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[. INTRODUCTION

The external evaluation procedures of the rehabom study field Joint Bachelor
Degree Study Programme Bhysical Therapy618B31001) at Klaipeda and Siauliai universities
were initiated by the Centre for Quality AssessmientHigher Education of Lithuania. The
degree awarded and/or professional qualificatioccdeding to the main data of the study

programme in self-evaluation report) is a BachefdRehabilitation, Physical Therapist.

The Evaluation Team (hereafter ET) involved in thagaluation included three
physiotherapy educators (one from the UK, one ft@tvia and one from Lithuania), an expert
in Applied Physical Activity from Belgium, a Lithaéan physiotherapy student and a Lithuanian
social partner.

The Self Evaluation Report (hereafter SER) preskbtethe two universities and the
two site visits on 1-2 April 2014 allowed the ET dather relevant information to discuss and
prepare this report. During the visits differentatiiegs took place; with administrative staff, the
staff responsible for preparing the SER, teachtaff,sstudents, graduates and social partners, as
well as employers. The ET evaluated various supgentices (classrooms for practice, library
and computer facilities) and familiarised themsslweith students’ final work, and other
documents requested during the visit.

The SER starts with a detailed introduction totie universities involved in the Joint
Bachelor Degree in Physical Therapy (PT) prograntimgy provision of programmes of study
and the issues pertinent to such a joint progranreeagnised and managed by two different
universities. Information is presented to showdbpth and breadth of the curriculum design and
evaluation process. Strengths and areas for impremeare included in each main section.

. PROGRAMME ANALYSIS
1. Programme aims and learning outcomes
Aims and Learning Outcomes (LOs) are set withia tlontext of health care in

Lithuania (SER, page 10) high qualified physiotherapists who are ready faraqgtical

professional activities and scientific researclcammunity, regional, national and international



levels.” and also with reference to EU legislation ( SpRge 9 ...”European Qualifications for
Life Long Learning and Dublin Descriptors).

The aim of the programme i$0“educate high qualification physical therapisi$)o are ready
for practical professional activities and scierdifresearches at the community’s, region’s,
national and international levels; who are able &ot in indefinite and complex situations,
practically applying knowledge, values and skillerking individually and in groups with
patients of different age and with different ailitsgncooperating in a specialists’ team,
committing to people’s rights and professional ethi(SER, page 10) — it is appropriate
according all national and international documealthiough it was not easy to view it in the text.
However, a detailed chart has been provided to dimks between LOs and study programme
(SER, Table 4) which makes this correlation cleak€s are also available to students in the
programme handbook and on the universities’ wefisitenfirming that they are publically
available.

The ET would like to mention, that there is an imgistency in the use of the concepts:
“physiotherapy” (physiotherapist), “physical theyagphysical therapist) and “kinestherapy”
(kinestherapist in the SER (page 8), title (page4 ) and description of subjects and study plan
(pages 15-16). In the international context thengephysiotherapy and physidhlerapy are
considered to be synonymous and are used as béheérgame meaning. However, the list of
professions regulated by the European Commissiomesaa profession of “physiotherapist”.
World Confederation for Physical Therapy (WCPT)ide$ physiotherapy as an internationally
acknowledged health care profession (WCPT, 199%. PRe ET would suggest to unify the
concepts and use one term, that of “physiotheragist “physiotherapy”. The ET comes to this
conclusion following assessment of the documengseuted by the University, following the
meetings that were held with the staff and finaibyroborated by the meetings with graduates
and social partners.

Aims and LOs from such a joint programmes orgahibg two universities offer
students the “possibilities to acquire more knowkdabilities and experience than... one
university can provide” — SER, page 5). ET thirtkis makes the programme be different among
all other physiotherapy programmes in Lithuania. Killready has a Bachelor's level
Occupational Therapy programme providing them withowledge and expertise in
rehabilitation education — (SER page 6).

SER writers followed EU legal (SER, page 9) andrnmational professional norms in developing
LOs by grounding the programme in World Confederatof Physical Therapy (WCPT) norms
(SER, page 5). The SER indicates that an asseswhemted was carried out of numbers of

physiotherapists needed in the region. Social pestralso expressed the need for more
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physiotherapists at degree level in this regioreyTsaid at the meeting that there was a lack of
PTs in these regions of Lithuania and they wererg@sted to be involved in this programme
because they wanted to employ those graduatesit®dsis, the ET had some doubts about the
number of students. It is not clear how the unities decide how many students should be
admitted to the programme. During the site vigitseicome clear that SU, where there are better
material resources and conditions, accepts fewgsiptherapy students than KU where learning
facilities are not as good and not so spaciousatt also found, that almost all students pay for
their studies.

