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63 architecture schools in the Russian Federation op-

erate according to the Federal Standard of Higher 

Education “Architecture” # 270100. Every year more 

than 4500 BArch graduates per year meet this docu-

ment’s criteria.1

Architectural education in Russia is currently in decline. Recent debates on the 

ineffectiveness of MArchI brought this problem to the top. “MArchI was listed as 

ineffective," “Who needs a MArchI diploma now?," “MArchI administration prayed 

to God to save it from closing,” such headlines were on top in Google search in 

�����������0$UFK,��DV�WKH�EHVW�VFKRRO�LQ�WKH�FRXQWU\��WKH�RQO\�5XVVLDQ�WUDGLWLRQ-

al architectural school in Europe's Top 100 Ranking by Domus2���LV�DQ�LQGLFDWRU�
of the situation in architectural education in Russia. For the last 20 years no new 

architectural school has appeared in Russia, and most of the existing ones were 

GHYHORSHG�EHWZHHQ������DQG�������EHIRUH�HGXFDWLRQDO�VWDQGDUGV�HPHUJHG��$W�
the same time new  programs are not accredited, as not meeting Federal stan-

GDUG��0$U6+��6WUHOND��

Ȥ7KH�SUREOHP�LV�QRW�RQO\�LQ�WKH�EDG�TXDOLW\�RI�WHDFKLQJ�EXW�DOVR�LQ�LUUHOHYDQW�
educational standards,” conclude the HSE and World Bank in the recent re-
search “Lack of Skills in Russia: education system challenges in the transition 
to an innovative economy.”

What is wrong with the Federal Architecture Education 

Standard? Is it holding schools back from progress and 

effectiveness?

Recent global statistics show that Russia has very few architects compared to 

other countries. For example in Japan, Italy and Greece there are more than 1300 

architects per million inhabitants, while Russia has only 3004. So the issue of 

architectural education development and emerging new architectural schools is 

relevant for the country. How should these schools be organized in order to pro-

duce professionals who are competitive in the global economy? This report is an 

attempt to rethink architectural education in Russia from a systemic perspective, 

FRQVLGHULQJ�LW�WKURXJK�WKH�SULVP�RI�6WDQGDUG���������DQG�UHODWHG�GRFXPHQWV��,W�
analyzes educational standardization approaches, explores boarders of freedom 

inside the existing system, and highlights areas for improvement. 

QUALITY ASSURANCE
4XDOLW\�DVVXUDQFH�EHFDPH�HVVHQWLDO�XQGHU�FRQGLWLRQV�RI�JOREDO�FRPSHWLWLRQ��)RU�
this reason a lot of accreditation/validation agencies emerged worldwide.

Meeting standards is evidence of program quality. 

7KDW�IDFW� LV�XVXDOO\�FRQˋUPHG�E\�WKH�DFFUHGLWHG�VWDWXV�RI�WKH�SURJUDP�� � ,W� LV�D�
signal to students and the public that an institution or program meets at least 

minimal standards for its faculty, curriculum, student services and libraries. The 

accrediting process is intended to verify that each accredited program substan-

tially meets those standards that, as a whole, comprise an appropriate education 

for an architect. So, how should an ideal system of architectural educational and 

professional management work?

The Federal Education Standard 
#270100 regulates architecture ed-
ucation in the Russian Federation. 
It sets the structure of educational 
programs and hours distribu-
tion, determines objectives and 
outcomes of study, and emphasizes 
WHFKQLFDO�DQG�VWDII�UHTXLUHPHQWV�
for architecture schools across the 
country.

There are several groups interested 
LQ�DUFKLWHFWXUDO�HGXFDWLRQ�TXDOLW\�
assurance:

Universities that prepare future 
architects (suppliers)

Architectural graduates (product)

Architecture, engineering and con-
struction industries (customers)

Accreditation agencies
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Groups interested in quality assurance of architectural education should form a 

consistent and well-organized system to ensure both educational and profes-

sional excellence. To make this system work, documents and rules must be syn-

chronized and an administrative body must be responsible for upholding them. 

We can see examples of such regulation systems in the United States, Canada, 

Australia and the United Kingdom.

Representatives of all groups take part in the accreditation process, so it becomes 

as objective as possible, and their points of view are taken into consideration. 

Collective feedback is an important part of the standard development process. 

