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STUDENTS’ PARTICIPATION IN QUALITY ASSUARANCE
AT UNIVERSITY

The article highlights the problems associated with the concept of involving students in the formation, development
and implementation of vital decisions in the field of higher education. It is emphasized that the relevance of student
participation is that students are not only a stakeholder but also an equal partner in the processes of university governance
and in the process of ensuring the quality of higher education. The article analyses dif ferent approaches to the concept
of <student voice». The authors propose to consider this concept as a philosophical and managerial idea that students
have their unique opinion on education and they should be able to make a real contribution to decision-making in higher
education, influencing results, expressing their views, promoting their ideas and feeling the results of their influence.
Different models and mechanisms of student voice are presented.: representation of students in the governing bodies of the
university; activities of students in leading groups of educational programs; survey of students, focus groups; cooperation
with the students’ organization; regular informal discussions between students and faculty and university management.
The article analyses the practical implementation of different models and mechanisms of student voice in European
universities: University College London and University of Helsinki, and reviews the impact of student voice on educational
practice in Ukrainian higher education institutions on the example of the National Technical University of Ukraine «Kyiv
Polytechnic Institute named after Igor Sikorsky». It is concluded that in Ukrainian universities, compared to European
ones, the concept of cooperation with students as full partners in every aspect of their education has not yet found practical
implementation; forms of students’ influence more often relate to socio-cultural and sports areas, organization of leisure
and entertainment.

Keywords: feedback; higher education; higher education quality; students; student voice; student participation in
university.
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Introduction. The concept of involving students in
the processes of formation and implementation of vital
decisions in the field of education, ensuring the quality
of higher education is becoming increasingly important
in the context of higher education reform. At the
institutional level, this idea is embodied in the concept
of student voice, which is quite common in the practices
of European universities and is just beginning to become
crucial for Ukrainian higher education institutions.

The importance and involvement of the student
community in improving education is a relevant
topic being discussed by the scientific community
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around the world. One of the basic principles of good
governance in higher education is the concept of shared
governance. This principle requires the representation
of various stakeholders in decision-making processes
in the universities. The authors’ vision of the relevance
of student participation is that students are not only
a stakeholder but also equal partners in university
governance processes. The established culture of
partnership between students and other stakeholders
at the university allows the university as an institution
to respond more effectively to the modern challenges
and implement its strategies in the context of the
competitiveness of the institution.

According to the authors, the starting point for
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understanding the concept of student voice is the
belief that the universal principle of the University as
a social system is participatory democracy and broad
social participation, embodied in the conscious, active
participation of all stakeholders and especially students
as the largest stakeholder in the processes of formation,
development and implementation of all important
decisions at the university.

In «The Glossary of education reform for journalists,
parents, and community members»> (2013) the voice
is defined as both a philosophical stance and a school-
improvement strategy. Understanding of the term
«voice» is based on the belief or recognition that an
educational institution will be more successful if the
management of the educational institution takes into
account the values, opinions, beliefs and views of all
stakeholders. Thus, the authors consider voice as an
alternative to more hierarchical forms of management,
in which the administration of educational institutions
can make unilateral executive decisions almost without
the participation of students, teachers and parents.

Theaimofthearticleisthetheoreticalunderstanding
of the phenomenon of «student voice» as an essential
mechanism for ensuring the quality of education, as well
as an analysis of models and mechanisms of student voice
in comparison with foreign and Ukrainian universities.

Research methods. The article uses theoretical
analysis of scientific sources to investigate the
phenomenon of student voice; methods of analysis and
systematization of information presented on the websites
of universities in Great Britain, Finland and Ukraine;
the comparative method for determining the similarities
and differences of models of student voice involvement
in university governance in domestic and foreign
higher education institutions. The study is based on the
experience of University College London, University of
Helsinki, as well as the National Technical University
of Ukraine «Kyiv Polytechnic Institute named after
Igor Sikorsky» to develop partnerships with students,
presented on the official websites of these universities.

