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[bookmark: _Toc171932493]INTRODUCTION

The Agency for Science and Higher Education (the Agency), an independent legal entity with public authority, registered in the court register, and a full member of the European Quality Assurance Register for Higher Education (EQAR) and the European Association for Quality Assurance in Higher Education (ENQA) carries out initial accreditation of the doctoral study programme in accordance with the Act on Quality Assurance in Higher Education and Science (OG 151/22) and the Quality Standards for Evaluations in the Procedure of Initial Accreditation of Doctoral Study Programmes (CLASS: 602-04/23-02/95; FILE NUMBER: 355-01-01-23-01).   
The Expert Panel appointed by the Agency for Science and Higher Education (ASHE) compiled the Report of the expert panel in the procedure of initial accreditation of the doctoral study programme based on the Initial accreditation procedure application form, additional documents and the site visit to the higher education institution. 

The Agency's Accreditation Council appointed an independent Expert Panel for the evaluation of the [TYPE AND NAME OF STUDY PROGRAMME, NAME OF HEI].

Members of the Expert Panel:
· xx,
· xx,
· xx,
· xx,
· xx.

During the site visit, the Expert Panel held meetings with the following stakeholders:
· xx.

[bookmark: _Hlk170131767]The Expert Panel visited the classrooms, laboratories and space for conducting practical classes, the library, IT classrooms, teachers’ offices, offices for professional services, xx (state in accordance with the site visit protocol).

The Report contains the following elements:
· Basic information on the study programme;
· Recommendation of the Expert Panel;
· Detailed analysis of each standard, recommendations for improvement and quality grade for each standard;
· Appendices (quality grade summary by each assessment area and standard and the site visit protocol).

In the analysis of the documents, site visit to the [TYPE AND NAME OF STUDY PROGRAMME, NAME OF HEI] and writing of the Report, the Expert Panel was supported by:
· XX (name of the coordinators from the Agency).







[bookmark: _Toc171932494]BASIC INFORMATION ON THE STUDY PROGRAMME

Name, seat and OIB (Personal Identification Number) of higher education institution: 
Name of the study programme:
CroQF/EQF/QF-EHEA level:
Scientific or artistic area and field of study programme:
ISCED FoET classification:
Programme duration:
Number of ECTS points acquired on completion of study programme:
Academic degree:
Language of delivery:
Place of delivery:
Method of delivery of the study programme:
Admissions quota (for full-time and part-time students):
Academic year in which the study programme delivery is to commence:
In case of joint programmes delivered by Croatian higher education institutions, please include a list co-providers/partners: 





[bookmark: _Toc461521295][bookmark: _Toc171932495]THE EXPERT PANEL’S RECOMMENDATION TO THE AGENCY’S ACCREDITATION COUNCIL

Upon the completion of the initial accreditation of the doctoral study programme and the examination of the materials submitted, the visit to the higher education institution and interviews with stakeholders in accordance with the site visit protocol, the Expert Panel renders its independent opinion in which it recommends to the Accreditation Council of the Agency the following: (leave the recommendation):
1. to issue a licence  
2. to deny the issuance of a licence  


[bookmark: _Toc171932496]DETAILED ANALYSIS OF EACH STANDARD, RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT AND QUALITY GRADE

[bookmark: _Toc171932497]I. Assessment area: INTERNAL QUALITY ASSURANCE 

1.1. Planning and proposing of the doctoral study programme are based on the strategy of scientific research spanning several years in the scientific field in which the study programme will be delivered and the higher education institution development plan. It is connected to the national development and the labour market, and various stakeholders, including doctoral candidates, were involved in its development.
Analysis:
Recommendations:
Quality grade:

1.2. The higher education institution has developed the procedure of monitoring doctoral study performance and its further development, including the analysis of the current situation and the use of feedback obtained from various stakeholders for the study programme enhancement.  

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

1.3. Admission quotas are determined based on teaching and supervision capacities, scientific and societal needs, and in accordance with the analysis of the labour market. 

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

1.4. The higher education institution has developed a clear plan for good international networking and mobility of teachers and doctoral candidates.  

[bookmark: _Hlk169698025]Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

1.5. The rights and obligations of doctoral candidates are regulated by relevant acts of the higher education institution and the study contract which provides institutional and supervisor support to doctoral candidates. 

