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Introduct ion

AEurope has around 4, 000 hamgshl® millioa dtuderdstandoln5 i nst i
million staff. Some European universities are amongst the best in the world, but overall potential is not
used to the full. Curricula are not alwaystopdate, not enough young people go to university after

finishing school and not enough adults have ever attended university. European universities often lack

the management tools and funding to match their ambitions. Governments and higher education
institutions are looking for ways to creating better conditions for universities.

The European Commission has published a modernisation agenda for universities which was
welcomed by the Member States and main stakeholders in higher education. The modernisation
agenda for universities is part of the Lisbon Strategy for Growth and Jobs. The main fields of reform
are:
A Curricular reform: The three cycle system (bachetoasterdoctorate), studentcentred
learning,flexible learning paths, recogniti@andmobility.
A Governance reform: University autonomy, strategic partnerships, including with enterprises,
quality assurance.
A Funding reform: Diversified sources of university income better linked to performance,
promoting equity, access and efficiency, including thssjiidity of introducing uition fees,
together with sdudentsd | oan facilities

This special target survédyF1 as h Eur obait $tmed ent sNoamR2db OHi gher Edu
requested by the Directora@eneral Education and Culture had a target populadf higher
educatiorstudentsn 31 countries: the 27 EU Member States, Croatia, Iceland, Norway and Turkey.

The objectives of this special target survey were:

to identify opinions about access and equity in the higher education system

to identify thepurposes of higher education according to studeitksn the system

to assesgpinions on the quality and transparency of the higher education instit(HiBais
toi dent i f ylansfor vatddeobstasledo - studying abroad

to discuss issues suas recognition of short study periods abraadECTS credit points

to identify opinionsabout the greaterooperation of universities and businessesithe need
to foster arentrepreneurshimindset as part dfigher educatioprogrammes

to identify he postgraduatiorplans of Bachelor and Masters level students.

> P> D> >

The surveyds fieldwork was <carried out from 12
randomlyselected students iHEIs were interviewed in the 27 Member States of the EU, Croatia,
Iceland, Norway and Turkey. The survey was primarily carried out by telephone with WebCATI
(web-based computer assisted telephone interviewing) and 4ddaee (F2F) methodology.

page4



Analytical Report Flash Eurobarometer N° 260 i Students and Higher Education Reform

Main findings
Higher education systems opinions about access and costs

e More than fourin five higher educatiostudentsn the 31surveyedcountries agreed that all
qualified students should have the right to study in the higher education system (88%).

e On average, half of the interviewed students were convinced that utregessiould have the
right to select students which matched the i1
the idea that HEIs should admit all students.

e According to almost twahirds of students currently in the higher education system (65%),
higher education should be free of chargrerontrast, ahird of respondents believed that
student fees were acceptable when grants and loans were available (33%).

e Strong support was given to the idea of programmes focusing ontsaillmeet the demds
of today 659 iwdQd &uydénts cagreed that study programmes shooner
communication skills, ttecanmqwsr k and Al earning

Purposes of higher education

o 97% of students believed it was (very or rather) important to providiersis with the
knowledge and skills they needed to be successful in the labour market, 91% agreed that the
enhancement of personal development was (very or rather) important and 87% of respondents
considered that the education of people to play an adledn society was an important aim
of higher education.

Quality and transparency of higher education institutions

e Most frequently, students (strongly or rather) agreed that independent reports on the quality of
universities and programmes would helpdstots to decide where to stu(B3%); a similar
proportion agreed that students choose where to study on the basis of the quality/reputation of
the institution and its study programn{88%).

e Overall, 81% of respondents in higher education believedsthdents should be involved in
quality reports and rankingd HElIs.

Mobility and Recognition

e Two-fifths of students in higher education said ttiety had never planned to study abroad
(41%), and 11% stated that they had planned to do so but gaveeithid of students said
theydid intend to study in another country (33%).

e The most frequently mentioned obstacle to studying abroadiaak of funds: a majority of
61% of those who abandoned plans to study abroad or who had never thought olekiag s
course of action said this had beereay big or big obstacle.

e Theleastfrequently mentioned obstacle to studying abrnwad a lack of encouragement from
professors: 22% of those who had given up plans to study abroad or never had such plans saw
this as a big or very obstacle; thurds of students saw little or no barrier in this regard.

e Six out of 10 interviewees (60%jrongly agreed or rather agregtiat most mobile students

obtained ECTS credit points for their study period abroad and &f%edthat most non
mobile students obtained ECTS credit points for studies completed at their institution.

page5



Flash Eurobarometer N° 260 i Students and Higher Education Reform Analytical Report

Cooperation of universities and businesses and entrepreneurship in higher education

A large majority of 87% of surveyed respondents (stronglyatiner) agreed that it was
important for HEIs to foster innovation and an entrepreneurial mindset among students and
staff, and that there should be a possibility to undertake work placements in private enterprises
as part of a study programme.

Threequarters of intervieweestrongly or rather agreethat HEIs should provide tailonade
study programmes for enterprises to help upgrade their workforce (76%), affitioné
respondentdisagreed20%).

Postgraduation plans

page6

Threequarters of studentgorking towards a first cycle (Bachelor) degree said they wanted to
continue their studies either to a second cycle (Masters programme) or to find work and
resume their studies later on a giarte basis (75%).

On average, twice as many respondentseehto continue directly to a second cycle degree
e.g. a Masters programme (50%), rather than find work after graduation and resume their
studies later on a patitne basis (25%).

Less than onéifth of Bachelorlevel students surveyed would like to dinwvork after
graduation and never study again (18%).

As regards second cycle students (on a Masters course), 4 in 10 planned to continue their
studies after graduation (42%) and a similar number did not have that intention (44%). In
addition, 14% of thesstudents were undecided about pgrstduation plans.
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1. Higher education systems - opinions about access and costs

The survey initially asked higher education students for their views on who should have the right to
study in such programmes, about Huwmittance criteria for higher education institutions (HEIs) and
how such programmes should be funded.

1.1 Right to study in the higher education system

Respondents were asked whether the right to study in HEIs should be granted to all qualifiesl studen
or only to the very best students. More than four out of five students in higher education in the 31
countries covered by this survey agreed that all qualified students should have the right to study in the
higher education system (88%4) in 10 felt trat higher education should beservedor the very best
students (11%).

There was a similar trend in all countries: the majority of respondents favoured a system where all
qualified students could gain entry to higher education (between 59% anafod¥eents in the
surveyedcounties); a minority were in favour of a more selective higher education system (between
3% and 40%by country.

In all but three countries at least thiggarters of higher educatigtudentsfelt that all qualified
students shdd have the right to study in a HEI. This view wagst stronglysupported in Austria and
Slovenia (both 97%), France, the Netherlands and Malta (all 96%); only 3% of respondents in these
countries argued that only the very best students should havghth®entersuch a programme.

The exceptions were Bulgaria, the Czech Republic and Belgium. Although in these countries the
dominant opiniorni shared by 59%/0% of interviewees was that all qualified students should be
entitled tostudy at aHEI, between 3 and 4n 10 students in higher education in Bulgaria (40%), the
Czech Republic (35%) and Belgium (30%) felt that only the very best students had the eigtarto
higher education.

Right to study in the higher education system

All qualified students should have the right to study H Only the very best student should have the right to study

97 97 96 96 96 95 95 94 94 94 94 93 93 93 92 92 91 91 90 90 89 88 87 85 82 80 80 79 75
70 @5
59
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Q1A. I would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in general.
Which statement do you agree with more ?
%, Base: all respondents, by country

The opinions on the right to sty in the higher education system did not vary significantly among
socicdemographic groups. We obseryémwever, thathose studyinghealth or other humanities
compared to medical stadts were more likely to say all qualified students should be edtith study
(both 90% vs. 85% ahedical studenjs For details see Annex Table 1b.
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1.2 Admittance to the higher education system

The survey asked students whether universities should admit all students or, on the contrary, they
should have the right tekect students that matchadesired profile; respondents were asked to state
which position they favoured.

As previouslyseena clear majority favoured the right to study for all qualified students (88% vs. 11%

who felt that only the very best studerghould have the right @ higher education). In this case,
however,opinions regarding the admittance to the higher education system were more balanced and
showed thaton average, half of the interviewed students were convinced that universitiestsnaild

the right to select students which matched the i
idea that HEIs should admit all students.

Approximately7 in 10 students in Spain and Belgium (both 76%), Greece (75%) and Cyprus (74%)
thoughtthat all students should be admitted to the higher education system; less than a quarter of
interviewees in these countriést that universities should have the right to be selective in choosing
their students (21924%).

Students in higher education Hungary clearly defended the right of universities to select students
who matched their desired profile (81% vs. 17% in favour of admittance for all). Approximately two
thirds of respondents in Lithuania (69%), Romania (68%), the Czech Republic andd Kimddin
67%), and Bulgaria (66% ok a similar positionpven sopnethird of interviewees in these Member
States believed that universities should admit all students-83%). Overall, seven out of eight
countries showing thgreatest level asupportfor universities having the right to choabeir students
werecountrieghat joinedthe EU in the pos2004 period.

Admittance in the higher education system

Universities should admit all students m Universities should have the right to select students which match their profile

76 76 75 74
69 67 60 58 58 57 56 55 55 53 49 49 48

46 46 46 43 41 35 36 36 34 33 32 31 30 30

O w g > x - o w o wla = & - X w N -
LIJmw0u<t3%u—JEF%WZD&Jﬂ-mzéD-UJQ%UJOSU‘%':%
Q1B. | would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in general.
Which statement do you agree with more ?
%, Base: all respondents, by country
When | ooking at the differences by respondent ds

suwpported the statement that universities should have the right to select students which matched their
profile (58% vs. 41%54% of students in all other field$jor details see Annex Table 2b.

In all countries, the right of all qualified students to stwdys defended by more than halftegher
educationstudents (between 59% and 97%); on the other hand, the right of universities to select
students wb matched their profile was supported by lower ratios of respondém=isveen 21%and

81% depending on theountry. On average,880 of interviewees agreed with education for all
qualified students, and half agreed with criteria for student seldnitmefaculty (50%).

page8



Analytical Report Flash Eurobarometer N° 260 i Students and Higher Education Reform

The lowest ratios of students who supported the statement that all qualified studelitdetentitied

to study were recorded in Bulgaria and the Czech Republic (59% and 65%, respectively). In these two
countries (and in Hungary) the proportion of those who were in favour of admittance criteria in the
higher education system slightly outnuenéd the proportion of those who considered that the right to
study should be granted to all qualified students (e.g. in Bulgaria, 66% vs. 59% of those who
supported the right to study for all qualified students)

In the otherEU Member States, althoughehatios of those who agreed that all qualified students
should have the right to study was higher than the proportions of those who agreed with the right of
universities to have selection criteria for their students, there were large variations betwegasco

For example, in Spain and Greece, 9 in 10 interviewees defended the right of all qualified students to
study in the higher education system (92% and 91%, respectively) and approximatéifghone
believed that universities should have the rightatect students vanmatched their profile (21% and

23%, respectively; 681 percentage points differences). In contrast, in Lithuania and Slovakia,
roughly threequarters of respondents opted for the proposition that all qualified students should have
theright to study (75% and 79%, respectively) and approximatelytiivds agreed with criteria for
student selection at university (69% and 64%, respectivel, gercentage points differences).

The most likely respondents to advocate for the right lofiulified students to study wetleosein
Austria and Slovenia (97%); however, while in AustBian 10 students supported the idea that
universities should have the right to select students médiched their profile, in Slovenia half of the
intervieweedeld a similar opinion (53%).

Right to study and a dmittance in the higher education system

All qualified students should have the right to study
m Universities should have the right to select students which match their profile

97 97 96 96 96 95 95 94 94 94 94 93 93 93 92 92 91 O1 90 90 89 88 87 85 82 g0 80 79 7s

- 5 x
< 9

IC

o uw
g u

ES
LV
EL
UK
FI
cy
PT
ALL
RO
TR
PL
EE
HU
SK
LT
BE
cz
BG

L
o

Q1A-B. | would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in general.
Which statement do you agree with more ?
%, Base: all respondents, by country

1.3 Costs of higher education

The next issue under survey was relatetheéocost of higher education; more precisely, respondents
had tosaywhether they believed that higher education &hdwe free of charge or whether student
fees, when combined with grants and loans, were acceptable.