Research Results. Student voice is a concept and
a set of approaches that position students alongside
credentialed educators as critics and creators of
educational practice (Cook-Sather, 2020, p. 182).
Student voice refers to the values, opinions, beliefs,
perspectives, and cultural backgrounds of individual
students and groups of students in a school, and to
instructional approaches and techniques that are based
on student choices, interests, passions, and ambitions
(The Glossary of Education Reform for journalists,
parents, and community members, 2013).

Traditionally, in the understanding of the concept
of student voice there are two aspects. First, it is the
participation of young students in governance processes,
university policy-making, decision-making, starting
from strategic areas and ending with the choice of
teaching methods for a particular educational program.

«Student voice is giving students the ability to

influence learning to include policies, programs,
contexts and principles» (Harper, 2000). As A. Fletcher
(2014) concludes, student voice is «any expression of
any learner about anything, anywhere, anytime related
to learning, schools or education» (p. 2).

The second approach, developed in the practical educa-
tional activities of universities, as noted by H. Young &
L. Jerome (2020), reduces the understanding of student
voice to a cycle of feedbacks. According to this approach,
students express their opinions on specific educational
issues, the university accepts them, reacts in a certain
way, then, closing the circle, reports to students about
the reaction to their feedback (p. 688).

Thus, as summarized by L. Templeton and others
(2019), the definition of student voice has two main
components. First, student voice means students
feel they have agency in their ability to participate in
institutional decision making. Second, institutions make
efforts to listen to the student voice, so that voices are
not just spoken but heard, considered, and incorporated
into decisions.

Involving students in university life is defined by
researchers as an essential element of neoliberal higher
education around the world (H. Young & L. Jerome,
2020; E. Nelson & J. Charteris, 2020); the student voice
contributes to the development of democratic trends
and the development of social capital of graduates with
leadership skills as valuable preparation for citizenship
in a democratic society (L. Lyons & M. Brasof, 2020;
J. Tyrrell & V. Sally, 2015); it is a mean of ensuring
the quality of education and one of the requirements of
educational benchmarking (V. J. Hall, 2020).

However, there are also precautionary approaches to
the student voice. Such is, for example, the article of A.
B. Mendes & D. Hammett (2020) with the eloquent title
«The new tyranny of student participation? Student
voice and the paradox of strategically-active student-
citizen». The authors used the argumentation of the
scientific and practical work of B. Cooke & U. Kothari
(2001) «Participation: The New Tyranny?». That
the participation of broad sectors of the population in
governing the state does not function as an instrument of
liberation and separation of powers but instead supports
the existing power relations, however, it masks it with
rhetoric and techniques of participation. A. B. Mendes
& D. Hammett projected these findings on the field of
higher education and asked the question: has not the
student voice become a new tyranny of participation?

Another precaution concerns the neoliberal policy
of commercialization of higher education, which views
the student as a consumer of educational services.
A. McCulloch (2009) argues that «the notion of
consumerism is directly contrary to any movement
towards student engagement, the consumer status
engenders passivity in students. They expect a degree
of service that attends to their needs and requires a
relatively modest personal investment» (p. 171).

R. Williams (2008) warns of a large number of
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student surveys «for the sake of surveys», i.e. those that
are conducted to obtain feedback from students, not
intending to take action accordingly. Students need to
know what role they play in institutional policy (p. 3).

J. Tyrrell & S. Varnham describe the different models
and mechanisms of the student voice, noting that there
is no one, the most effective model; each university uses
the most acceptable one for itself (pp. 32—36):

* representation of students in the governing bodies
of the university — the University Council, institute,
faculty;

* activity of students in leading groups of educational
programs, discussion of processes of development and
realization of educational programs;

« survey of students, focus groups;

e cooperation with a strong and well-funded
independent student organization;

« regular informal discussions between students and
faculty and university management (in the framework
of teaching, mentoring, support or individual meetings).

In conclusion, the authors note that student voice is a
general philosophical and managerial concept, which is
based on the recognition that students have their unique
view of education and should be able to contribute to the
development of education and be involved in decision-
making processes, expressing their views, influencing
the results and promoting their ideas.

