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I. [bookmark: _Toc6590420][bookmark: _Toc3312502]Information about the higher education institution 
[bookmark: _Toc6590421]INTRODUCTION  - INSTITUTION

	[bookmark: _Toc5263043][bookmark: _Toc5785000]NAME OF THE HIGHER EDUCATION INSTITUTION:

	UNIVERSITY
	FACULTY

	[bookmark: _Toc5263046][bookmark: _Toc5785003]ADDRESS:
	

	[bookmark: _Toc5263047][bookmark: _Toc5785004]WEB ADDRESS:
	

	Educational-scientific/Educational-artistic Fields

	Natural sciences and mathematics
	Social studies and the humanities
	Medical science
	Technical and technological sciences
	Art

	Number of accredited students
	

	Basic academic studies
	

	Master academic studies
	

	Specialist academic studies
	

	Doctoral academic studies
	

	Basic applied studies
	

	Specialist applied studies
	

	Master applied studies
	

	Total number of students
	

	Classes of active teaching within all programmes of the institution from the united electronic form
	Lectures
	UIR(SIR)
	Tutorials+Don
	Other classes

	Basic academic studies
	
	
	
	

	Master academic studies
	
	
	
	

	Specialist academic studies
	
	
	
	

	Doctoral academic studies
	
	
	
	

	Basic applied studies
	
	
	
	

	Specialist applied studies
	
	
	
	

	Master applied studies
	
	
	
	

	Total number of classes
	
	
	
	

	Total number of classes of active teaching
	

	Space
	

	Space, library
	

	Space, total number of square meters
	

	Proportion of total number of square meters/ total number of students
	

	Total number of library units related to areas from which the educational process is conducted (electronic units base)
	

	Total number of computers in computer classrooms
	

	Remark:
1. For already accredited study programmes the relevant factor is the number of students UAS from the currently applicable accreditation, and for the study programmes for which the renewed accreditation is requested, the relevant factor is the number of students from the Accreditation request. For cancelled study programmes number of accredited students at those study programmes is not taken into consideration.   
2. According to Article 45 of the Law on higher education a faculty, i.e. an academy of arts is a higher education institution or a higher education unit within a university which is carrying out academic study programmes and developing scientific-research, artistic, i.e. professional work in one or more areas. In legal matters, a faculty, i.e. an academy of arts presents itself under the name of the university whose part it is and under its own name, as stipulated in the Statute of the university.  
3. In previous table the UAS refers to data related to activity that university/academy of applied studies implements independently. The HU refers to total data for all higher educational units (faculties, institutes…) 
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Number of teachers – (filled in by the University)
	Number of teachers/Title of teachers
	
Teacher of a foreign language
	Teacher of skills
	Lecturer

	Non-tenured Lecturer
	Senior lecturer
	Professor of applied studies
	Docent
	Associate Professor
	Full Professor
	Researcher
	Professor emeritus
	Member of SASA

	Visiting professor
	Others

	Full time employees  
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Part-time employees
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Engaged in additional work
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total number
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total number of teachers
	

	All teachers and associates engaged only at AASC and HEU are included.


Number of associates
	Number of associates /Title of associates
	Teacher associate
	Non-tenured associate

	Associate for the Part of Practical Sessions
	
Assistant
	Assistant holding a doctoral degree
	Scholar of MESTD Serbia
	Junior Researcher
	Research Associate
	Artistic associate
	Senior Artistic Associate
	Independent artistic associate
	Professional associate
	senior professional associate
	
Independent professional associate
	Editor
	Senior editor
	Others

	Full time employees  
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Part-time employees
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Engaged in additional work
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total number
	AASC
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	HEU
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Total number of associates
	

	All teachers and associates engaged only at AASC and HEU are included.



INTRODUCTION: Study programme 
	
Name of the study programme
	

	Name of the institution with which the joint study programme is organized (if several institutions participate in the realization)
	

	Higher education institution where the study programme is being performed
	

	Educational-scientific / educational-art field
	

	Scientific or artistic field
	

	Scope of study expressed by ECTS credits
	

	Diploma title 
	

	Duration of study programme
	

	Year in which the study programme started
	

	Year in which the study programme will start (if the programme is new)
	

	Accredited number in this study programme
	

	Planned number of students who shall enrol in the first year of study in this study programme (total number = first year x ………….)
	