According to almost twahirds of students currently in the higher education system (65%), higher

education should be free of charge; on the other lwtiitd of respondents believed that student fees
were acceptable when grants and loans were available (33%).
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In 25 countries out of 313 majority of respondents opted for the proposition that higher education
should be free of chargén sharp contrasstudents in the Netherlands (61%), Luxembourg (60%),
Iceland (55%) and Belgium (51%) thought that student fees were acceptable when combined with
grants and loans; in these countries, only 32%% of interviewessupported the idea of free higher
educatdn. Exactly half of higher education students in Lithuania and Italy felt that such studies should
be free of charge.

Greece had thieighest proportion of students who were in favour of free higher education (94%); only
5% of respondents thought thatdsat fees were acceptable. High ratios of students who rather agreed
that higher education should be free of charge were also seen in Denmark (87%), Finland (86%), and
Turkey (85%); betweefhl1% and 14% ointerviewees in these countries supported the adeaudent
feescombined with grants and loans.

Costs of higher education

Higher education should be free of charge m Student fees are acceptable, when combined with grants and loans

94 387 g6 85
81 81 81
8178 76 74 71 70 69 68 66 66 65 65 64 63 61 60 53 53 52 51 50 50 49

42 40 37
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Q1C. I would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in general.
Which statement do you agree with more ?
%, Base: all respondents, by country

Examining the data by soe@emographic segments, we saw that MasteDoctoratdevel students
were more likely to consider charges to be acceptable if grants and leanawailable (36939% vs.
32% of Bachelotevel students), while respondents in garte/further education at the Masters level
were more likely to agree that higher education should be free of charge (76% v68%0% all
others) For details see AnneTable 3b.

1.4 Higher education institutions and their study programmes

The students in higher education in the surveyed countries were asked how much they would agree
with four statements about HEIs and the programmes they offemetithat there shold be- more

parttime coursesa greater variety ofourses to meet varied social/cultural backgrouadscus on
specialised coursesandour ses t hat include modul es t.hat meet

The strongest support was given to tasthamed type of study programmeshat included generic
competences (to meet t he odawemrage) @dis 10ctudertsoadreey that wo r
study programmes should include communication s
techniqueg90%). Approximately half ofhe interviewed studentstrongly agreedvith this statement

(55%), roughly a thirdather agreed35%) and 9% disagreed.
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Also strongly supported, by 86% of higher education students, was the propositiostutihat
programmes should focus on teaching specialised knowledge in a given field of stu(4i7%
strongly agreednd 39%rather agreedl Approximately one in eight students disagreed (13%).

Overall, 1 in 10 students agreed th#Els should do more to ensure that a variety bsocial and
cultural backgrounds were represented at universities(80%) and approximately threpiarters
considered that HEIs shoufafovide more programmes for parttime students (78%). Less than
onefifth of respondents disagreed with these proposit{d@78o disagreed with the former and 16%
with the latter).

Higher education institutions and their study programmes

m Strongly agree Rather agree Rather disagree  ® Strongly disagree DK/NA

Study programmes should also include generic
competences like communication skills, teamwork, and 55 35 7 vl
learning to learn (acquire learning skills for later life)
47 39 10 2
38
32

HElIls should do more to ensure that a variety of social
and cultural backgrounds are represented at universities

Study programmes should focus on teaching specialised
knowledge in a given field of study
HElIls should provide more programmes for part -time
students (lifelong learning) 46 12 | 6

Q2. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
%, Base: all respondents

Looking at the connection between the support for-pdrtme cour ses and responc
graduation, we saw that Bachelor level students who planneditavfirk and resume studies laten

a parttime basiswere more likely than those who interatto find work and never study again, or

those who wamtd to continue on to a second cydasters)degree tostrongly agreethat HEIls

should provide more programes for partime students (35% vs. 30% of those who never irgdiwl

study again, and 31% of those who pledto continue on to a Masters programme).

1.4.1 Opinions as to whether there should be more gpportunities to acquire generic
competencies like communication skills, teamwork, and learning to learn i by country

Considering the proportion of respondents vgtmngly agreedthat generic competences such as
communi cati on skill s, t eamwor k and il ea,vai ng to
noticed variations of up to 45 percentage points betwasdimidual countries. While less than two

fifths of respondents in Belgium and Sweden (31% and 39%, respectively) strongly supported
programmeshati ncl ude modul es that mverkptace thfreequadessma nds o
interviewees in Croatia strongly agreed with such courses (76%). A high demand for opportunities to
acquiresuch skillswas also seen in Turkey, Malta and Romania: 70%% of students in these

countries strongly agreed thaudy programmes should develggneric competences (to meet the
demands of t osuehyadosmumioatioh pkillsateaenyork, and skills for later life.

The opinion that study programmes should inclgdeeric competences (to meet the demands of
today 6 s wownvaskspdred byeadt lea8tin 10 respondents in athe surveyed countries. The
highest level of agreement was seen in countries like Romania (97%), Poland (96%) and Lithuania
(95%) and was the lowest in countries such as Hungary (82%),e8wé&tonia, Austria, and
Denmark (all 84%). Overall 9 out of 10 students across all countries agreed with this statement.
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Study programmes should also include generic competences like communication
skills, teamwork  and learning to learn (acquire learning skills for later life)

Total agree m Strongly agree
97 96
100 194 93 94 92 g9 93 95 93 93 92 93 94
90
89 1 87 9 g, 89 % 89 g5 87 g5 87 87 g6 84 8 184 g, 84
80 -
60 -
40 4
20
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7 > = — = n ¥ w N wow
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Q2. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, oO0Total agreedo =0Strongly agr

In addition, the survey examined the views on whether study programmes stawdd generic
comptences (to meet t he demandanamalysistofotdiad/pbst swo r k p
graduationplans On average, the ratio of those whtiongly agreedwith the statement under
discussion did not vary between Bachelor level students who irténdeontinue their studies and

those who were determined to find work after graduation. However, looking at individual countries we
observed some differences.

In Denmark, only 37% obktudents planning t@ontinue their studies strongly agreed that study
programmes should also include generic competencies like communication skills, teamwork and skills
for later life; in contrast, almost half of those who wanted to find work immediatelyduell an
opinion (49%).

The impact of future plans was also highPoland, Lithuania and Luxembourg. In these countries,
respondents who wanted to continue their studies were significantly more likely than thqdameo

to find work to strongly support programmigsst included generic competences (to meet the ddsnan

of t oday 6 4al1alB pekcpritagecpeints difference between the two groups). For example,
57% of Bachelor level students in Poland who were willing to continue their studies and almost two
thirds (65%) of the same type of students in Lithuani@sgly agreed that study programmes should
offer opportunities to acquire competences like communication skills and teamwork; on the other
hand, the same view was held by only twdive respondents in Poland who intended to find work
(44%), and by haldbf Bachelor level students in Lithuania who planned to find work (53%).

The highest ratios of strong agreement i idea oprogrammeséncluding generic competences (to
meet the demands anrfongBackemrydégee levaspenpdntavicoglanned to
continuetheir studies were recorded in Croatia (78%), Turkey (74%) and Romania (70%); we should
mention, however, that in Turkey the agreement expressed by this group was considerably higher than
that expressed by those wplanned tdind work (74% and 68%, respectively).
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Study programmes should also include generic competences like communication
skills, teamwork  and learning to learn (acquire learning skills for later life)

According those who would continue their study m According those who would find work

78 74 70
68 67 165 65 63 62 62 58 57 57 55 54 54 53 53 53 52 52 52 51 50 50 49 49 49 48

39 37
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Q2. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents

% of oO0Strongly agree

1.4.2 Opinions about the need to teach more specialised knowledge in a given field of studyi
by country

In all surveyed countries, at least tifirds of respondents agreed that studygmmmes should
focus on teaching specialised knowledge in a given field of study. The backing for this proposal
ranged from 67% in Denmark to 95% in Latvia, with 85%, on average, agreeing in the 31 countries.

On average, 47% ofiigher educatiorstudentsstrongly demanded more specialised courses. In
Belgium, Denmark and Finland such a request was not as frequent as in other Member States: between
20% and 29% of interviewees in these three courgtiesngly agreedhat study programmes should

focus on teehing specialised knowledge in a given field of study. In contrast, in Romania (68%),
Latvia and Croatia (both 66%), and Bulgaria (65%) roughly-thinals of higher educatiostudents

strongly agreed with this statement.

Study programmes should focus on teaching specialised know ledge in a given field of
study

Total agree m Strongly agree
100 192 9 92 g3 92 . % 92 94 93
88 . g5 89 87 8585 _ 86 86 87 ga O 8 g
81 79 82 gp 78 76
80 71 72 5
67
60 -
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Q2. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, oO0Total agreedo =0Strongly agr
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1.4.3Opinions on whether there should be a variety of social and cultural backgrounds within
universities T by country

The opinions on whether HEIs should do more to ensure that a variety of social and cultural
backgrounds were represented in universitiaried considerably between individual countries.

The highest ratios of students in the system athongly agreedvith such an opinion were recorded

in Greece (63%), Turkey (62%), Malta (58%), Croatia and Slovenia (both 57%). At the opposite end

of the distribution, less than one in four students in Finland (13%), the Netherlands (17%), Belgium

and Norway (both 22%), and Sweden (24%) strongly believed that more efforts were necessary to
ensure the existence of a variety of social and cultural baakgsowithin universities.

In all countries, at least half of the students (totally) agreed with the statement under consideration
(with 80% agreeing on average). While 92% of students in Luxembourg believed that HEIs should do
more to ensure the existenska variety of social and cultural backgrounds within universities, less
than twethirds of those in Finland (55%), the Netherlands (61%) and Iceland (62%) held this opinion.

HEIs should do more to ensure that a variety of social and cultural backgrounds are
represented at universities

Total agree m Strongly agree

100 4 92

88 % g7 90 91 89 gg . o 87

86 87
79 80 83 84 78 80

75 71w 72

84 85 82
77 80 76

67
62 61

80 -
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Q2. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, oO0Total agreedo =0Strongly agr
1.4.4 Programmes for part time studentsi by country
As with a call for more diversity, the suggesti

threequarters of students (78% totally agreesijveden (64%), Germany and the Netherlands (both
66%) recordedhe lowest total level of suppofor more programmes for péatitne students. The
hi ghest overall demand for such dAlifelong | earni

Exami nistrgnglytagreé igr oups we saw variations between
percentage pointsFor example, in Belgium, the Netherlands and Finland only-13% of
interviewees strongly requested courses for-fpaet studentsln countries like Malta (61%), Croatia

and Greece (both 53%) and Spain (52%@wever,more than half of students strongigreed that

HEIl's should offer more programmes for Alifelong
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HElIs should provide more programmes for part -time students (lifelong learning)
Total agree m Strongly agree
109 189 88 88 %
87 87 85 85
| 81 780 B 7980 70 = o 7580 75 82 79 4
80 74 74 50 T3 710 72 71 g9
66 64 66
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Q2. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, O0Total agreeo =0Strongly agr

1.4.5 Analysis by sociedemographic segments

In this subchapter, we focus our attention on the respondents who stated that they strongly agree with
the four statements about HEIs anditrstudy programmes and we look at the differences between
sociademographic groups. We found that women were more likely to strongly agrestubiat
programmes should include opportunities to acquire generic competeres such as
communication skills, teamwork, and learning to learn abilities(58% vs. 51% of men). Slightly

more Bachelor levebtudentsagreed (56% vs. 51% of those at a Doctorate lewirept for
engineeringstudentslaw and medicabtudents were lesgkély than their counterparts tagreethat

study programmes should includee ner i ¢ competences (to meet the
such as communication skills and teamwdd% vs. 53%50% of all other fields except
engineering)For details seé&nnex Table 7b.