To keep this system up-to-date, standards and criteria are reviewed and edited 

every several years. It’s important to react to architectural industry changes.

7ZR�W\SHV�RI�TXDOLW\�VWDQGDUGV�LQ�HGXFDWLRQ�H[LVW�LQ�WKH�ZRUOG���VWDWH�HGXFDWLRQ�
standards and accreditation/validation agency’s criteria/conditions.

Federal educational standards exist only in Russia and 

several CIS countries, while accreditation/validation 

agencies' criteria/conditions are spread worldwide.5

The UNESCO-UIA Validation Council for Architectural Education was developed 

in 2000 based on the experience of the accreditation systems of Canada, the 

Commonwealth Association of Architects, the United Kingdom, and the United 

6WDWHV��6R�Ȥ0LQLPXP�&RPSHWHQF\�6WDQGDUGV�IRU�3URIHVVLRQDO�4XDOLˋFDWLRQ�LQ�$U-
FKLWHFWXUHȥ�UHˌHFWV�DV�PXFK�RSLQLRQV�DV�SRVVLEOH��

Ȥ0LQLPXP�&RPSHWHQF\�6WDQGDUGV�IRU�3URIHVVLRQDO�4XDO-
LˋFDWLRQ�LQ�$UFKLWHFWXUHȥ�GRFXPHQW�LV�WKH�FORVHVW�DQDORJ�
IRU�5XVVLDQ�6WDQGDUG���������

Educational Accreditation requires a lot of resources. For example to get consid-

HUHG�E\�5R\DO�,QVWLWXWH�RI�%ULWLVK�DUFKLWHFWV�FRVWV������SRXQGV��$QG�SUH�DFFUHG-

itation educational consultancy by it costs 500 pounds per person per hour. It’s 

impossible for institutions and programs to pass through all the accreditations 

as well as for one organization accredit all architecture institutions. A mutual 

recognition system is an important step to consider at this time. The objective of 

a mutual recognition program among validation agencies is to assure that cred-

its and degrees earned at schools of architecture that are accredited/validated by 

the agencies are recognized by all of the schools accredited/validated by these 

agencies.

INTRODUCING DIVERSITY

There is a mutual recognition between accreditation systems, but there is a huge 

diversity between accredited universities. So, while they are meeting the same 

criteria, all the schools have their own identity.  Andrea S. Rutledge, CAE, Execu-

tive Director of the NAAB, based in Washington, D.C. provided a clear explanation 

RI�GLYHUVLW\�LVVXHV�EDVHG�RQ�1$$%�H[SHULHQFH�

"Standards should not make everyone exactly the same."

“We are not going to tell any school what to teach, how to teach, when to 
teach. We focus on the results,” she said, explaining how they manage archi-

tectural education in the United States. “Whatever the standards were, they 
should not lead to standardization in education.” The American Standard is as 

ˌH[LEOH�DV�SRVVLEOH��)RU�WKDW�UHDVRQ��HDFK�VFKRRO�KDV�D�VWURQJ�LGHQWLW\�DQG�XQLTXH�
positioning there.

“The … societies creating 
this accrediting board, here 

record their intent not to 
create conditions, nor to 
have conditions created, 

that will tend toward stand-
ardization of educational 
philosophies or practices, 

but rather to create and 
maintain conditions that 
will encourage the devel-

opment of practices suited 
to the conditions which 

are special to the individ-
ual school. The accrediting 

board must be guided by 
this intent.” 6

NINE KEY ARCHITECTURAL 
ACCREDITATION AGENCIES

The Australian Institute of Archi-
tecture (RAIA)

The Korea Architectural Accrediting 
Board (KAAB)

The National Board of Architectural 
Accreditation in China

The Royal Institute of British Ar-
chitects (RIBA)

The Commonwealth Association of 
Architects(CAA)

7KH�&DQDGLDQ�$UFKLWHFWXUDO�&HUWLˋ-
cation Board (CACB)

The National Architectural Accred-
iting Board (the United States)

Consejo Mexicano de Acreditación 
GH�OD�(QVH³DQ]D�GH�OD�$UTXLWHFWXUD�

(Mexico)