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

1.6. The higher education institution pursues a strong policy of research integrity, ethics and professional conduct. 

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

[bookmark: _Toc171932498]Assessment area II: STUDY PROGRAMME

2.1 The content and quality of the study programme are aligned with the latest scientific achievements in the relevant discipline, professional standards and internationally recognized standards of quality of doctoral education. 

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

2.2. The higher education institution has a document constituting evidence of accredited graduate, i.e. integrated undergraduate and graduate studies delivered in the same scientific or artistic field and the name of the doctoral study programme is aligned with the content of the doctoral study programme and the qualification gained upon its completion.

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

2.3. Intended learning outcomes of the doctoral study programme are aligned with level 8.2. of the Croatian Qualifications Framework and are clearly linked to the learning outcomes of individual teaching content, supervisor and research activity. 

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

2.4. Teaching and learning methods are compatible with level 8.2. of the Croatian Qualifications Framework and ensure the achievement of clearly defined intended learning outcomes.  

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

2.5. The content of the doctoral study programme is adapted to the needs of research activity and training doctoral candidates for pursuing research activity (individual course plan, generic skills, etc.).  

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:


[bookmark: _Toc171932499][bookmark: _Hlk169698383]Assessment area III: TEACHING PROCESS AND DOCTORAL CANDIDATES SUPPORT

3.1. Admission procedure is coherent and transparent, the criteria are aligned with international standards, the complaints procedure is in place and the admission procedure is based on the selection of the best, i.e. motivated and talented doctoral candidates.  

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

3.2. The higher education institution ensures the recognition of prior achievements of applicants and provides equal admission opportunities for all applicants. 

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

3.3. Conditions for the progression on the study programme and completion of the study programme, the process of developing and defending the doctoral thesis are clear and transparent, and include a public presentation of the thesis proposal, and a public defence and publication of the doctoral thesis, as well as an independent committee for the thesis proposal and thesis assessment. 

[bookmark: _Hlk169698352]Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

3.4. All the necessary information on the doctoral study programme, as well as the criteria for admission, delivery, progression and completion of the study programme are published in accessible outlets and media. 

[bookmark: _Hlk169698499]Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

[bookmark: _Toc171932500]Assessment area IV: TEACHING AND SUPERVISION CAPACITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE

4.1. The higher education institution has ensured an adequate number of teachers and supervisors for the delivery of the study programme and facilitate the completion of the study programme.  
[bookmark: _Hlk169698528]Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

4.2. The higher education institution is distinguished by its research achievements in the scientific discipline in which the doctoral study programme is proposed. 
[bookmark: _Hlk169698554]Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

4.3. The doctoral study programme has mechanisms for assessing the qualifications and for the development of teacher and supervisor competences. 
[bookmark: _Hlk169698600]Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

4.4. The higher education institution has an adequate infrastructure for the delivery of the study programme. 
Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:

4.5. The higher education institution has sufficient funds to deliver the study programme, which are distributed transparently and so as to enhance doctoral education. 

[bookmark: _Hlk169699339]Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:	

4.6. Tuition fees are determined based on transparent criteria and actual costs of studying, and admission quotas are determined considering the funding available to the doctoral candidates, that is, considering absorption potentials of research projects or other sources of funding.

Analysis:

Recommendations:

Quality grade:	














 THE EXPERT PANEL PROPOSES TO THE HEI TO ELIMINATE THE IDENTIFIED DEFICIENCIES  

Rationale


OPINION OF THE EXPERT PANEL AFTER ELIMINATING IDENTIFIED DEFICIENCIES



FINAL RECOMMENDATION OF THE EXPERT PANEL MEMBERS:

a.  ISSUE A LICENSE, rationale: 


b.  DENY A LICENSE, rationale:  
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[bookmark: _Toc171932501]ANNEXES

[bookmark: _Toc507071974]1. Quality grade summary - tables

	Quality grade by assessment area

	Assessment area
	Not fulfilled
	Partially fulfilled
	Fulfilled

	I. Internal quality assurance
	
	
	

	II. Study programme
	
	
	

	III. Teaching process and doctoral candidates support
	
	
	

	IV. Teaching and supervision capacities and infrastructure
	
	
	





	Quality grade by standard

	I. Internal quality assurance
	Not fulfilled
	Partially fulfilled
	Fulfilled

	1.1. Planning and proposing of the doctoral study programme are based on the strategy of scientific research spanning several years in the scientific field in which the study programme will be delivered and the higher education institution development plan. It is connected to the national development and the labour market, and various stakeholders, including doctoral candidates, were involved in its development.
	