Parttime Masters levektudentswere more likely to strongly request specialised courses (54% vs.
45%47% of all other types of students). Students in the field of engineering were more likely than
those in the fields of languages or athemanities to strongly agree trstidy programmes should

focus on teaching specialised knowledge in a given field of stu@9% vs. 43% of those in the field

of languages or other humanitieBr details see Annex Table 6b.

Women were slightly morélely to consider thatEls should do more to ensure that a variety of

social and cultural backgrounds were represented in universitiegstrongly agree: 40% vs. 35% of
men). Looking at the level of study, the results showed that Bachelostedeintsyave more support

than full time Mastes level studentsto such an opinion (39% and 34%, respectivelyr)gineering
students were less likely than several of their counterparts to strongly believe that HEIs should make
efforts to ensure access for a varietysocial and cultural backgrounds (e.g. 33% vs. 4% of
students in the fields of languages, other social sciences, teacher training or other hunfanities)
details see Annex Table 5b.

Higher levels of strong support fanore programmes for part-time studentswere shown by those
aged over 25 (strongly agree: 39% vs. 38%806 of all other age groups), by students who had been in
higher education for five yea(86% vs. 27% fothose who had been studying fame year), and by
parttime Masters levestudents(45% vs. 32%35% of all other types of students). Looking at groups
by field of study, we saw some variatioas to whetheHEIs should provide more lifelong learning
opportunities:medical studentsvere less supportive about courses for-fiare sudents than their
counterparts (strongly agree: 26% vs. 33%86 of all other fields except engineeringpr details see
Annex Table 4b.
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2. Purposes of higher education

As the next stage of the survey, students in HEIs were asked about the signifidainee objectives
of higher educatiantoi mp r o v e emplayabiity, tosebhance personal development and to
educate people to play an active role in society.

Overall, all three objectives were considered to be important by a large majority aidesfs 97%

of intervieweedelieved it wagvery or ratherimportant to provide students with the knowledge and

skills they needed to be successful in the labour market, 91% agreed that the enhancement of personal
development was (very or rather) impattand 87% of respondergapportedhe education of people

to play an active role in society.

While almost thregjuarters of students considered that future employability wasraimportant
objective of higher education (74%), roughly half believed dhme about personal development
(54%) and the need to educate people so they could play an active role in society (49%brighte
respondentshowever,believed that it was not important to educate people so they could play an
active role in societyl(2%).

Purposes of higher education

m Very important Rather important Rather not important ~ ® Not important at all DK/NA

To provide students with the knowledge and competences
they need to be successfulin the labour market 74 23 2
(employability)
To enhance personal development 37 6 Hl
To educate for active citizenship (learn to develop a 49 38 10 %
critical mind and play an active role in society)

Q2.1. According to you how important is each of the following purposes of higher education ?
%, Base: all respondents

The individual country results showed eight countries giving-29%%6 support for the importance of
providing students with the knowledge and skills necessary to be successful in the labour
market: Belgium, BulgariaLatvia, Portugal, Romania, Finland, Lithuania and Poland. The lowest
levels of support werseenin Austria and Greece (90% and 91eéspectively|). In all countries, at

least half of those interviewed considered employability to herg importantpurpo® of higher
education. For example, the lowest ratios of those who supported this objective as being very
important were seen in Luxembourg (56%) and Ireland (60%). In cordtaéisg top of the hierarchy

of those who considered that future employabilys avery importantobjective of higher education
were- again- Belgium (93%), Romania (87%) and Bulgaria (86%).

Individual country datsshowedlarge variations between the most likely and least likely students
saying thatenhancing personal developmentvas avery importantobjective of higher education:

while 8 in 10 respondents in Turkey held this opinion (81%), only 29% of students in Belgium agreed
(a 52 percentage points difference). Between -78% of students in Greece, Croatia, Cyprus and
Malta dso said enhancepersonal development wasvary importantgoal of higher education.
Despite the fact that students in Belgium were the least likely to consider the objective under
discussion ageryimportant, they were the most likely to say thahandng personal development

was a(rather or veryjmportant objective of higher education (98%); in close agreement were students
in Poland (97%). The students who were the least likely to say this were in Germany (80%), Austria
(85%) and Denmark (87%).

On the subject of studentseing educated to become active citizenshe results showed greater
variations between countries. For example, while roughly thueeters of students in Germany
(74%), Denmark (75%) and Finland (78%) considered it was impdaapeople to develop a critical
mind in order to play an active role in society, many more, -93%, respondents in Portugal,
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Turkey, Romania and Malta supported the proposition. Significantly fewer students in Belgium than in
other countries consideredugation for active citizenship to bevary importantpurpose of higher
education (14% vs. 3195% in all other countries). In contrast with Belgium, at a distance of 61
percentage pointg,urkey hadthreequarters of its respondergayingthat it wasvery importantfor

people to learn to become active citizens (75%). Close to them, with high ratios of interviewees who
held the same opinion were Greece (74%) and Malta (70%).

Provid ing students with the k  nowl edge and competences they need to be successful in
the labour market (employability)

Important = Very important
100 99 100 99 99 99 99 99
o - 95 98 g5 96 9198 96 95 96 g4 2> 96 97 97 99 5, 96 o4 g0 94 93 96 96 g5 94 98
80
60 -
40
20 -
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To educate for active citizenship (learn to develop a critical mind)
Important m Very important
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Q2.1. According to you how important is each of the following purposes of higher education ?
Base: all respondent
%, Ol mportanto = oOVery important?o
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The next chart presents the proportion of those who considered employability upon graduation as a
very importantobjective of higher educatio®n average, opinions on how important it was for the
higher education system to ensws®iden t endployability did not vary between Bachelor level
students who would continue their studies after graduation and those who would look for work.

In all countries, at least six out of 10 respondents intending to pursue their studies considered it to b
very important to provide students with the knowledge and skills needed to be successful in the labour
market (between 61% and 97% depending on the country); a similar opinion was held by at least half
of those who intended to find work (between 54% @%b, depending on the country).

In Bulgaria, significantly more students who planned to continue their studies than those who planned
to find work stated that employability was a very important purpose of higher education (90% and
72%, respectively an 18 percentage point difference). A similar trend was noticed in Slovakia and
Croatia: almost 7 in 1(69%) Slovak Bachelor level students who intended to continue studies and
86% of the similar group in Croatia considered it to be very important that gadlesl to success in

the labour market; on the other hand, only half of Slovak interviewees (54%) and approximately three
guarters of Croat&74%) who intended to find workeld a similar opinion (i.ea 15 percentage points
difference between the twoarps in Slovakia and 12 points in Croatia).

The greatest difference between the two groups under examinatibnvith a differentresulting
opinion was seen in Germany where those intending to find work were in the ascendency iwhile
10 students wh intended to find work agreed that it was very important to ensure employability, two
thirds (68%) of those who planned to continue their studies belthisgetb be true

Provid ing students with the k  nowl edge and competences they need  to be successful in
the labour market (employability)

According those who would continue their study m According those who would find work

97
90 89 86 84 84 83 80 79 79 79 79 77 77 76 74 74 73 72 70 69 69 68 68 67 65 63 62 61 61 61

54 5
7217 hs2)e4 5278 660770 B73ls 720 71 4°° )68

w O - 0 x w x5 > w - N Y - W+ 4 N v a0 0
mm8%-l'-'-3meogwugé%mo§w<oaﬂ-oazmgt
Q2.1. According to you how important is each of the following purposes of higher education ?
Base: all respondents
% of o0Strongly agree

Looking at the soci@lemographic groupings, thesults regaridg the need to provide students with

the knowledge to be successful in the labour markeshowed more women (77% vs. 70% of men),
more students aged B2 (75%76% vs. 70% of those aged over 24), and more students who had
completed one yeanithe higher education system (77% vs. 723%o of those whdadfinished at

least three years) believed that this objective wasraimportantone. Students in the fields of other
humanities were the least likely to support the aforementioned objestiveing very important (67%

vs. 71%78% for all other fields)For more detailssee Annex Table 8b.

Women were more prone tseethe enhancement of personal developmenas being a very
important goal of higher education (57% vs. 51% of men). The salahé¢rhe for students in the field
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of other social sciences when compared to students in almost all the other fields (61%-56%4 8%
all other fields except other humanitieBdr moredetails see Annex Table 9b.

When the views abowducating people ¢ play an active role in societywere consideredt was
womenwho were more likely to consider this purpose as being very important (52% vs. 46% of men).
Engineering students were the least likely to see the befgdibviding an education that develape
citizens to play an active role in society (41% vs. &P%o of students in all other fielddjor more
details please see Annex Table 10b.
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3. Quality and transparency of higher education institutions

The survey also examined the views of studentshenquality and transparency of HEIls. The
respondents were askamwhatextent they agreed that:

there is a need for independent reports on quality,

students choose a university based on its reputation,

students should be involved in quality rankiog$iEls,

university performance tables would help students,

students choose a college based on several factors, including friends and cost,
students havaccess taufficient information to make their choice of university.

Most frequently, students (strongbr rather) agreed thabhdependent reports on the quality of

universities andtheir programmes would help students to decide where to stud$3%); a similar

proportion agreed thatudents choose where to study on the basis of the quality/reputation ofeth
institution and its study programmes(83%).

Overall, 81% of respondents in higher education believedthdénts should be involved in quality
reports and rankings of HEIs. From all the statements presented to the students, this warsethieat

was mo st frequently fi s-fifthsoai gebppnilentstionmly agreedwidh: thet wo
involvement of students in quality reports and rankiofgdEls (42%).

Threequarters of students agreed thm#rformance rankings of universities and programmes
would help students to choose where to stud{5%) and a similar number agreed teaidents
choose where to study on the basis of other factors, such as location, friends, cost, @4%).
While a third (32%) of respondenssrongly agreedvith the positiverole that performance rankings
of universities could play, only 28%trongly agreedhat factors such as location, friends, and cost
were important in the decisiamaking process.

Having in mind all of the six statements presented to students, theyhedeast likely to agree that
students have enough information tdelp them tochoose where to study63%). More than a third
of respondents did not feel that the available information was sufficient for choosing a HEI (36%).

Quality and transparency of the higher education institutions

m Strongly agree = Rather agree Rather disagree  ® Strongly disagree DK/NA

Independent reports on the quality of universities and

programmes would help students to decide where to study _ 12 2
Students choose where to study on the basis of the
quality/reputation of the institution and its study 13 1
programmes
Students should be involved in quality reports and rankings 12 3
Performance rankings of universities and programmes 32 17 5
would help students to choose where to study

Students choose where to study on the basis of other factors, 28 20
such as location, friends, cost , etc
Students have enough information to choose where to study 27 _ 27 nl

Q3. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
%, Base: all respondents
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The survey lookedh more detailat the answersot w o
basedonthequalityaini nsti t uti on

and its

statement s:
p rao igpstitationesexi On a n d

fistudents
fi

other factors, such as location, friends ort coBhreefifths of respondents (strongly or rathagreed
with both propositions (61%), anohefifth thought that students & their choice based on the
ts
. A plgr16 students inenigher educatitook anopposite view (12%)i.e.

other factors than quality and programmes of the institution weigh heavily with students when they
choose where to study. Only 4% (strongly or rgthésagreedvith both statements.

guality
( A dgirseae 0)

of t he i nst

Q3a vs. Q3b. Students choose

i tuti on and

...other factors, such as location,

where to study ! friends, cost

%, All countries Disagree = Agree DK/NA
...the quality of the Disagree 4 12 0
institution and its Agree 21 61 1
programmes DK/ NA 0 1 0

progr ammes

An analysis of country data shedthat in Spain (62%), Croatia (63%) and Austria (65%), less than

two-thirds of respondents (strongly or rathagreedt h a t

an i

nsti

tut i

onds qual

the basis ofa studend shoice of wherdo study. On the other hand, the ratio of those who held a
similar opinionreache®5% in the UKand 94% inPoland and Latvia. The proportion of those who

fistronghdo b e |

i eved that

student s

théqoatitg a reputatonm othe t o

stu

institution varied notably between individual countries (differences up to 44 percentage points). For
example, more than half of interviewees in Bulgaria (62%), the UK (56%), Cyprus (52%) and Latvia

(51%) stronglyemphassed the role o n

students in Finland and Sweden (both 18%), and Spain (19%) did the same.