	Date when the programme is accepted by the respective body (indicate which)
	

	The language of the study programme
	

	Year of the programme accreditation
	

	Web address containing information about the study programme
	


[bookmark: увод2]


II. Introduction
1. Basic information on the process of accreditation and the assessment of quality
Accreditation and assessment of quality of study programmes of doctoral studies is based on the Regulations on Standards and Procedure for Accreditation of Study Programmes, which was adopted by the National Council for Higher Education at its session on February 25, 2019. (Official Gazette of RS 13/2019) and the Law on Higher Education (Official Gazette RS 88/2017, 27/2018 – other law and 73/2018). 
The goal of accreditation and evaluation of quality of study programmes is to help institution in improving quality in accordance with the standards of the European Higher Education Area and to inform the public about the quality of the study programme.
The process of accreditation and evaluation of quality consists of the following phases: (1) self-evaluation, preparation of self-evaluation reports and all attachments in accordance with the Regulations on Standards and Procedure for Accreditation of Study Programmes, (2) visits by the Review panelto the higher education institution, (3) preparation of Review Commission´s report and its adoption (4) monitoring the activities of a higher education institution in order to improve the quality of the study programme.
Based on the report of the Review Commission, the Commission for Accreditation and Quality Assurance decides whether the study programme is accredited. The study programme is not accredited if one of the standard ratings (Special Standard, 1, 5, 6, 9, 10 and 11) is equal to five (5). In other cases, the study programme is accredited for seven years.
The National Entity for Accreditation issues a certificate of accreditation, i.e. issues a decision rejecting the application for accreditation.

2. General information
In addition to the self-evaluation report and all the attachments, in accordance with the Regulations on Standards and Procedure for Accreditation of Study Programmes, the higher education institution, at the request of the Review Commission, has provided pre /during / after the visit to the higher education institution the following documents:
	Number
	Title of document

	1
	

	2
	

	3
	

	4
	



3. Basic information / additional information on the higher education institution

1. [bookmark: _Toc6590422]The Review Commission
Commission for Accreditation and Quality Assurance at the session on_________, on the basis of the Statute of tof article 19 of the National Entity for Accreditation and Quality Assurance, determined the porposal of the composition the Review Commission, and director of the National Entity for Accreditation and Quality Assurance appointed the Review panelon ___________________. 

	No.
	Surname, middle letter and name
	Title
	The institution in which he/she is employed

	1
	
	
	

	2
	
	
	

	3
	
	
	

	4
	
	
	

	5
	
	
	


The Review panelvisited the institution ________________. 
	Coordinator of the commission from the professional service of NEAQA


	Surname, middle letter and name

	


II. [bookmark: _Toc6590423]Analysis of the electronic form and Introductionary tables
1. [bookmark: _Toc6590424]Analysis of electronic form
	The title of the study programme
	

	The total number of ECTS of this programme
	

	Selectivity
	 

	Factor of selectivity according to the positions where student chooses subjects
	

	

Factor of selectivity according to additional (alternative) subjects which provides the institution
	

	Division of subjects by types
	 

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	Classes of active teaching per week
	teaching+seminars+ATT ( + ОСТ ) = total

	1. semester
	

	2. semester
	

	3. semester
	

	4. semester
	

	5. semester
	

	6. semester
	

	The average number of classes of active teaching per week

	

	Burden of teacher
	 

	The average burden of teacher at this study programme
	

	The average burden of associate at this study programme
	

	Percentage of classes of teaching which is realized by teachers who work 100% of working hours
	

	Summary review of teachers and number of classes

	Present number of teachers employed at the institution who work less than 100% of working hours
	

	Present number of teachers employed at the institution who work less than 100% of working hours
	

	Present number of teachers engaged on basis of a contract
	

	Present number of associates employed at the institution who work 100% of working hours
	

	Present number of associates employed the institution who work less than 100% of working hours
	

	Present number of associates engaged on basis of a contract
	


Рецензентска комисија треба да провери следеће:
· Whether in the structure of Ph.D. study programme optional subjects are represented with at least 50% in relation to the total number of ECTS credits. In the field of art optional subjects are represented with at least 20% in relation the total number of ECTS credits.
· Whether the doctoral dissertation/doctoral artistic project is shown as common subject at study programme for all modules. Whether the doctoral dissertation/doctoral artistic project and subjects doctoral dissertation/doctroal dissertation – SRW/ARW which are in dircet relation with the realization of doctoral dissertation/doctoral artistic project (independent IRW) contain two positions:
· Research contained in the final work (active teaching) is: SRW/ARW (IRW) 
· Writing and defense of the final work (remaining classes).

