff, especially the key members of Occupational Therapy and
Physiotherapy fields, would further develop the vision for this programme. It appears from the CVs
of teaching staff that profession specific publications are not very strongly represented especially in
the Occupational Therapy field and this could be enhanced by recruiting more doctoral level staff.

Most of the teaching staff are alumni of the VU and/or have worked there their whole
career. Few teachers have taken short exchange visit in other universities or countries. This creates
a great tradition in the department but may also narrow the vision and exploration outside the
comfort zone. According to SER and confirmed during the visits, the Occupational Therapy and
Physiotherapy teachers of the programme have rather limited involvement in mobility programs in
Lithuania and outside in Europe and the world. The ET strongly recommends the strengthening of
these exchange programs and active participation of students and professional staff in order to bring
new ideas of the profession as well as teaching to this programme.

At the end of thuis paragraph ET would like to mention positive aspects of this area too:

The teaching team is commended on their apparent coherence and willingness to work together and



enhance the programme, despite there being very large number from different professions and
departments. This can be seen as a richness of the programme, but more teachers in the professional
areas would add great value to this programme. It was also evident that the communication between
students and teachers is good and informal, and the students can approach teachers without a fear
and express their opinions about the subjects and teaching methods that helps for programme

development.

2.4. Facilities and learning resources
e the premises for studies are adequate both in their size and quality;
e the teaching and learning equipment (laboratory and computer equipment, consumables)
are adequate both in size and quality;
o the higher education institution has adequate arrangements for students’ practice;
e Teaching materials (textbooks, books, periodical publications, databases) are adequate and

accessible.

The premises provided by the University for the Programme are very good both in their
size and quality. Teaching takes place in 6 locations, in the department of Rehabilitation, physical
and sports medicine (Zirmunu st. 124, Vilnius), Vilnius University Santariskes clinic (Santariskiu
st. 2, Kairiukscio st. 2, Vilnius), public institution Vilnius University hospital Santariskes clinic
branch Children’s hospital (Santariskiu st. 7, Vilnius), Nursing study centre (J. Kairiukscio st. 2,
Vilnius), Hygiene Institute (Didzioji st. 22), the faculty of Philosophy (Universiteto st. 9/1, Vilnius,
room 107). The inconvenience of six separate locations will hopefully be partly solved in the near
future since there is a new building under construction where according to the discussions with the
staff, the rehabilitation programmes will have spaces allocated to teaching and research.

The ET could observe that the premises for studies have very good teaching and learning
equipment (laboratory and computer equipment, consumables), both in size and quality. All study
rooms meet the requirements of safety and hygiene. There is an appropriate number of desks,
chairs, boards, screens, multimedia equipment, computers; some of the rooms have TVs, DVD
players, equipment of teleconference. All rooms have facilities to connect and use computers and
multimedia equipment, some of the rooms have wired Internet connection, wireless network is
accessible everywhere in the faculty (SER, p. 18 and visit confirmed).

According to SER (p. 19) the necessary publications for Rehabilitation study programme
are accessible at the library of the Faculty of Medicine of Vilnius University, the library of Vilnius
University and Lithuanian library of medicine. Study manuals and methodological literature
supplemented every year with newly published literature, with heed to the student and lecturer

remarks.



The students of the Faculty of Medicine of Vilnius University can access almost 64
thousand publications in both Lithuanian and foreign languages (textbooks and scientific
publications), mostly comprised of biomedical science literature. The literature stored is
continuously renewed, especially the topics of clinical medicine, public health, nursing,
physiotherapy, occupational therapy, and other topics of similar nature. The data bases are
accessible to students from VU computers: 66 data bases are being tested and subscribed to, such as
Annual Reviews (USD), BMJ Clinical Evidence, BMJ Journals, Cochrane Library, Lippincott
Williams & Wilkins Custom (via OVID), MD Consult, Nature Publishing, PubMed Central, Health
Source-Consumer Edition (EBSCO), The Biomedical & Life Sciences Collection, Science Direct
(SciVerse), Springer LINK, Taylor&Francis, and others. During the visit the ET could verify this
reality and the students also refered that during the meeting.

Althoug, the ET could observe that the availability of professions’ specific literature is
rather limited, e.g. textbooks in Occupational Therapy. This is mainly because there are not many
written in the local language and translation of original books is a long and challenging process. At
Master level English language literature could be used to a greater extent. The ET suggests
including the Cumulative Index to Nursing and Allied Health Literature (CINAHL) databases on
line and in the library. This database is specialized in nursing and allied health professions’ research

and widely used in other countries.

2.5. Study process and students‘ performance assessment

e The admission requirements are well-founded

According to the SER (65) student admission into the second cycle Rehabilitation Master
programme is carried out following the rules of general admission, organised and implemented by
the Lithuanian higher education institutions association for organisations of general acceptance
(LAMA BPO), as well as the rules for admission into study programmes, issued by Vilnius
University. The applicant numbers and entry to the programme are rather small, on average 18
students. The students admitted into the second cycle Rehabilitation study programme have already
completed the first cycle Physiotherapy or Occupational therapy study programmes, as well as those
who have completed the first cycle Rehabilitation study programme or people who have obtained a
professional Bachelor’s degree together with a complementary Physiotherapy or Occupational
therapy course that are approved by legal Lithuanian Republic documents. These statements in the
SER might be true, in reality however only students who have already completed the first cycle
Physiotherapy or Occupational Therapy study programmes have entered the programme and there
are no students from the first cycle of any other rehabilitation study branch, e.g. Adapted Physical

Activity admitted so far.



In the SER it is stated that University admission is carried out via tender. The priority is
given to the candidates who are placed high in the tender list. The number of tender points
determines the position in the tender list. During the period of observation the composition of tender
points has changed; the information about the requirements for candidates is presented in LAMA

BPO website (http://www.lamabpo.lt/turinys/holders — foreign — qualifications). The order of

admission is improved every year. The Ministry of Education Science of the Republic of Lithuania
determines the number of candidates for state financed positions. The number for non — financed
positions for Rehabilitation study programme is determined by Vilnius University.

This information in the SER was not clear, nor was clarified during the discussions,
whether there is capacity to expand the intake. This would perhaps allow more varied study unit
menu and therefore give the students more varied choice and experience. Renewed aims of the
programme together with the appropriate level learning outcomes and more current topics should
also attract more applicants with a broader background.

The dropout from the programme, 6-18%, though not high, still is a concern. The SER
describes a system of support to the students, which seems adequate and students’ involvement in
community and extra curricula activities is also described in detail in the SER. However
university’s efforts to identify the reason for dropouts and how to deal with it and how to enhance
adherence e.g. by admission procedures, or other measures, was not evident in the documentation or

during site visits.

e students have opportunities to participate in student mobility programmes;

According to the SER (82) Student mobility is encouraged by providing information on the
possibilities to study abroad on Vilnius University website http://www.vu.lt/It/tarptautiniai —

rysiai/mainu — galimybes (information available in Lithuanian). Vilnius University International

Relations office distribute posters every year to promote studies abroad, the information is also
placed on the student message board of the Faculty of Medicine. Students are also consulted
individually, and the possibilities of studying abroad and carrying out scientific research are
discussed. This effort does not seem to be effective though, since the start of the programme only
two students participated in an international summer camp in Riga 2014. (83) Teachers’ and
students’ participation in ENPHE actvities is also mentioned but involvemernt in ENOTHE is not

evident in the SER (84).

¢ the higher education institution ensures an adequate level of academic and social support;


http://www.lamabpo.lt/turinys/holders-foreign-qualifications
http://www.vu.lt/lt/tarptautiniai-rysiai/mainu-galimybes
http://www.vu.lt/lt/tarptautiniai-rysiai/mainu-galimybes

More academic, financial, scholarship and credit accumulation support by the
department and the University is needed to facilitate the international mobility of students and staff
to enhance the development of the programme and rehabilitation in Lithuania. The ET understood
during the site visit that students at the Master programme showed a lack of interest in
internationalisation and exchange in general in Lithuania, Europe and wider world. Students are not
able to be involved in exchange programmes due to the combination of family life, work and other
personal duties during this life phase, which may make internationalisation non-attractive to them.
As can be seen in the teachers’ CVs, many of them are actively involved in international activities
and publications which could facilitate a strong international influence on the Master programme
itself. The ET would like to see more effort on encouraging and enabling students to participate in
national and international conferences and short duration workshops in other universities in
Lithuania and Europe to widen the outlook of the students, who as discussed earlier are mainly

graduates from this university.

e the organisation of the study process ensures an adequate provision of the programme and
the achievement of the learning outcomes;

The study process is described in the SER and explained during the discussion but the
information was rather confusing to ET. The Master Programme is designed to educate
Rehabilitation Master graduates, but in the documentation there is no general subject or module on
rehabilitation itself, e.g. concepts, philosophies, processes etc. as discussed earlier. The two
professional groups, Occupational Therapists and Physiotherapists seem to study very separate units
and interprofessional learning of the concepts and practices of rehabilitation are not provided in the
programme. The final compentences of the graduates with the same title have a different
background and the programme seems to divide the the students into those professions rather than
integrating the concepts of the professions. The ET concludes that it would be preferable to widen
the scope of the programme at a scientific level in order to educate a wider range of health
professionals and also develop interprofessional learning in rehabilitation so that the future
graduates could work together to develop rehabilitation further in the community. The current study
process® organisation seems not to be adequate to get a master degree in Rehabilitation.

A positive comment provided by the Master students was their satisfaction of the ability to
study in the afternoons, which allows them to combine their study with their work. This comment
however was not related to the value of the content of the Programme. The distribution of workload
for the students seems reasonable based on the students’ feedback during the discussion.

e students are encouraged to participate in research, artistic and applied research activities;



The Master programme is rather new (2007). The learning outcomes shown are dual.
During the site visit the students claimed having developed more research skills such as different
statistics. Students stated that they were able to use more references as an additional value of the
Master Programme. On the other hand they claimed to become better practicionars. The students
explained that they achieve better job opportunities by being able to work with a more critical view
and being better in decision making. One of the expectatios of Masters level professionals is to
demonstrate critical evaluation of current practices in order to develop the practices further. This
was not however demonstrated during the discussion with the graduates or students of this
programme.

The ET was concerned about the level of the final research theses, which were all given
very high marks. The ET found that in some thesis the statistics were inappropriately used,
methodology was not presented in adequate detail and conclusions were made from very small
sample sizes as could be seen in the English abstracts. Qualitative research paradigm was not
represented in the final work of the students, though it is very prominent in current rehabilitation
and health care research elsewhere. One of the teachers however expresed interest in qualitative
research paradigm, which will hopefully be introduced to the students too. Unfortunately the topics
of research were in rather narrow area of topics and perhaps not current in view of developing
contemporary rehabilitation. The master theses should be strenghtened and by involving more
lecturers with a scientific background of Applied Sciences such as Occupational Science and
Physiotherapy Science in developing these research questions would be a step forward. Based on
the topics and level of the thesis the ET has serious doubts whether the level 7 of scientific approach
to rehabilitation is reached with the final theses. Collaboration and participation in European
activities would also give a great impact to the research activities.

During the discussion with the students and the graduates, it became apparent that they
were satisfied with their course and study. This is a positive trend from the programme point of
view but it also reflects that perhaps the students and graduates were not able to reflect, analyse and
critique their study period and therefore were not able to recognize weaknesses in the programme
(level 7 requirements). This might be also due to the limited exposure to other similar courses in
Lithuania and elsewhere, but also students’ lack of practical experience between bachelor and
master studies and therefore students and graduates cannot make any comparisons. Apart from
enhancement of research skills the ET expected Master students to be able to better communicate in
English and demonstrate maturity in their reflection.