Aims and LOs are consistent with type of studigs A& “...to know the fundamentals
of biomedical sciences necessary for attainingptiodessional aims of PT” and C1 “...establish
PT diagnosis based on evaluation and interpretatianformation and examination” and level

of studies (eg. A3 “"apply scientific theories ihet practice and research of PT” and C3
“systematic performance of PT programmes”) andllef/qualification offered. (SER, Table 4)
The name of the programme “Joint Bachelor StudygRmmme in Physical Therapy”
makes it clear that two universities are involvedhe provision of a similar qualification also
that there are LOs and content common to both wsities. What was not fully clear in the
beginning from the SER - if that two separate geoopstudents, one based at KU and the others
at SU, are following the same programme of studyis became obvious and was confirmed

during the visit of the ET to both universities ahd discussions with teachers and students.

2. Curriculum design

The curriculum design meets legal requirementsejby both universities according
to current requirements for study programmes. Culum design also fulfils the requirements in
“Description of General Regulation for degree awagdat first cycle and integrated study
programmes” approved by the Lithuanian MinisteEdfication and Science (2010).

Study subjects appear to be evenly spread thrdligheight semesters, with basic
sciences (eg. Anatomy and Biochemistry in Semdstard Physiology and Biomechanics in
Semester I, followed by specific physiotherapy jeats, such as Fundamentals of Physical
Therapy and Massage in Semesters Ill and V) aghatis not entirely clear what is the order
of courses in each semester. Table 5 (SER pages)léslincomplete only showing the 4
semesters in Years | and Il. It was necessarydk & the more detailed information provided in
Appendix 6 to gain a complete picture of the progree design for all 4 years. The ET would

recommend making it clear in the curriculum documehat is the order in which courses are



taught to show how students’ knowledge and skiésdeveloped and also to show progression
of learning through the whole programme.

Students reported that there is very little repmtitof subject matter, even when
teachers come from one university to the othee#xh core subjects. This demonstrates good
co-ordination between the two universities.

However, it is not clear in the SER if the studexperience at both universities is comparable.
This was still not clear after meeting with all theople concerned (teachers, administrators,
students and social partners) at the two univessiti

The overall content of courses is consistent Walchelor's level of study. However,
there seems to be an excessive amount of timeraditscallocated to Hippotherapy (4 credits)
compared to credits allocated to courses such #sogaedics, Traumatology and Physical
Therapy (5 credits) and Rheumatology and Physiathe(3 credits). Where Hippotherapy is
taught in the rest of Europe, it is not usually gidered a core subject, but an elective course.
The ET recommends reducing the credit hours foipbliperapy if it remains a core course or
making it an elective course.

The place and the purpose of the Alternative @suia the curriculum is not totally
clear. In the SER it is stated, that Alternativeirse units correspond to the content of the field
of study; students will be able to choose themhanftfth and seventh semesters (see Tables 4-5)
(SER, p.16). But table No.4 shows only the linksuMgen the Outcomes of the Study Programme
and Subjects, and there are no Alternative coumsestioned in table No. 5 at all. And this
doesn’t show how these Alternative courses carhbsen. For instance, can it happen that some
students choose Fundamentals of Occupational Tharagph some Fundamentals of Social work?
If so, according to SER (p. 12) Outcomes of thegfrogramme D3 (will be able to work in an
interdisciplinary team cooperating, creating teanorkv atmosphere and taking social
responsibility), there is a link with course Fundantals of Occupational Therapy, but no link
with course Fundamentals of Social work (and sothers from Alternative course list). This
needs to be clarified and deserves further exglamathe ET also has some doubts about the
“weight” of Alternative courses — courses like Fankntals of Occupational Therapy,
Fundamentals of Social work are a part of separatakting Professions and has more “weight”
comparing with course Compensatory Aids (this sthdad included into curriculum and to deal
with compensatory aids is a part of Physiotherapistk) or courses like Non-traditional
Methods of Treatment or Fundamentals of Ayrveda,. tBe ET has some doubts if some

Alternative courses are appropriate for this progree at all.