	
	

	1.2. The higher education institution has developed the procedure of monitoring doctoral study performance and its further development, including the analysis of the current situation and the use of feedback obtained from various stakeholders for the study programme enhancement.
	
	
	

	1.3. Admission quotas are determined based on teaching and supervision capacities, scientific and societal needs, and in accordance with the analysis of the labour market.
	
	
	

	1.4. The higher education institution has developed a clear plan for good international networking and mobility of teachers and doctoral candidates.
	
	
	

	1.5. The rights and obligations of doctoral candidates are regulated by relevant acts of the higher education institution and the study contract which provides institutional and supervisor support to doctoral candidates.
	
	
	

	1.6. The higher education institution pursues a strong policy of research integrity, ethics and professional conduct.
	
	
	



	[bookmark: _Hlk169700729]Quality grade by standard

	II. Study programme
	Not fulfilled
	Partially fulfilled
	Fulfilled

	2.1. The content and quality of the study programme are aligned with the latest scientific achievements in the relevant discipline, professional standards and internationally recognized standards of quality of doctoral education.

	
	
	

	2.2. The higher education institution has a document constituting evidence of accredited graduate, i.e. integrated undergraduate and graduate studies delivered in the same scientific or artistic field and the name of the doctoral study programme is aligned with the content of the doctoral study programme and the qualification gained upon its completion.
	
	
	

	2.3. Intended learning outcomes of the doctoral study programme are aligned with level 8.2. of the Croatian Qualifications Framework and are clearly linked to the learning outcomes of individual teaching content, supervisor and research activity.
	
	
	

	2.4. Teaching and learning methods are compatible with level 8.2. of the Croatian Qualifications Framework and ensure the achievement of clearly defined intended learning outcomes.
	
	
	

	2.5. The content of the doctoral study programme is adapted to the needs of research activity and training doctoral candidates for pursuing research activity (individual course plan, generic skills, etc.).  
	
	
	



	Quality grade by standard

	III. Teaching process and doctoral candidates support
	Not fulfilled
	Partially fulfilled
	Fulfilled

	3.1. Admission procedure is coherent and transparent, the criteria are aligned with international standards, the complaints procedure is in place and the admission procedure is based on the selection of the best, i.e. motivated and talented doctoral candidates.  

	
	
	

	3.2. The higher education institution ensures the recognition of prior achievements of applicants and provides equal admission opportunities for all applicants.
	
	
	

	3.3. Conditions for the progression on the study programme and completion of the study programme, the process of developing and defending the doctoral thesis are clear and transparent, and include a public presentation of the thesis proposal, and a public defence and publication of the doctoral thesis, as well as an independent committee for the thesis proposal and thesis assessment.
	
	
	

	3.4. All the necessary information on the doctoral study programme, as well as the criteria for admission, delivery, progression and completion of the study programme are published in accessible outlets and media.
	
	
	



	Quality grade by standard

	IV. Teaching and supervision capacities and infrastructure
	Not fulfilled
	Partially fulfilled
	Fulfilled

	4.1. The higher education institution has ensured an adequate number of teachers and supervisors for the delivery of the study programme and facilitate the completion of the study programme.  

	
	
	

	4.2. The higher education institution is distinguished by its research achievements in the scientific discipline in which the doctoral study programme is proposed.
	
	
	

	4.3. The doctoral study programme has mechanisms for assessing the qualifications and for the development of teacher and supervisor competences.
	
	
	

	4.4. The higher education institution has an adequate infrastructure for the delivery of the study programme.
	
	
	

	[bookmark: _GoBack]4.5. The higher education institution has sufficient funds to deliver the study programme, which are distributed transparently and so as to enhance doctoral education.
	
	
	

	4.6. Tuition fees are determined based on transparent criteria and actual costs of studying, and admission quotas are determined considering the funding available to the doctoral candidates, that is, considering absorption potentials of research projects or other sources of funding.
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