The learning and teaching approaches are detailed in each subject. However they seem
to be very similar in all subjects and do not detail the specific learning activities. Therefore it is
difficult to evaluate whether those activities are the most appropriate to facilitate achievement of the

learning outcomes at level 7 as discussed earlier. Problem Based Learning (PBL) seem to be one of



the learning approaches in almost all the subjects and during the site visit one teacher with a
pedagocical training could explain the additional value of it. However the concept and practice of
PBL was not clear in the documents and none of the students or graduates mentioned this type of
learning approach during the visit.

o the assessment system of students’ performance is clear, adequate and publicly available;

The assessment of students’ learning follows the publicly available general procedures
approved by the University Senate. The assessment format is included in each subject and again this
seems to involve similar tasks as the first cycle programmes for most of the subjects. There seem to
be several tasks and closed examinations and tests in most of the subject, which seem to ask
knowledge and facts, and refers to “right” answers, which may not be the current understanding of
learning and knowledge development as expressed in the EQF 7. ET agrees that the assessment
system is expressed clearly but does not align with expected level 7 learning outcomes at Master’s
level.

o professional activities of the majority of graduates meets the programme providers'

expectations.

The paragraph in the SER about professional activities claims 87% of the graduates work in the
remit of their professional qualification. Some of the graduates from this course become teachers at
the University were they were thaught and few will continue to doctoral degree. During the visit the
ET was not able to receive a clear picture of the additional value of Master graduates for their work
in the community or practice.

The SER is confusing in places with regard to the differentiation of the two professions in the
programme. Sometimes Physiotherapy is stated in a paragraph that might be applicable for
Occupational Therapy students as well (72). Or statements are not consistent throughout the text

provided (20&21) versus (84), in which ENOTHE was not mentioned any more.

R. In order to present this programme at Master level (EQF Level 7) the ET strongly
recommends that the team reflects on the learning and teaching philosophy and practice of the
programme and subjects and revisits the learning outcomes, content, learning teaching approaches
and the assessment of all subject units to align them at level 7 to achieve the aim of the programme.
2.6. Programme management

e responsibilities for decisions and monitoring of the implementation of the programme are
clearly allocated;
¢ information and data on the implementation of the programme are regularly collected and

analysed;



e the outcomes of internal and external evaluations of the programme are used for the
improvement of the programme;
e the evaluation and improvement processes involve stakeholders;

e the internal quality assurance measures are effective and efficient.

The analysis and evaluation of the programmes followed the recommendations of the
Methodology for the evaluation of higher education study programmes approved by the Director of
the Centre for Quality Assessment in Higher Education by Order No 1-01-162 of 20 December
2010, and in particular analysis of programme management involved looking at decision-making
procedures and ways to ensure quality of the programme (Section 1V, 108). Since this was the first
external evaluation of the programme it was not possible to address any changes that have taken
place since the programme was first implemented.

The Rehabilitation Master programme started in 2007 and was originally intended for a
Master in Occupational Therapy and a Master in Physiotherapy (Verbal communications during the
visit). However, it appears that the Department responsible for Academic Studies decided to
implement a combined Rehabilitation Master programme for two professional groups, Occupational
Therapists and Physiotherapists. The rationale for this development is not clear in the
documentation. The ET observed that the responsibilities for decisions and the monitoring of the
implementation of the programme were clearly allocated in a vertical context however it remained
unclear as to how, why or at what level decisions were formalised. The wider involvement of the
stakeholders in the feedback process was evident and confirmed by the teachers, students and social
partners. This involvement however appeared to be heavily based on opinions, daily discussions
amongst staff and students and a yearly feedback session and questionnaire. Whilst all this appears
very relevant and effective, it lacks in efficiency, as there is no formal approach and excludes the
formulation of any key performance indicators and recordable objective outcomes.

It is understood that the reference to ‘insurance’ is intended to be ‘assurance’ throughout
when referring to internal quality assurance measures (SER, 2.6.2, page 26). Periodic and episodic
assessments are reported to be carried out but there were no examples given or shown to verify this
as the ET asked it during the site visit. The same applies to the surveys carried out amongst the
students. Discussion and assessment of the examination results is considered to be very important
for the programme quality but it is not clear how this takes place, except for an end of year
discussion between involved stakeholders as it was explained to ET during the site visit. The
measures taken to enhance and develop the pedagogical competence of teachers is very
commendable and enhances the efforts to ensure quality of teaching but it is unclear how this differs

from that at Bachelor level.



The pressing concern to the ET is the organisation of the Master programme in general and
the ET strongly recommends that the University and the department reflect and evaluate how the
current Rehabilitation Master programme meets the expectations and needs of the current demands
of the society and consider whether the current programme is still adequate, or whether there should
be a redesign and development of the Master level programmes in rehabilitation fields; whether
more generic level 7 programme for all rehabilitation professionals would meet the society’s needs
best or whether specific professional master programmes in Occupational Therapy and
Physiotherapy and other rehabilitation professional areas are the best solution in the context of
rehabilitation development in Lithuania, as these are distinct areas and relevant for advancement of
health care practices in society to meet modern day needs. At the same time, whilst academic
furtherance along the ‘scientific’ route is pertinent, and admittedly the students have found it useful
to enable better understand and critique the literature, and the social partners have found these new
skills useful in the working world, master graduates and master students still appear to want to have
a deeper understanding with more knowledge and skills in their professional fields. It was also
evident to the ET from the discussions with the students and graduates that knowledge and skills in
leadership, management and entrepreneurship were limited to a few theoretical sessions and
therefore the students and graduates were not able to apply them in practice. These are now
considered as core skills in current rehabilitation and health care practice so it might be also a
suggestion for consideration.

2.7. Examples of excellence *
* if there are any to be shared as a good practice



I11. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The programme team is strongly advised to reconsider the aims and structure of the
programme, in view of research excellence and/or professional excellence, leadership,
enterpreneurship and innovation. As discussed earlier this can be achieved either by a combined
master programme for all rehabilitation practitioners with common generic and general
subjects/modules and with appropriate and contemporary menu of profession specific modules that
the students can choose to build their expertise on. One of the other options is to develop separate
master programmes for the different professions, which would still allow shared subjects and
modules in the general subjects e.g. research methods.

The University must consider all the options carefully by establishing the needs and demands of the
community and society and then plan carefully a programme suite at EQF level 7, that best fits the
purpose and is comparable to Master level programmes in Europe and elsewnhere.

2. The ET strongly recommends that the programme team will re-evaluate the level of
learning outcomes of all subjects to fully match with the EQF level 7 and then design the content
and learnig and teaching methods to match the aims and learning outcomes and the assessments of
the programme and subjects to educate contemporary, critical and reflective autonomous
rehabilitation practitioners. Research has shown that assessment is the main driver for students’
learning and the methods and tasks must align with the learning outcomes and teaching at the right
level. The programme team is strongly advised to revisit the assessment practices of the whole
programme.

3. Even though the current teaching team is strong and represents a wide range of
rehabilitation and related professionals, the University is advised to strengthen the input from the
contemporary rehabilitation professions, i.e. Occupational Therapy, Physiotherapy and other
rehabilitation fields, e.g. Adaptive Physical Activity. Encouraging and supporting current teaching
staff to obtain their doctoral level qualification but also to recruit doctoral level colleagues from
around Lithuania and wider a field in Europe can achieve this. Also, encouraging and supporting
pedagogic studies and research by the teaching staff, involvement in exchanges in Lithuania and
Europe will help to strengthen the teaching team and develop the curriculum.

4. More formalised feedback system and information how the feedback and advice from
different stakeholders is acted on should also be implemented, so that all stakeholders could easily
track an audit of the changes and developments.

5. Support and encouragement to teaching staff and students to expand international
activities within the programme. This can be achieved without disturbing the life balance of Master
students for example by creative solutions with distance learning. More input from outside the

University and exchange might enhance a broader view that is need at this level of education.



6. Enhancement of student centred learning approaches, e.g. PBL are recommended and
further educational training of teachers in this respect is required.

7. The level of Master thesis needs enhancement with regard to subjects chosen, focusing
on appropriate methodology and statistics in quantitative research. Moreover introducing other

research paradigms e.g qualitative is strongly recommended.

IV. SUMMARY

Programme Aims and Learning Outcomes

Based on the documentation and discussion with different stakeholders it became clear that the
aim of the Rehabilitation Master Programme is not well defined and therefore it is difficult to
understand how the needs of the society and the professions are met. The aims of the programme
and the outcomes of the subject units do not correspond to the EQF level 7 requirements and the
content, teaching approaches and assessment therefore do not reflect the level 7 either. The Expert
Team strongly recommends that the programme aims are re-evaluated and benchmarked against
EQF level 7 and other master level programmes in Lithuania as well as similar programmes in
Europe.

Curriculum Design

The curriculum design reflects the aims and demonstrates that there is a dilemma between education
of researchers or advanced professionals and also whether to have one programme for two
professions or separate for each. Some of the generic modules are similar for both professions,
some have differences in the level and contact hours, and therefore it seems that the master degree
for the two professions are not equitable.

The ET recommends that once the philosophy and the main aim of the programme(s) is established
the team will rethink and design the curriculum in collaboration with the different stakeholders,
taking into account the contemporary trends and evidence based practice in rehabilitation in
Lithuania and abroad.

Teaching Staff

The teaching staff is experienced and widely publishing with varied backgrounds but the
professional staff and their profile should be strengthened by encouraging and supporting staff
development in pedagogic as well as professional study and research and also by inviting doctoral
level teachers with professional background outside this University to join the team.

Facilities and Learning resources

The facilities and learning resources are very good, but more professional literature and access to on
line databases e.g. Cumulative Index to Nursing and Allied Health Literature (CINAHL) could be
provided and the students should be encourage to use English language literature more at Masters



level in order to be able to get involved in international academic discussions and exchanges, which

will enhance the education of rehabilitation professionals in this University

Study Process and Students’ performance assessment
The study processes are clearly described but because of the unclear aims and learning outcomes,

they do not fully reflect Master level study.

Programme Management
The programme management is described adequately and there are different paths and levels of
communication. However there should be a more formal audit process to follow the development of

the programme and the study units.



V. GENERAL ASSESSMENT

The study programme REHABILITATION (state code — 621B30001) at VILNIUS UNIVERSITY

is given negative evaluation.

Study programme assessment in points by evaluation areas.

Evaluation of
No. Evaluation Area anareain
points*

1. | Programme aims and learning outcomes 1
2. | Curriculum design 1
3. | Teaching staff 2
4. | Facilities and learning resources 4
5. | Study process and students’ performance assessment 1
6. | Programme management 2
Total: 11

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

2 (satisfactory) - meets the established minimum requirements, needs improvement;
3 (good) - the field develops systematically, has distinctive features;

4 (very good) - the field is exceptionally good.
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I. IVADAS
1.1. Vertinimo proceso kontekstas

Vykdomy studijy programy vertinimas vykdomas vadovaujantis Studijy kokybés vertinimo
centro (toliau — SKVC) direktoriaus 2010 m. gruodzio 20 d. jsakymu patvirtinta Vykdomy studijy
programy vertinimo metodika (toliau — Metodika).

Vertinimo tikslas yra padéti aukstosioms mokykloms nuolat tobulinti savo studijy programas
bei informuoti visuomeng apie studijy kokybe.

Vertinimo procesg sudaro Sie pagrindiniai etapai: 1) savianalizé, kurios pagrindu aukstoji
mokykla parengia savianalizés suvesting; 2) eksperty grupés vizitas | auksStaja mokykla; 3)
vertinimo i§vady parengimas ir jy vieSas paskelbimas; 4) paskesné veikla.

Vadovaudamasis studijy programos iSorinio vertinimo i§vadomis SKVC priima sprendimg dél
studijy programos akreditavimo 6 arba 3 metams. Jeigu studijy programos vertinimo i§vados yra
neigiamos, programa neakredituojama.

Programa akredituojama 6 metams, jeigu visos vertinamosios sritys yra jvertintos ,,labai gerai”
(4 balai) arba ,,gerai” (3 balai).

