The Suggestions of Recommendations Concerning Workshop III
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Recommendation 3.1.A

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

The specification of  contemporary priorities for the pedagogy of higher education institutions requires changes. – but why? The priorities for the pedagogy of higher education do not correspond with contemporary social – economic – technological determinants; social – since they do not refer to key competence, which condition individual and social activity  and do not place higher education as an integral element of whole-life process of learning, economic – since they do not take into consideration the integration of the determinants of widely understood labour market with the aims, methods and techniques of education, technological – since modern technologies are still perceived as an addition to the didactic process and not the integral ( invisible, but supporting ) element of the process of learning and teaching.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Firstly, one should define the actual priorities and secondly to educate and train teachers according to them. The priorities for the pedagogy of higher education institution, so what? – professional competence of academic teacher ?  Predispositions, the range of activities ( is a good scientist a good pedagogist as well? And perhaps to admit the division into academician – scientist or / and university teacher? Any canons of the profession of academic employee? Creating in higher education institutions the conditions for cyclical completing education and training of academic teachers.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

And perhaps earlier any all-Polish team ( of the representatives of different types of universities ) in cooperation with Ministry of Higher Education would work out the suggestions for such priorities , which would mark out the direction of activities for university teams? And perhaps the constant cooperation of the Ministry with such a Team concerning the development of pedagogy of higher education institution? To appoint at higher education institutions organizational units, responsible for pedagogical ( substantial and didactic ) training of academic teachers.

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

Ministry of Higher Education, Higher Education Institutions, centers of pedagogical and psychological training.

5. Key words

Pedagogy of Higher Education Institution, Priorities of the pedagogy of Higher Education Institutions, competence of university teachers ( key, pedagogical, scientific, directional ), pedagogical – psychological education and training of academic teachers.
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Recommendation 3.1.B

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

The lack of system circulation of information concerning accessible and suggested forms of education, perfecting and professional training of university teachers.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Working out the system of smooth circulation of information concerning the offer of (self)study and professional training ( pedagogical, directive, technological ) of academic teachers. 

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Creating and updating of data in the centre of information concerning conference, workshops, courses and training helpful, indispensable and priority for a given field /discipline of science.

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

Ministry of Higher Education, Higher Education Institutions, International Federation for Information Processing, European Centre for Lifelong Learning and Multimedia Education at Pedagogical University in Krakow, European Commission

5. Key words

Centre of information, competence of university teachers, educating and training of university teachers, professional training of university teachers.
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Recommendation 3.1.C

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

The necessity to prepare and implement students into active participation in the process of lifelong learning is the reason why academic teachers above all themselves should participate in it, updating their knowledge and competence. Reality in this respect tends to be very diversified and some academic teachers try to convince their students to something they themselves do not realize.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Out of concern for the quality of university education and according to the guidelines of European concept of lifelong learning appears the need for constant planning and coordinating education and professional training of academic teachers.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Appointment at each university an academic centre of lifelong learning, which will be  responsible among other things for the coordination of activities which aim at ensuring at  university a constant offer concerning  professional training of university teachers in the field of: key, pedagogical and directive competence.

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

Ministry of Higher Education, Higher Education Institutions, European Centre for Lifelong learning and Multimedia Education at Pedagogical University in Krakow.

5. Key words

Lifelong learning of university teachers, academic centers of lifelong learning.
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Recommendation 3.2

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

There is lack of standards of educating and training of university teachers in the field of pedagogical preparation integrated with the potential of modern technologies. 

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Ensuring for university teachers, within the range of the process of lifelong learning, the preparation in the field of effective integration of information – communication technologies in pedagogical – didactic activities. 

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Defining standards of educating and training of university teachers within the range of integrated pedagogical preparation with the potential of modern technologies. The standards should be accompanied with a framework programme, which will constitute the basis for suitable forms of educating and training.

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

European Centre for Lifelong Learning and Multimedia Education at Pedagogical University in Krakow, pedagogical universities.