Student voice: university experience. To illustrate
the concept of student voice in practice, the authors
propose to consider the experience of two European
universities: University College London and University
of Helsinki, as well as the National Technical University
of Ukraine «Kyiv Polytechnic Institute named after
Igor Sikorsky».

University College London has been the undisputed
leader of the QS World University Rankings by Subject
(Education) for several years in a row.

The official website of the university contains the
page «Student partnership», which declares: «We want
tosupport students to collaborate with us as full partners
in every aspect of their education. Facilitating a variety
of opportunities for students to engage with will ensure
that we are drawing on the creativity and talent of our
student body to improve our university» (UCL. Student
partnership). This activity meets the goal of developing
student involvement and leadership, which is one of
the strategic goals of the university, adopted by 2021.
To achieve this goal, several practical steps have been
developed and implemented:

« gathering feedback through surveys, focus groups
or workshops to help us identify trends and establish
priorities;

e student representation on committees, panels,
steering groups and project teams;

* partnership with students, exchange of views and
discussion of decisions with student representatives
in the Staff-Student Consultative Committee, which
works in each structural unit of the university;
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* funding projects for UCL ChangeMakers faculties
and departments to help take into account student
feedback and ideas. Within these projects, students and
academic staff work together in partnership to improve
the quality of education;

* work on the Student Quality Reviewers project,
in which two students work in pairs with a teacher
to establish a constructive dialogue about student
assessment and the teaching experience of students in
the course.

It should be noted that the official website of the
university provides quite complete information about
the partnership with students: university strategic
documents that ensure this process; «<UCL Survey Policy
Guide to running a student survey», «Guide to running
a student survey»; «Student Questionnaire Template».
Separate pages are devoted to the activities of the Staff-
Student Consultative Committee; projects of faculties,
institutes and departments of UCL ChangeMakers;
Student Quality Reviewers project.

For example, within UCL ChangeMakers, the
winning department’s project receives 850 pounds
to cover project costs and student participation.
The authors were interested in the project Division
of Surgery and Interventional Science (Faculty of
Medical Sciences) «Sculpturing in Surgery: A Marriage
between Art and Science».16 undergraduate students
in surgery and bachelors in art were admitted to study
(anatomy is an essential educational discipline for both
specialities), and famous sculptors were invited. In
addition to improving anatomical knowledge, putting
it into practice and developing creativity, the project
aimed to develop students’ skills of observation, hand-
eye coordination, fine motor skills and understanding
of symmetry and proportions, which is essential for
both majors (UCL. Sculpturing in Surgery: A Marriage
between Art and Science).

In the context of our study, the most interesting is the
page «Closing the loop: informing students about how
their feedback has affected UCL», which demonstrates
the improvement of university infrastructure and the
educational process. The specific results of taking into
account the student voice in various aspects of university
life: from the equipment of university buildings to the
academic support of young students — are presented
on the page eloquently titled «Your feedback is shaping
UCL». Here are some examples. In 2018, there were
complaints from students that session exams had
been held in the places that were not comfortable and
unequipped. These reviews resulted in the exams for
the summer session of 2018 to be held in the ExCel
London conference centre in bright, quiet rooms with
air conditioning, where there are places for food, rest
and study, as well as a room for prayers and first aid.
The site features a video of a virtual tour of a new exam
venue, from a subway map explaining the journey to a
classroom tour and practical advice for students, such
as arriving half an hour before the exam (UCL. Watch
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a new video about Excel London — the 2018 venue for
UCL summer exams).

As for the example of improving academic support:
students noted that the university does not pay enough
attention to academic writing. As a result, during the
first semester of the 2019-2020 academic year, the
Academic Communication Center was opened — a
new support service aimed at improving the writing
and speaking skills of UCL students, which works
closely with academic faculties and departments of the
university to establish specialized seminars, academic
disciplines and textbooks for language improvement.
The website of the Center presents all faculties that
offer various programs: credit modules, additional
courses, seminars, online resources for the development
of academic English (UCL Academic Communication
Center).