The UNESCO/ International Union 
of Architects (UIA) Validation 

Council



RUSSIAN CASE
7KH� ODWHVW�HGLWLRQ�RI�6WDQGDUG���������ZDV� LVVXHG�E\� WKH�(GXFDWLRQDO�0HWK-

RGRORJLFDO�8QLRQ�RI� DUFKLWHFWXUH� �(08�� LQ������� ,W� LV� WKH� WKLUG�YHUVLRQ�RI� WKLV�
document since 1990. This process of standards development began in Russia in 

������MXVW�EHIRUH�WKH�6RYLHW�8QLRQ�GLVEDQGHG��7KH�ˋUVW�HGLWLRQ�RI�WKH�GRFXPHQW�
was based on the Soviet “specialist model,” a list of requirements for architecture 

graduates during the Soviet period.

The second edition was released in 2000, following the Bologna agreement in 

Europe and a new Federal Law on Education focused on Russia’s integration into 

the European Higher Education Area. This standard introduced BArch and March 

GHJUHHV�LQVWHDG�RI�D�XQLˋHG�ȤVSHFLDOLVWȥ�RQH���

The last edition followed Russia’s 2003 inclusion in the Bologna process. It was 

XSGDWHG�LQ������������DQG�QRZ�(08�LV�ZRUNLQJ�RQ�D�VWDQGDUG�IRU�%$UFK�SUDFWLFDO�
edition in order to synchronize with the upcoming edition of the Federal Law on 

Education to be released in September 2013. 

STANDARD FOR A STANDARD

7KHUH�LV�D�WHPSODWH�WKDW�WKH�0LQLVWU\�RI�(GXFDWLRQ�UHTXLUHV�6WDQGDUG���������WR�
IROORZ��)LJXUH����

Figure 1. Russian Ministry of Education Template for a standard

"Results requirements" is one of the most important part of the document. It is 

the list of competencies that architecture graduates must obtain by the end of 

the study. There are general and professional competencies.

STANDARD AS FREEDOM: 3 LEVELS OF FREEDOM

THE FIRST LEVEL

�5HVXOWV�UHTXLUHPHQWVȢ�DUH�ˋ[HG��5RVREUQDG]RU�LV�VXSSRVHG�WR�FKHFN�WKHQ�ZKHWK-

er graduates meet them or not. At the same time while “general competencies” 

�DELOLW\� WR� PDQDJH� LQIRUPDWLRQ�� ZLOOLQJQHVV� IRU� VHOI�GHYHORSPHQW�� HWF�� �� DUH�
formed by

In the Department of Architecture 
at the University of California, 
%HUNOH\��VWXGHQWV�DUH�UHTXLUHG�WR�
take courses of: social and behav-
ioral sciences; physical science; 
biological science; international 
studies; arts and literature; histori-
cal studies; philosophy and values. 
School of architecture, planning 
and geomantic, a part of the Cape 
Town University, has core courses 
in Studio-work and Technology, 
OHFWXUHV��VHPLQDUV�DQG�ˋHOGZRUN�LQ�
supporting courses. Studio-work 
encourages "learning by doing" with 
emphasis on developing analytical 
skills, performance criteria and 
spatial design. Even through one 
accreditation system there is a pos-
sibility for a difference in approach-
es: Dessau Institute of Architecture 
has a clear technical focus, while  in 
School of Architecture under the 
Royal Danish Academy the program 
is based on the artistic foundation 
of architecture.

The European Higher Education 
Area (EHEA) was launched along 
with the Bologna Process's decade 
anniversary, in March 2010, during 
the Budapest-Vienna Ministerial 
Conference. As the main objective 
of the Bologna Process since its 
inception in 1999, the EHEA was 
meant to ensure more comparable, 
compatible and coherent systems 
of higher education in Europe.7

1. Area of implementation

2. Characteristic of study

3. Characteristic of professional 
implementation

���5HVXOWV�UHTXLUHPHQWV

���5HTXLUHPHQWV�RI�WKH�VWXG\�SURJUDP�
structure

6. Study program realization 
UHTXLUHPHQWV

7. Evaluation

NAME OF THE PARAGRAPH FOCUS

document positioning

duration of the course

areas architects can work on and imple-
ment skills gained during the study

list of competences for graduates

list of disciplines and hours distribu-
tion, sets up study objectives

OHDUQLQJ�UHVRXUFHV��VWXII�UHTXLUHPHQWV��
modes of delivery and assessment.

control of study programs and students 
evaluation
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the federal government and then aligned by EMU for each program, "professional 

FRPSHWHQFLHV�� ����RXW�RI����VXFK�DV�XQGHUVWDQGLQJ�RI�HUJRQRPLFV�DQG�VSDFH��
technical design knowledge, integration of structure, construction technologies 

DQG�RWKHUV��DUH�DOO�GHFLGHG�E\�(08��$QG�(08�DV�D�UHSUHVHQWDWLYH�RI�SURIHVVLRQDO�
society is free to set up any knowledge or skill that is important for a profession-

al architect.