The content and methods appear to be appropriaehieve LOs. LO Altdb know the
fundamentals of biomedical sciences necessary ftainang the professional aims of
physiotherapy is achieved through subjects such as AnatomypmRichanics, Physiology and
Pathology. LO B2 to collect, analyse and critically evaluate infortioa related to patients and
clients” is achieved through such subjects as Informaticendgement and Methods and
Statistics of Scientific Research. LO C3o“critically evaluate the results of applied
physiotherapy is achieved through a variety of clinical setsngh which physiotherapists
practice and through the Final Thesis.

The overall scope of the programme is intendedeiecémpass the most important
professional knowledge and abilities” (SER, paggdlid includes general subjects, and subjects
specific to physiotherapy. However, subjects sushEaidence Based Practice and Patient
Education are missing from the programme of studgo, there seems to be little emphasis
placed on study practice and learning in the variplacements. The ET would strongly
recommend that these subjects be reconsidereé stuldy programme.

Overall, the content of the programme reflects lttest achievements in science, art
and technologies. The fact that this is a jointgpagonme between a biomedical and a special
education/disability university allows the currioai offered to be broader in both teaching and
research, to the benefit of student learning. TBR Shows that most teachers are research active
in the area of rehabilitation, but limited in phgthierapy itself. Inclusion in the curriculum of
subjects such as health Management, Health LavBaethics demonstrate that subjects taught
are current. As already mentioned, the ET expetctesge Patient Education and Evidence Based
Practice to have more focus. The move towards EnoldBased Learning and use of mixed
teaching methods involving virtual learning envmments indicates the use of current

educational technologies.

3. Staff

The study programme meets legal requirements &sated on page 18 of the SER that
the Law of Higher Education in the Republic of lu#mia ensures that at least 50% of
modules/subjects should be taught by associategsofs or professors.

The SER also describes the academic staff levelBerntwo faculties involved in the
joint programme to indicate human resources availabeacher work-loads and staff/student
ratios specified by both universities indicate this

Qualifications and research interests of teachiaff ksted in the SER are adequate to

ensure most LOs. KU teachers specialise in physiealicine, whilst SU teachers specialise in
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social sciences and special education. Howevewoitld be appropriate to have additional
physiotherapy specialist teachers, especially at KlJensure core knowledge and skills in
physiotherapy are well covered. Teacher curricutisres provided in Appendix 2 of SER show
that only two physiotherapy teachers are at KU Jevthiere are 10 involved at SU.

There is a range of teaching staff at each unityembviding basic scientific, research
and applied therapeutic skills. This is achievedrt®ans of some teachers travelling to the other
university to provide classes for students. Howgetleare are a limited number of physiotherapy
specialists at KU (two people) to teach basic pitherrapeutic knowledge and skills, as
indicated in the SER.

As the programme has only been running since 2§taff, turnover does not seem to be
a problem. The SER indicates that teachers onptluigramme have between 10 and 30 years
teaching experience, which could be sufficient tesuge an adequate provision of the
programme.

Teaching staff have access to scientific jourrsdsjinars and conferences in Lithuania.
A Quality Assurance programme within the universtyucture helps to assure and improve
quality of study programmes and there are careeeldement plans for new teachers. The
Evaluation Team would recommend that both univiessienable teachers to improve their
English language skills to facilitate sharing oblwrledge and skills with students from English
language sources in addition to Lithuanian sources.

There is evidence given (SER, Appendix 2) at SWeathing staff being involved in
research in movement disorders field and disabsitydies and at KU of staff involved in
biomedical research fields. The list of researderasts includes cardiovasular kinestherapy,
rehabilitation of neurology patients, inclusive edtion for children, soft tissue rehabilitation,
rehabilitation of mentally ill patients and eduoaial technologies, all of which are appropriate
and important for physiotherapists to leaEmployment of teachers considers the scientific
publications and research activites of applical8ER, page 18), so such research activity
demonstrates teaching is based on current knowl&tdeET would like to come to conclusion
that it would be very beneficial to physiotheragpdhers actively participate in the education
conferences of European Region of World Confedamatif Physical Therapy (ER-WCPT) in
order to give the Study programme Team better wtaleding of best practice in European
physiotherapy education.