Helsingin yliopisto — University of Helsinki offers
several feedback channels for students. The university’s
website has a page with the eloquent title «How can
I participate and make a difference?». Students are
invited to participate in the work of decision-making
bodies: The University Council and the University
Board, councils of faculties and institutes, Education
Programming Steering Committees, The Student
Academic Appeals Committee, which protects the
rights of students. An important channel for student
influence is the Student Union of the University of
Helsinki, which was founded in 1868. The website of
the Student Union presents in details its activities to
protect the interests of students at the university, city
and society; committees, associations and organizations
of the Student Union, in the work of which any student
can participate. Also, there are presented the activities
of student representatives at all levels of leadership —
from temporary working groups to senior governing
bodies of the university and Education Programming
Steering Committee (Student Union of the University
of Helsinki. Student Representatives).

As part of this study, the authors note an example of
the impact of students on education at the University
of Helsinki. Akseli Rouvari, a member of the Student
Union Board responsible for education, communication,
environment and climate policy, is the initiator of the
training course on sustainable society and the student
representative in the program group. So far, this is
a pilot course, but in the future, it will be familiar to
all students (University of Helsinki. Science helps us
change the world).

Here is one example of student influence on
Finnish public policy. In 2019, the representatives
of the university together with the National Union
of University Students of Finland and the Union of
Students of Finnish Universities of Applied Sciences
presented proposals for the program of the new
government of Finland. Student requirements focused
on three topics: education, student social protection, and
the global climate. The website describes in detail how

the new government program has taken these proposals
into account: some have been taken into account in full,
some — partly. For example, students’ demand for free
education was partly taken into account — tuition fees
for students from outside the EU were not abolished. But
the climate requirement for Finland to achieve carbon
neutrality by 2030 was accepted by the government;
however, the term was postponed for five years — until
2035 (University of Helsinki. The government program
through the eyes of a student).

Another way to make the university the best place
to study and work is to take surveys and leave feedback
on the site. The University of Helsinki presents several
examples of surveys depending on the topic: university
survey on the learning environment; nationwide surveys
of Finnish bachelor’s graduates; monitoring of graduates’
careers; a survey of students from other countries doing
international exchange courses. Besides, the university
website provides an opportunity for everyone to send
feedback through the service «Feedback» and in the
same way get a response (University of Helsinki. Make
a difference by providing feedback).

Unfortunately, Ukrainian  higher  education
institutionsdonotshowsuchopennessand transparency.
The authors failed in finding the proper units on the
websites of Ukrainian universities with information
on the impact of student voice on educational practice.
Therefore, the authors assume that the reason for this
is that the concept of cooperation with students as
full partners in every aspect of their education has
not yet found practical implementation in domestic
universities.

Thus, on the website of the National Technical
University of Ukraine «Kyiv Polytechnic Institute
named after Igor Sikorsky» a survey of students on
the assessment of teachers and their disciplines was
announced. Teacher assessment is an official tool
for assessing the quality of pedagogical work at the
university. Due to this function, the management of the
department can learn about the quality of teaching and
take further actions. The results of the assessment will be
available to the teacher and the head of the department
only in the form of weighted average assessment results.

The teacher is assessed according to 5 criteria:

® insistence teacher;

o ability to deliver material to students;

® ability to establish a partnership with the student;

® general culture and tact concerning students;

® use of means of remote communication (KPI.
Survey of students through the EU Campus. 19/20
academic year, 2nd semester).

Information on responding to suggestions and
feedback from students was found in the Report of
the first vice-rector on work in 2019 (KPI. On the
state and improvement of educational activities at the
university. Materials of the report of the first vice-
rector Y. I. Yakimenko). It is noted that in 2019, based
on the results of consideration of student applications,
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there were 30 teacher replacements, 21 disciplines were
removed from the curriculum, 22 new disciplines were
included in the curriculum; 55 changes were made to the
content of academic disciplines, technical equipment of
44 classrooms was updated. In addition to registered
applications, students’ oral appeals were also taken into
account, including the ones given during meetings with
the administration, as well as information from social
networks. Unfortunately, the vice-rector did not specify
these changes.

