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REPORT ON ACCREDITATION OF STUDY PROGRAMME

Applicant/s and proposer/s:
Study programme: (name, type, cycle, mode of delivery, structure, location of delivery)

Expert group:
	chair
	(name, surname, institution)

	member
	(name, surname, institution)

	member
	(name, surname, institution)


Date of submission of the accreditation report to the Agency: (insert a date)
Signature of the Chair of the Expert Group: _________________
INTRODUCTION
The expert group received the decision on appointment and the documentation for assessment. The expert group harmonised its opinion and prepared a joint report on compliance with the criteria for accreditation of the study programme. 

Briefly describe the procedure of drafting the final accreditation report. 
(Article 35 of Criteria for the accreditation and external evaluation of higher education institutions and study programmes, based on the application with supplements, other required documentation and the tour of the premises, the group of experts prepares a joint report on the compliance with the criteria.

The Agency sends the accreditation report to the applicant who may add their remarks within one month of its receipt. If the applicant does not make any remarks to the report within this deadline, the report becomes final. If remarks are made by the applicant, the expert group responds accordingly within one month in the final accreditation report)
	Accreditation of the study programme (numerical table)
	
	
	
	

	Areas of assessment
	Complies with quality standards
	Partially complies with quality standards 

	Does not comply with quality standards 
	
	
	
	

	
	Strengths 
	Opportunities for improvement
	
	Major weaknesses or non-compliance

	Structure and content of the study programme
	
	
	
	

	Standard 1
	
	
	
	

	Standard 2
	
	
	
	

	Standard 3
	
	
	
	

	Design of the study programme delivery 
	
	
	
	

	Standard 4
	
	
	
	

	Standard 5
	
	
	
	


	Excellence
	


ACTUAL STATE OF AFFAIRS AND ITS ASSESSMENT 
Fundamental guideline on assessing according to individual standards:

In accordance with assessment provisions under the Chapter V. of Criteria (Application forms), the expert group assesses compliance with quality standards on two levels. At the first level, the assessment of compliance is objective and supported by arguments. Consequently, the compliance, existence and implementation of that which is specified, is assessed. At the second level, quality is assessed to the extent of that which is above (or below) acceptable – therefore, quality is evaluated as well. At this level of assessment, the experts argue, what is very good, good, not good and what could be improved. If something complies with the regulation, it is not necessarily also good. If something is not (completely) in accordance with the regulation, it is not necessarily bad since higher education is diverse and good may arise especially from particularities and exceptions. While some quality standards include qualifiers such as “quality”, others explicitly address adequacy, suitability or only existence and implementation of something. Taking this into account, the expert group always assesses at both levels. At the end of each standard, possible non-compliances and major weaknesses are summarized on the one hand, while strengths and opportunities for improvement are summarized on the other, as they result from the conclusions and assessments and not according to some other principle, such as balance in the number of listed items.
	STRUCTURE AND CONTENT OF STUDY PROGRAMME


	Standard 1: According to structure and content the study programme offers students comprehensive knowledge and enables them to achieve the set objectives, planned competences and learning outcomes.


a) consistency and content connection of individual courses, syllabi and study programme as a whole: 

b) connection (compliance) of objectives, competences and learning outcomes provided in the syllabi with the objectives and competences of the study programme and its content, according to the type and cycle of study:

c) scientific, professional, research or artistic content integrated in the study programme:
 d) the order of courses or course distribution within the semesters and years (horizontal and vertical connection) and their credit allocation:
Complies with quality standards
Strengths: 

Opportunities for improvement:
Partially complies with quality standards:

Does not comply with quality standards
Major weaknesses or non-compliances:  
	Standard 2: The study programme is integrated in the anticipated area and discipline according to its name, purpose and content.


Compatibility of study programme content, its relation to the applied or basic knowledge from that area and discipline as well as the conceptual selection of contents, clearly defined and reasonably interlinked with the current situation and development trends in science, the profession or art:

Complies with quality standards
Strengths: 

Opportunities for improvement:
Partially complies with quality standards:

Does not comply with quality standards

Major weaknesses or non-compliances:  
	Standard 3: The study programme is integrated with the environment in which the higher education institution operates.


a) analyses or research of the demands of the working environment, labour market and the employability of graduates or the needs for knowledge and objectives of the society:
b) conditions for practical training of students:
(Complying with the standard is not compulsory for third cycle of study programmes.) 
Complies with quality standards
Strengths: 

Opportunities for improvement:
Partially complies with quality standards:

Does not comply with quality standards
Major weaknesses or non-compliances: 
	STUDY PROGRAMME DELIVERY PLAN


	Standard 4: According to its content, composition, type, cycle and purpose (objectives) the study programme provides quality adaptation of the study content, study practices and resources (human and material resources).


a) the expected types, modes and the course of teaching:
b) compliance with Article 13 of the Criteria:

· election of higher education teachers and associates corresponds with the courses they are responsible for;

· compliance with criteria on supervision of PhD students and adequacy of mentors:

c) material conditions required for delivering of the study programme, Article 15 of the Criteria:

Complies with quality standards
Strengths: 

Opportunities for improvement:
Partially complies with quality standards:
Does not comply with quality standards

Major weaknesses or non-compliances: 
	Standard 5: The study eligibility criteria and the content of study programme are set in transparent and reasonable manner. The protection of the rights of stakeholders and fulfilment of their obligation in the study process should be provided.


a) admission requirements and progression of students:

b) recognition criteria for knowledge and skills acquired prior to admission to the programme:

c) types of assessment:
d) criteria for completion of the study programme:
e) criteria for completion of individual parts of the study programme, if required:
f) professional or scientific title:
g) criteria for transition between study programmes:
(Point e does not apply to the third cycle of study programme.)
Complies with quality standards
Strengths: 

Opportunities for improvement:
Partially complies with quality standards:
Does not comply with quality standards
Major weaknesses or non-compliances: 
SUMMARY 
Compliance with quality standards
	Complies with quality standards

	Indicate up to 10 identified cases of compliance with quality standards of the higher education institution 

	Partially complies with quality standards

	Indicate up to 10 identified cases of the partial compliance with quality standards of the higher education institution

	Does not comply with quality standards

	Indicate up to 10 identified cases of non-compliance with quality standards of the higher education institution


Excellence 
	Does any observation of compliance with quality standards fall in the category of excellent achievements or exception? Could it set an example to other higher education institutions in Slovenia and should it be addressed to the public by SQAA? Please explain.


Annexes:
- consent of members of the expert group to the report.
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