THE SECOND LEVEL

Results must be achieved through the study program. The study program consists 

RI�WKUHH�EORFNV��+XPDQLWLHV��6RFLDO�DQG�(FRQRPLF�6WXGLHV��0DWK�DQG�6FLHQFH��3UR-

IHVVLRQDO�6WXGLHV��(DFK�EORFN�KDV�WZR�FRPSRQHQWV��)HGHUDO��*OREDO��DQG�5HJLRQDO��
�/RFDO���+RXUV�DUH�GLVWULEXWHG�������EHWZHHQ�WKHVH�WZR�FRPSRQHQWV��7KHUH�DUH�
no obligatory subjects except "history," "physical culture" and "life safety."8

A school is free to choose its route to reach the list of required learning objec-

WLYHV� �PDWFKLQJ�ZLWK�FRPSHWHQFLHV�PHQWLRQHG�DERYH�� LQ�D�FHUWDLQ�WLPH�IUDPH��
The regional 50% component is supposed to be developed by school itself.

50% of programs allow freedom for school identity. 

So they can introduce courses according to their identity, either implement new 

subjects or develop existing ones indepth. Also, new additional learning out-

comes can be introduced in the regional component.

THE THIRD LEVEL

Moreover, the regional component of the blocks “Humanities, Social and Eco-

nomic studies” and “Math and Science” must provide 30% for students’ choice.  

Procedures and disciplines of selection are regulated by a school. All the levels 

represented on Figure 2.

DOES FEDERAL MEAN GLOBAL?

How can the existing standard be improved?

FEEDBACK
Today there are important debates taking place in Russia over the quality of 

DUFKLWHFWXUDO� HGXFDWLRQ��Ȥ7KH� OHYHO� RI� NQRZOHGJH� LQ� WKH� HQJLQHHULQJ� ˋHOG� DQG�
foreign languages are the disadvantages of current higher education,” said Elena 

Bazhenova, PhD in Architecture, deputy chairman of the Board of Architectural 

(GXFDWLRQ�DQG�FHUWLˋFDWLRQ�RI�WKH�8QLRQ�RI�$UFKLWHFWV�RI�5XVVLD��9LFH�3UHVLGHQW�
of the Union of Moscow Architects9. She is convinced that Russian architectur-

al schools should go the way of program standardization, while classical hu-

manitarian and artistic traditions should be kept. Collaboration with European 

schools in construction studies should be established. 

She added that the unique character of each architectural school should be pre-

served and developed further. She also recommended introducing a professional 

internship requirement for Russian architectural education. Internships are an 

important component of degree programs in many countries, including the Unit-

ed States, Switzerland, and Great Britain. Architectural internships serve as an 

important bridge connecting education with licensing. A relevant and practical 

internship remains a necessary component of the path to licensing as an architect 

ERWK�LQ�5XVVLD�DQG�DEURDG��,WV�DEVHQFH�LV�D�VLJQLˋFDQW�GLVSDULW\�EHWZHHQ�5XVVLDQ�
architecture programs and their international peers. Low levels of construction 

expertise were also mentioned by Elena as a disadvantage of architectural ed-

ucation in Russia. I asked different experts about their ideal vision of standards 

for architectural education. Although they represent different organizations, all 

agreed that standards should be set by a professional society.

“Internships provide aspir-
ing architects an essential, 

hands-on opportunity 
to experience the actual 
practice of architecture. 

With accredited architec-
tural education serving 

as the foundation, intern-
ships provide a structured 

environment where the-
ory and precedent can be 

applied to actual projects, 
and knowledge of materials 
and systems is transformed 

into thoughtful construc-
tion details.”10

Figure 2. Three levels of freedom.