Programa akredituojama 3 metams, jeigu nei viena vertinamoji sritis néra jvertinta
,,nepatenkinamai” (1 balas).

Programa neakredituojama, jeigu bent viena vertinamoji sritis yra jvertinama ,,nepatenkinamai”
(1 balas).

1.2. Bendra informacija

Aukstoji mokykla vertinimui pateikée SKVC Metodikoje nurodytus vertinimui reikalingus
dokumentus.
1.3. Informacija apie aukstgjqg mokyklg/fakultetq/studijy kryptj/ Papildoma informacija
Vilniaus universiteto reabilitacijos krypties magistro studijy programa Reabilitacija (toliau —
Programa) pradéta vykdyti 2007 ir buvo akredituota iki 2015.08.31. Tai pirmosios tarptautinio
vertinimo i§vados nuo programos vykdymo pradzios. Programa vykdoma medicinos fakultete
Reabilitacijos, fizinés ir sporto medicinos katedroje ir glaudziai bendradarbiauja su Vilniaus
reabilitacijos ligonine. Programa pasizymi stipriomis moksliniy tyrimy ir déstymo reabilitacijos
kryptyje tradicijomis, kurias tgsia Reabilitacijos gydytojy vadovaujamas fakultetas.
Tarptautiné eksperty grupé (toliau- EG), pakviesta Studijy kokybés vertinimo centro, parengé Sias
vertinimo iSvadas. Vertinimo i§vados parasytos remiantis Vilniaus universiteto reabilitacijos grupés
pateikta savianalizés suvestine, taip pat pastebéjimas ir diskusijomis tarp EG ir skirtingy Saliy,
susijusiy su magistro programa vizito metu. EG sudaré¢ ergoterapijos ir kineziterapijos ugdytojai ir
mokslininkai ir studentas i§ Lietuvos, Maltos, Nyderlandy, Portugalijos ir Jungtinés Karalystés.
Vizitas | universitetag vyko 2015 mety balandzio 7-8 dienomis, kurio metu EG susitiko ir kalb¢josi

su fakulteto darbuotojais, savianalizés suvestinés rengimo grupe, déstytojais, studentais, darbdaviais



ir kitais socialiniais parneriais vertinadmi Reabilitacijos magistro programg 2015 mety balandZio 8
dieng. EG yaip pat aplanké auditorijas, kompiuteriy klases ir laboratorijas bei perzitir¢jo pateiktus
magistro baigiamuosius darbus.

Vizito pabaigoje EG pristaté preliminarius pastebéjimus ir bendrgsias pastabas grupei atsakingai uz

studijy programa. Po vizito eksperty grupé diskutavo ir pateiké Sias bendras vertinimo iSvadas.

14. Eksperty grupé

Eksperty grupé sudaryta vadovaujantis Eksperty atrankos aprasu, patvirtintu Studijy
kokybés vertinimo centro direktoriaus jsakymu Nr. 1-01-151. Siekdama atlikti vertinimag, eksperty
grupé 2015 m. balandzio 8 d. lankési aukstojoje mokykloje.

1. Dr. Raija Kuisma (grupés vadove), Braitono universiteto kineziterapijos moksly daktaré,
Jungtiné Karalyste.

2. Dr. John Xerri de Caro, Maltos universiteto Sveikatos moksly fakulteto déstytojas Malta.

3. Prof. dr. Manuela Ferreira, Alcoitaosveikatos moksly aukstosios mokyklos profesore,
Portugalija.

4. Dr. Marie-Antoinette Minis, HAN taikomyjy moksly universitetoSveikatos, elgesio ir
visuomeneés fakulteto mokslininké, Neuroreabilitacijos programos déstytoja, Nyderlandai.

5. Dr. Milda Zukauskiené, Vilniaus kolegijos Sveikatos fakulteto Reabilitacijos katedros
vedéja, Lietuva.

6. Ms Zivile Kondrotaité, Vilniaus Gedimino technikos universiteto studijy programos

Bioinzinerija studenté, Lietuva.

II. PROGRAMOS ANALIZE

2.1. Programos tikslai ir studijy rezultatai

e Programos tikslai ir studijy rezultatai aiskiai apibrézti ir viesai skelbiami

Programos paskirtis trumpai iSdéstyta laipsnj suteikianCios programos modelio apraSe
(3.1 priedas, ,,Reabilitacijos studijy programos aprasas“, 1 p., ,,Studijy programos tikslas®) ir
savianalizés suvestingje (SS) toliau aiSkinama kaip tikslas (2. Programos analiz¢, 2.1. Programos
tikslai ir studijy rezultatai):

»25. Reabilitacijos studijy programos tikslas — parengti reabilitacijos magistrus,
(Kineziterapeutus arba Ergoterapeutus), kurie gilindami Zinias, profesinés autonomijos ir
atsakomybés, paslaugy plétros bei vadybos kompetencijas bus pasirenge vykdyti mokslinius
tyrimus, biiti savo profesinés srities lyderiais, plétoti inovatyvias idéjas (turintys gebéjimus testi
studijas trecioje pakopoje).

26. Reabilitacijos studijy programos tikslas siejasi su pagrindiniais Vilniaus universiteto
Medicinos fakulteto tikslais — parengti auksciausios kvalifikacijos sveikatos prieziiiros specialistus,



kurie vadovaudamiesi mokymosi visq gyvenimq principais tobulinty savo kvalifikacijq ir dalyvauty
kuriant bei jgyvendinant aktyvig reabilitacijos politikq, pagristg mokslo, studijy ir praktikos
Vlenov2e7.. Baigus Reabilitacijos studijas suteikiamas Reabilitacijos magistro kvalifikacinis laipsnis,
patvirtinamas Reabilitacijos magistro diplomu, kas suteikia teise testi studijas doktorantiiroje ir /
arba darbui pagal profesing kvalifikacijq.

Atrodo, kad studijy tikslu siekiama skatinti ergoterapeuty ir kineziterapeuty profesinj
tobuléjimg daugiausia moksliniy tyrimy srityje, tik trumpai uzsimenama apie reabilitology, kuriems
teks dirbti reabilitacijos paslaugy kiirimo pirmosiose gretose arba gausinti jrodymais pagristus
gydymo metodus bendruomenés labui, rengimg. Susitelkimas j mokslinius tyrimus aiskiai iSryskeéjo
per vizita diskutuojant su jvairiais partneriais ir socialiniais dalininkais. Tiek déstytojy kolektyvas,
tiek studentai kaip pagrindinj programos aspekta akcentavo moksliniy tyrimy studijas. Taciau i§
diskusijy su studentais susidar¢ jspiidis, jog daugelis jy $ig studijy kryptj rinkosi dél to, kad tuo
metu stokojo jsidarbinimo galimybiy ir tikéjosi, kad magistro laipsnis suteiks daugiau galimybiy
gauti darbg pagal specialybe. Mokslininko ar déstytojo karjera tesia tik keli Sig programg baige
absolventai, likusieji dirba profesinéje srityje.

Pirmiau minétoje iStraukoje, 27 punkte, kalbama apie praktinj darba, atitinkantj studento
kvalifikacija, jgyta gavus bakalauro laipsnj, ta¢iau niekur neminima, kokios naudos praktikai duos
magistro studijos, kaip tai numatyta dokumente ,,Lietuvos kvalifikacijy sandaros aprasas* (2010 m.
geguzés 4 d. nutarimas Nr. 535); Lietuvos kvalifikacijy sandaros apraso priedo ,Lietuvos
kvalifikacijy lygiy sarasas® VII punkte, pvz.: ,,Kvalifikacija skirta sudétingai veiklai, susidedanciai
1§ jvairiy tarpusavyje susijusiy uzdaviniy <...>“, | <...>Veikla atlickama savarankiSkai nustatant

atitinkamos veiklos srities uzdavinius <...>* (Zr. toliau pateikiamg iStraukg 1§ dokumento).

., Kvalifikacija skirta sudétingai veiklai, susidedanciai is jvairiy tarpusavyje susijusiy uzdaviniy, kurie gali
apimti keleto giminingy profesiniy veikly sritis. Todél veiklos atlikimas reikalauja ekspertinio naujausiy Ziniy
profesinés veiklos ir jai artimose ar giminingose srityse vertinimo ir pritaikymo, naujy fakty atradimo atliekant
taikomuosius profesinés veiklos tyrimus, kiirybisko teoriniy Ziniy ir moksliniy tyrimy rezultaty taikymo.

Veikla atliekama savarankiskai nustatant atitinkamos veiklos srities uzdavinius, priimant savarankiskus sprendimus,
orientuotus j veiklos tobulinimg ir gerinimq. Veiklai budingas vadovavimas kity darbuotojy veiklai. Todél sio lygio
kvalifikacijos apima gebéjimus savarankiskai atlikti taikomojo pobiidzio tyrimus, teikti konsultacijas veiklos srityje,
koordinuoti projektus, orientuotus | kity Zmoniy kvalifikacijos tobulinimq ir inovacijy diegimq, analizuoti veiklos

rezultatus ir juos pristatyti.

Todé¢l studijy programos tikslai, kuriuose didziausias démesys skiriamas moksliniams
tyrimams, ir studenty, kurie $ig studijy krypti renkasi tam, kad patobulinty savo igiidzius ir
kompetencijas kaip terapeutai ir lengviau gauty darbo, tikslai nevisiskai sutampa.

Rekomendacija (R) Nr. 1. Studijy programos pavadinimas, paskirtis ir tikslai nesutampa
nei su Lietuvos VII lygio kvalifikacijai keliamais teisiniais reikalavimais, kaip isdéstyta pirmiau, nei
su studenty litkesciais, todél eksperty grupé (EG) reikalauja, kad studijy programos komitetas

persvarstyty programos esme ir duoty naujg pavadinimg, nes $i magistro programa sukurta, kad



biity galima siekti mokslininko karjeros ir (arba) daryti prityrusio reabilitologo praktiko karjerq
Lietuvoje, Europoje ir kitose pasaulio Salyse. Pasak EG, taip, kaip studijy programa vykdoma
dabar, vadovaujantis jos tikslais nejmanoma pasiekti nei vieno, nei kito.

o Programos tikslai ir studijy rezultatai grindziami akademiniais ir (arba) profesiniais

reikalavimais, visuomenés ir darbo rinkos poreikiais.

IS dokumentacijos ar i§ pokalbiy su socialiniais dalininkais, déstytojais, klinicistais ir
studentais liko neaiSku, kaip programa patenkina profesinius reikalavimus ir vieSuosius darbo
rinkos poreikius, iSdéstytus Magistrantiiros studijy programy bendryjy reikalavimy aprase,
patvirtintame Lietuvos Respublikos $vietimo ir mokslo ministro 2010 m. birzelio 3 d. jsakymu
Nr. V-826: ,,5. Studijy programos gali biiti jvairaus pobudzio, taCiau jos turi atitikti universiteto
profilj, asmens individualius akademinius (kiirybinius) gebéjimus ir darbo rinkos poreikius <...>*.
Neéra jokiy jrodymy, kad darbdaviams ar déstytojams buvo pateiktas arba su jais aptartas poreikio
vertinimas, rinkos tyrimas arba ekonominio pagristumo studija, kuriais remiantis biity galima
nustatyti, ar toks poreikis yra ir kokio tipo tolesnis reabilitacijos specialisty mokymasis geriausiai
atitikty Lietuvos sveikatos ir socialinés prieziiiros sistemos raidg. Darbdaviai ir studentai ypac
pabrézeé, kad Siuo metu truksta laisvy darbo viety tiek ergoterapeutams, tiek kineziterapeutams.
Magistro studijy programa daugiau papildo abieju Siy specialybiy studijas, uZuot rengusi
kvalifikuotus reabilitologijos specialistus ar mokslininkus, o i§ programos tiksly ir studijy
rezultaty, deja, matyti, kad jie neatspindi to, kas raSoma pirmiau minétuose 25 ir 26 punktuose. Tai,
kad ] $ig studijy programa jtraukiamos tik dvi specialisty grupés — ergoterapeutai ir kineziterapeutai,
o trecioji didelé taikomosios fizinés veiklos programy absolventy grupé ir nauji reabilitacijos
specialistai, pavyzdziui, logopedai, | j3 nepriimami, leidzia ir toliau manyti, jog §1 magistro studijy
programa tarnauja tik kaip dviejy j ja priimamy specialybiy — egroterapijos ir fizioterapijos
bakalauro programy —_papildymas, kaip nurodoma reikalavimuose stojantiesiems: ,,] reabilitacijos
antrosios pakopos studijy programag priimami studentai, jau baige¢ reabilitacijos krypties
Kineziterapijos / ergoterapijos pagrindines universitetines studijas, baigusieji kineziterapijos arba
ergoterapijos pagrindines studijas arba asmenys, jgij¢ profesinj bakalauro laipsn; kartu su
papildomu kineziterapijos arba ergoterapijos kursu, aprobuotu Lietuvos Respublikose teisés

aktuose.” (SS, 2.5.1. Studenty priémimas, 19-20 p.).

