The Suggestions of Recommendations Concerning Workshop I

Institution - Didactics Chair





Recommendation 1.1.A

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

Degree works of students who complete universities of the I and II level very often do not fulfill their task: they have imitative character – they do not form the competence of innovativity, they do not find practical application, they do not prepare for responsible and creative activity on so demanding nowadays labour market.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Replacing of current form of degree works with tasks, which will not only require the reference to the knowledge gained during studies – confirming the acquired knowledge and competence, but will also prepare to professional work and further education and perfecting.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

The redefinition of the form of degree examinations, which should refer to the final requirements for the students of I and II level of universities; it seems justified to require from the graduates of the studies of:

· I level – degree work, which constitutes an independent project of a student

· II level – conceptual work integrated with a given field of studies.

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

- Ministry of Higher Education, university authorities 

5. Key words

Redefinition of the system of education, European Qualifications Framework, students’ degree works, diploma examination

Institution – Didactics Chair, Institute of Pedagogical Science

Recommendation 1.1.B

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

In education there is a wide diversity of competence. What kind of competence? Whose competence?

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Adjusting current competence requirements in education to European Qualifications Framework. What does it exactly mean? Should, for example, the standards of education prepared by the Ministry and the curricula compiled by the universities ( institutes ) refer to the requirements included in European Qualifications Framework concerning the needs of labour market..?

3. Actions ( which actions are needed) 

The redefinition of the competence requirements  fully integrated with the assumptions of European Qualifications Framework in particular fields of science. What does redefinition of requirements means? Does it mean for example taking into consideration in Standards of Professional Qualification, Standards of education, Graduates’ profile and curricula key and professional competence specified in European Qualifications Framework?

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

- and perhaps: Ministry of Higher Education, authorities of universities and higher education institutions?

5. Key words

National Professional Qualifications Framework, creating and developing competence on academic level, the competence versus university education

Institution –  Didactics Chair.. Pedagogical University





Recommendation 1.2.A

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

Current methods and forms of education in academic practice do not correspond with  contemporary social needs and economic-technological determinants. Free access to information forces the replacement of encyclopedic paradigm with cognitivistic support of the learners in independent building of knowledge and the globalizing economy needs the employees, who can in an autonomous and responsible way cooperate in heterogeneous group.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Replacement of traditional forms of education ( i.e. lectures and practical exercises ) with the classes activating and stimulating individual work of students is becoming more and more urgent necessity. The aforementioned classes involve: seminars, workshops, practical classes in small groups, monographic lectures; planned method of work with students should be dominating.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Accelerating of the pace of changes of not only academic didactic process requires not only proper preparation, good will and commitment of teachers ( university ), but also and perhaps above all suitable regulations, resources and support from the institutions directing and responsible. Proper records in such documents like: core curricula, minimum curricula, definition of the graduates’ qualification, redefinition of the system of education, specifying among others compulsory, suggested or priority forms, methods and educational techniques, seem indispensable.

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

Ministry of Higher Education, Ministry of National Education, Higher Education Institutions Authorities, particularly responsible in this field Councils of Departments, Councils of Institutes and didactic units.

5. Key words

Forms, methods and techniques of education, cognitivistic grasp of the system of education, plans and curricula, modern / activating methods and forms of classes.
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Recommendation 1.2.B

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

Control and measurement of a students’ achievements do not reflect real student’s knowledge and do not correspond with contemporary guidelines and needs of lifelong learning.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)
Adjusting methods of measurement of student’s knowledge to contemporary determinants of labour market and social needs.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Taking into consideration in suitable documents e.g. standards of minimum curricula of  particular fields of science – a record, which will oblige those, who conduct the classes to use activating methods and techniques of teaching, among which an active student’s participation in the realization of group projects seems nowadays an optimal method of creating the competence of creative responsibility in professional and social activity.

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))
European Commission for Science and Culture, Ministry of Higher Education, Ministry of National Education, National Conferences of Universities, Higher Education Institutions, Scientific Councils of the Institutes and Faculties, ETCS cooperators

5. Key words

Control and measurement of students’ achievements, forms and methods of lifelong learning, method of group projects in the process of lifelong learning.

Institution –Didactics Chair of Pedagogical University





Recommendation 1.3.A

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

Current – announcing and imitative methods and forms of education in educational practice neither correspond with the current social needs and technological – economic determinants, nor with the assumptions of the contemporary cognitive science. The episodic and hipertext transmission of information not only devaluate the dominating ( directive ) role of a teacher and their knowledge, but also makes it impossible for the learners to acquire  knowledge on the basis of linear structures. And forming creative responsibility among the learners has to take place through their subjective – creative and responsible attitude.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Operationalization of the curricula on all stages of continuous education ( primary, secondary, higher), enables the replacement of education based on the transmission of information and verbal theoretical knowledge  with activating methods and those, which form the key competence for information society.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Operationalization of the aims of education in particular fields of studies, which will take into consideration their taxonomic grasp. Records in such documents like: core curricula, minimum curricula, the definition of graduate’s qualification, the redefinition of the educational system, specifying among others compulsory, suggested or priority forms, methods and educational techniques, seem indispensable.