Students choose where to study on the basis of the quality

institution and its
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In all of the surveyed countries, at least half of the respondents stated that factors sgelias |

friends and cost were considered in choosing where to study. Feelings that considerations other than
the quality of higher institutions were important in decisioaking were most prominent in Poland
(89%), Ireland (85%) and Luxembourg (84%). Thisposition found the lowest level of support in

Malta and Estoniabpth58%), Hungary (61%) and Croatia (64%)ght of thell countries showing a

low level of supportvere among those who joined the Union in the 20614 period.

The ratios of those o strongly agreedhat location, friends and cost were at the bassstfidends
choice of where to study ranged between 12% in Finland and 44% in Ir&axgnts in Greece
(41%), Spain (39%) and Poland (37%) wémet behind Ireland in givingtrong supportto this

opinion.
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Students choose where to study on the basis of other factors, such as location, friends,
cost, etc.
Total agree m Strongly agree
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Q3. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, O0Total agreed =0Strongly agr

Looking att he percentages of student s Watstudenisthdde r fi st
sufficient information to make a choidbe individual countries showegliite large variationdNhile

four in five students in the UK (82%), Estonia (81%) and the Czech Republic (80%) agreed that such
information was sufficient, just a third of students in Grdelteahe same wa33%).

Students have enough information to choose where to study

100 - Total agree | Strongly agree

82
75 81 80 79 76

80 -

73 75 72

69
65 66
64 60 63 59 77 60 59
60 55 52 55 53 54 55 54

49
41 44

40 33

20 A

N~
i
n

i

N © o™ o
o~ ~ 3 39
X W o x o w
[%2] n T + v 30’)%

FI
LT
PT

DE

IT

| [ 1
z 2% 1]

DK
ALL

Q3. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondent
%, oO0Total agreedo =0Strongly agr

Having in mind all six stateents discussed in this chapter, opinions about the role of independent
reports on the quality of universities atigeir programmes showed the least variation between
students in individual countries (the maximum difference wape2dentage points if weonsideed

the Astrongl y argspansesand 26 percemtage poatg if wadyoconsideed the
Astrongangwera gr ee o0

Independent reports on the quality of universities and programmes were considered extremely helpful
by half of the studas in Romania, the UK and Icelaiid50%51% of the interviewees in these
countriesstrongly agreedhat such reports were useful in the decisimaking process. The least

likely to stronglybelievein the propositiorwere respondents in Denmark (25%), Metherlands and
Belgium (both 27%) and Turkey (29%30oughly twethirds of students in Belgium (68%) and Turkey
(69%) agreed that such independent reports would tlem to decide whereto study, and
approximatelyd in 10 respondents in the UK and Podli®2%), Romania, Slovenia and Polaad (

89%) held a similar opinion.
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Independent reports on the quality of universities and programmes would help
students to decide  where to study
Total agree m Strongly agree
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Q3. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
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%, O0OTotal agreed =0Strongly agr

Fifty-four percentof students in Romania and just 6% of those in Finland strongly agreed that
universitiesé perfor maswehoaseawhére ta guly; comsiddring alhsx | p
statements, these results showed one of the highest variations betugsmtsgiving the strongest

levels ofsupport- a difference of 48 percentage points. Malta and the UK (both 58dBulgaria

(46%), were the clos# to Romania in terms of supporting performance rankilmgsontrast, besides
Finland, examples of countries where less thanfifilie of interviewees strongly believed that
universitiesé perfor manc e -makinglprocess serewssvedend(12%)e | p
Denmark (14%), the Netherlands (16%) and Norway (18¥en thepercentageof total agreement

on performance rankings were examingte same two countries (Romania and Finla®®% and

36%) were found at the extreraads ofthe distribution

Performance rankings of universities and programmes would help students to choose
where to study
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Q3. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondent
%, O0Total agreeo =0Strongly agr

The active role of students in quality reports and rankisfgblEls garnered the most support in
Slovenia (61% strongly agreed and 93% strongly or rather agreed), Slovakig2@56Y@and Romania

(54% 89%). On theother handonly 11% of students in Finland strongly agreed and 46% of the
respondents in the same country strongly or rather agreed that students should be involved in quality
reports and rankings. Considering all six propositions, theseseshdwed the highest variati¢s0
percentage pointd)etween individual countriegiving the strongestievels ofsupport. In addition to
Finland less thana third of students in several countrisgongly supported the involvement of
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students in qualityeports and rankings: Italy (30%), the Netherlands, France and Belgium (all 31%),
Latvia and Lithuania (both 32%).

Students should be involved in quality reports and rankings
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In this subchapterthe attentionturns torespondents whdated that thegtrongly agreedvith the six
statements otthe quality and transparency of HEIs and the differences betweendetiographic

groups.

Firstly, respondentaged 180 were more likely than the over 24 yeddls to strongly agree that
studets choose a university based ongtglity or reputation (40% vs. 35% for those over 24)he
same view was held by more ptime students at the Masters level (46% vs. 3% for all other
types of student). Slightly fewer respondents who were ihitireer educatiorsystem for at least four
years strongly supported the role of quality or reputation of an HEI than thodeagommpletedwo

years (36% vs. 40% for two yeargpoking atfields of study, we found that medical students were
more likely tha n

some

of

t hei

r

counterparts to
the basis ofa studends choice of where to study (for example 41% vs. 35% of students in other
humanities, or 36% of respondents in teacher training or othaal soignces)For more details, see
Table 11b in the Annex.

consi

When choosing where to study, factors suchoaation, friends or costwere emphased slightly
more by respondents who had been on their course for two to three years than lshthbad only
been in thehigher educatiosystem for one year (29% vs. 25%). Students in thesfa#léngineering,
business and economic studies, as well as medicalentswere less likely than most of their
counterparts to strongly agree that factors other thatitgof the HEI were important in the decision
making process (26% vs. 3688% in all other fields except teacher training and other hard sciences).

For more detailsee Table 12b in the Annex.

Part-time students seemed more likely than-fufle ones @ strongly agree thattudents were in
possession of sufficieninformation to enable them tochoose where to study(32%-34%% vs.
24%%27% of full-time students)Studentswho had completed fowr five yearsgave less support
than who had only completech@year (25% vs. 29%)Overall, he differences betwedhe varous
areas of study were not that high; information on where to sthdwever,seemed to be less
problematic for students in the field of other humanities than for those in thedfdihglages, law,
andother social or hard sciences (30% vs. 25% of those in the fields mentiBaed)ore detailsee
Table 13b in the Annex.
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Teacher trainingstudentsplaced less emphasis than some of their counterparts on the need for
independent reports onthe quality of HEIs in the decisionmaking process. For example, while
35% ofsuchstudents strongly agreed with the important rolendependenteports,that was true of
39%41% of student# fields such as health studies, other hard sciences or figsdiusiness and
economic studieg-or more detailsee Table 14b in the Annex

The over 24 yeaolds were the least likely to strongly believe thrformance rankings of
universities and programmeswould be of helgn choosingan HEI (27% vs. 32%35% of all other
agegrous). Student®n a Masters programnsipported this proposition in lower proportions than
those in the third cycle (32% vs. 37% of Doctorate lestatlenty While teacher trainingtudents
were less appreciative of performance raggiof universities and programmes, more students in the
fields of business and health studies considered thdrauseful (29% vs. 34%}or more detailsee
Table 15b in the Annex

The involvement of students in quality reports and rankingswas stronglysupported by slightly
more respondents who had been in higher education for three years than interviewead lden on
their course foreitherone or five years (44%nd40%, respectively. We found that students in the
field of health studiegave mossupport to th@otential involvemenof studentsn quality reports and
rankings (47%% vs. 38%43%% in all other fields)ror more detailsee Table 16b in the Annex
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4. Mobility and Recognition

The survey asked students about mobility issues sughlaas to study in another country and
obstacleghat might prevent (or have prevented) them following such a patiddition, they were

asked for their views on a range of statements (sutheascognition of shorstudy periods abroad,

the ECTS credipoints system and thgreaterinvolvement of business in higher education) related to

the recognition of various higher education modules and ways in which programmes could be adapted.

4.1 Studying abroad
4.1.1 Planning to study abroad

Asked if they planedto pursue part
of their studies in another country, th

majority of higher educatiorstudents Ves _ 33
in the 31 countries covered by thi

survey said thejnador prEViOUSthad No, have already studied abroad . 7

an intention to study abroad (53%

the sum of those who declared the Applied but was not selected Iz

intentionto study in another country
(33%)’ who stated that they hac No, planned to, but then gave up - 11

planned to, buhad given up (11%)

who hadalready studied abroad (7% NO: never planned to study abroad _ 41
andwho hadapplied buthadnot been SKINA .

selected (2%). 6

Planning to study abroad

Had an intention
to study abroad:
53%

Q4. Are you planning to pursue part of your

Two-fifths of respondents stated the e oan: allaspondents
they had never planned to study

abroad (41%). A proportion of 6% of respondedtd not answer the question asvitietherthey
would pursue part of their studies in another country.

The individual country resultshowedlarge variations in the proportion of those who declared their
intertion of doing part of their studies in another counffjrose most likely to have this in mind were
students in higher education in Luxembourg (71%) and Cyprus (58%). In all other countries, less than
half of the interviewees were planning to study abrsadgingfrom students in Poland (12%) and
Croatia (18%) to just under half (48%) of higher education students in Turkey.

Students in Croatia (68%), and Poland (62%) were the st likely to say thepad never planned

to study abroadOther countriesvhere more than half of those interviewrsatl never planned such a
movewere Sweden and Finland (both 56%), Romania (54%) and Portugal (53%). At the other end of
the distribution, students in Luxembourg (1%), Cyprus (18%) and Iceland (21%) were thikébast |

to dismiss the idea of pursuing part of their studies in another country.

Almost a quarter of respondents in Lithuania had abandoned their plans to study abroad (23%).
Relatively higher ratios of students who had given up any plans to study inearmaotuntry were

found in Slovakia, the Czech Republic and Austria (all 16%), the Netherlands, Germany and Belgium
(all 15%). No respondent in Luxembourg had abandoned their plans once they had decided to study in
another country.

Students in Luxembourgeve also the most likely to say they had alrestddies abroa(27%). In the

other surveyed countries, this proportion varied between 1% in Bulgaria, Greece, Romania, Slovenia
and Croatia, and 19% in Belgium. The ratio of respondents who had appliediycabroad but had

not been selected was as high as@%in the Czech Republic, Estonia and Belgium.
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Planning to study abroad

mYes No, have already studied abroad Applied but was not selected
No, planned to, but then gave up m No, never planned to study abroad DK/NA
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Q4. Are you planning to pursue part of your studies in another country ?

%, Base: all respondents, by country

A comparison of theountry results fothose whohad (or hadhad an intention to study abroad
comparison to thosehw had ever planned tao this showedthat students in Luxembourg were by
far the most likely to havladtheintention to pursue part of their studies in a different country (98%;
45 percentage points above the average for all countries); only 1%haaithéy never planned to
study abroad.

Intentions to go abroad for higher education purposes eddfor had been held)y over twathirds

of respondents in Cyprus (74%), Germany and Belgium (both 68%); between 18% and 32% of
interviewees in these cotries never considered studyialgroad In sharpcontrast, less thaathird of
students in Poland and Croatia intended to pursue part of their studies in a different countr2924%
percentage points below the average for all countriaad 32%, resgctively); a majority of 68% in
Croatia and of 62% in Poland never plantegtudy abroad. Other examples of countries witeee
intentions to study abroad were quite low were Sweden (36%) and Romania (42%).