R Nr. 2. Biitina atlikti sveikatos prieZiiiros ir reabilitacijos paslaugy teikéjy, specialisty ir
visuomenés nuomonés tyrimq, siekiant issiaiskinti, kiek Lietuvoje reikia magistro laipsnj turinciy
reabilitology, kad programa, pradedant jos tikslais ir studijy rezultatais, deréty su akademiniais ir
(arba) profesiniais reikalavimais, visuomenés ir darbo rinkos poreikiais. To reikia tam, kad
darbdaviai galéty skirti Siuos absolventus j pareigas, tinkamas magistro laipsnj turintiems ar
aukstos kvalifikacijos praktikams, o bakalauro programos absolventai galéty tinkamai planuoti ir
plétoti savo karjerq.



e Programos tikslai ir studijy rezultatai dera su studijy programos rusimi, lygiu ir

suteikiamos kvalifikacijos lygiu.

Tikslai ir studijy rezultatai apibendrinti savianalizés suvestinéje (10 p.), Kurioje
teigiama, kad jie atitinka Lietuvos kvalifikacijy sandaros (LKS) VIIlygj: ,,<..> geba
nepriklausomai, kritiSkai ir sistemiskai analizuoti inovatyvias zinias, jas taikyti praktingje ir
mokslingje veikloje <..>“. Deja, VIIlygiui reikalingo kritiSkumo ir refleksiSkumo jrodymy
dokumentuose tritkksta, o kai kuriy dalyky studijy rezultatai nusakomi dar Zemesniu lygiu,
pavyzdziui, tokiais Zzodziais kaip ,geba, analizuoja, parengia plang, iSmano principus ir
reikalavimus®. Uzvis svarbiausia tai, kad mokymosi ir déstymo metodikose, ypa¢ — vertinimo
uzduotyse, tinkamai nejvertinamos VII lygio studijos: pvz., 3.2 priedas ,,Studijy dalyky aprasas*
<..>, 15p. — studijy dalyko pavadinimas ,,Kineziterapijos metodologija“; studiju rezultatai:
,»Gebeés sistemiskai vertinti kliento ar paciento biiklg, pateisinti taikomas kineziterapines
intervencijas bei metodus, juos taikyti ir priimti jrodymais pagristus sprendimus®. Sio dalyko
studijy uzduotis yra ,,problemomis gristas mokymasis, prezentacijos, literatliros paieska ir jos
nagrinéjimas, atvejo analizé, diskusijos®, o vertinimas atlickamas pagal ,,atvejo analizés pateikima
ir vertinimg seminary bei praktikos metu, individualias uzduotis (pateiktas programa ,,Power
Point*). Kurso pabaigoje laikomas egzaminas rastu* (Studijy dalyky aprasas, 6 p.). Lieka neaisku,
kaip pagal rastu ir ZodZiu pateikiamus darbus jvertinamas aukstesnio lygio mastymas ir praktinis
Ziniy bei jgudziy taikymas, jei nevertinama klinikinés praktikos patirtis.

Kaip pasteb¢jo EG, nei absolventai, nei studentai, su kuriais EG susitiko lankydamasi universitete,
nesugebéjo pademonstruoti aukSto lygio prityrusio, kritiSko ir svarstan¢io specialisto gebéjimy.
Galbiit problemos esmé yra vertimo kalba, taciau zvelgiant j studijy rezultaty turinj ir vertinima
atrodo, kad, atsizvelgiant j studenty gebéjimus arba pacias naujausias Zinias bei jgtdzius, Kuriuos
pasauliniu mastu patvirtina abiejy Siy specialybiy moksliniai tyrimai ir geroji praktika, mokytis
pazengusiesiems netampa lengviau. Pavyzdziui, Kineziterapijos metodologijos tema ,,Bobath
metodika ir PNF* stokoja rimty jrodymy kaip kineziterapinio gydymo metodai, taigi pasaulyje
nelaikomi pirmaujancia praktika ar budais. Pagrindinis SS jvardijamas programos tikslas (9 p.) —
»~rengti reabilitacijos antrosios pakopos studijy specialistus (kineziterapeutus arba ergoterapeutus),
kurie <..> bus pasirenge vykdyti mokslinius tyrimus, testi studijas treCiojoje pakopoje ir kurti
inovatyvias id¢jas®“. Matyti, kad 1§ pat pradziy biisimyjy absolventy ,,portretas® (kvalifikacinis
profilis) néra tiksliai apibréZtas ir aiSkus.

R Nr. 3. Bitina isgryninti ir priderinti dalyky tikslus prie studijy programos tiksly ir
nuodugniai apgalvoti, kokj rezultaty lygj reikia pasiekti tam, kad Si programa buty vykdoma

magistro lygiu. Déstomq turinj, déstymo metodus, ypac vertinimus, taip pat reikia persvarstyti ir



pertvarkyti taip, kad biity pasiekiami atitinkamo lygio studijy rezultatai, derantys su Siuolaikinémis

reabilitacijos koncepcijomis ir jrodymais grista praktika, kaip aprasyta pirmiau.

e Programos pavadinimas, jos studijy rezultatai, turinys ir suteikiamos kvalifikacijos dera

tarpusavyje.

Suteikiamas laipsnis — reabilitacijos magistras — nurodo platy reabilitacijos suvokima,
ta¢iau dokumentuose reabilitacijos koncepcijos ar filosofija neapibréziamos, o pacioje programoje
minimos tik ergoterapijos ir kineziterapijos temos. Kitos reabilitacijos specialybés, pavyzdziui,
logopedija, taikomoji fiziné veikla, meno terapija, socialinio darbo reabilitacija, slauga ir pan.,
kurios kitur paprastai priskiriamos prie $ios kategorijos ir priklauso tai paciai studijy krypciai, i Sia
programa nepatenka. Keliose dokumento vietose minima tik ergoterapija ir né Zodziu
neuzsimenama apie kineziterapija. Pvz., studijy programos dokumente ,,Profesinés veiklos
prieinamumas“ rasoma, kad ,,baigusieji laipsnj suteikiancig ergoterapijos programa gali dirbti visy
lygiy vieSosiose ir privaciose sveikatos prieziliros jstaigose, Svietimo jstaigose, savivaldybése,
socialinés reabilitacijos centruose, 3.1 socialinéje ripyboje, slaugos namuose® (SS, 3.1 priedas
,Reabilitacijos studijy programos aprasas®, P2 skirsnis). Susidaro jspidis, kad programos tikslai yra
neaiskis. Tai galima susieti su istorinémis programos iStakomis, kai buvo nuspregsta sitilyti vieng
abiejy specialybiy magistro programa. Sia prielaida taip pat pagrindZia programos turinys ir jos
studijy dalykai; mokymosi valandos, temos ir pasirenkamieji dalykai nurodomi neaiSkiai ir
nelogiskai, o abiejy specialybiy kreditai ir kontaktinés valandos nesutampa. Kai kurios temos, ypac
bendrojo pobiidzio, pvz., tyrimy metodologijos, abiejy specialybiy grupéms déstomos kaip atskiri
dalykai, nors visiems studentams galéty biiti déstomos kartu, taciau jy studijy rezultatai ir déstymo
valandos skiriasi. Magistrantiiros studentai turéty gebéti taikyti Siuos moksliniy tyrimy principus
savo studijy srityje. (Bendrieji magistranttiros studijy programy reikalavimai, iSdéstyti 2010 m.
birzelio 3 d. LR §vietimo ir mokslo ministro jsakyme Nr. V-862: ,,16.2. bus igudes jgyta Zinojimg ir
supratimg, Siuolaikinius metodus taikyti analitiniy gebéjimy, inovatyvumo ir ziniy integracijos
reikalaujancioje praktingje veikloje, iskaitant mokslinius tyrimus (originalia kiirybg), iSmanys
analizés metody (kiirybiniy techniky) taikymo ribas, mokeés jvertinti tyrimy rezultatus ir nustatyti jy

patikimuma®.)

R Nr. 4. EG priéjo prie isvados, kad programos pavadinimas, tikslai, studijy rezultatai ir
faktas, kad i jg priimami tik dviejy specialybiy studentai, nedera su pasaulyje vartojama sqvoka
., reabilitacijos magistras ", todél programos komitetui primygtinai rekomenduoja persvarstyti Sios
srities magistro lygio programos teikimq ir atsizvelgti j toliau pateikiamus pasiilymus:

a) teikti vienq bendrine, platesne reabilitacijos koncepcijg apimanciq reabilitacijos magistro
programgq, kurios studijuoti biity kvieciami visi dabartiniai reabilitacijos specialistali,

b) teikti skirtingy specialybiy studentams kelias magistro programas, kuriose jie galéty studijuoti
savo profesines sritis aukStesniu lygiu ir tapty jy ekspertais, arba



c) teikti vieng bendring reabilitacijos magistro programq (prie pavadinimo pridedant
,,ergoterapija‘ arba ,, kineziterapija“ ar kt.), kurioje visi kartu studijuoty bendrinius dalykus, pvz.,
moksliniy tyrimy metodus ir taikymo buidus, reabilitacijos filosofijq ir teorijg ir kt., ir taip jgyty
jvairy ir aktualy kiekvienos profesinés srities studijy dalyky ar moduliy portfelj.
Tam, kad teikiamos magistro studijos atitikty VII lygj, universitetas turi ieskoti galimybiy jdarbinti
specialisty, t.y. ergoterapijos, kineziterapijos ir kitus reabilitacijos praktiky, turinciy daktaro
laipsnj arba atitinkamos patirties, tiek is kity Lietuvos viety, tiek is uzsienio.
2.2. Programos sandara

o Studijy programos sandara atitinka teisinius reikalavimus.

o Studijy dalykai ir (arba) moduliai paskirstyti tolygiai, jy temos nesikartoja.

o Dalyky ir (arba) moduliy turinys dera su studijy risimi ir lygiu.

o Dalyky ir (arba) moduliy turinys ir metodai yra tinkami numatytiems studijy rezultatams

pasiekti.

e Programos apimties pakanka studijy rezultatams uztikrinti.

e Programos turinys atspindi naujausius mokslo, meno ir technologijy pasiekimus.

Atlikta programos savianalizé atitinka universiteto ir nacionalinius reikalavimus. Studijy
programa analizuota atsizvelgiant j toliau iSvardytus teisinius reikalavimus:

— Programos apimtis yra 120 kredity pagal Europos kredity perkélimo ir kaupimo sistemg (ECTS)
(minimumas — 90 ECTS, maksimumas — 120 ECTS).