4. Facilities and learning resources

There is adequate provision of access to data basdson-line learning at both
universities (although the number of work statiamguite small for 50+ students at KU). There
is a Distance Learning Room in each university drdents to access materials from classes
taught off site.

Physiotherapy skills rooms are available at eadkeusity. As ET saw during the site
visit, they are adequate at SU but limited at Kdthbin size and location. Practical teaching
rooms at KU are based away from the main campussséating students and staff to spend
time travelling to the place for teaching and sslddy using practical equipment. The 50+
students at KU are divided into two groups for ficat training. Teachers and students said that
the rooms were not big enough for such numbersEnsite visit confirmed this. The ET would
recommend that larger and closer practical classsobe found to facilitate better student
development of essential practical skills.

Laboratory equipment in physiotherapy skills roamadequate in both universities but facilities

at KU need to be located closer to the main cantpusncourage student self-study use. The
SER (page 21) also mentions a new centre at KUDiggance Learning and social partner bases
being used for practical activities.

Computer equipment is available but, as alreadytiomed work stations at KU are
very limited for 50+ students. This limits the nuentof students who can access databases and
other on-line materials at any time. As the SERyJ¢22) makes the point that both universities
have enough internet access to international stieemtatabases, the ET would recommend
increasing the number of work stations at KU.

Students mentioned that they could choose to deepiants at KU or at SU, although
there is no reference to this in the SER. Certpeciglist placements are only available at SU
(Hippotherapy and Nordic walking) and students wighto access such placements from KU
would need to travel. It is not fully clear whichiversity would then be responsible for
supervision and monitoring of KU students on Sltehaents. Students at KU commented that
there were a limited number of places for placesémt student at KU but there is no evidence
for this in the SER. In fact, there is very limitedormation in the SER about the management
of practical placements. The ET would recommend #meangements for students’ practical
placements at both KU and SU be documented moaelgland more thoroughly.

Both universities have a wide choice of scientifmoks and journals but ET site visit

demonstrated quite limited numbers of titles amdited copies specific to rehabilitation and
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physiotherapy, many in English, that necessitategests to be fluent in that language. Students

also commented to ET that there was not enoughrialad@ailable in the Lithuanian language.

5. Study process and student assessment

The admission requirements provided in the SER€p&4 and 25) appear to be clear
and appropriate. The ET has to mention that trereijustification for the number of admitted
students in the SER. Nor was this clarified during meetings with academic personnel. The
SER only stated that stakeholders from Siauliai lékaipéda emphasised the lack of specialists
with university education in the Western regiorLthuania (SER p. 6, 8-9). The statement “it is
necessary to additionally educate over 4000 pHhysiapists in Lithuania” (SER p. 9) is too
general and includes no date when this estimatias done. Other questions need to be asked,
such as ‘how many specialists are needed in thismeand ‘what will be the situation after two
years when the first graduates are able to worlddlitonally there are three more Universities
and six Colleges in Lithuania in addition to Siauland Klaipeda) offering physiotherapy
education. To compare Lithuania with neighbourirmgirdries with similar size populations;
there are two Higher Education Institutions in B&oand two in Latvia involved in
physiotherapy education. Therefore the numberwaesits expected and accepted and expected
on the programmes at KU and SU should be carefwiyuated and substantiated.

The SER (page 6) states that the analysed studyrgmmone is “oriented towards
problem-based learning (PBL) and corresponds tedageds” but there is no evidence of the
PBL process in courses descriptions etc. Howeeaghers at KU expressed the wish to change
their teaching methods and move towards PBL in Ipbiysiotherapy and occupational therapy
study programmes. The ET would like to encourage itinove and thinks it is necessary for
physiotherapy study programme.

Students are encouraged to participate in regi@mal national student scientific
conferences. SER (page 26) states that the “daewelopof students’ scientific research abilities
is integrated into module studies from the firsaryef studies”. No numbers of students
participating are given but examples of studentigpation mentioned include publishing best
student research in the scientific faculty jourf&dcial Welfare” at SU and student participation
in Faculty of Rehabilitation students’ internatibosammer camps at KU, also mentioned by
teachers at KU.