From the perspective of Nikita Tokarev, a practicing architect and professor with  

H[SHULHQFH�WHDFKLQJ�LQ�ERWK�LQQRYDWLYH�DQG�WUDGLWLRQDO�VFKRROV��0$5&+,�DQG�WKH�
UHFHQW��VWDUW�XS��0$5&+��ȤSURIHVVLRQDO�VRFLHW\�VKRXOG�EH�DW�WKH�FHQWHU�RI�WKH�HG-

ucational standardization process. However, there is no mechanism for this...”

6WDQGDUG���������FDQ�EH�PRGLˋHG�LQ�RUGHU�WR�LPSURYH�
architectural education in Russia.

5HSUHVHQWDWLYHV�RI�VWDQGDUGȟPDNLQJ�DXWKRULWLHV�DUH�DOVR�XQVDWLVˋHG�ZLWK�SUR-

gram assessment in Russia.  Nikolay Metlenkov, the head of the EMU, mentioned 

WKDW�Ȥ7KH�RQO\�GXW\�RI�WKH�0LQLVWU\�RI�(GXFDWLRQ�LQ�(XURSH�LV�MXVW�WR�FRQWURO�ˋ-

nance. And that's a good model.”

STRUCTURE
"Characteristic of study" stipulates that the course duration for a bachelor’s de-

JUHH�LQ�DUFKLWHFWXUH�PXVW�EH�ˋYH�\HDUV��7KHUH�DUH�QR�GLYLVLRQV�RQ�VWDJHV�DQG�QR�
required internship following course completion. Considering recent changes in 

Russian educational policy and up following attempts to introduce a of ‘practical 

EDFKHORUVȢ�GHJUHH��ˋYH�\HDUV�RI�VWXG\�VKRXOG�EH�GLYLGHG�LQWR�D�����\HDU�VHTXHQFH��
&RUUHODWLQJ�ZLWK�WKH�(XURSHDQ�V\VWHP��WKH�ˋUVW�SDUW�RI�WKH�VWXG\�ZLOO�EH�IRFXVHG�
on basic architectural knowledge and skills and the second part will be integrat-

HG��7KLV�DOVR�KHOSV�WR�GHˋQH��SUDFWLFDO�%$UFK��FRPSHWHQFHV�DV�ZHOO�DV�VWUXFWXUHG�
LQ�D�ULJKW�RUGHU�ZKDW�VKRXOG�EH�OHDUQHG�ˋUVW�WR�SURYLGH�JURXQG�IRU�IXUWKHU�GHYHO-
opment.

CONTENT
"Results requirements" is one of the most important parts of the document. It is 

the list of competencies that architecture graduates should obtain by the end of 

WKHLU� VWXGLHV�� 6WDQGDUG���������SURYLGHV���� FRPSHWHQFLHV�� &RPSHWHQFLHV� DUH�
GLYLGHG�LQWR�WZR�JURXSV��JHQHUDO�NQRZOHGJH�DQG�SURIHVVLRQDO�NQRZOHGJH���EXW�
QRW�GLYLGHG�E\�VWDJHV��SDUWV�DQG�\HDUV��DV�LV�GRQH�LQ�WKH�81(6&2�8,$�VWDQGDUG��
There is no particular order for acquiring these competencies, so you can not 

organize continuous study processes where more complicated subjects follow 

after basic knowledge.

7KH�FRQWHQW�GRHV�QRW�YDU\�VLJQLˋFDQWO\� IURP�LQWHUQDWLRQDO�UHFRPPHQGDWLRQV�� ,�
divided all the competencies of these 10 groups and did the same for the inter-

national ones.

 

There were many similarities. According to comparative analysis and profession-

als feedback, the following areas need investigation and further criteria develop-

PHQW�DV�WKHUH�LV�D�ODFN�RI�IRFXV�RQ�WKHP�FRPSDULQJ�ZLWK�LQWHUQDWLRQDO�VWDQGDUGV�
> TEAMWORK

> CONSTRUCTION

> ETHICS

> DESIGN EXCELLENCE

> COMMUNICATION SKILLS

> ENVIRONMENT

Professional ethics is one of the most essential. As professional stand-

ards by the Union of Architects in Russia focuses on understanding  

"professionalism" and professional ethics a lot, correlation should be established 

with architecture educational one. "Requirements of the study program structure 

contains minimum program components and hours distribution. 