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

Ministry of Higher Education, Ministry of National Education, National Conferences of Universities, Higher Education, Scientific Councils of Universities and Faculties.

5. Key words

Operationalization of the curricula, cognitive and utilitarian educational aims, taxonomy of aims and their operationalization

Institution – Didactics Chair, Pedagogical University





Recommendation 1.3.B

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )
Current forms and methods of education in academic practice do not correspond to contemporary social – economic – technological determinants. Free, episodic, hipertext transmission of information is the reason why building linear structures of student’s knowledge, which base on the knowledge teacher transmits ceases to have grounds. There exists inalienable need for redefinition of basic guidelines of the didactic process.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)
A teacher should be prepared not only to play a new role of the coordinator of independent process of student’s learning, but also should know and apply suitable methods of the organization of the process of education.

Two-way activities seem indispensable: adjustment of the range and forms of preparing teachers and adjustment to social-economic determinants, planning of contents of curricula, which should be obeyed and planned in a holistic and spirally increasing way within the range of a given subject ( course ).

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

The redefinition of the range, forms and methods of education and training teachers and the restructuring of contents of curricula of particular subjects ( courses) in particular fields of knowledge, which results in working out new standards of education for particular fields of studies.

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

Ministry of Higher Education, Ministry of Education, Higher Education Institutions, scientific and didactic institutions.

5. Key words

New role of a teacher, educating and training teachers, hipertext and episodic transmission of information, holistic grasp of contents of curricula, restructuring of the contents of curricula, standards of education.

Institution – Didactics Chair, Pedagogical University

Recommendation 1.3.C

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

The realization of curricula is nowadays dominated by announcing methods, which definitely limit creativity, responsibility and independence of a student in the process of education.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

In the didactic process on all levels of education ( also academic ) common usage of methods and techniques, which release creative activity of a student and enable them independent acquisition of knowledge is essential. It seems also grounded the introduction of compulsory subjects, which form key competence of creative activities, which are integrated with the possibilities of information-communication technologies in the context of changing determinants.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

One should define, taking into consideration in standards and to introduce to realized curricula such subjects like: media in education and pedagogy of creativity.

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

Ministry of Higher Education, Ministry of National Education, Authorities of Higher Education Institutions, particularly responsible in this field Councils of Departments, Councils of Institutes and didactic units.

5. Key words

Activating methods, subjects forming students’ creativity, self- education, (self-study), efficiency of knowledge.

Institution – Didactics Chair, Pedagogical University





Recommendation 1.3.D

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

In curricula on the studies of II level subjects concerning information-communication technologies are taken into consideration, which do not fulfill their task – treat modern tools in a way separated from scientific, professional and social activity. In a particular way, these subjects do not prepare to effective, transparent and fully integrated with the process of learning usage of modern tools of information processing.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

To introduce to the curricula a compulsory subject, which will equip a student in knowledge and abilities indispensable in cognitive education, which will prepare to effective use of dispersed, episodic and hipertext transmission of information in learning, building and developing one’s own knowledge and competence.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

In standards of education on the studies of II level one should take into consideration and properly realize the subject: Media in cognitive education.

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

Ministry of Higher Education, Ministry of National Education, authorities of Higher Education Institutions, particularly responsible in this field Councils of Departments, Councils of Institutes and Didactic Units.

5. Key words

Information – communication technologies in a learning process, modern technologies in standards of education, cognitive education.

Institution – Didactics Chair, Pedagogical University

Recommendation 1.3.E

1. I observe that ( context for recommendation – why a change is needed )

The role a teacher fulfills at school most often does not correspond with technological – economic determinants. Cognitive society, which we are trying to form needs teachers, who, by making use of modern didactic tools will be able to stimulate their learners to independent and responsible building and developing of their skills and competence.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)
Educating and systematic training of university teachers should efficiently prepare teachers to integrate contemporary media in didactic – pedagogical activities and to fulfill a new role in didactic process – role of a moderator – coordinator – advisor, who will inspire student’s activity in the process of learning and improvement.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)
Planning of the workshops, in the field of system education and training of university teachers: Media in pedagogy and  the classes, which prepare in the field of mediation, negotiation, creativity and interpersonal communication.  

4. Key partners ( who should be involved (which institutions ))

Ministry of Higher Education, authorities of Higher Education Institutions, particularly responsible in this field councils of departments, councils of institutes and didactic units, Centre of Lifelong Learning and Multimedia Education, pedagogical – psychological institutions.

5. Key words

Educating and perfecting of university teachers, preparing of university teachers, new role of a ( university ) teacher, media in pedagogy.