— Kiekvieno semestro studijy apimtis atitinka Sias rekomendacijas: 60 kredity per metus ir
30 kredity per semestrg; 19-30 kredity tenka privalomiesiems, 0—11 kredity — pasirenkamiesiems
dalykams; 8i tvarka taikoma tiek ergoterapijos, tiek kineziterapijos specialybei (3.1 priedas, 4—
5p.).

Pateiktuose dokumentuose pastebéta (3.2 priedas), kad dalis kai kuriy studijy moduliy
turinio kartojasi su bakalauro kursu. Pavyzdziui, Bobath, PNF ir kitos metodikos (17 p.) arba
»~Praktinis ergoterapijos modeliy taikymas* (30-31 p.) paprastai déstomi jvadiniuose ar bakalauro
lygio kursuose ir yra daugiau taikomi praktiSkai. Per susitikimus su studentais taip pat patvirtinta,
kad dalis magistrantiiros studijose gaunamos informacijos kartojasi ir yra tokio paties lygio kaip ir
bakalauro studijose.

Daugumos studijy dalyky paskirtis ir studijy rezultatai neatitinka LKS VII lygio, pvz.,

»Hsuteikti ziniy, Zinoti, taikyti, suprasti ir pan.”“, ir neatspindi refleksyvumo, kritiSkumo ir

analitiSkumo, aukstesnio lygio iSsilavinimo, kuriy tikimasi 1§ magistrantiros studijy programy.

Panasiai ir déstymo biidai bei metodai (daugiausia paskaitos), vertinimo metodai (daugiausia uzdari

egzaminai, skirti Zinioms atgaminti) neskatina studenty siekti VII lygio kvalifikacijy, rodyti vykdant

mokslinius tyrimus ir (arba) domintis naujovémis jgyty specializuoty problemy sprendimo jgudziy,

kurie leisty jgyti naujy ziniy, iSmokti naujy procediry, sujungti skirtingy sri¢iy Zinias ir jas



savarankiskai taikyti praktikoje. Pavyzdziui, seminary lankomumas ir atvirieji klausimai per
egzaminus néra pats geriausias budas vertinti aukStesnio lygio mastyma ir problemomis grista
mokymasi, nurodomg dokumentuose (3.2 priedas, 54-55 ir 70-71 p.).

Kadangi dauguma programos studijy rezultaty neatitinka LKS VII lygio, dalyky
turinys nedera su magistrantiros studijy rasimi ir lygiu. Susidaro vaizdas, kad kai kuriy dalyky
akcentai ir turinys téra fundamentinés Zzinios, o traktuoté — ribota ir nepagrista jrodymais arba
naujausia geraja praktika, pvz., Bobath, PNF ir kt. (3.2 priedas, 17 p.). EG vertintas magistro darbas
pasirodé esgs gana siauros srities, techniSkas ir nesiekiantis VII lygiui reikalingo mokslinio lygio
(daugiau zr. skyriuje ,,Studijy eiga*“), pvz., moksliniy tyrimy metodikos netaikytos arba taikytos
nenuosekliai.

I§ pirmo zvilgsnio 3.1 priedo 4-5 p. pateikiama matrica atrodo labai logiska. Taciau
panagrinéjus nuodugniau matyti, kad ty paciy specialybés dalyky studijy rezultatai nustatyti tik
pasirenkamiesiems studijy dalykams, pvz., 2.2 (individualiai ir komandoje planuoti, vykdyti,
koordinuoti ergoterapijos procesq, atlikti asmens, grupés ir bendruomenés veiklos efektyvumo,
galimybiy ir aplinkos veiksniy analize) arba 2.4. (individualiai ir komandoje planuoti, vykdyti,
koordinuoti  ergoterapijos procesq, priimti jrodymais pagristus sprendimus) (2.2. -—
ergoterapeutams, 2.4. — kineziterapeutams), ir tik vienam privalomajam studijy dalykui
,Gerontologijos pasiekimai reabilitacijoje®. Susidaro jspidis, kad ergoterapijos studentai sugebés
mindividuliai ir komandoje planuoti, vykdyti, koordinuoti ergoterapijos procesg; priimti jrodymais
pagristus sprendimus® tik gerontologijos srityje. Magistrantiiros programoje tokia tvarka atrodo
nelogiska ir nepateisinama.

EG pri¢jo prie iSvados, kad yra neaisku ir neskaidru, kaip pagal dvi skirtingas studijy
programos Sakas — ergoterapijos ir kineziterapijos — suteikiamas tas pats laipsnis, nors jy abiejy

studijy rezultaty ir dalyky lygis, turinys ir studijy valandos skiriasi.

2.3. Personalas
o Studijy programgq déstantis personalas atitinka teisinius reikalavimus.
o Deéstytojy kvalifikacija yra tinkama studijy rezultatams uztikrinti.
o Déstytojy skaicius yra pakankamas studijy rezultatams uZtikrinti.
o Déstytojy kaita leidZia uztikrinti tinkamq programos vykdymg.
e Aukstojo mokslo jstaiga sudaro profesinio déstytojy tobuléjimo, biitino programai vykdyti,
sqglygas.
o  Studijy programos deéstytojai dalyvauja moksliniuose tyrimuose (kiirybinéje veikloje),

tiesiogiai susijusiuose su vertinama studijy programa.



Studijy programg déstantis personalas atitinka teisinius reikalavimus (daugiau kaip
80 proc. déstytojy turi mokslinj laipsnj). Kaip teigiama savianalizés suvestinés 3.5 priede, studijy
programa désto 17 akademiniy lektoriy, i§ kuriy 6 yra profesoriai, 2 docentai, 9 moksly daktaro
laipsnj turintys lektoriai ir 2 doktorantai. Nors déstytojai yra savo dalykiniy temy srities auksto
lygio specialistai, jy patirtis ne visai atitinka laipsnio, pvz., ergoterapijos ir kineziterapijos
reabilitacijos, pobidj (du ergoterapijos ir trys kineziterapijos déstytojai). Siuo metu né vienas
ergoterapijos déstytojas neturi daktaro laipsnio kvalifikacijos — tai riboja temas ir sritis, kurias jie
galéty déstyti arba kuriy mokslinius tyrimus galéty vykdyti. Magistro studijy programoje, kurios
siekiniai yra ,,kritiSkai pagrjsti, vertinti ir analizuoti ergoterapijos poziiiriy sistemy raiskos, modeliy
taikymo ir proceso efektyvumga®, buty pageidautina turéti moksly daktaro laipsnj ar atitinkama
patirtj turin¢iy déstytojy. Teisiniuose reikalavimuose rekomenduojama, kad iki 40 proc. personalo,
déstancio pagrindinius dalykus, sudaryty asmenys, turintys maziausiai trejy mety prakting patirtj
déstomo dalyko srityje. Kaip nurodoma SS ir 3.5 priede, i§ 17 akademiniy lektoriy tik 6 (35 proc.)
yra ergoterapeutai ir kineziterapeutai, kurie turéty buti atsakingi uz mazdaug 60 proc. pagrindiniy
dalyky. Taigi Sis personalo skaiCius yra ne visai tinkamas konkretiems profesiniams studijy
rezultatams uztikrinti, pavyzdziui, ,,savarankiskai pasirinkti ir gilintis mokslo bei profesingje srityje
vadovaujantis mokymosi visg gyvenimg principu‘ arba ,,argumentuotai vertinti, analizuoti savo ir
kity darbo kokybe, reaguoti | naujas situacijas prisiimant moraling atsakomybe uz savo veiklos
rezultatus®. EG primygtinai rekomenduoja stiprinti personalo grandj, samdant ir pritraukiant i§ kity
Lietuvos viety ar uzsienio déstytojy, kurie turi moksly daktaro kvalifikacijg ir (arba) atitinkama
profesing patirtj, ir kartu sudaryti palankias salygas siekti Siy kvalifikacijy dabartiniams
déstytojams.

SS nurodoma, kad universitetas organizuoja ir sitilo déstytojams jvairiy kursy pedagoginei
kompetencijai kelti ir tobulinti. Si veikla vertintina teigiamai, nes specializuoty programy
destytojams reikia tiek praktinés, tiek pedagoginés patirties. EG rekomenduoja, kad universitetas
dar labiau skatinty visus déstytojus dalyvauti pedagogikos mokymuose ir moksliniuose tyrimuose,
nes personalo gyvenimo aprasuose néra jrodymy apie jgyta pedagoginj iSsilavinima.

Kaip raSoma SS (16 p.), pagrindiné personalo kaitos prieZastis yra jauny déstytojy motery
i$¢jimas néStumo ir gimdymo bei vaiko prieziiiros atostogy. 2013—2014 m. i$ darbo i§¢jo vienas ir
buvo priimti du nauji profesoriai, i$¢jo du ir buvo priimtas vienas asistentas. Taigi personalo kaita
gana maza.

SS nurodoma (16 p.), kad skiriant déstytojus vertinamos jy asmeninés savybés, dalykiné
kompetencija, pedagoginiai jgiidziai ir gebéjimas perteikti déstomg dalyka rastu, gebéjimas taikyti
jvairius mokslinius metodus ir mokslinés veiklos patirtis. Déstytojai priimami ir dar kartg vertinami

skelbiant konkursg laisvai darbo vietai uzimti, kaip numatyta Vilniaus universiteto Senato



nustatytose konkursy rengimo taisyklése, kuriomis reglamentuojama Vilniaus universiteto
pedagoginio ir mokslinio personalo atrankos ir atestacijos tvarka bei kvalifikaciniai reikalavimai.

IS gyvenimo apraSy matyti, kad apskritai akademiniai darbuotojai yra prityre ir publikave
daug moksliniy darby. Tai jrodo ir jy dalyvavimas mokslinése konferencijose, darbo grupése ir
tinkluose. Taciau, kaip pabréziama SS, jeigu visas pedagoginis personalas, ypac pagrindiniai
ergoterapijos ir kineziterapijos sri¢iy déstytojai, uzimty daugiau vadovaujamy posty ir aktyviau
dalyvauty jvairiuose tinkluose, tai galbiit leisty geriau iSplétoti Sios programos vizijg. Skaitant
pedagoginio personalo gyvenimo apraSus susidaro jspudis, kad specializuotuose profesiniuose
leidiniuose, ypac ergoterapijos srities, publikuojama mazokai darby — §ig padét] galima pagerinti
idarbinant daugiau moksly daktaro laipsnj turin¢iy déstytojy.

Dauguma personalo yra VU alumnai ir (arba) dirba Cia per visa savo profesing karjera, vos
keli déstytojai yra buve trumpuose mainy vizituose kituose universitetuose ar Salyse. Viena vertus,
tai yra fakultete susiformavusi Sauni tradicija, kita vertus, dél to vizijos ir tyrinéjimai gali susiauréti
tiek, kad nebeiSeis uz komforto zonos riby. SS teigiama, be to, per vizitus pasitvirtino, kad
ergoterapijos ir kineziterapijos programos déstytojai gana ribotai dalyvauja Lietuvoje, likusioje
Europos dalyje ir visame pasaulyje vykdomose judumo programose. EG primygtinai rekomenduoja
stiprinti §ias mainy programas ir aktyvinti studenty bei profesinio personalo dalyvavima, kad i
programg biity jtraukiama naujy specialybés ir déstymo idéjy.

Skirsnio pabaigoje EG nori paminéti ir teigiamus Sios srities aspektus: pagirti déstytojy
komanda uZ akivaizdy darnumg ir nora dirbti kartu bei stiprinti programa, nepaisant to, kad labai
didelé jy dalis yra kity profesijy ir priklauso kitiems fakultetams. Sig savybe galima vertinti kaip
programos stiprybe, taciau priémus daugiau profesiniy sri¢iy déstytojy programos verté dar labiau
iSaugty. Akivaizdu ir tai, kad studenty ir déstytojy komunikacija yra gera ir neformali, studentai gali
kreiptis j déstytojus be baimés, i$sakyti savo nuomone apie dalykus ir déstymo metodus — visa tai

padeda tobulinti programa.