According to the standard, all programs should contain the following study 

EORFNV�
> HUMANITARIAN, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC STUDIES

> MATH AND SCIENCE

> PROFESSIONAL STUDIES

“The Minimum Competency Stand-
DUGV�IRU�WKH�3URIHVVLRQDO�4XDOLˋFD-
tion in Architecture” (MCSPQA) set 
XS�D�TXLWH�GLIIHUHQW�IUDPHZRUN��7KH�
course consists of three parts:

PART I is focused on developing 
in students a creative, diverse and 
rigorous approach to design. Dura-
tion: 3 years.

PART II is focused on developing an 
understanding of the relationships 
between design, technical and en-
vironmental realization or projects; 
practical understanding of profes-
sional studies and management; 
responsible design; and relation-
ships with clients, users and society 
as a whole. The Graduation Project/
Final Project. Duration: 2 years.

3DUW�,,,�UHTXLUHV�DW�OHDVW����PRQWKV�
of practical training under the 
direction of a registered architect. 
Duration: 2 years. 11

The list of competencies mentioned 
above has 10 main focuses:

> General knowledge
> Teamwork
> Construction
> Ethics
> Design excellence
> Communication skills
> Environment
> Creativity
> Design theory

81(6&2�DQG�8,$�SURSRVH�TXLWH�
another focus of the study program:

> Design
> Culture/user studies
> Environmental design
> Construction and architectural 
technology
> Communication skills
> Professional practice
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$QG� VXEGLYLVLRQV�� SK\VLFDO� WUDLQLQJ�� SURIHVVLRQDO� SUDFWLFH� DQG�RU� VFLHQWLˋF� UH-

VHDUFK�DQG�ˋQDO�VWDWH�H[DPV���+LVWRU\����3KLORVRSK\��DQG��)RUHLJQ�/DQJXDJH��DUH�
required for a basic part of "Humanitarian, Social and Economic Studies." "Physi-

cal culture" and "Life Safety" are essential parts of the professional bloc of disci-

SOLQHV��$QG�LW�GRHVQ
W�UHDOO\�FRUUHODWH�ZLWK�LQWHUQDWLRQDO�IRFXVHV��:H�FDQ�ˋQG�RXW�
IURP�WKH�IHHGEDFN�WKDW�LW�FDXVHV�D�JDS�LQ�VXFK�LPSRUWDQW�ˋHOGV�DV�FRQVWUXFWLRQ�
and environment. Components and hours distribution need detailed discussion 

and restructuring. 

STUDY PROGRAM REALIZATION REQUIREMENTS

One of the most important issues here is encouraging architectural schools to 

GHYHORS�WKHLU�LGHQWLW\��UHSODFH�ˋ[HG�UHTXLUHG�QXPEHUV�IRU�PRUH�ˌH[LEOH�SDUDP-

eters.

PROCESS, FEEDBACK, UPDATE

The American model of architectural education is considered to be one of the 

most effective in the world. I looked how the NAAB is the sole agency authorized 

to accredit US professional degree programs in architecture. Because most state 

registration boards in the United States require applicants for licensure to have 

graduated from an NAB-accredited program, obtaining such a degree is an es-

sential aspect of preparing for professional practice.

(YHU\�ˋYH�\HDUV��WKH�FULWHULD�IRU�DFFUHGLWDWLRQ�LV�UHYLHZHG�DQG�FKDQJHG��UHˌHFWLQJ�
current changes in the architecture profession. It is developed through a form of 

collective feedback, which all the players in the architecture market submit to 

NAAB during this period. A year before standard’s updating all organizations and 

persons interested in it are encouraged to send their feedback to NAAB. Then, all 

the letters are reviewed, discussed and suggested changes implemented.

7KH�DFFUHGLWDWLRQ�SURFHVV�LV�YHU\�FOHDU�LQ�WKH�8QLWHG�6WDWHV��RFFXUULQJ�HYHU\�ˋYH�
years. A special commission — formed by the NAAB and including representa-

tives from all four organizations — reviews student projects to assess quality and 

XQFRYHU�FKHDWLQJ��9LVLWLQJ�ERDUGV�DUH�IRUPHG�YHU\�FDUHIXOO\�WR�DYRLG�FRQˌLFWV�RI�
interests between schools. “Our teams are very smart,” Andrea continued, “they 

can easily understand whether student work meets the criteria or not.