Planning to study abroad

®m Had an intention to study abroad No, never planned to study abroad DK/NA
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Q4. Are you planning to pursue part of your studies in another country ?
%, Base: all respondents, by country

page27



Flash Eurobarometer N° 260 i Students and Higher Education Reform Analytical Report

4.1.2 Planning to study abroad; socio-demographic analysis

The answers on whether respondents had plammeabt to pursue part of their studies in another
country varied significantly by socidemographic segment¥.ounger students and those who had
spent feweyears in higher education were more likely tgoksnning to pursue part of their studies

in a foreign country: 43% of the 180 yearolds vs. 30% of those aged-23 and 21% of the over
25 yearolds; 44% of those who had completae year vs. 27% of theswho had completefibur
years and 21% of those who had compldieel years or more. Bachelor/first cycle degree students
were also likely to say they planned to study abroad (27%) vs.2B2&of all other types of student.

The older students were mofh@able to say they hadlready studied in another country (for
example; 15% of those over 24 vs. 2% of those agezDL8Bachelor level respondents were the least
likely to have been abroad for higher education purposes (5% v2088@among all other tygg
Considering the period of time spent in higher education, the greater the number aoyealeted

the more likely was the respondent to have already studied abroad (16% fiive@yearscompleted

vs. 3%12% of all othestudens).

Respondentiyplans to pursue part of their studies in another country also varifeldyf study. For

example, languagestudents were morkable than their counterparts to have planned studies abroad

(45% vs. 27%39% of all other fields) or to have already studibdoad (13% vs. 698% of all other
fields). The respondentdés area of study did not
abandon plans to study in a foreign country; exceptions were medical and language students (both
8%), whereas students in ather fields were in the range 1028%. Students following health

studies (e.g. nursing qualifications) and teacher training courses were those most likely to say they had
never considered studying abroad (48086 vs. 27%45% in all other fields).

For nore detailsplease see Table 17b in the Annex.

4.1.3 Obstacles to the ambition of studying abroad

Interviewees who had abandoned the  pjanning to study abroad
plans to study in another country ar
those who had never planned to do
were asked whether various issilesich
as a lack of funds, language barriers
recognition difficulties, etc. T had

'Plan to study abroad' or
'have already studied
abroad' or ‘applied but
was not selected'

42
represented obstacles to any plans tt = Planned to, but then gave
may have had to study abroad. up' or 'never planned to
study abroad'
The most frequently mentioned obstac DK/NA
was a lack of funds; a majority of 61%
of those who abandoned plans simdy 6
abroad or who had never thought « .
. . - Q4. Are you planning to pursue part of your
taking such a course of action said la studiesin another country 2

%, Base: all respondents

of funds had been aery big or big
obstacleto their ambition to pursue part of their higher education in another country (30%laekd
of funds had been\zery big obsicle; 31% said it had beentag one). Roughly a third of respondents
considered that the absence of financial means \was# obstacle or no obstacle at &46%).

Somewhat behind in importance (23 percentage poiatgjuage barriers represented theesond
most frequently mentioned obstacle to any ambitions to study abroad: overall, 38% of students
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mentioned language barriers as an obstatio saw this aseery big obstacland 23% felt it was a
big obstacle Two-thirds (59%) of students who hadheir given up or not considered studying abroad
said language barriers representetnall obstacle or no obstacle at.all

Difficulties in obtaining recognition for study periods spent abroad(36%) as well as lack of
information about opportunities to study abroad (35%) werevery big or bigimpediments for
approximately on¢hird of respondents. The abem@ntioned two issues representesirall obstacle

or not an obstacleat all for, respectively,54% and 59% of students. Oire 10 students who
abandoné their plans to study abroad or who had never planned to do so could not say if the
recognition of study programs had been an obstacle (10%).

Roughly a quarter (28%) of students who were asked this question sadifféhent quality of
education abroadas anobstacle(8% perceived it as @ery big obstacle20% as aig one). Six out
of 10 respondents considered that the different quality of education abroad wasjadt@bstacle or
not an obstacle at atb their aim of studying in a foreign couni(i§3%).

Students in higher education with no plans of going abroad for edualgiimposes (because they had
abandoned the idea or because they had never planned to do so) least frequently blamed their
professors/teachers for not encouraging them tovifodoch a path. For example, overall, just one in

five respondents (22%) said thheir university professors had not encouraged mobilityand that

this hadbeena very big or big obstacl¢éo their ambition to study abroad, while tthirds said this

had ben asmall obstacle or no obstacle at 86%). One in 10 students (11%) could not say if this

had been the case.

Slightly over half of respondents whtad never planned to study in another country, or iaad

abandoned such plarsidany of the issueBad beenafiver y bi g obst ac(544. t o th
A quarter of respondents from the abawentioned group considered one of the six issues in the
surveyto bea very big obstacle (26%), 128aidtwo of these issudsad beerwery bigbarriersto ther

goal of taking courses in a differesduntry, and 9% mentioned three or more.

Obstacles to the ambition of studying abroad

m Very big obstacle Big obstacle Small obstacle  ®No obstacle at all DK/NA
Lack of funds 31 19 4
Language barriers 23 32 4
Lack or difficulty to ob;;ajznrte;:l;)r%rggon for study periods 25 29 10
Lack of information on the opportunities to study abroad 24 31 6
The different quality of education abroad n 20 33 8

The professors/teachers in my university do not encourage
mobility

Q5. Please tell me whether the following issues represented a very big, big, small,
or no obstacle at all to your ambition of studying abroad ?
%, Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

H

Comparingcountryresults, students in Turkey led the pack in considering that a lack of opportunities
to study abroad, difficulties related recognition of study periods spent abroad, language barriers and
a lack of encouragemefrom their professors were all serious obstaclethéir plans to studgibroad.

On the other hand, no students in Luxembourg saw the different quality of edudatanl, language
barriers or professors who did not encourage mobility as obstacles to studying in a different country.
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Over half of the students who abandoned their idea of studying abroad dradthever planned to
take this option in Turkey (60%), Rogal and Poland (both 56%), and Romania (54%) saithtte

of information about opportunities to study abroadhad beeravery big or big obstacle than. On
the other hand, less than one in five respondents in Ireland (9%), Finland (13%), Norwayiiti4%)
Sweden (19%) saw this as an obstaetey( big or big) Lack of information wasot at all an obstacle
for approximately half of respondents in Denmark (53%) and Sweden (51%).

Lack of information on the opportunities to study abroad

m Very big obstacle Big obstacle = Small obstacle m No obstacle at all DK/NA
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Q5. Please tell me whether the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or
no obstacle at all to your ambition of studying abroad ?
%, Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad, by country

Considering all six issues that could H¥stacles, we observed the largest variation between individual
countries in regard to a lack of funds and language barriers (bearing in mind that the ratios of those
who said that these two represented a very big or big obstacle, differences betweésscmaatned

61 percentage points). For example, in Romania and Bulgaria, 83% of students who abandoned their
plans to study in another country or who had never had such planslaeidad funds represented a

very big or big obstacleon the other handugt 22% of such students in Norway had a similar
problem. Apart from Romania and Bulgaria, Poland recorded the third highest overall ratio of
respondents mentioning financial restrains (79%). Half of such students in Bulgaria and Portugal said
a lack of funds was avery big obstacleo the idea of taking courses in another country (both 52%).
After Norway (22%), the least likely to mention a lack of funds agrg big or bigimpediment to

their ambition of studying abroad were students in Sweden (26%gnitand Denmark (both 31%).

The highest proportion of those wisould not or would nosayif funding was a problem for them

was seen in the Czech Republic (16%).

Lack of funds

m Very big obstacle Big obstacle = Small obstacle m No obstacle at all DK/NA
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Q5. Please tell me whether the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or
no obstacle at all to your ambition of studying abroad ?
%, Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad, by country
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In 5 of the 31 countries surveyed, we saw that for halhore of students without plans to study
abroad (because they abandoned them or nevaartypdhelack or difficulty to obtain recognition

for study periods spent abroadwas avery big or big obstaclehese countries were Turkey (59%),

Spain (57%), Polad (53%), Bulgaria (52%) and Romania (50%). At least thresmters of
respondents in Finland (82%), Denmark (76%), and Luxembourg (75%) said recognition for study
periods in a foreign country wassmall obstacle or not an obstact all. The highest rats of
interviewees who didnot know how to evalwuate t
Ireland (25%), the UK (23%) and Norway (21%).

Lack or difficulty to obtain recognition for study periods spent abroad

m Very big obstacle Big obstacle = Small obstacle m No obstacle at all DK/NA
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Q5. Please tell me whether the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or
no obstacle at all to your ambition of studying abroad ?
%, Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad, by country

In all countries but one (Poland), less than half of such studentsle@uthe different quality of
education abroadto be avery big or big obstacléo their hopes of studying abroad. For example, the
lowest proportions of those who mentioned varying qualities of education ryahig or big
obstacle were recorded lruxembourg (0%), Finland (11%) and Norway (12%); the highest such
ratios were seeh besides Poland in Portugal (46%), Cyprus, Malta and Turkey (all 38%). Students
in Poland were the most likely to see this particular issuevasyabig or bigobstaclg51%).

The different quality of education abroad

m Very big obstacle Big obstacle = Small obstacle m No obstacle at all DK/NA
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Q5. Please tell me whether the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or
no obstacle at all to your ambition of studying abroad ?
%, Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad, by country

As mentioned earlier, the largest variations between countries condbmmeadsue oflanguage
barriers (and a lack of funds). There was a difference of 61 percentage points between the highest and
lowest ratios oktudents who declared that language difficulties representery dig or big obstacle

to their ambition of studying in another country (the highest rate in Turkey: 61% vs. the lowest in
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Luxembourg: 0%). Besides Turkey, other countries in which the iapdrrespondents pointed out
language barriers as @efy big or big obstacle were Spain (56%), Portugal (55%), Poland (52%) and
Ireland (50%). On the other hand, less than a fifth of thesgondentsvho abandoned/never had the
idea of studying abroadoted language difficulties asvary big orbig obstacle in Luxembourg (0%),
and all of the Nordic countrieNorway (10%), Denmark (15%), Finland (16%) and Sweden (18%).

Between a quarter and a third of such students in Bulgaria (25%), Cyprus [28%ey (29%) and
Portugal (32%) emphasised that langueajated problems prevented them studying abroad (language
was avery big obstacle This was not the case in Denmark, Iceland and Luxembourg: roughly half of
them foundno obstacle at alrelated tolanguage (55%, 53%, and 50%, respectively). Students in
Cyprus (19%) and the UK (14%) were the most liketyt to sayif language barrierbiad beeran
obstacle.

Language barriers

m Very big obstacle Big obstacle = Small obstacle m No obstacle at all DK/NA

100 -
14 14410 15
19 21 25 20 27 16 20 26 50
80 37042
27814 36
60 -
40
19
23 *¥ 23 22 17 20

31 26 25 27 22

27 28 23
20

13 13 13 13

0 - "I_rl:lT-A,j:
@x O = 4 4 x N —= > a4 L - w w w -
FORaed@@EE00E8082adk2¢s0e8nI 522

Q5. Please tell me whether the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or
no obstacle at all to your ambition of studying abroad ?
%, Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad, by country

The ratio of those who said thatlack of encouragement to stdy abroad by their university
professorshad beera very big orbig impedimento their hopes of studying in a foreign country
ranged from noespondentén Luxembourg to 42% in Turkey: the lowest variation between countries
considering all of the six iseg surveyed. In Greece (38%), Spain and Portugal (both 36%) we also
found high proportions of respondents who considered a lack of encouragement from professors as a
very big orbig obstacle

For more detailsplease see Tables-28b in the Annex
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The professors/teachers in university do not encourage mobility
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Q5. Please tell me whether the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or
no obstacle at all to your ambition of studying abroad ?
%, Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad, by country

The results show thawvo-thirds of students did not think that a lack of encouragement from professors
had been an obstacle (big or very big) to their ambitions to study abroad. One in 10 did not answer and
one in five (22%) di feel that had been an obstacle.

The country results showed that students in southern (European) countries (Turkey, Spain, Portugal
and Greece) saw a lack of professorial encouragement as a big obstacké2€85%wvhile Finland,
Croatia, Denmark and Beign all had 79%00% of students seeing little or no obstacle. It should be
noted though that in Germany, Cyprus, the UK and Ireland, from35@wof students did not answer

the question.