2.4. Materialieji istekliai
o Studijy patalpos yra tinkamo dydzio ir kokybés.
e Déstymo ir mokymosi jranga (laboratoriné ir kompiuteriné jranga, kiti reikmenys) yra
tinkamo dydzio ir kokybés.
o Aukstojo mokslo jstaiga yra sudariusi tinkamas sutartis dél studenty praktikos.
e Mokomoji medziaga (vadovéliai, knygos, periodiniai leidiniai, duomeny bazés) yra tinkama

ir prieinama.

Siai programai universiteto skirtos patalpos dydzio ir kokybés poziiriu yra labai geros.

Déstoma 6 vietose: Reabilitacijos, fizinés ir sporto medicinos katedroje (Zirmiiny g. 124, Vilniuje),



Vilniaus universiteto Santariskiy klinikose (Santariskiy g.2, J. Kairiuk$¢io g.2, Vilniuje,
V3] Vilniaus universiteto ligoninés Santariskiy kliniky filiale Vaiky ligoningje (Santariskiy g. 7,
Vilniuje), Slaugos studijy centre (J. Kairiiks$¢io g. 2, Vilniuje), Higienos institute (Didzioji g. 22,
Vilniuje) ir Filosofijos fakultete (Universiteto g. 9/1, Vilniuje, 107 auditorijoje). Laimei, dél Sesiy
skirtingy déstymo viety susidarantys nepatogumai artimiausioje ateityje bus i$ dalies iSspresti, nes
statomas naujas pastatas, kuriame, kaip paaiskéjo i§ pokalbiy su personalu, reabilitacijos krypties
programoms bus skirtos déstymo ir moksliniy tyrimy erdves.

EG apziiiréjusi jsitikino, kad studijoms skirtose patalpose sumontuota dydzio ir kokybés
pozitriu labai gera déstymo ir mokymosi jranga (laboratoriné ir kompiuteriné jranga, Kkiti
reikmenys). Visos auditorijos atitinka saugos ir higienos reikalavimus. Pakanka staly, kédziy,
raSomyjy lenty, ekrany, multimedijos jrangos, kompiuteriy; kai kuriose auditorijose yra televizorius,
skaitmeniniy vaizdo disky (DVD) leistuvas, nuotoliniy konferencijy jranga. Visose auditorijose
sumontuoti jrenginiai, reikalingi kompiuteriams ir multimedijos jrangai prijungti ir naudoti, kai
kuriose auditorijose veikia laidinis interneto rySys. Belaidis tinklas prieinamas visame fakultete
(nurodyta SS, 18 p., ir patvirtinta per vizitg).

Kaip teigiama SS (19 p.), Vilniaus universiteto Medicinos fakulteto bibliotekoje, Vilniaus
universiteto bibliotekoje ir Lietuvos medicinos bibliotekoje prieinami visi Reabilitacijos studijy
programai biitini leidiniai. Studijy vadovai ir metodologin¢ literatiira, atsizvelgiant ] studenty ir
déstytojy pastabas, kasmet papildoma naujai isleista literatiira.

Vilniaus universiteto Medicinos fakulteto studentai gali naudoti beveik 64 tikst.
publikacijy (vadovéliy ir moksliniy leidiniy) lietuviy ir uzsienio kalbomis, kuriy didzigja dalj sudaro
biomedicinos moksliné literatiira. Turima literatiira, ypac klinikinés medicinos, visuomeneés
sveikatos, slaugos, kineziterapijos, ergoterapijos ir kitomis panaSaus pobidzio temomis, nuolat
atnaujinama. Naudodamiesi VU kompiuteriais, studentai gali jungtis prie duomeny baziy:
testuojamos ir prenumeruojamos 66 duomeny bazés, pavyzdziui, ,,Annual Reviews* (USD), ,,BMIJ
Clinical Evidence”, ,,BMJ Journals®, ,.Cochrane Library”, ,Lippincott Williams & Wilkins
Custom* (per OVID), ,,MD Consult®, ,Nature Publishing*, ,,PubMed Central“, ,,Health Source-
Consumer Edition“ (EBSCO), ,,The Biomedical & Life Sciences Collection®, ,,Science Direct*
(,,SciVerse™), ,,Springer LINK®, , Taylor&Francis“ ir kt. Per vizita EG galéjo tai patikrinti
realybeéje, §] fakta per susitikimg patvirtino ir studentai.

Tiesa, EG pastebéjo, kad specializuotos profesinés literatiiros, pvz., ergoterapijos
vadovéliy, prieinamumas gana ribotas. Didzigja dalimi taip yra dél to, kad vietos kalba parasyty
knygy ne tiek daug, o originaliy knygy vertimas — ilgas ir varginantis procesas. Literatiira angly
kalba magistrinése studijose galéty biiti naudojama placiau. EG siiilo | internetines ir bibliotekos

duomeny bazes jtraukti slaugos ir susijusios sveikatos literatiiros duomeny baze ,,Cumulative Index



to Nursing and Allied Health Literature” (CINAHL). Si specializuota slaugos ir susijusiy sveikatos

moksly tyrimy duomeny bazé placiai naudojama kitose Salyse.

2.5. Studijy eiga ir jos vertinimas

e Priémimo j studijas reikalavimai yra tinkamai pagristi.

Kaip raSoma SS (65), studenty priémimas ] Reabilitacijos antrosios pakopos studijy
(magistro) programg vykdomas vadovaujantis bendrojo priémimo taisyklémis (j; organizuoja ir
jgyvendina Lietuvos auksStyjy mokykly asociacija bendrajam priémimui organizuoti —
LAMA BPO), taip pat laikantis Vilniaus universiteto nustatyty priémimo ] studijy programas
taisykliy. Pateikiamy paraiSky ir stojanciyjy skaiCius — gana mazas, vidutiniSkai 18 studenty. |
Reabilitacijos antrosios pakopos studijy programg priimami studentai, jau baige reabilitacijos
krypties Kineziterapijos arba ergoterapijos pagrindines universitetines studijas, baigusieji
kineziterapijos arba ergoterapijos pagrindines studijas arba asmenys, jgij¢ profesini bakalauro
laipsnj kartu su papildomu kineziterapijos arba ergoterapijos kursu, aprobuotu Lietuvos
Respublikose teisés aktais. Sie SS teiginiai galbiit ir teisingi, taiau realybéje j studijy programa
istoja tik kineziterapijos ar ergoterapijos pagrindines studijy programas baige studentai. Iki Siol
nebuvo priimta né vieno studento, baigusio kokios nors kitos reabilitacijos studijy krypties, pvz.,
taikomosios fizinés veiklos, pagrindines studijas.

SS teigiama, kad priémimas ] universiteta vykdomas organizuojant konkursg. Pirmenybé
teikiama tiems kandidatams, kurie dalyviy sgrase uzima aukStesne vieta. Ja dalyviy saraSe lemia
konkursiniy baly skai¢ius. Stebimuoju laikotarpiu konkursinio balo sandara pasikeité; informacija
apie kandidatams keliamus reikalavimus pateikiama LAMA BPO svetainéje

(http://www.lamabpo.lt/turinys/holders — foreign — qualifications). Priémimo tvarka kasmet

tobulinama. Kandidaty j valstybés finansuojamas vietas skai¢iy nustato Lietuvos Respublikos
Svietimo ir mokslo ministerija. Valstybés 1éSomis nefinansuojamy Reabilitacijos studijy programos
viety skaiiy nustato Vilniaus universitetas.

Informacija apie tai, ar esama pajégumy didinti priimamyjy skaiCiy, SS pateikiama
neaiskiai, aiSkesné ji netapo ir per diskusijas. Galbiit priémus daugiau studenty biity galima sudaryti
vairesnj studijy dalyky portfeli ir taip studentams suteikti jvairesniy pasirinkimo bei patirties
galimybiy. Pritraukti daugiau ir platesn] parengimg turinCiy stojan¢iyjy padéty ir atnaujinti
programos tikslai, atitinkamo lygio studijy rezultatai bei aktualesnés temos.

Nubyréjimo i§ programos procentas néra didelis (6-18 proc.), bet vis tiek kelia
susiriipinimg. SS aprasoma pagalbos studentams sistema atrodo esanti tinkama. SS taip pat iSsamiai
aprasytas studenty dalyvavimas bendruomeningje ir neakademingje veikloje. Taciau i§ pateiktos

dokumentacijos ar vizity vietoje taip ir liko neaiSku, ka universitetas daro, kad iSsiaiSkinty


http://www.lamabpo.lt/turinys/holders-foreign-qualifications

nubyréjimo priezast], kaip sitilo su tuo tvarkytis ir kaip ketina gerinti studenty i$saugojima, pvz.,

galbiit ketina taikyti kitokias priémimo procediiras ar kitas priemones.

o Studentams sudaromos sqlygos dalyvauti judumo programose.

Kaip rasoma SS (82), studenty judumas skatinamas Vilniaus universiteto svetainéje

http://www.vu.lt/It/tarptautiniai — rysiai/mainu — galimybes pateikiant informacijos apie galimybes

studijuoti uzsienyje (informacija pateikiama lietuviy kalba). Vilniaus universiteto Tarptautiniy
programy ir rySiy skyrius kasmet iSkabina skelbimus, kvieCian¢ius studijuoti svetur. Informacija
taip pat skelbiama Medicinos fakulteto studenty skelbimy lentoje. Studentai konsultuojami ir
individualiai, aptariamos studijavimo ir moksliniy tyrimy vykdymo uzsienyje galimybés. Tiesa, $ios
pastangos neatrodo veiksmingos, nes nuo programos pradzios tik du studentai 2014 m. dalyvavo
Rygoje vykusioje tarptautingje vasaros stovykloje. (83) Minimas ir déstytojy bei studenty
dalyvavimas Europos Sajungos kineziterapijos aukstyjy mokykly tinklo (ENPHE) veikloje, taciau
jrodymy apie dalyvavima Europos Sajungos ergoterapijos aukstyjy mokykly tinklo (ENOTHE)

savianalizés suvestinéje néra (84).

o Aukstoji mokykla uztikrina tinkamq akademine ir socialing paramq.

Studenty ir déstytojy tarptautiniam judumui palengvinti reikia didesnés fakulteto ir
universiteto akademinés ir finansinés paramos, stipendijy ir kaupiamyjy kredity. Sios priemonés
paspartinty studijy programos ir reabilitacijos raida Lietuvoje. Per vizita EG suprato, kad
magistrantiiros studentus menkai domina tarptautiSkumas ir mainai Lietuvoje, Europoje ar likusioje
pasaulio dalyje. Siame gyvenimo etape studentai negali dalyvauti mainy programose dél sunkiai
suderinamy Seiminio gyvenimo, darbo ir kity asmeniniy jsipareigojimy, tad tarptautiSkumas jiems
neatrodo patrauklus. Kaip matyti i§ déstytojy gyvenimo aprasy, daugelis jy aktyviai dalyvauja
tarptautingje veikloje ir spausdina publikacijas svetur — tai leisty magistrantiiros studijy programa
labiau paveikti tarptautine jtaka. EG rekomenduoty déti daugiau pastangy siekiant paskatinti
studentus ir sudarant jiems salygas dalyvauti Salies ir tarptautinése konferencijose, trumpuose
praktiniuose seminaruose, rengiamuose kituose Lietuvos ir Europos universitetuose. Tai praplésty

studenty, kurie, kaip jau minéta, daugiausia yra $io universiteto absolventai, akirat;.

o Studijy proceso organizavimas uztikrina tinkamg programos jgyvendinimq ir studijy

rezultaty pasiekimg.