One of the most exciting projects initiated by
students and supported by university management is
the construction of the art space «Vezha» («Tower»). An
initiative group has carried out this project since 2013,
headed by Dmytro Stolyarenko, a graduate student of
the Department of Philosophy. The idea of the project
is to turn the half-ruined left tower of the main building
of the university into an art space. The project creators
took part in the Nescafe Competition and won it,
receiving funding for the reconstruction of the premises.
Now the basement and the courtyard adjacent to the art
space have been repairs in addition to the upper rooms
in the tower. «Vezha» has become a place where creative
university youth can present their achievements. It hosts
literary evenings, concerts, exhibitions of paintings
and photographs, lectures, festivals, film screenings
and charity fairs. Furthermore, young researchers have
found a place here for the implementation of their start-
ups (for example, programmers) (In NTUU <«KPI»
opened a student art space «Vezha»).

Conclusions. The understanding of the role of
studentsin the educational process is gradually changing
in the public consciousness. From the subject-object
paradigm in the relationship between the university
and students, in which students were given the role of
a passive object, there is a transition to subject-subject
relations, where students are seen as full partners in
education area. The initial conceptual idea for analyzing
the problems associated with student participation

in university governance is the idea of partnership in
the context of the university environment. Only when
students are perceived as partners in the university
community, and the students themselves feel this
role, the authors can talk about the effectiveness of
opportunities (policies, mechanisms, procedures, tools)
for university participation and the personal motivation
of students to join university governance.

At the same time, it is crucial to conceptually clarify
the key concepts used by European researchers in
studying the topic of student participation. One of the
essential definitions in this context is student voice.
Summarizing the different views and approaches,
the authors propose to consider the student voice as
a general idea that students have their unique view of
education and should be able to make a real contribution
to decision-making, influencing results, expressing their
views, promoting their ideas and feeling the result of
their influence.

An analysis of the official websites of domestic and
foreign higher education institutions allowed the authors
to conclude that the studied universities use different
models of obtaining student votes. The University of
Helsinki has an authoritative Student Union. In UCL,
the authors can note regular cooperation of students
with teachers within the various educational projects.
In Ukrainian universities, the most common form of
cooperation with students is the evaluation of teachers
and their disciplines. However, the results of decision-
making in these surveys and the impact of students’
voices on the educational process are hardly presented
on the official university websites. Other forms of
student influence are more often related to socio-
cultural and sports aspects, organization of leisure and
entertainment.

Further research involves the study of specific
policies, mechanisms, procedures, tools for student
participation in university governance in European and
domestic higher education institutions.
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YYACTD CTYZAEHTIB Y SABE3IIEYEHHI AKOCTI OCBITH
B YHIBEPCUTETI

Bymnbeinchka Okcana, KaHU/AT TeJarOriYHUX HAyK, CTapIINil HayKOBUil CIIiBPOOITHHUK,
cTapuIrii HayKOBU CIIiBpOGITHUK HAYKOBO-I0C/IiAHOI 1abopaTopii 0CBITOIOTI],
Kuiscpkuit yaiBepcutet iMmeni bopuca ['pinvenka,

Bys. Tumorenka, 13-6, 04212 Kuis, Ykpaina, o.bulvinska@kubg.edu.ua

Yepsona Jlecs, kanauaar ¢inocodcbKUX HayK, CTapIlnii Hay KOBUIA CIIiBPOOITHHK,
MPOBIAHUH HAYKOBUH CIBPOGITHUK BiAMIMY JTiIepPCTBA TA iIHCTUTYITHOTO PO3BUTKY BUIIOT OCBITH,
[nctutyT Bumoi ocitn HAITH Ykpainn,