As yet, only two students on this programme hawktha opportunity to participate in
student mobility programmes (SER, page 27) as tbgramme has only been running since

2011 but teachers at SU indicated that they wexkihg for partners for Erasmus and Erasmus+.
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Both universities appear to provide adequate lesElscademic and social support (SER, page
27 — 28). However, it would be appropriate to empptore physiotherapy specialists at KU (see
comments in paragraph under “Staff’ in this Report)

Overall, assessment of student performance is aimail both universities and seems
clear, adequate and publicly available. The SER sti®ws that assessment criteria are published
at the beginning of each semester. This statemasatoenfirmed by comments from students at
SU. According to the SER, assessments are 50/50ulative marks and examinations.
Cumulative marks are gained from case studies,egi®)j presentations etc. There is little
evidence in the SER about the assessment of mhplecements. The ET would recommend
that this information is made available to all netsgted parties.

At the meeting with the students the ET gainedithggression that the assessment of
learning outcomes in some subjects is not so apptep Most of students both in SU and KU
indicated that one of the assessment criteriatéhdance. This could mean that if attendance is
excellent they can get additional points (scores}His that contribute to the final mark. The ET
does not think that this shows real achievemetaarhing outcomes.

As the programme began in 2011 there are not wegeaduates from the programme.
It is difficult to see any reference in the SERé@tation to management of placements (such as
student numbers at each location) or assessmstuagnt performance on placement.

Social partners indicated at the meetings that thene satisfied with the performance
of students on placement and that the studentssow#l partners’ expectations but gave no
student numbers involved at each placement.

Social partners participated in student assessarmahisome were also teachers on the
programme. There is very little information abdut brganisation and management of practical
placements, so it in not clear how many studergsoarhave been on the placement. The ET

recommends that this information be made availabteclear.

6. Programme management

It is not clear from the SER that this project sists of two parallel programmes (one at
each university) involving both students and teexhe academic mobility. This only became
clear to the ET during the site visits and meetimysing ET site visits ET observed one teacher
at both university locations and comments from S#Rers, teachers and students indicate that
some subjects are taught at both universities samebusly, some teachers travel to the other
university to teach their subject to both sets tfdents and on some occasions students

12



experience a mixture of virtual and academic mphbilThe physical distance between the two
universities involved makes it difficult to ensyparity between the two programmes.

According to the SER, responsibilities and monrtgriare clearly allocated in each
university. Table 1 in SER outlines responsibisitior the production of the SER and also a
timetable for their work (Page 7, 8). Accordinghe SER (page 31) study quality is ensured by
a joint quality management group that meets evanoBths and is accountable to the university
senates through the deans, heads of departmemsn@#s have been made to ensure parity of
teaching hours, courses and assessment methodseettve two universities but it is not clear if
there is similarityof student experience between KU and SU as stude®td aikpressed greater
satisfaction with their education than studentslatat meetings with the ET.

Data are collected from regular student feedbas#tesit satisfaction being evaluated by
surveys in the middle of each semester and byvieterand focus group at the end of each
semester (Table 12 on SER). The SER indicatesLiDatdata is analysed at the end of each
semester Subject teachers also feedback to progrdeaders and study quality centre at the end
of each semester and social partners are survayedsiewed and take part in Focus Groups at
the end of each academic year.

As this programme began in 2011 only internal eatadun is available. Even so, this
data is being used to implement changes in progerdeiivery, according to SER writers,
teachers and students at both universities. Quafitthe study programme is assured by the
internal study quality management system of eadhewsity and also the joint study quality
management system. Students commented to ET #natmére not sure how internal evaluation
of the study programme was used to make changés fgrogramme.

Social partners said they were involved when theg@amme was set up, currently
involved in teaching, assessment and feedback atodéent performance on placement. They
have also been involved in preparations for writthg SER. Page 33 of SER mentions that
feedback from social partners is discussed at tfepat and faculty levels.

According to the SER, SU has a Centre for Qualisgessment, whose members have
been involved in the development of this programisee Figure 1 and Table 12 on SER).
Students at SU were satisfied that they were gettalue for money but students at KU were
less satisfied because of limited lab/practicaht®ze that made practical classes and self-study
difficult and limited work stations in the libratg access databases and other learning resources.
The Evaluation Team would also recommend that hotiversities join and become active
participants in the European Network of Physiothistas in Higher Education (ENPHE) - it
would be valuable for exchanging educational dgualents, facilitating mobility of staff and

13



students between physiotherapy educational institsif stimulating the development of a
European dimension in physiotherapy educationalata and etc.