Studijy procesas yra apraSytas SS ir buvo aptartas diskusijose, taciau §i informacija EG

suglumino. Magistrantiiros programa yra skirta reabilitacijos magistrams rengti, bet dokumentuose


http://www.vu.lt/lt/tarptautiniai-rysiai/mainu-galimybes

néra nei bendrojo dalyko, nei modulio, skirto grynai reabilitacijai, pvz., jos koncepcijoms,
filosofijai, procesams ir kitiems pirmiau minétiems aspektams. Susidaré jspuidis, kad abi specialisty
grupés — ergoterapeutai ir Kineziterapeutai — studijuoja visiSkai skirtingus dalykus, o apie
tarpprofesines reabilitacijos koncepcijas ir praktikas programoje nekalbama. Galop tg patj laipsnj
jgijusiy absolventy kompetencijos yra visiSkai skirtingo pobiidzio. Atrodo, kad programa, uzuot
sujungus abiejy profesijy koncepcijas, studentai suskirstomi j dvi profesines grupes. EG priéjo prie
iSvados, kad biity pageidautina iSplésti moksling programos sritj ir rengti platesnio profilio
sveikatos priezitros specialistus, plétoti tarpprofesinj reabilitacijos mokymasi, kad busimieji
absolventai, dirbdami kartu, galéty toliau plétoti reabilitacijg bendruomengje. Dabartinis studijy
proceso organizavimas atrodo nepakankamas reabilitacijos magistro laipsniui jgyti.

Magistranttiros studentai buvo patenkinti ir teigiamai atsiliepé apie galimybe studijuoti po
piety, nes tai jiems leidzia suderinti studijas su darbu. Taciau §i pastaba nesusijusi su programos
turinio verte. Remiantis studenty atsiliepimais, i$sakytais per diskusija, darbo kriivis studentams
atrodo paskirstytas tinkamai.

o Studentai skatinami dalyvauti mokslo, meno ir taikomyjy moksliniy tyrimy veikloje.

Magistro studijy programa yra palyginti nauja, pradéta vykdyti 2007 m. PasiaiSkinus apie
studijy rezultatus, jie pasirodé esg dviprasmiski. Vizituojant vietoje, studentai tvirtino jgij¢ daugiau
moksliniy tyrimy jgudziy, pavyzdZiui, susipaZing su jvairiais statistikos metodais. Kaip papildoma
magistro studijy programos verte jie jvardijo galimybe naudotis gausesniais informacijos Saltiniais.
Kita vertus, tvirtino tape geresniais praktikais. Studentai aiSkino turj geresniy jsidarbinimo
galimybiy, nes geba kritiSkiau vertinti ir geriau priimti sprendimus. Vienas i§ lukes¢iy, keliamy
magistro laipsnj turintiems specialistams — kritiSkai vertinti dabartine praktika, kad ja bty galima
tobulinti toliau. Taciau 1§ diskusijy su Sios programos absolventais arba studentais to neiSryskéjo.

EG kelia susiripinimag baigiamyjy moksliniy darby, kurie visi vertinami labai aukstais
pazymiais, lygis. Remdamasi santraukomis angly kalba, EG nustate, kad kai kuriuose
baigiamuosiuose darbuose netinkamai naudojama statistika, nepakankamai smulkiai iSdéstyta
metodologija, o iSvados daromos i$ labai mazos pavyzdziy imties. Studenty baigiamuosiuose
darbuose triksta kokybiniy tyrimy pavyzdziy, nors kitur Siuolaikiniuose reabilitacijos ir sveikatos
priezitros mokslo tyrimuose jie labai rySkiis. Taciau vienas i§ déstytojy parodé susidoméjima
kokybiniy tyrimy koncepcija, kas, tikétina, bus perteikta ir studentams. Deja, tyrimy temos yra labai
siauros srities ir veikiausiai menkai aktualios besiplétojancios Siuolaikinés reabilitacijos poziiiriu.
Magistro baigiamieji darbai turéty biiti solidesni, formuluojant jy klausimus reikeéty kviestis daugiau
taikomyjy moksly, pavyzdziui, ergoterapijos ir kineziterapijos, patirties turinciy lektoriy — tai biity

zingsnis ] priekj. Turédama omenyje baigiamyjy darby temas ir lygj, EG rimtai abejoja, ar tokie



darbai leidzia susiformuoti VII lygio vertam moksliniam poziiiriui | reabilitacija. Didelj postimj
mokslinei veiklai suteikty ir bendradarbiavimas bei dalyvavimas Europos masto veikloje.

IS diskusijy su studentais ir absolventais tapo aiSku, kad studijomis ir studijavimu jie
patenkinti. Programos pozitiriu tai teigiama tendencija, taciau ji byloja, jog studentai ir absolventai
veikiausiai néra pajégiis apmastyti, analizuoti ir kritiSkai vertinti savo studijy laikotarpio, todél
nesugeba atpazinti programos silpnybiy (VII lygio reikalavimai). Tai gali lemti ir per menkas
susipazinimas su kitais panaSiais kursais Lietuvoje ir svetur, taip pat praktinés patirties tarp
bakalauro ir magistro studijy stoka, dél ko studentai ir absolventai neturi su kuo jy palyginti. EG
tik¢josi, kad magistrantiiros studentai bus ne tik jgij¢ geresniy moksliniy tyrimy jgudziy, bet ir
geriau kalbés angliskai, brandziau mastys.

Kiekvieno dalyko mokymosi ir déstymo metodai yra iSsamiai aprasyti, taiau visi jie
atrodo labai panasiai, konkreti mokymosi veikla smulkiau neapibtidinama. Todé¢l sunku jvertinti, ar
toji veikla yra pati tinkamiausia pirmiau minétiems VII lygio studijy rezultatams lengviau pasiekti.
Problemy sprendimu grjstas mokymasis — veikiausiai vienas i$§ beveik visiems dalykams tinkamy
mokymosi metody, taciau per vizitg universitete jo pridéting verte sugebéjo iSaiskinti tik vienas
pedagoginj iSsilavinima turintis déstytojas. Dokumentuose apie problemy sprendimu gristo
mokymosi koncepcijg ir taikymg aiSkiai neraSoma, per vizita $io tipo mokymosi nepaminéjo né
vienas studentas ar absolventas.

o Studenty pasiekimy vertinimo sistema yra aiski, vieSa ir tinkama studijy rezultatams

jvertinti.

Studenty pasiekimy vertinimas atlickamas laikantis universiteto Senato patvirtinty viesy
bendryjy procediry. Kiekvienas dalykas turi vertinimo formata, bet ir vél susidaro vaizdas, kad
daugumos dalyky vertinimo uzduotys panasios ] bakalauro studijy programy. Atrodo, kad dauguma
dalyky vertinami duodant kelias uzduotis ir rengiant uzdarus egzaminus, kai tikrinamos Zinios,
faktai ir pateikiami ,.teisingi“ atsakymai, nors S§iais laikais mokymasis ir Zinios suvokiamos taip,
kaip nurodoma LKS VIl lygio aprase. EG sutinka, kad vertinimo sistema yra aiski, taciau ji
neatitinka V11 lygio rezultaty, kuriy tikimasi i§ magistro laipsnio.

e Daugumos programos absolventy profesiné veikla atitinka programos vykdytojy litkescius.

SS skirsnyje apie profesing veiklg tvirtinama, kad 87 proc. absolventy dirba jy
profesing kvalifikacijg atitinkancCios kompetencijos reikalaujantj darbg. Kai kurie Sios studijy
programos absolventai tampa universiteto, kuriame ir gavo iSsilavinima, déstytojais, keli ketina testi
studijas doktoranturoje. Per vizita EG nepavyko susidaryti aiSkaus ispiidzio, kokios pridétinés

vertés darbo bendruomenéje ar praktikos poziiiriu jgijo magistrantai.



Kai kuriose SS vietose esama painiavos dél abiejy programos specialybiy skirtingumo.
Kartais apie kineziterapija raSoma skirsnyje, kuris tikty ir ergoterapijos studentams (72), arba
teiginiai pateikiamame tekste vartojami nenuosekliai (20 ir 21, palyginti su 84) ir juose ENOTHE

daugiau neminima.

R. Tam, kad si programa buty vykdoma magistro lygiu (LKS VII lygis), EG primygtinai
rekomenduoja komandai apgalvoti mokymosi ir déstymo filosofijq, programos ir dalyky praktikg,
persvarstyti studijy rezultatus, turinj, mokymosi ir déstymo metodus ir visy studijy dalyky vertinimg,
kad jie atitikty VII lygio reikalavimus ir leisty pasiekti studijy programos tikslg.

2.6. Programos vadyba

o Aiskiai paskirstyta atsakomybé uz programos jgyvendinimgq ir prieZiiirq, sprendimy priémimgq.

e PeriodiSkai renkami ir analizuojami duomenys bei kita informacija apie programos
jgyvendinimgq.

e Programos vidinio ir iSorinio vertinimo rezultatai veiksmingai panaudojami tobulinant
programq.

e | programos vertinimo ir tobulinimo procesus jtraukiami socialiniai dalininkai.

e Naudojamos vidinio kokybés uztikrinimo priemonés yra veiksmingos.

Programy analiz¢ ir vertinimas atliekami vadovaujantis Aukstojo mokslo studijy programy
vertinimo metodinémis rekomendacijomis, patvirtintomis Studijy kokybés vertinimo centro
direktoriaus 2010 m. gruodzio 20 d. jsakymu Nr. 1-01-162, ypa¢ — programos vadybos analize,
kurig atliekant nagrin¢jamos sprendimy priémimo procediiros ir programos kokybés uztikrinimo
budai (IV skyrius, 108 punktas). Kadangi $is studijy programos iSorinis vertinimas yra pirmasis,
néra galimybés aptarti pokyciy, jvykusiy nuo studijy programos pradzios.

Reabilitacijos magistro programa pradéta vykdyti 2007 m. ir i§ pradziy buvo numatyta
ergoterapijos magistro ir kineziterapijos magistro laipsniui teikti (3i informacija gauta Zodziu per
EG vizitg). Taciau atrodo, kad direkcija, atsakinga uz akademines studijas, nusprend¢ jgyvendinti
jungting Reabilitacijos magistro studijy programa, skirta abiem specialisty grupéms —
ergoterapeutams ir kineziterapeutams. Tokio sprendimo logika i§ dokumentacijos lieka neaiski.
Kaip pastebéjo EG, atsakomybé uz sprendimus ir programos jgyvendinimo priezilirg aiSkiai
1Sdéstyta vertikalia tvarka, bet ir toliau neaiSku, kaip, kodél ar kokiu lygiu formalizuojami
sprendimai. Déstytojai, studentai ir socialiniai partneriai patvirtino, kad socialiniai dalininkai gana
placiai jtraukiami j griZtamojo rySio proces3. Taciau, regis, Sis jtraukimas daugiausia apsiriboja
nuomonémis, kasdienémis diskusijomis tarp personalo ir studenty, metine griztamojo rySio sesija ir
klausimynu. Nors visos S§ios priemones atrodo visai tinkamos ir veiksmingos, triiksta
produktyvumo, nes niekas neformalizuojama, neformuluojami jokie pagrindiniai veiklos rodikliai ir

nefiksuojami tiksliniai rezultatai.



AiSku, kad ten, kur minimos vidinés kokybés uztikrinimo priemonés (SS, 2.6.2, 26 p.),
vietoje termino ,,insurance (liet. draudimas) turéty biiti terminas ,,assurance (liet. uztikrinimas,
garantija). Nurodoma, kad atliekami periodiniai ir epizodiniai vertinimai, taciau jokiy tai leidzian¢iy
patikrinti pavyzdziy, kuriy lankydamasi vietoje pras¢ EG, nepateikta ir neparodyta. Tas pats
pasakytina ir apie tarp studenty vykdomus tyrimus. Egzaminy rezultaty aptarimas ir vertinimas yra
itin svarblis programos kokybei, taciau neaisku, kaip jie vyksta, iSskyrus mety pabaigoje rengiamag
suinteresuoty socialiniy dalininky diskusijg, apie kurig eksperty grupei paaiskinta per vizita
universitete. Priemonés, kuriy imamasi déstytojy pedagoginei kompetencijai gerinti ir tobulinti, yra
labai sveikintinos ir prisideda prie pastangy uztikrinti déstymo kokybe, bet lieka neaisku, kuo jos
skiriasi nuo ty, kurios taikomos bakalauro studijose.