By BacrionHna, 9, 01014 Kuis, Ykpaiuna, chervona_lesya@ukr.net

Y cmammi axmyanizosano npobiemu, nog’ssami 3 KOHUeNuicw 3aryuenus cmydenmcmea 00 npouecie
popmysaniis, supobienis ma peaiizayii dHUmmeso saycAusux piuenv y cepi euwoi oceimu. Hazonoweno, wo
axmyaionicmos cmydenmcvKoi yuacmi nosizae 8 momy, 0 cmyoenmu € He Juule 3auiKkasienon cmoponow, a i
PIBHONPABHUMU NAPMHEPAMU AK Y NPOUECAX YHIBEPCUMEMCHKO20 8PAVYBANHA, MAK i 6 NPOYecax 3abesneyenis
axocmi suuyoi oceimu. Y cmammi npoananizoeano pisui nioxoou do xonuenuii <student voice> ma 3anpononosaio
pozeasidamu il sx GinocoQcoky i ynpasrincoky ideio npo me, w0 CMyoOeHmu Maoms eLACHUL YHIKATLHUL N02L10
Ha 0ceimy i NOBUHHI MAMU MONCIUBICMY POOUMU CEill PealbHUL BHECOK Y NPOYECU NPUUHAMMSA Pillens Y 3aKiadi
suUWOT 0CBIMU, BNAUBAIOUU HA PE3YLLMAMU, GUCLOBLIOIOUU 80T N02ZAA0U, NPocysalouu ceoi idei ma siduysaiouu
pesyrvmamu c6020 enauey. Ilpedcmaesneno pisni mooeni i mexanizmu cmyoenmcvKkozo 20a0CY: NPeOCMAaeHUUME0
cmydenmie 6 opzanax Yynpasiinusa ynieepcumemy; OiAIbHICMb CMYOeHMI8 Y KePIBHUX ZPYNAX 0CEIMHIX NPOZPaAM;
OnUMYBaANHA CMYOenmis, YoKyC-zpynu mowo; CRi6NPays 3i CMydenmcvKo 0p2ani3ayicio; pezyiapii Heopmaivii
Juckycii minc cmydenmamu i sukjiadauamu ma KepieHuymeom yuisepcumemy. Y cmammi npoanaiizosano
npakmuyne 6milenns pisnux mooenetl ma Mexanizmie cmyoenmcevpKkozo 20a0CY 6 €6PONCUCLKUX YHIBePCUMEMAX:
University College London ma University of Helsinki, a maxodc 30iticieno 02is0 6niuey cmyodenmevkozo 2010CY Ha
0CBIMHI0 NPAKMUKY 6 YKPATHCORUX 3aKIadax suuyoi oceimu nanpuxiadi Hayionanvinozo mexniunozo yunisepcumemy
Yepainu «Kuiscvrkuil norimexniunuil incmumym imeni lzops Cikopcvko2o». 3p06ieno 6UCHOBOK, U0 8 YKPATHCOKUX
YyHigepcumemax nopieHANO 3 €8PONCUCHKUMU KOHUeNuis cnienpaui 3i cmydenmamu sk 3 NOSHONPACGHUMU
napmuepamu 6 KOJCHOMY ACNeKmi ix 0C6IMu we He 3HAUWA NPAKMUYUI020 6MILEeHH; POPMU BNIUBY CMYJeHmis
yacmiule CMocyomves Iuule COYioKYIomyPHUX, CROPMUBHUX ACNEKMIE, Opeanizayil 00361115 1 possae.

Karouoei cnosa: suuja ocsima; 360pomuuil 36’a30k; cmyoeHmu; cmyoeHmcoKuil 2010¢; Yyuacmy Cmyoenmis 6
YHIBEPCUMEMCHKOMY 8PA0YBANIT; SKICMb 6UUOT 0CEIMIL.
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YYACTHE CTYAEHTOB B OBECITEHEHU U KAYECTBA ObPA30OBAHUIA
B YHUBEPCUTETE

ByapBunckas OkcaHna, KaHIUAAT MEaroTHYeCKUX HAyK, CTAPIIWH HAYYHBIN COTPYIHUK,
cTapHIii HayYHbIH COTPYAHUK HAYYHO-UCCIIeA0BATEIbCKON 1a60paTOPUU OCBUTONOTUH,
Kuesckuit yansepcutet mmMmenu bopuca I'purdenko,
yi. Tumorrenko, 13-6, 04212 Kues, Yxpauna, o.bulvinska@kubg.edu.ua