In conclusion, ET congratulates the initiative tarsa joint study programme but also
thinks that a stronger management and supervidiararoying out this programme is needed.
Regarding the programme has no graduates, itfisuifto evaluate the programme in all areas
but some improvements mentioned in this Reportp ascording the feedbacks from
stakeholders, should be considered in Study Pragea@ommittee.

[ll. RECOMMENDATIONS

1. The Evaluation Team commends the provision of antjdbachelor degree in
physiotherapy as an example of the European sgigboperation. We recommend the

programme continues to develop in terms of educatitheory and practice.

2. The Evaluation Team recommends that Tables in BiR §ve a clearer indication of the
order in which courses are taught in order to shavacademically coherent progression

of student learning through the programme.

3. The Evaluation Team recommends that the two uniiessnsure that there is parity of

student experience between the two sites in tefrtesaohing and learning facilities.

4. The Evaluation Team recommends that the practicgdiptherapy facilities at Klaipeda
be expanded to be adequate for 50+ students,rasthiese facilities be located closer to

the main campus if possible.

5. The ET recommends that the programme team demtesstkear substantiation that the
number of students admitted is required to meetniseds for physiotherapists in the

region.
6. The Evaluation Team recommends a reconsideraticredits allocated to physiotherapy

core subjects mentioned in Curriculum, to bettdiece best physiotherapy practice in

Europe.
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7. The Evaluation Team recommends that both univessijoin and become active
participants in the European Network of Physiotphists in Higher Education (ENPHE)
and that physiotherapy teachers actively partieipat the education conferences of
European Region of World Confederation of Physida¢rapy (ER-WCPT) in order to
give the Study programme Team better understandingest practice in European

physiotherapy education.
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IV. SUMMARY

A joint programme involving two universities sepach by both distance and
philosophy (one a biomedical university, the otlnphasizing disability and movement
disorders) has much to offer its students. Suchogramme encourages the spirit of European
cooperation and both universities are to be conf@id on their forward thinking. Additionally,
such a programme offers students a wider persgectv impairment and disability than a
biomedical university alone can offer and can poeda multi-skilled professional to meet the
varied needs of patients.

The problems posed in managing such a joint progranare enormous, requiring
constant communication at all levels between theeusities. All forms of communication are
needed to ensure parity of teaching and assessandrgimilarity of student experience if both
groups of students are to receive a comparableedegnd teachers are assured of equal
fulfillment of aims and learning outcomes at botivensities and achievement of similar
standards.

There are issues involved in planning a curricuthat consists of two parallel groups
of students at universities separated by somemistan which some teaching involves both
students and teachers travelling and also somariistLearning. These challenges need careful
consideration, in terms of human and physical ressu

Any university bachelors' study programme needsaréety of different professionally
qualified teachers in order to achieve the learmuggomes. Whilst accepting the need for basic
sciences and social sciences specialist teachers, éssential that the core subjects of
physiotherapy be taught by physiotherapists witbreypriate theoretical and practical knowledge
to ensure that the professional standards of thed/@onfederation for Physical Therapy be met
allowing the currency of a physiotherapy qualifioat from KU and SU to be accepted
elsewhere in Lithuania and outside the country.

Adequate resources are essential to meet studemhilg needs and develop
appropriately qualified health professionals. Tieedfor equally adequate resources at KU and
SU is important to ensure that students’ learnixggeeences are comparable at both universities
and that the degree awarded is consistent betvaeetvd universities.

Study process for any physiotherapy study progranmeeds to ensure that core
professional subjects are given enough emphadiseircredit rating system of the curriculum,
whilst less central but interesting and useful searare given less emphasis. Physiotherapy

being a practical profession as well as researdedaeeds to demonstrate that sufficient
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emphasis is placed upon the quality of learningindupractical placements and how that
learning is assessed.