Teams for accreditations are formed from professionals that have no connections 

or interests in a particular program they assess. It is a process of “peer-to-peer” 

review. Accreditation lasts three days, during which the commission reviews stu-

GHQW�SRUWIROLRV��LQFOXGLQJ�DOO�WKH�WDVNV�GXULQJ�WKH�VWXG\�IURP�SDSHUV�WR�GUDZLQJV�
DQG�GHVLJQ�SURMHFWV���WDONLQJ�WR�VWXGHQWV�DQG�UHYLHZLQJ�OHDUQLQJ�UHVRXUFHV��7KHUH�
are no certain numbers for learning resources assessment , every school is indi-

vidual and it needs for learning resources also varies. So the point is to under-

stand if there are enough resources for providing students quality education that 

can lead to recommended outcomes, or not." 

What makes this system independent from the government? “Professional edu-

FDWLRQ�DFFUHGLWDWLRQ�LV�QRW�GHˋQHG�E\��WKH�86�&RQVWLWXWLRQ�DV�D�VWDWH�UHVSRQVLELO-
ity. There is a trust law to prevent a monopoly in any sphere.” This kind of system 

has roots in the country’s political system from the very beginning.  Allowing for 

control by a professional society, as opposed to government control, is the key 

factor in the success of this system. And it helps enormously in the highly spe-

cialized areas of expertise, such as architecture, art, theatre and other creative 

SURJUDPV��$FFUHGLWDWLRQ�DQG�HYDOXDWLRQ�DUH�GLIˋFXOW�WDVNV�EHFDXVH�WKHUH�DUH�QR�
obvious quantative parameters to assess achievements in creative spheres. You 

should be a professional to understand quality of work.

Currently, new educational standards are developed spontaneously. EMU claims 

to invite representatives from interested groups to participate — professional

There are no obligatory disci-

plines in the UIA  analog. The 

whole document encourages 

diversity in architectural educa-

WLRQ��ȤWKLV�GRFXPHQW�SURYLGHV�D�
descriptive rather than prescrip-

tive curriculum, to encourage ar-

chitecture schools to tailor their 

programs and courses in relation 

to the needs and resources they 

have, particularly in relation 

WR�VSHFLˋF�VHWWLQJ�DQG�VWDIˋQJ�
issues, and to produce architects 

with a wider range of skills and 

ambitions.” 12

EMU is responsible for issuing 

standards. The Federal Ministry 

RI�(GXFDWLRQ��)0(��SURYLGHV�D�
WHPSODWH�ZLWK�D�ˋ[HG�VWUXFWXUH�

and several required compo-

nents for the general knowledge 

block. The Russian Educational 

Supervision Agency — Rosobrna-

dzor — is responsible for further 

program accreditation according 

to this standard; however, the 

team who accredits a program 

does not always include profes-

sionals in architecture, according 

to Nickolay Metlenkov, head of 

EMU.



societies, students, etc. — but this doesn’t work in practice. As I found out visiting 

one of the sessions of EMU, few people from outside the EMU participate.

I found the American experience fair and worth implementing in Russia. Con-

stant updating and feedback should be set up for this standard.  As it sets just 

a minimum of architecture studies, schools should be encouraged to develop 

their own internal standards of quality in architectural education. This will help 

not only to raise knowledge of graduates but also to allow for unique identities 

among different architectural schools in Russia.

Architectural education in Russia is not as bad as it seems from recent headlines. 

Existing standards contain almost all essential issues of architectural education. 

And what is more important, they leave room for experimentation and identity 

development for every school. There are many similarities with European stand-

DUGV��$OWKRXJK�6WDQGDUG���������LV�LQ�QHHG�RI�PRGLˋFDWLRQ�

Developing a system of professional architectural edu-

cation accreditation system parallel to the federal one 

DQG�LQWURGXFLQJ�LQWHUQDO�VWDQGDUGV�RI�TXDOLW\�LQ�VFKRROV�

ZLOO�UDLVH�WKH�OHYHO�RI�TXDOLW\�DVVXUDQFH�LQ�HGXFDWLRQ��

It will help the country to follow the Bologna process guidelines and integrate 

into the European Higher Education Area.
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