UYepsona Jlecs, kanauaat dusocodckux HayK, CTapiinii HAyYHBIH COTPYNHUK,
BEAYIIUI HAYIHBIN COTPYAHUK OT/Ie]Ia JTUAEPCTBA U MHCTUTYITMOHAJBHOTO PA3BUTUS BBICIIETO 0Opa30BaHusI,
WucturyTt Boicuiero obpasosanus HAITH Ykpaunsi,
yi. Bactuonnas, 9, 01014 Kues, Yxkpauna, chervona_lesya@ukr.net

B cmamve axmyanusuposanvl npodiemul, C6A3aHHbLE C KOHYENYUEl NPUBTeUeHUs CMYOeHUeCmEd K NPoyeccam
popmuposanus, GvPabOmMKU U PEArU3AUUU ICUSHEHHO BANCHLIX peuwenull 6 chepe Guiculezo 00PA30BANUSL.
Ommeueno, umo akmyarvocmy cmyodenueckozo Yyuacmus 3aKiuaemcs 6 mom, 4mo cmyoenmol A6AI0MC He
MOABKO 3AUHMEPECOBANHOT CIMOPOHOIL, HO U PAGHONDAGHLLMU NAPMHEPAMU KAK 8 NPOUELCCAX YHUBEPCUMEM K020
YNpasrenus, max u 8 npoueccax obecneuenus Kalecmed eviculezo o6pasosanus. B cmamve npoananusuposanol
pasiuunsle nooxodvl Kk Konyenyuu <student voice» u npedroiceno paccmampueamv ee Kax Quirocopckyo u
Yynpasrenueckyio udeio o mom, 4mo cmyoenmvl uMerom coOCMEEHHbI YHUKATOHOIIL 6320 Ha 00pasosanue
U QONICHBL UMEMD BOZMONCHOCINL 0eamMb CE0U Peanvibll 6KIA0 6 NPOUECCHL NPUHAMUSL PEULeHUT 6 GbLCULEM
yuebnom 3asedenuil, 6030€UCMBYs HA PE3YILMAMbL, BLIPANCASL CBOU 632]10bl, NPOOGULAS CBOU UDEU U OUYUASL
pesyavmamol c60ez0 siusnus. B cmamoe npedcmasienvt pasiuuiivie MOOCIU U MEXAHUIMbL CMYOEHULCKO20 2010CA.
IIpoanarusuposano npaxmuueckoe ONIOUEHUE PASTUUHBLY MOOEREl U MEXAHUIMOE CMYOEHUECK020 20/10CA 8
esponetickux ynusepcumemax: University College London u University of Helsinki, a maxace ocyuecmenen 0630p
BAUAHUS CMYOIEHUECKO20 20]10CaA HA 00PAZ06AMENLHYI0 NPAKMUKY 8 YKPAUHCKUX YHUBEPCUMEMAX HA NpUMepe
Hayuonanviozo mexnuvecxozo ynusepcumema Yxpaunvt «Kuescruil norumexnuveckuil uncmumym umenu Hzops
Cuxopckozos. Clenan 6vi600, 4mo 8 YKPAUHCKUX GbLCUUX YUeOHbIX 3A8E0CHUIX NO CPABHENHUIO C e6PONEUCKUMU
KOHUENUUs COMPYonuuecmsa co cmyodenmam Kax ¢ NOIHONPAGHLIMU NAPMHEPAMU 6 KANICOOM ACNeKme Ux
00pasosanus ewje He HAWIA NPAKMULECKOZO BONIOUEHUS; POPMbL B030€licMEUs CMYJenmos uauje Kacarmcs
MOABKO COYUOKYILMYPHBLY, CROPMUBHDLY ACNEKMOB, OP2AHUSAUUY DOCY2a U PA3CIeUEHUL.

Kntoueswvie cnosa: svicuee obpaszosanue; 00pamnas c6s3v; cmyoenmol;, cmydenueckuil 2010¢;, yuacmue
CMYoenmoe 6 YHueepCUMemcKom Ynpasienui; Kauecmeo 6olcuLez0 00paso8anus.
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