Other results were that 1 in 8 (13%) of students over 25 and tleersamber of medical and nursing
students did not answer (vs. 11% of students in the EU on average). Just over a quarter (26%) of
engineering students thought that this had been a major obstacle (vs. 22% of students in the EU on
average). Finally, almost bequarters of language students (72%) had seen no major obstacle
relating to a lack of encouragement from professors (vs. 66% of students in the EU overall).

Conclusion: students in the EU saw a lack of encouragement from professors as the ledsttobstac
studying abroad (of the six possible factors mentioiigdkt one in five agreed that it was a barrier.
More students in southern countries mentioned the lack of encouragement as a barrier, as did
engineering students across the EU to an extent, Nmiwever, that students were not asked if
professors did actually offer encouragement to study abroad.

As discussed in this subchapter, students who abandoned their plans to study in another country or
who had never planned to study abroad were ask&eéther six different issués such as lack of

funds, language barriers, recognition difficulties, eteepresented obstacles to their ambition of
studying abroad. Examining the data by different sdeimographic segments, we saw several
patterns.

Theimpact ofageon the opinions as to whethetagk of encouragement to study abroad on the part

of professoravas an obstacle was not as high (20886 for all age groups) as was the case in the
other issues surveyed. For all other issues, the over 25lgEsawere significantly less likely than

their counterparts to think that they had difficulties (e.g.: 51% thought lack of funds was a problem vs.
62%-65% for all other age groups).

Scarcity of information about the opportunities to pursue higher edurcatialies in another country

was seen as a very big or big obstacle most frequenthahliytime students at the Masters level

and least frequently by thostudyingat a Doctorate level (39% and 30%, respectively). In addition,
respondents who were pdirhe Masters students were more likely than other types of students to see
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a lack of fundsthe different quality of education abrgadndlanguage barriersas very big or big
barriers to their intention to study abroad (e.g. 47% said language barriszserdpd a serious
obstacle vs. 27989% for all other types of student).

Results byfield of study showed that engineering students were often more likelydtrarstudents

to agree thatack of information about the possibilities of studying abr@aml a lack of funds
represented very big or big obstacles to their ambition to study abroad; this was particularly true in
comparison with medical students: 39% of engineering studeditsaated alack of informationas a
problemvs. 29%of medical students$s5% of engineering students noted a lack of funds vs. &5%
medical students. Medical and law students more frequently mentionedetitanition issues
prevented them from going to another country to study (40% vs. 32%37% of students in all

other fields). Thedifferent quality of education abroagdas seen as a very big or big barrier by
medical and engineering students (33286 vs. 24%29% of students in all other fields). Engineering
students and those in other hard sciences were more likely thstnofntheir counterparts to say
language barriergepresented an obstacle to studying abroad (41% vs:328%cof students in all

other fields). As for the role of professors (not giving sufficient encouragement), there were fewer
differences; for examplehe highest such variation was noted between language and engineering
students: 18% and 26%, respectivall/these studentsonsidered that a lack of encouragement from
their professors had had an impact on their plans to study in another country.

For nore detailsplease see Tables-28b in the Annex.
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Table 4. Obstacles to the ambition of studying abroad (% sum of fivery big obsifibigc
obst acl e o -demograpb cid variables )

5 e8s £, ~ 78
53 25" 3% g g £
© = 32 o = ) o Q

Base: those who planned to but then gave. E § 5 ) ;E’ 53 g© 5 @ = g

or those whohad neve planned to study g ég § ° § 5 % é ﬁ S o
= g9 = == 2 £ © =) S22

abroad 589 5 °c.% TS g 325
§25 % §E5c ¥ £ e2§:ss
a5 ® | J0 0 ® F © 4 F2S0o

ALL 35 61 35 28 37 23

AGE

18- 20 37 64 37 31 41 22

21-22 38 65 38 30 39 25

23-24 36 62 36 29 38 23

25 + 28 51 31 23 31 20

LEVEL OF STUDY

Bachelor/first cycle 36 62 35 29 39 23

Master/second cycle 34 60 37 27 35 23

Doctorate/third cycle 30 57 35 29 27 25

Part-time/further education at BA -level 35 65 33 28 39 23

Part-time/further education at MA -level @ 39 71 37 37 47 25

NUMBER OF FINISHED YEARS

1 34 61 34 30 38 22

2 37 64 36 30 39 22

3 36 63 37 28 39 23

4 34 59 35 26 35 22

5+ 32 55 33 26 32 25

FIELD OF STUDY

Engineering 39 65 37 32 41 26

Business and economic studies 35 63 36 29 39 23

Languages 37 61 34 26 23 18

Law 33 56 40 28 34 24

Teacher training 34 61 37 25 35 21

Medical Studies 29 55 41 34 35 25

Health studies incl. Nursing 34 58 32 26 36 21

Other social sciences 37 60 35 29 36 24

Other hard sciences 35 63 33 24 41 20

Other humanities 31 58 32 26 36 19

Q5. Please tell me whether the following
ambition of studying abroad:

issues repe#ed a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all to you
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4.14 Recognition of short study periods abroad

Students in higher education in the surveyed countries were asked about the recognition of short study
periods in adifferent country. Twethirds of respondentstrongly agreed or rather agredtiat such

periods of study were in most cases fully recognised by the home university upon return (67%). One

fifth of studentsdisagreed( 20 %) and one i n Y& theaewere prdbtéms witto ul d n 6
recognition of temporary study periods abroad.

In all countries, at least half of higher educatstudentdbelieved that short study periodsroadwere

in most cases fully recognised by their home universities upon rd@tuerlowest figures in agreement
(strongly or rather agreed) were seen in Sweden (50%), Croatia (51%), Hungary and Germany (both
53%) and Austria (54%). Respondents in Slovenia were the most likely to agree that the recognition of
courses taken abroad wasetra problem (87%)followed by students in Luxembourg (83%) and
Cyprus (82%).

Recognition of short study periods abroad

| Strongly agree Rather agree Rather disagree ® Strongly disagree DK/NA

Short study periods abroad are in most cases fully 29 38 1 3 14
recognised by the home university upon return

Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following stat ements?
%, Base: all respondents

Short study periods abroad are in most cases fully recognised by the home university
upon return
100 - Total agree | Strongly agree
87
82 83
77 77 78
80 1 871 727172 71 74
70
68 [ 65 43 65 68 7 67 68 ., 68 g5 s 65 66
60 - 54 51 | 53 5o 53

40 4

20 A

[To) ~ V) oo © < N
o < ™ (3] 5] (32} 139 3\ NI
a — w o o O ¥ w o - X g N J F 0O FE x - ww
n oY E 2 o L a F L o 2 O w & E 3 % J ot oao w3 % > % »n A
Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, oO0Total agreedo =0Strongly agr

An examination of t he 0 srespanseyy spciodempagramhic grougs r at h
showed that, whin agegroups, students agdd-20 were more convinced of tieo me uni ver si t
recognitionof short study periods abro&d0% vs. 64%of the over 25 yeaolds). A similar trend was

seen betweerparttime students in further education at the Bachelor degree level with their
counterpds in full-time education (59% vs. 6770% of all fultime students). Language students

were the most likely to state that there were no problems with short study periods in another country as
they were fully recognised upon return by the home univefg8d9o vs. 64%/70% of students in all

other fields).

For more detailssee Table 24b in the Annex
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4.15 Inclusion of a short study period in another country as an integrated part of studies

The inclusion of a short study period in another countrygiated into all study programmes was
supported by a majority of 649%tfongly agreed or rather agregaf students in higher education.
Approximately 3 in 10 responderdsagreed32%).

The country datashowed thatwvhile approximately fouiin five students in Romania, Cyprus and
Turkey (all 82%), Bulgaria and Slovakia (both 80%) strongly or rather agreed that all study
programmes should include integrated courses abroad, only 3 in 10 respondents in Finland and
Sweden (30%) and two out of five in Denmaieed (40%).

Inclusion of a short study period in another country as an integ rated part of the
studies
| Strongly agree Rather agree 1 Rather disagree ® Strongly disagree DK/NA

All study programmes should include a
short study period in another country as an 34 20 4
integrated part of the studies

Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following stat ements?
%, Base: all respondents

All study programmes should include a short study period in another country  as an
integrated part of studies
100 - Total agree m Strongly agree
79 82 7380 82 7980 82 7
80 - 7171 7169 68 |+ 67
65 63 64 64 __ 65 62
59 56 60 56
60 - 54
49 49

40

401 30 30

20 4

o o N 0
@ ® o N
L = — N 0
m‘—)ai_. (@] w

LU
IE
HU
Sl

w
i g

DK

= W x 4
< Qo> Zz

o
I

MT
ALL

Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, O0Total agreed =0Strongly agr

An analysis ot h stronly agree and ratharg r e e 0 bpsododempgsaphicegmentshowed

few variations worthy of mention. Students over 24 were less likely than younger ones to support such
an dea (58% vs. 65968% of all other age groups). Students following courses in health studies (i.e.
nursing) were the least likely to consider that their studies should include short periods of education in
a foreign country (56% vs. 72% of language stugents

For more detailssee Table 25b in the Annex

4.2 ECTS credit points

The European Credit Transfer and Accumulation System (ECTS) is a standard for comparing the
study attainment and performancehigher educatiostudents across tielJ and other collaborating
European countries. ECTS credits are awarded for successfully completed s$tudias. mo s t case
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student workloads range from 1,500 to 1,800 hours for an academic year, and one credit corresponds

t0253 0 hourst of work.od

The present survey asked all respondebtsutECTS credit points and whether or not they could be
obtainedbybbh fAmobi l-mobaBhdofisbndents. There were ver.
opinions about the two statements.

Six out of 10 interviewee$60%) strongly agreed or rather agreethat most mobile students
obtained ECTS credit points for their study period abroad and 58%agreedthat most norrmobile

students obtained ECTS credit points for studies completed at their institutionApproximately a
quarter of respondents did not know whether they agreed or disagreed with the twonebtveed
statemets (27% in both cases).

ECTS credit points

u Strongly agree Rather agree [ Rather disagree B Strongly disagree DK/NA
Most mobile students obtain ECTS credit points 24 36 10 B 27
for their study period abroad
Most non-mobile students obtain ECTS credit points 24 34 12 P 27
for studies completed at their institution

Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following stat ements?
%, Base: all respondents

Focusingon the strongestsupport for the two statements under consideration we fougebater

variation between individual countries in regard to the proposttiahfi mo s t-molil® students

obtain ECTS credit points for i es compl et ed at their institut
students obtain ECTS credit points for their stoi
and lowest ratios were 52 and 42 percentage points, respectively). For example, whiteamone

fifths of students in Iceland (59%), Slovenia (46%) and Austria (42%6ngly agreedhat ECTS

credit points were gained for studies completed at the home institution, ledsitha® interviewees

in the UK (7%) and Sweden (9%) had a similamam. The same two countri#¢sSweden and the

UK (in this case with the same percentages)owed the least support for the statement that referred

to the possibility ofobtaining ECTS credit points for study periods in anotleeuntry, Belgium

(49%), Ieland and Malta (both 44%@nd Slovenia (41%) werghe countries with the highest levels

of strong agreement.

Students in Belgium, Slovenia and Luxembourg were the most likely to strongly or rather agree with
both statements. For example, 91% of stusl@anBelgium, 85% in Slovenia and 83% in Luxembourg
agreed that most nemobile students obtained ECTS credit points for studies completed at their HEI,
and over threguarters of interviewees in those countries (strongly or ratigeeedhat most mobile
students obtained ECTS credit points for their study periods abroad (95% in Belgium, 85% in Slovenia
and 84% in Luxembourg).