It is important in the management of study prograsnthat the structure of the
programme is clear to all involved in order thatdeints’ learning develops in an educationally
coherent fashion and allows students to structee tearning in such a way that they become
knowledgeable and skilful in their chosen professio this case physiotherapy. The programme
is still relatively new, having started in 2011 aftftere is time to develop more robust

programme management strategies before the nelxiadion.
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V. GENERAL ASSESSMENT

The joint study programme Physical Therapy (stabdec— 618B31001) at KLAIEDA
UNVERSITY AND SIAULIAI UNIVERSITY is given positive evaluation.

Study programme assessment in points by evaluateas

No. Evaluation Area E\_/aluat_lon Areq
In Points*

1. | Programme aims and learning outcomes 3
2. | Curriculum design 2
3. | Staff 2
4. | Material resources 2
5 Study process and .assessment (student admissiody proces 2

" | student support, achievement assessment)
6 Programme management (programme administraticerniak quality 2

" | assurance)

Total: 13

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

2 (satisfactory) - meets the established minimugquirements, needs improvement;

3 (good) - the field develops systematically, hiasirtctive features;

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

Grupes vadovas:

) Doc.dr. Valerie Lesley Dawson
Team leader:

Grupes nariai:

Team members: Prof. dr. Herman Van Coppenolle

Mara Kulsa

Doc.dr. Milda Zukauskien
Tomas Sineviius
Mindaugas Vilius
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Vertimas IS angly kalbos

KLAIP EDOS IR SIAULI U UNIVERSITET U PIRMOSIOS PAKOPOS JUNGTINES
STUDIJU PROGRAMOS KINEZITERAPIJA(VALSTYBINIS KODAS - 618B31001)

2014-07-18 EKSPERTINIO VERTINIMO ISVAD U NR. SV4-409 ISRASAS
<...>

V. APIBENDRINAMASIS [VERTINIMAS

Klaipedos universiteto ir Siauli universiteto jungtia studiy programa Kineziterapija
(valstybinis kodas — 618B31001) vertinama teigiamai

Eil. Vertinimo sritis Srities
jvertinimas,
Nr. balais*
1. Programos tikslai ir numatomi studijezultatai 3
2. Programos sandara 2
3. Personalas 2
4. Materialieji iStekliai 2
5. Studij eiga ir jos vertinimas 2
6. Programos vadyba 2
IS viso: 13

*1 - Nepatenkinamai (yra esmipirikumy, kuriuos litina pasalinti)
2 - Patenkinamai (tenkina minimalius reikalavinueskia tobulinti)

3 - Gerai (sistemiSkai giojama sritis, turi savit bruozy)
4 - Labai gerai (sritis yra iSskirti

<..>
IV. SANTRAUKA

Dvieju universitet;, kuriuos skiria ir atstumas, ir koncepcigkirtumai (vienas yra
biomedicinos moksl universitetas, kitame daugiauéndesio skiriama negaliai, jéfimo
sutrikimams), jungtié programa gali daugakpasiilyti studentams. Tokia programa paremia
europinio bendradarbiavimo dvasiabu universitetai yra sveikintiniéd tokio pazangaus
mastymo. Be to, Si programa studentams suteikia géknplaciau susipazinti su sutrikimais ir
negalia, negu tai gty pasiilyti vien biomedicinos moksl universitetas, taip pat gali parengti
ivairiy jgudZiy turincius specialistus, tenkin&is jvairiy poreikiy pacientus.

Problemos, kut patiriama vadovaujant tokiai jungtinei programgia didzZiuks, jas
spresdami abu universitetai turi nuolat palaikyti tespuio rySius visais lygmenimis. Siekiant
uztikrinti vienody mokym ir vertinima, kad abiej grupiy studentai (jei jiems ketinama suteikti
toki pai laipsn) igyty vienodos patirties, o abigpniversitet; déstytojai siekt; tokiy paiy tiksly
ir mokymaosi rezultat bei bty laikomasi ; patiy standat, reikalingi vis; formy rySiai.

Rengiant programos tuiinskirta dviem lygiagréioms universitaf, kuriuos skiria tam
tikras atstumas, studengrupems, susiduriama su svarbiais klausimais — kai ksumaokymo
tikslais ir dstytojams, ir studentams tenka pakeliauti, numasomaotolinis mokymas.
SprendZziant Siuos uzdavinius reikia kruipsapsvarstyti ir Zmogiskuosius, ir fizinius iSheis.