5. Key words

Standards of preparing academic teachers, pedagogical – technological competence of academic teachers.
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Recommendation 3.3.A

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

The didactic process at each university, particularly at universities training teachers should be integrated with modern technologies in a wise and transparent way. However, the reality shows that the situation in this respect is very diversified and academic teachers not always can effectively use the modern tools.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Full, effective and transparent integration of the potential of information-communication technologies both in the process of pedagogical preparation as in didactic workshop of a modern university teacher. 

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Creating national or / and European interactive educational platform, which enables cooperation and exchange of experience in the field of research concerning cognitive didactics.

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

Ministry of Higher Education, Higher Education Institutions.

5. Key words

Cognitivistic grasp of didactics of higher education, platform of exchange of information.
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Recommendation 3.3.B

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

It is very clear lack of standards of preparing university teachers in the field of pedagogical competence integrated with the potential of modern technologies.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

It is becoming indispensable to define the standards of pedagogical preparation of university teacher. Pedagogical preparation in electronically conditioned nowadays reality means full integration of the pedagogical – didactic, information and technological  competence.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Working out the standards of pedagogical education with reference to higher education and the potential of modern technologies.

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

European Centre for Lifelong Learning and Multimedia Education in Krakow, pedagogical universities.

5. Key words

Standards of pedagogical training of university teachers.
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Recommendation 3.3.C

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

Current system of lifelong learning in an insignificant way makes use of knowledge and competence of people finishing their professional activity.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

People, who go on  retirement have the largest reserves of competence and such practical knowledge, which escapes codification. The only way to share it are meetings, workshops and other direct forms of professional training (“ practicing “), therefore a social need seems to include this group to the team of tutors and “masters” in suitably planned forms of education and professional training.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Creating All-Polish ( European?) interactive educational platform as a form of cooperation among higher education institutions, employers and centers of lifelong learning in the field of using the potential of hidden knowledge and the competence of people, who go on retirement.

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

Professional associations, employers, higher education institutions, centers of lifelong learning..

5. Key words

Hidden knowledge of people, who finish their professional activity in the context of lifelong  learning.
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Recommendation 3.3.D

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

In the process of evaluation of the quality of education at higher education institutions there is lack of well planned and consistently realized monitoring of professional careers of graduates.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

So that the process of evaluation of the quality of education at higher education institutions can be fully reliable, knowledge on the professional career of graduates is  indispensable.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

Working out a complex IT system, which will allow multi-aspect monitoring of professional careers of graduates not only of particular universities, but also of particular institutions of education and professional training.

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

Higher education institutions, IT centers, employers, centers of lifelong learning.

5. Key words

Professional careers of graduates, monitoring, platform of exchange of information.
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Recommendation 3.4

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

Taking into consideration current priorities for the pedagogy of higher education institutions, there exists the need for maximum use of potential both didactic and scientific of the scientific and educational employees. However, not all of them are equally gifted and committed both to the didactic process and scientific research. 

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

Intensification of  both didactic and scientific potential of universities..

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

In order to increase scientific potential and didactic effectiveness at universities, a need appears to have three kinds of regular post: scientific-didactic, scientific and didactic, the proportions of which should be conditioned among others with: the profile of the university, a number of students, the quality of conducted research, access to modern technologies.

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

Ministry of Higher Education, National Committees of Research

5. Key words

Range of activity of university teacher, science and didactics at higher education institutions.
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Recommendation 3.5

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

Noticeable lack of comparative analysis of the achievements of the pedagogy of adult student and andragogy in the field of continuous education.

2. I recommend (my suggestion for a change)

To do comparative studies of the achievements of the pedagogy of adult student and andragogy in the field of continuous education.

3. Actions ( which actions are needed)

To work out a report of the achievements of pedagogy of adult student and andragogy in the field of continuous education.

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

Independent centers of research.

5. Key words

Comparative studies of the achievements of the pedagogy of adult student and andragogy, a report of achievements.