· Whether at least half of ECTS credits envisaged for the realization of Ph.D. studies is related to the doctoral dissertation.
· Whether active teaching for the Ph.D. studies in educational-scientific fields is contained from at least 25% lectures and whether the remaining teaching represents study research work (IRW)
which is in the calculation of burden equally divided among all teachers engaged in a particular study programme.
·    Whether the average number of classes of acitve teaching is correct.
· Whether teachers 100% employed are engaged in more than 70% classes of active teaching at all study programmes of the insitution, except in the field of art where the minimum is set at 50%.
· Whether the total individual burden of classes by teacher per week at all higher education insitution is not more than 12.
· Whether the total individual burden of classes by teacher per week at all higher education insitution is not more than 12.
· Whether columns from E to J are correctly fuilled in.
· Whether groups for P, V, and ATT sheet „Structure of study programme“.
· In regard to Ph.D. studies seminars and ATT are not allowed.
Comments and remarks:
................................................
2. [bookmark: _Toc5718859][bookmark: _Toc6590425]Analysis of the Introductionary table - Institution
Table INTRODUCTION – Institution, covers basic data about higher education institution:
1) Name of the higher education institution in which the study programme is realized. 
2) Educational-scientific/artistic field mentioned in accordance with the Law.
3) Number of accredited students in the higher education institution by levels of studies.
4) Classes of active teaching on all programmes of the institution from the united electronic form (lectures+practice) by levels of studies.
5) Space (space, library and space, entire quadrature); Proportion of the entire quadrature/number of students; Total number of library units from in the field of teaching process (base of electronic units) and the total number of computers in computer rooms.
6) Number of teachers/titles of teachers and number of associates/titles of associates.
Comments and remarks:
................................................
3. [bookmark: _Toc6590426][bookmark: _Toc5263288][bookmark: _Toc5718862]Analysis of Introductionary tables for all study programme
Table INTRODUCTION – study programme, covers basic data about study programme for which accreditation is required:
1) Data about higher education institution in which the study programme is realized as well as title of study programme.
2) Educational-scientific/artistic field mentioned in accordance with the Law.
3) Scientifis, professional and artistic field mentioned in accordance with the list of fields which is determined by the National Council.
4) Extent, type and duration of studies in accordance with the Law.
5) Title of diploma stipulated in accordance with the list of positons determined by the National Council.
4. [bookmark: _Toc6590427]Comments and remarks:
................................................
III. [bookmark: _Toc6590428]Analysis of standards for accreditation of study programme
IV. [bookmark: _Toc6590429] Competence of the higher education institution for the realization of doctoral studies
Competence of the higher education institution for the realization of doctoral studies should be especially assessed in the following segments:
· Short term and long term programme of work and accreditation of the institution as an organization for the scientific research.
· Indicators related to the scientific work: number of defended thesis, number of published publications, number of scientific research projects, number of teaching staff involved in projects of the instiutions competent to realize doctoral studies, possibilities of the institution for the realization of doctoral studies on the basis of the list of full-time employed teachers which have been menthors in writing of doctoral diossertation.
Comments and remarks:
................................................

1. [bookmark: _Toc6590430]The structure of the study programme (Standard 1)
The structure of the study programme shall be particularly estimated in the following segments:
· The conformity of the structure of the study programme with the requests of the standard
· The elements that the study programme shall have prescribed by the law
· Self-evaluation – Standard 14: The quality of study programme (Review panelprovides motivation referring to the Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyses week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and proposes the measures for the improvement of the standard).
· Self-evaluation – Standard 15: The quality of doctoral studies (Review panelprovides motivation referring to the Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyses week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and proposes the measures for the improvement of the standard).

Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
[bookmark: _Toc5785017][bookmark: _Toc6590431] The purpose of the study programme (Standard 2) 

The purpose of the study programme shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:
· The possibility of obtaining competences with the framework of the study programme
· Clear and unambiguous formulation of the purpose of the study programme and basic tasks and goals of the institution.
Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
2. [bookmark: _Toc5785018][bookmark: _Toc6590432]The goals of the study programme  (Standard 3)
The goals of the study programme shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· The conformity of the goals of the study programme and the tasks of the institution.
· The goals of the programme shall comprise obtaining competences and skills.
· The conformity of the goals of the study programme of doctoral studies with modern streams of development of the scientific discipline in the world.
Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
3. [bookmark: _Toc6590433]The competences of graduated students (Standard 4)
The competences of graduated students shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· The general abilities that the students obtain by completing the study programme
· The abilities specific for the subject that the students obtain by completing the study programme
· The conformity of the competences with the structure and contents of the study programme.
· The conformity of the competences of the students with the outcome of studying
· The students shall be enabled for independent scientific-research, i.e. scientific-artistic work.
Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
4. [bookmark: _Toc6590434]Curriculum (Standard 5)

The curriculum shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· The conformity of the number and orderly grouping of active instruction on study programmes with recommendations.
· The conformity of grouping ECTS credits with the recommendation that the number of ECTS credits prescribed for the dissertations and the subject being in direct function with the preparation of dissertation shall be greater than 50% of the total number of ECTS credits.
· Students of doctoral studies shall be enabled for the independent scientific-research work based on the contents of the curriculum, obtained scientific knowledge and adopted scientific methods, as well as the doctoral dissertation request.
Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
5. [bookmark: _Toc5785021][bookmark: _Toc6590435]The quality, modernity and the conformity of the study programme with its international counterparts (Standard 6) 
The quality, modernity and the conformity of the study programme with its international counterparts shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· Integration and all-comprisiveness of the study programme and the possibility of obtaining the newest scientific knowledge.
· The conformity of the programmes with other programmes at the same higher education institution.
· The conformity of the programmes with the accredited programmes of foreign higher education institutions.
Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
6. [bookmark: _Toc6590436]The enrolment of students (Standard 7)
 
The enrolment of students shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· The conformity of the number of the students enrolled on a study programme with disposable capacities of the institution
· The preciseness of the enrolment terms
· The conformity of the number of students with the number of the teachers eligible for mentors
Commentaries and remarks:
................................................
7. [bookmark: _Toc5785023][bookmark: _Toc6590437]Student-grading and the progress of the students (Standard 8)

Student-grading and the progress of the students shall be  judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· Obtaining certain number of ECTS credits by passing examinations
· That the number of ECTS credits for each subject according to the burden of students and unique methodology is determined.
· That the terms defining procedures in liaison with the realization of doctoral dissertation and grade of its scientific value, in accordance with the requests of the scientific field.
· Grading of realized scientific contributions according to the adequate number and types of scientific publications.
· Standard 8: Quality of students (Review panelprovides motivation referring to the Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyzes week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and proposes the measures for the improvement of the standard).

   Commentaries and remarks:
................................................
8. [bookmark: _Toc6590438]Non-teaching staff (Standard 9)
Non-teaching staff shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· The conformity of the number of teachers with the necessities of the programme, taking into consideration the standards (at least half of the total number of the teachers participating in the execution of instruction on the study programme of doctoral studies shall be engaged with full-time working hours and 50% of the teachers shall be engaged ih scientific-research projects, excluding the field of arts)
·  The competence of the teachers for the subjects they teach on the basis of the annexed references and in accordance with the standards for the scientific, i.e. artistic field.
· The capacity of securing sufficient number of mentors for the planned number of students within the framework of the scientific, i.e. artistic field. 
· The request that every mentor shall have at least five scientific papers published in the scientific journals or accepted for publication, from the field of the study programme from the list of the ministry within whose jurisdiction science falls for the past 10 years, excluding the field of arts.
· Enabling the students of doctoral studies for independent scientific i.e. artistic work taking into consideration the number of competent students, specifically mentors.
· Self-evaluation – Standard 7: The quality of teachers and associates (Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyses week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and proposes the measures for the improvement of the standard).
Commentaries and remarks:
................................................
9. [bookmark: _Toc6590439] Organizational and material resources (Standard 10)
Organizational and material resources shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· The existence of adequate space for performing of study programme, adequate laboratory space necessary for experimental work and the equipment based on modern information and communication technologies.
· The availability of the use of the library fund in the quantity necessary for the realization of the programme of doctoral studies. 
· The access to the databases necessary for the preparation of doctoral dissertations and scientific-artistic, i.e. artistic-research work.
· Self-evaluation – Standard 9: The quality of the textbooks, literature, library and information resources (Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyzes week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and proposes the measures for the improvement of the standard).
· Self-evaluation – Standard 10: The quality of management over the higher education institution and the quality of non-teaching support (Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyses week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and propose the measures for the improvement of the standard).
· Self-evaluation – Standard 11: The quality of space and equipment (Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyses week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and proposes the measures for the improvement of the standard).