Norint pasiekti bet kurio universiteto bakalauradjy programos mokymaosi rezultgt
reikalingi ivairiy sriciu profesionais ir kvalifikuoti déstytojai. Nors pripagtama, kad
pagrindiniy ir socialing moksly déstytojai specialistai yra reikalingi, labai svarbkad
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pagrindinius kineziterapijos dalykusédyty pakankamai teorigi ir praktiniy ziniy turinys
kineziterapeutai, siekiant uztikrinti, kadito laikomasi Pasaulés kineziterapijos konfederacijos
profesini standani, leidZiartiy KU bei SUjgytai kineziterapijos kvalifikacijai atitikti keli@us
reikalavimus ir [ati pripazstamai ir Lietuvoje, ir uzsienyje.

Tam, kad @ty tenkinami studemt mokymosi poreikiai ir rengiami reikiamos
kvalifikacijos sveikatos specialistai, esmgnsvarbos turi tinkami iStekliai. Norint uZztikrinti
panadi studeng mokymosi patiitir KU, ir SU ir kad abiej universite; suteikiami laipsniai
nuosekliai desty, abiejuose universitetuose tufitbvienodai pakankamistekliy.

Per bet kurios kineziterapijos studiprogramos studij proceg reikia uztikrinti, kad
programos kredit sistemoje bty pakankamai pabgiami pagrindiniai profesiniai dalykai, o ne
tokiems svarbiems, befdomiems ir naudingiems kursams svarbadybteikiama maziau.
Kadangi kineziterapija — tai ir praktine, ir moksleikla grindZziama profesija, reikia parodyti,
kad uztektinai svarbos teikiama ir mokymosi kokyb®komosios praktikos metu, ir tam, kaip
tas mokymas yra vertinamas.

Valdant studiy programas yra svarbu uztikrinti, kad programosiksira kity aiski
visiems joje dalyvaujantiems, kad studenhokymasis Svietimo podiiu baty nuoseklus,
studentai galy susikurti toka savo mokymosi strufata, kuri pactty jiems tapti profesionaliais
ir kompetentingais pasirinktos profesijos, Siuoefiv- kineziterapijos, specialistais. Si programa
dar palyginti nauja, prata vykdyti 2011 m., tad iki kitojvertinimo dar yra laiko sukurti
tvirtesnes programos valdymo strategijas.
<..>

[ll. REKOMENDACIJOS

1. Eksperyy grupe gerai vertina sudarytgalimyle igyti jungtin kineziterapijos bakalauro
laipsn kaip europinio bendradarbiavimo pavyz@Rekomenduojame toliau gbbti Sia
program, jos teoriny ir praktiniy studiy aspektus.

2. Eksperty grup: rekomenduoja savianatig suvestias lentetse aiSkiau nurodyti, kokia
tvarka yra dstomi kursai, kad ity matoma akademiniu paitiu nuosekli studemt
mokymosi pagal §iprogram eiga.

3. Ekspert; grupe rekomenduoja abiem universitetams uztikrinti, ksagdent mokymo ir
mokymosi patirtis abiejose mokymosi vietosguovienoda.

4. Eksperty grupe rekomenduoja iSpsti Klaipédoje esadias praktinei kineziterapijai
skirtas patalpas, kad josith tinkamos daugiau kaip S5fiai studend, taip pat, jei
imanoma, Sias patalpas perkeltiian pagrindinio pastato.

5. Ekspert; grupe rekomenduoja, kad programos personalas aisSkiaigaggkad priimany
studeni skatius yra reikalingas regiono kineziterapgpbreikiui patenkinti.

6. Ekspertt grup rekomenduoja persvarstyti programos turinyje patjniams
kineziterapijos dalykams skiriamus kreditus, kadgtybtiksliau atspindta geriausia
Europos kineziterapijos praktika.

7. Eksperty grup rekomenduoja abiem universitetams prisijungti prieuropos
kineziterapijos aukgfu mokykly tinklo (ENPHE) ir tapti aktyviais jo dalyviais, o
Kineziterapijos dstytojams dilo aktyviai dalyvauti Pasaulés kineziterapijos
konfederacijos Europos regione (ER-WCPT) Svietimonf&rencijose, kad studij
programos é&stytojai geriau suprast geriausa Europos  kineziterapijos mokymo
praktika.

20



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

Vertéjos rekvizitai (vardas, pavaidparasas)
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