The lowest ratios of those who stated that ECTS credit points could be obtained for studies completed
at their own institution we found in Greece (36%), Sweden (37%) and Finland (39%). Less than half

of respondents in several countries agreed that most mobile students obtained credit points for courses
taken in another country: Sweden (39%), Germany and Spain (both 42%), NdneayKtand

Greece (all 45%), Finland and Italy (both 48%)

! Source: http://ec.europa.eu/education/lifeldaarningpolicy/doc48_en.htm
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Most non -mobile students obtain ECTS credit points for studies completed at their

institution
100 - o1 Total agree m Strongly agree
85 83
g0 | 76 74
1 67 67
63 65 63 64 o 64
60 1 55 5253 51 5150 52°° 52
45 40 42 59 44 43
40 - 36 37

20 A

N I o Ioe] Te] [To] N -
o1 < g 5] N Y Y N -
= > ¥ N o v uw
9”2%5%&30%m&ogEgggggidgﬁgbft“—wwﬁ
Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, oO0Total agreedo =0Strongly agr
Most mobile students obtain ECTS credit points for their study period abroad
100 - 95 Total agree B Strongly agree
85 g4
80 - 74
71 g9 71 67 . 72 o 66 68
60 61 %° 5g 62 1 55 60 61 58
60 - 52
48 ,. 50 50 48
45 45 42 42 39 45

40

o) oo/l oo N
<t %] 3] 39 |39 —
O 4
w 3 > - Jd v @ x X O |4 — = N - W+~ 7 W 0 W v
a 2 Eno=220%a 5k 2 EED 3 2o ¥R O 8 z E 8 woLasgwon3
Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, O0Total agreed =0Strongly agr

A sociodemographic analysis of titst r on gl y a qgre®eespansedshowed tthateir
regard toage 2324 yearold stulents were more likely than the over 24 yelals to agree thanhost
mobile students obtained ECTS credit points for their studies al{@2% vs. 56% of the over 24
yearolds), and thamost noAmobile students obtained ECTS credit points for studies lebaalpat
their institution(60% vs. 55%0f the over 24 yeaolds).

The least likely to believe that ECTS credit points could be obtained for both studies in another
country and at home wepart-time Bachelorlevel students(49% felt that ECTS credit patis could

be gained for studies abroad: vs. 58%8%6 for all other types of students; 52% thought that ECTS
credit points could be obtained for studies completed at home vs66%%wf all other types of
student).

For more detailssee Tables 26b and 2irbthe Annex
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5. Cooperation

of universities and businesses and

entrepreneurship in higher education

As specified in the final repdrtfor the Best Procedure Projectonducted by the European

Commi ssi onods

Expert Gr oup trepiEneurial mmdsestyeuhgpedple st i mt

in order for he Lisbon strategy for growth and employmsémtsucceedThe role of educatioin
promoting more entrepreneurial attitudes and behaviour is now widely recognised. The 46 Bologna
signatorycountries, whib met in London in May 2004 ecommended greater universégnployer
collaboration in the fields of innovation and knowledge transfer.

This survey therefore,asked higher educatiostudentshow much they would agree with several
statements about the caoption of universities and businesses in the area of entrepreneurship in
higher education. More precisely, it asked about:

A the possibility to undertake work placements in private enterprises as part of a study

programme

the importance of fostering innotian and an entrepreneurial mindset among students and

staff

A
A theprovision of tailormade study programmes for enterprises
A

greaterinvolvement of enterprises in the higher education system.

A large maijority of 87% of
HEIs to foster innovation

surveyed respondents (strongly oeradigreedthatit was important for
and an entrepreneurial mindset among students and staffind that

there should be a possibility to undertake work placements in private enterprises as part of a
study programme. Overall, just 1lin 10 students in higher educatialisagreedwith these two
statements (both 11%). Half of those interviews&mngly supported the idea of work placements in
private enterprises as part of their courses (51%).

Threequarters of intervieweegstrongly orrathe) agreedthat HEIs should provide tailor-made
study programmes for enterprises to help upgrade their workforce(76%), and ondifth of
respondentslisagreed(20%). Of the four issues surveyed, respondents were least likelgreethat
enterprises should be more involved in higher education management, curricula design and
funding (71%). A quarter of intervieweeksagreedwith such an opinion, and 4% did not say whether

they were in favour or not.

Cooperation of universities and businesses and entrepreneurship in higher

education
| |

It is important for HEIs to foster innovation and an
entrepreneurial mindset among students and staff

Strongly agree M Rather agree ' Rather disagree M Strongly disagree  DK/NA

39 8 3

There should be a possibility to undertake
work placements in private enterprises as part of the 36 8 3
study programme
HEIs should provide tailor-made study programmes for
5 4 36 40 14 4
enterprises to help upgrade their work force
Enterprises should be more involved in higher education
) . . 35 36 16 4
management, curricula design and funding
Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following stat ements?

%, Base: all respondents

2Source: Best

Pr o c e dahip ie higher education, espedidiyinAora pr aeear st udi es

Final Report of the Expert Group (Final version March 20@)ropean Commission, Enterprise and Industry

Directorate General.
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5.1 The possibility to undertake work placements
i by country

as part of the study programme

Students in Romania (96%), Belgium (95%), Finland and Luxembourg (both 93%) were the most
likely to be in favour of the possibility of undertaking work placements in private enterpriged a$
their course. On the other hand, students in Denmark (72%), Croatia (73%), Greece and Austria (both

77%) and Germany (79%)ere less convinced

In all countries, at leastthird of higher educatiostudentsstrongly agreedhat work placementsni

in private enterprises

private enterprises as part of their course would be beneficial. Support for thieadbad 7 irl0

respondents in Malta (74%), Romania (71%) and Bulgaria (70%). Examples of countries where a
smaller proportiorstrongly supportedsuch an idea were Derark (33%), the Czech Republic (37%)

and Slovakia (38%).

There should be a possibility to undertake work placements

part of the study  programme
100 192 96 92 93 93 g2 91 91 95
88 88
84
80 73
60 -
40
20
NI N =] Y fe fee] fee] I (el (Is2] [32] I3Y 9N
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Base: all respondents
=0Strongly agr

5.2. The importance of fostering innovation and an entrepreneurial
T by country

mindset among students and staff

Considering the

fi t o t statemeatg, the entallest atiation betwéea countribse
was seen in regard to the question concerning the importance of HEls fostering innovation and an

f

entrepreneurial mindset among students and staff: a 23 percentage point difference between countries

with the highest and the lowest level of agreement (the highest: 97% in Poland and Romania vs. the
lowest: 74% in Croatia). As well as respondents in Poland and Rorsaudants irSlovenia (96%),
Iceland (95%), Portugal and Bulgaria (both 93%) gave highdeskebkupport to the need to foster

innovation and entrepreneurial mindsets.

An examiration of theproportiors of those who were very much in favour of an entrepreneurial

educationshowed a different hierarchy of countrigsor example, thosstudentsleag likely to

strongly agredhat it was important for HEIs to foster innovation and an entrepreneurial mindset were
found in the Netherlands (32%), Denmark (33%), Germany and Estonia (both [B4&@ntrast,
Iceland (73%), Bulgaria (71%), Slovenia and Romagboth 69%)and Malta (67%hadthe highest

levels ofstrong agreemenh favour of fostering innovation and an entrepreneurial mindset.
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It is important for HEIs to foster innovation and an entrepreneurial mindset among
students and staff
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Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents

%, O0OTotal agreed =0Strongly

-made study programmes for enterprises, to help

ir work force

i by country

agr

Students in Poland (93%), Belgium and Malta (both 92%), Romania (91%) and Cyprus (90%) were
most in favour of providing tailemade study programmes for enterprises to help upgrade their
workforces. At the other end of the dibtition were Germany and Austria, where only half of the
students were in agreement (52% and 54%, respectively).

While two out of three respondents in Romania (66%) wemnglyin favour of helping enterprises
to upgrade their workforce through tadmade courses, just 15% of students in Germany strongly
backed thisapproach these results showed a large variation of 51 percentage points between

individual countries. In addition to Germany (walsoh a d |

owest

itot al

mgreeo

five interviewees in Denmark (17%), the Netherlands and Sweden (both 18%), Finland and Austria
(both 19%)strongly agreedhat HEIs should provide tailanade study programmes for enterprises. In
contrast, besides Romania, more than half of students in M#l%a)( Bulgaria (60%) and Cyprus

(54%) strongly believeih the approach

HElIs should provide tailor
their work force
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5.4 The involvement of enterprises in higher education management,
curricula design and funding i by country

In both cased wheher we looked atthe dtotala gr ee d or fi st r othegtegtestagr ee 0
differences between individual country resuwitsre seerwhen we asked whether enterprises should

be involved in thehigher educatiorsystem & 51 percentage points difference in both cases). No

matter which ratios we considered, students in Romania were the most supportive of the idea that
enterprises should be more involvedhigher educatioomanagement, curricula design and funding

(92% Astrongly or rat her a gtheeothdr chand, therbewdes inr o n g |
Ger many were among those who were the |l east supp
agreedo, and only 169 onepnt rongly agreedod with th

The least likely to bestronglyin favour of an increased rold enterprises in théigher education

system were students in Finland and Denmark (both 15%). At the opposite end of the spectrum, close
to Romania, wee Lithuania (57%), Slovenia (56%), Bulgaria and Maltaoth 52%) with
approximately halfor slightly nore, of studentstronglybacking such a role for enterprises.

Considering the fitotal agreeo proportions, high
benefits of an active role for enterprises were fouma addition to Romania in Lithuania (89%),

and Poland, Cyprus and Slovenia (all 86%). Besides Germany, less than half of studeisce

(strongly or rathersupportedthe greaterinvolvement of enterprises in thegher educatiorsystem

(48%).

Enterprises should be more involved in higher education management, curricula
design and funding

Total agree | Strongly agree
1907192 g 86 86 86
82 83 83 °- 83 81 80 80 80
80 - 72 73 72 71 67 66 72 73 76 73 oo
60 - o8 °2 55 60
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Q6. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements ?
Base: all respondents
%, o0Total agreedo =0Strongly agr

5.5 An alysis by socio -demographic segments

Thesociodemographi@analysis ofthéi st r ongl y a gr eratiossimoded thaidrttime agr ee
Bachelor degree studentsvere less convinced than those studying at the Doctorate level and those in
parttime Mastes degree courses that the objectivefasitering innovation and an entrepreneurial

mindset among students and siaffs important (84% vs. 89% of students at the Doctorate level or
parttime Masters students). A greatmle for enterprisesin the higher ducation system was

favoured by more Bachelor level students than those at the Masters level (73% and 69%, respectively).

Compared to students in fields of other humanities studies, those in the area of business and economic
studies gave more support teetidea thaHEIs should provide tailemade study programmes for
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enterprises to help upgrade their workford89% vs. 70% of those in the field of humanities). The
opinions on theole of enterprisein the higher education system varied a good deaiehy 6f study;

for example, engineering students were more in favour of an active role for enterprises compared to
respondents in the fields of languages, medical studies and other humanities (79% of engineering
students vs. 65% in the other three mentibinelds of study).

For more detailssee Tables 281b in the Annex.
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6. Plans after graduation

In conclusion, the survey asked Bachelor and Masters level students about their plans after graduation.

6.1 Future plans for B achelor level students

When_ asked about thei:nostgraduatiop Future plans for BA students

intentions, 50% of students working

towards their first cycle (Bachelor Continue on to a second cycle
. . ! degree (master programme)

degree said they wardd to directly

continue their studies in a second cyc  Findwork and never study again

(MaSterS programme)’ and a total « Find work and resume studies later

I -

Would find

. 0,

43% stated that after graduationgyh on a part-time basis

intencedto find work 2 5 % wo u | DK/NA . 8

wor k and resume t

and 18 %intended tofind work and Q7A. What are your plans after graduation ?

%, Base: BA students

never study againAlmost a tenth of
respondents said theydchot have a clear plan or did not answer the question (8%).

Thecountry datshoweda substanti al var i at iastowhethertacomtswygeonde nt
their studiesafter graduation or tbnd work

Threequarters or more dBachelor levelstudents in Slovakia (81%), Romania (80%), Poland and
France (both 75%) would like continue their higher education to a second cycle deitastérs
programme); only 17921% of interviewees in these countries intsh¢b find work. In contrast,

plans to continue studies were the least common among students in Norway (26%), Sweden and
Finland (both 27%)and Lithuania (28%); a majority of 62%7% in these countries planned to look

for work (Finland and Swederboth 67%; Norway 65%Lithuania and Portugdl both 62%).