Apskritai magistro studijy programos organizavimas kelia EG labai didelj susirtpinima.
EG primygtinai rekomenduoja, kad universitetas ir fakultetas apmastyty ir jvertinty, kaip dabartiné
Reabilitacijos magistro studijy programa tenkina Siuolaikinés visuomenés liikesCius ir poreikius, ir
nuspresty, ar tokia, kokia yra dabar, programa vis dar tinkama, ar turéty buti pertvarkyta ir sukurtos
reabilitacijos sri¢iy magistrantiiros programos; ar visuomenés poreikius geriausiai patenkinty
bendresn¢ VIl lygio programa, skirta visiems reabilitacijos specialistams, ar, atsizvelgiant i
reabilitacijos raida Lietuvoje, geriausias sprendimas biity konkre€ios profesinés ergoterapijos,
kineziterapijos ir kity reabilitacijos specializacijy magistro programos, nes tai yra atskiros sritys ir
jos susijusios su sveikatos prieziiiros praktikos plétra visuomenéje, skirta §iy dieny poreikiams
tenkinti. Nors akademiné pagalba susijusi vien su moksliniu kursu, studentai visuotinai kalba apie ja
kaip apie naudinga ir leidZianCig geriau suprasti bei kritiSkai vertinti literatira, o socialiniai
dalininkai naujuosius jgiudzius laiko naudingais darbo aplinkoje, magistrantiiros absolventai ir
studentai, regis, nori jgyti gilesn] supratimg, gauti daugiau profesinés srities ziniy ir jgudziy. IS
diskusijy su studentais ir absolventais EG akivaizdZiai jsitikino, kad lyderystés, vadybos ir
verslumo Zinios bei gebéjimai apsiriboja keliais teoriniais uZsiémimais ir studentai bei absolventai
neturi galimybiy juos pritaikyti praktiskai. Siuolaikingje reabilitacijos ir sveikatos prieZiiiros

praktikoje minétieji gebéjimai laikomi esminiais, taigi apie juos taip pat siilytina pagalvoti.

2.7. I8skirtinés kokybés pavyzdziai*
* Jeigu yra tokiy, kuriuos galima pateikti kaip gerajq praktika



I11. REKOMENDACIJOS

1. Studijy programos komandai primygtinai rekomenduojama persvarstyti programos
tikslus ir struktiirg moksliniy tyrimy ir (arba) profesinés kokybés, lyderystés, verslumo ir inovacijy
pozituriu. Kaip minéta pirmiau, to galima pasiekti per visiems reabilitologams skirtg jungting
magistranttiros studijy programg su jprastiniais ir bendraisiais dalykais ar moduliais ir tinkamu,
Siuolaikisku profesiniy specializuoty moduliy portfeliu, i§ kurio studentai galéty rinktis patirciai
jgyti reikalingus dalykus. Kita galimybé — kurti atskiras skirtingy specializacijy magistranttiros
programas, kuriose vis tiek buity déstoma dalis ty paciy bendryjy dalyky ir moduliy, pvz., moksliniy
tyrimy metodai.

Universitetui reikia nuodugniai apgalvoti visas galimybes, iSsiaiskinti bendruomenés ir
visuomeneés poreikius ir paklausa, o paskui kruopsciai parengti tokj programos paketa, kuris siekty
LKS VII lygi, geriausiai atitikty programos paskirtj ir prilygty Europoje bei kitose pasaulio Salyse
déstomoms magistrantiiros programoms.

2. Eksperty grupé studijy programos komandai primygtinai rekomenduoja i§ naujo jvertinti
visy dalyky studijy rezultaty lygj ir uztikrinti visi$ka jy atitiktj LKS VII lygiui, o paskui parengti
toki turinj ir mokymosi bei studijy metodika, kurie deréty su programos ir dalyky tikslais, studijy
rezultatais ir vertinimais, leisty iSugdyti SiuolaikiSkus, kritiSkus ir savarankiSkai mastancius
reabilitacijos praktikus. Kaip parodé tyrimai, pagrindinis studenty mokymosi variklis yra
jvertinimas, tad metodikos ir uzduotys turi tinkamai deréti su studijy rezultatais ir déstymu. Studijy
programos komandai primygtinai rekomenduojama persvarstyti visos programos vertinimo
praktika.

3. Nors dabartiné pedagogy komanda yra stipri ir buria paties jvairiausio profilio
reabilitacijos bei susijusiy sri¢iy specialistus, universitetui patariama jsileisti daugiau Siuolaikinés
reabilitacijos specializacijy, t.y. ergoterapijos, kineziterapijos ir kity reabilitacijos sri¢iy, pvz.,
taikomosios fizinés veiklos. Dabartinj; pedagoginj personalg reikia skatinti siekti moksly daktaro
laipsnio kvalifikacijos ir remti, taCiau kartu biitina kviestis §j laipsnj jau turinCiy kolegy 1§ visos
Lietuvos ir kity Europos Saliy. Be to, sustiprinti déstytojy komanda ir patobulinti studijy turinj
padéty personalo skatinimas imtis pedagoginiy studijy ir moksliniy tyrimy, dalyvavimas Lietuvoje
ir Europoje vykstan¢iuose mainuose.

4. Reikéty jdiegti labiau formalizuotg griztamojo rySio sistema ir teikti informacijg apie tai,
kaip elgiamasi su i§ skirtingy socialiniy dalininkiy gautu griZztamuoju rySiu bei patarimais, kad
socialiniai dalininkai galéty lengvai stebéti ir revizuoti pokycius bei patobulinimus.

5. Rekomenduojama remti ir skatinti pedagoginj personalg ir studentus plésti tarptauting
veiklg studijy programos kontekste. To galima pasiekti netrikdant nusistovéjusio magistranty

gyvenimo, pavyzdziui, kiirybiskai taikant nuotolinio mokymosi sprendimus. Daugiau informacijos,



ateinancios 1§ uz universiteto riby, ir mainai labiau praplésty akiratj, taip reikalingg Sio lygio
iSsilavinimui.

6. Rekomenduojama stiprinti j studenta orientuotus mokymosi metodus, pvz., taikyti
problemy sprendimu grjsta mokymasi; taip pat reikalingas susijes tolesnis déstytojy pedagoginis
rengimas.

7. Reikia pagerinti magistro baigiamyjy darby lygj pasirenkamy temy pozitiriu, didziausig
démes;j skiriant tinkamai kokybiniy moksliniy tyrimy metodologijai ir statistikai. Be to, primygtinai

rekomenduojama naudoti ir kitas, pvz., kokybines, moksliniy tyrimy sistemas.
IV. SANTRAUKA

Programos tikslai ir studijy rezultatai

IS dokumentacijos ir diskusijy su jvairiais socialiniais dalininkais paaiskéjo, kad Reabilitacijos
magistro studijy programos tikslas néra aiSkiai apibréztas, tod¢l sunku suprasti, kaip patenkinami
visuomenes ir specialisty poreikiai. Studijy programos tikslai ir dalyky studijy rezultatai neatitinka
LKS VII lygio reikalavimy, kaip, beje, ir studijy turinys, déstymo metodai ir vertinimas. Eksperty
grupé primygtinai rekomenduoja i§ naujo jvertinti studijy programos tikslus ir juos palyginti su
LKS VII lygio reikalavimais bei kitomis Lietuvoje déstomomis magistrantiiros programomis, taip
pat panaSiomis studijy programomis Europoje.

Programos sandara

Studijy programos sandara atspindi tikslus ir iSry$kina dilemg — rengti mokslininkus ar aukstos
kvalifikacijos praktikus, turéti vieng programga abiem specialybéms ar vis délto po atskirg kiekvienai
ju. Abiem specialybéms déstomi kai kurie tie patys bendriniai moduliai, o kai kurie skiriasi lygiu ir
kontaktiniy valandy skaiiumi, todél atrodo, kad abiem specialybéms suteikti ta pat] magistro
laipsnj yra neteisinga.

Kai bus pasirinkta studijy programos (-y) filosofija ir pagrindinis tikslas, EG rekomenduoja kartu su
Jvairiais socialiniais dalininkais persvarstyti ir pertvarkyti studijy turinj, atsizvelgiant j Siuolaikines
tendencijas ir jrodymais pagrijstg reabilitacijos praktika, taitkoma Lietuvoje ir uzsienyje.

Personalas

Pedagoginis personalas yra patyres, skelbia daug moksliniy publikacijy jvairiomis temomis, taciau
profesinj personalg ir jo struktiirg reikéty gerinti, skatinant ir remiant personalo pedagoginés
kvalifikacijos kélimg, dalyvavimg profesinése studijose ir moksliniuose tyrimuose, taip pat
kvieciant prie komandos prisijungti daktaro laipsnj jgijusiy ir profesinés patirties turin¢iy déstytojy
1§ kity aukstyjy mokykly.

Materialieji iStekliai



Patalpos ir mokymosi iStekliai labai geri, tac¢iau galéty biiti daugiau profesinés literatiiros ir lengviau
prieinamos internetinés duomeny bazés, pvz., slaugos ir susijusios sveikatos literatiiros duomeny
bazé ,,Cumulative Index to Nursing and Allied Health Literature (CINAHL). Magistrantiiros
studentus reikéty skatinti skaityti daugiau literaturos angly kalba, kad jie galéty dalyvauti
tarptautinése akademinése diskusijose ir mainuose — tai leisty Siame universitete rengiamiems

reabilitacijos specialistams jgyti geresnj i$silavinima.

Studijy eiga ir jos vertinimas
Studijy eigos procesai aprasyti aiskiai, taciau dél neaiskiy tiksly ir studijy rezultaty jie ne iki galo

atspindi magistranttiros studijas.

Programos vadyba
Programos vadyba apraSyta tinkamai, komunikacija vyksta jvairiais kanalais ir lygiais. Taciau
prieziliros procesas galéty biiti labiau formalizuotas — tai leisty stebéti programos ir studijy dalyky

raida.



V. APIBENDRINAMASIS IVERTINIMAS

VILNIAUS UNIVERSITETO studijy programa REABILITACIJA studijy programa (valstybinis
kodas — 621B30001) vertinama neigiamai.

Studijy programos jvertinimas balais pagal Zemiau pateiktas vertinimo sritis.

Vertinimo sritis

Nr. | Vertinimo sritis balais*

Programos tikslai ir studijy rezultatai
Programos sandara

Personalas

Materialieji iStekliai

Studijy eiga ir jos vertinimas

Sl R Il ol A e
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Programos vadyba
IS viso: 11
* 1 - Nepatenkinamai (yra esminiy trikumy, kuriuos bitina pasalinti)

2 - Patenkinamai (tenkina minimalius reikalavimus, reikia tobulinti)

3 - Gerai (sistemiSkai plétojama sritis, turi savity bruozy)

4 - Labai gerai (sritis yra iSskirtiné)

Grupés vadovas:

Team leader: Dr. Raija Kuisma

Grupés nariai:

, Dr. John Xerri de Caro
Team members:

Prof. dr. Manuela Ferreira

Dr. Marie-Antoinette Minis

Dr. Milda Zukauskiené

Zivilé Kondrotaité

Paslaugos teikéjas patvirtina, jog yra susipazings su Lietuvos Respublikos baudziamojo kodekso
235 straipsnio, numatancio atsakomybe¢ uz melagingg ar zinomai neteisingai atlikta vertima,
reikalavimais.

Vertéjos rekvizitai (vardas, pavarde, paraSas)