Commentaries and remarks:
................................................
10. [bookmark: _Toc6590440] The quality control (Standard 11)
Internal mechanisms for the ensuring of quality shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:
· Regular surveillance of the quality of the study programme by periodical external and internal verification. 
· Periodical revision and improvement of the strategy for the quality-ensuring
· The report on self-evaluation
· Self-evaluation – Standard 1: The strategy of quality-ensuring, Standard 2: Standards and procedures for quality-ensuring, Standard 3: the system of quality-ensuring Standard 5: the quality of instruction, Standard 6: the quality of scientific-research, artistic and professional work, Standard 13: The role of students in self-evaluation and quality-verification, Standard 14: Systematic surveillance and periodical quality-verification (Review panelprovides motivations referring to the fulfilment of the standard, analyses week and strong points and procedure for the quality-provision and proposes the measures for the improvement of the standard
Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
11. [bookmark: _Toc6590441]The publicity of work (Standard 12)
The publicity of work shall be judged by taking into consideration following criteria:

· Publishing of defended doctoral dissertations with all relevant data 
· The accessibility of the list of the mentors with the data on their qualifications and the engagement in study programme to the public

Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
Additional standards for the study programmes in world language, for common study programmes and IMT programmes
13. [bookmark: _Toc6590442]Studies in world language
Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
14. [bookmark: _Toc6590443]Common study programme

Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
15. [bookmark: _Toc6590444]IMT (interdisciplinary, multidisciplinary and transdisciplinary) study programme

Commentaries and remarks:

................................................
16. [bookmark: _Toc6590445]The examples of excellence 

If there are any of them, they should be the example of good practice.
Definition: The excellence means that the exposed characteristics are very good, but implicitly not achievable by all.

V. [bookmark: _Toc6590446]The rates for the each of the standards

The quality of higher education institution shall be expressed with numerical rates by standards
	No
	Standards
	Numerical rate of the standard*

	  0.
	Separate standard: the competence of higher education institution for the realization of doctoral studies
	

	1. 
	
	

	2. 
	
	

	3. 
	
	

	4. 
	
	

	5. 
	
	

	6. 
	
	

	7. 
	
	

	8. 
	
	

	9. 
	
	

	10. 
	
	

	11. 
	
	

	12. 
	
	

	13. 
	
	

	14. 
	
	

	15. 
	
	


* Rates: weak (5), good (6-7), very good (8-9), excellent (10)

The institution may not be accredited if it is rated weak (5) for any of the standards 1, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11.
False data and/or in correct electronic form in the annexed documentation automatically produce the denial of the accreditation.

V. Summary

A short description of all positive and negative elements in standard rate for the accreditation of higher education institutions.
[bookmark: _Toc6590447]VI. Reccomendations
· proposed measures for the elimination of marked weaknesses
· proposed measures for the improvement the higher education institution’s education.


Annotations:
If the Peer review panel proposes the denial of accreditation, the Recommendations provide the main arguments for negative rate, altogether with the list of compulsory activities which provided to the students already enrolled on a study programme to obtain knowledge and skills on the satisfactory level.
If the Peer review panel proposes the accreditation of the study programme, the Recommendations contain the list of activities that the institution should carry out until the next external evaluation of quality, with the aim to improve the quality of the higher education institution’s work.
If a standard is rated with 5 or 6 the institution shall be obliged to enhance its quality in terms of that standard until the next external evaluation of quality in Recommendations.

	Review Commission
	Surname, middle name and first name
	Signature

	President
	
	

	Member
	
	

	Member
	
	

	Member
	
	

	Member
	
	



Date and place
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