Future plans for BA students

H Continue on to a second cycle degree (master programme) Find work DK/NA
100 12 3 3 4 2 3
sghos 8o IS IHE el a tHER Y YmE S
17 17 17 21
80 - 22

25 28
26 31 34 41 40 >
310 g a280 a2 405% 455 45 59 56 62

60 - 62 67 67 65

40 {3l o) 75075
696764

61fl61f60
5656455055852 s 1850850850 faolash a6
20 | 4240839038035 3
2827027026

¥ O J @ > ONEWQ@RO 2 oW 4w N W >SY ¥ X 5 F -+ 7 W
wg:o.u_o—mo<(01—LuzLu%z:n—BLUm_nggp_"’n.E_nu-w%
Q7A. What are your plans after graduation ?

%, Base: BA students, by country

Taking into account the options whether to resume studies later on a-tiaxe basis or not (after

finding work), there was also eonsiderable variation in country data (¢sleechart below)In most
countries,hose who woul d Afi nd weeroknuaberdd byteogdeorwoukdt udy a
Afirst get a job and resume their studies | ater
recorded in Malta (where 47% Bachelor level midents planedto resume their studies later vs. 12%

who plannedto neverstudy again), Lithania (45% vs. 17%), Latvia (36% vs. 9%) and Iceland (28%

vSs. 2%).
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Malta (47%), Lithuania (45%), Portugal (41%) and Norway (40%) thadhighest proportions of

Bachelor levelstudents planning teesume their studies once thegt @ job. In contrast, Belgim

(38%), Turkey (37%), Luxembourg and Sweden (both 34%) had significant numbers of students who
planned tdind work and stop studtyg ongraduation
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Q7A. What are your plans after graduation ?
%, Base: BA students, by country

Finally, more tharl in 10 Bachelor levektudents in Ireland (19%dhe Netherlands (16%), Iceland
(14%), the Czech Republic (13%), Estonia and the UK (12%) were not sure aboupdsteir

gradu

atiorplans.

6.1.1 Analysisof post-graduation plans by socio-demographic segments

The socicdemographicanalysis therfocused onstudentswho intenad to continue on to a second

cycle
and

The inention to study further variesignificantly by age Thosemost likely to have plans toontinue

degreeNlasters programme) vs. those who intshie find work (either inteneldt o i f i

nd

Wor

never stunddf oadgdima, wor kplaamn r &9 umee bsatsu &ioe s

higher education to a second cycle degnese Bachelor levektudents aged 18 (56% vs. 35% of

the over 24 yeanlds). The oldest respondents were trmesbeing themost likely to have the

interti

on tofind work(56% aged 25+ vs. 36%il% of all other aggrours).

The full-time Bachelor levektudents were more likely than those studying-fiar¢ to say that they
would continueon toa Masters programmés1% vs. 39% of pastime Bachelor levektudents). The
interviewees whdnad been irthe higher educatiolsystem for two years at the most were more likely

to plan tocontinue on to a second cycle degrétagters programmedfter graduation(53%-55%
amongthose who had completdd? years compared to 3448% amonghose who had completed
5 years), and those who hadmpletedfive years were the most likely to plan twoking for work

(58%

Thefield of study had a strong impact trefuture plans oBachelor levektudents. For examplieaw

vs. 38%A49% ofstudents who had completed feweaysof study).

studentsvere the most likely to plan wontinue their studies to a second cydaters programme)

(61% vs. 32%b7% of all other field®f study), while those in health studigprimarily nursing)were

them

ost likely to plan téind work(61% vs. 32%b50% of all other field®f study).

For more detailssee Table 32b in the Annex

page46



Analytical Report Flash Eurobarometer N° 260 i Students and Higher Education Reform

6.2 Future plans for Masters level students

As regards second cyci&udents (on a Fyture plansfor M A students
Masters course), 4 in 10 planned 1
continue their studies after graduatic Do athird cycle (doctorate/PhD) - 23

.. . Would do

0
(42%) and a_ _Slmllar _number did nc Do further studies (e.g. another MA) - 17 further
(44%). In additionpne in sevenl(4%) studies: 42%

were undecided about their pos Both of these Is

graduation plans.

Almost a quarter of Masters studen DK/NA - "
had thought of enrolling for a third
CyCIe in order to get a PhD (23%, thi Q7B. After graduation, do you intend to...

. X : d
ratio represented over half of thos. % Base: MA students

planning further studies), while 17% said they would either take another Masters coaseiter
degree. A small number of second cycle sttelaaid they would takboth another Masters course
and a PhD (3%).

The highest proportion of Masters students planningotatinue their studieafter graduation was
recorded in Turkey: 73%57% would take a DoctoratehD; 10% would takeanother Masters
degree 6% would daboth).

Other countries where over a half of Masters students planned further studies were: Estonia (66%),
Bulgaria (63%), Belgium (61%), Slovenia and Malta (both 57%), France (56%), Romania and
Portugal (both 55%), and Greece (54%)contrast|ess than a third of respondents in Cyprus (17%),
Luxembourg (22%), Norway and Finland (both 27%), Denmark (29%) and Sweden (31%) planned to
continue their studies after graduation.

Respondent sé preferences téorfutherMasters colirsee diffieradeby t a k i
county. Masters students were most interegtet s um o f Afdo a third cycl e

ibot h o aDdcterateRhD in Turkey (63%), Greece (54%), Slovenia (43%), Portugal and
Belgium (both 42%), ah Estonia (41%)On the other handylasters students in Bulgaria (48%),
Malta (36%), Spain (29%), Estonia (27%) and Romania (25%) were the most likely to plan further

studies such as another Masters cogré¢ s um of A d o e.d. anothehMaste ss t cuodui resse 0

and Aiboth of theseod)

Future plans for M A students
-Mammmwmmmmmawm = Do further studies (e.g. another MA) Both of these m Neither of these DK/NA
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%, Base: MA students, by country
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Over half of Masters students in Cyprus (83%), Luxembourg (71%), Denmark, Finland and Norway
(all 60%), Sweden (59%), Germany and Slovakia (both 54%) clearly stated thdtdheyt intem to

obtain a PhD or another Masters degree after graduati@spondents in Bulgaria (18%), Malta
(21%) and Estonia (23%) were the least likely to state the same.

The highest proportions of Masters students who were unsure of their plans after grdduteioms
of future study) were recorded in Iceland (32%), Lithuania (27%) and the UK (24%).

6.2.1 Analysis by sociedemographic segments

The likelihood ofplanning further studie¢a doctorate/PhD, or another Masters degree, or both of
thesé decreasewith age:37% of the over 24 yeands vs. 43%b51% of all other age groups planned
further studies.

Similar to Bachelor level students, ftilne Masters studentswere more likely to continue their
higher educationhan partime Mastersstudents (43% v=5%).

Masters students who had been on their course foofgstear were more likely than those who had
completed five years of study to say theiended to stay on in higher educati@i% vs. 39%).

Masters student s 0 therespondentsfiel ofiswdy. For exaraple) enginéeying

students were the least likely to intend to go on to further study: 32% vs. 71% of medical students who
had plango do a Doctorate, another Masters course or both of these
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Table 1a. Right to study in the higher education systemi by country

QUESTION: Q1A. | would like to ask you a few question®n your opinion about the higher education system in

general. Which statement do you agree with more?

% All qualified

students should have

% Only the very best
student should have

Total N the right to study the right to study % DK/NA
ALL 14964 87,6 1,4 0,9
COUNTRY
BN Belgium 500 70 30 0
mm Bulgaria 500 59,2 39,6 1,2
hm CzechRep. 507 64,7 34,9 0,4
i= Denmark 500 93,2 6 0,8
mm Germany 533 93,6 5,6 0,8
== Estonia 502 80,1 18,7 1,2
i= Greece 500 91 7,8 1,2
T= Spain 504 92,3 7,1 0,6
gm France 502 96,2 3,2 0,6
B lreland 521 94 4,8 1,2
B laly 500 93,6 5,6 0,8
Cyprus 250 90 6,8 32
= | atvia 525 91,6 8 0,4
@ Lithuania 501 75,4 23,2 1,4
== Luxembourg 257 93 6,6 0,4
== Hungary 507 79,7 18,9 1,4
B Malta 254 96,1 31 038
== Netherlands 500 96,2 3,2 0,6
== Austria 501 96,8 2,8 0,4
== Poland 506 81,8 17 12
El Portugal 500 89,4 9,6 1
B Romania 500 86,6 13,2 0,2
cam Slovenia 506 96,8 32 0
Em Slovakia 502 79,3 20,7 0
+4—  Finland 500 90,2 7.8 2
E=  Sweden 503 92,8 5 2,2
Bl United Kingdom 581 91 7,4 1,5
== Croatia 500 93,6 6 0,4
Turkey 500 84,8 13,2 2
= Norway 501 94,8 4,4 0,8
Em=  |celand 501 95 3,8 1,2
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Table 1b. Right to study in the higher education system 1 by segment

QUESTION: Q1A. | would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in
general. Which statement do you agree with more?

% All qualified % Only the

students very best
should have student should
the right to have the right
Total N study OR to study % DK/NA
ALL 14964 87,6 11,4 0,9
SEX
Male 6831 87 12,1
Female 8133 88,2 10,9 0,9
AGE
18-20 3256 90,2 9,1 0,7
21-22 5058 86,1 13,3 0,7
23-24 3376 86,2 13 0,8
25 + 3227 89 9,3 1,7
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 88,5 10,6 0,9
Master/second cycle 3570 85,4 13,8 0,9
Doctorate/ third cycle 345 82 16,2 1,7
IF’ei;l/:stl-tlme/further education at BA - 349 87.1 12 0.9
Part-time/further education at MA -
level 210 85,7 13,8 0,5
NUMBER OF FINISHED YEARS
1 2939 89,3 10 0,7
2 4430 87,5 11,7 0,8
3 3385 86,1 13,1 0,8
4 2164 87 11,9 1,1
5+ 2046 88,6 9,8 1,6
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 87 12,1 0,9
Business and economic studies 3035 86,7 12,6 0,8
Languages 694 87,2 11,4 1,4
Law 960 88,8 10 1,2
Teacher training 1282 85,6 12,9 15
Medical Studies 844 85,2 14,5 0,4
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 90,4 8,1 1,6
Other social sciences 1906 88,4 10,7 0,9
Other hard sciences 1660 88,5 10,8 0,7
Other humanities 1282 89,9 9,4 0,7
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Table 2a. Admittance in the higher education systemi by country

QUESTION: Q1B. | would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in

general. Which statement do you agree with more?

% Universities

% Universities should

have the right to

Total N should admit all . % DK/NA
students select studt_ents vv.h|d1
match their profile
ALL 14964 48,3 49,6 2,1
COUNTRY
B 1 Belgium 500 75,8 24,2 0
mm Bulgaria 500 30 66,4 3,6
b= CzechRep. 507 32,9 67,1 0
| Denmark 500 43,2 54,4 2,4
mm Germany 533 48,8 48,2 3
== Estonia 502 33,5 64,3 2,2
= Greece 500 74,6 23,2 2,2
= Spain 504 76,4 21,2 2,4
gm France 502 68,7 29,1 2,2
B lreland 521 57,4 40,1 2,5
Bl 'ty 500 60,4 36 3,6
Cyprus 250 73,6 23,2 3.2
= | atvia 525 45,5 53,3 1,1
@ Lithuania 501 29,5 68,5 2
== Luxembourg 257 58,4 40,1 1,6
== Hungary 507 17 81,3 1,8
J Malta 254 55,9 39,8 4,3
== Netherlands 500 49 49,8 12
== Austria 501 66,7 30,7 2,6
— Poland 506 41,3 58,5 0,2
Bl Portugal 500 46,4 52,2 1,4
B 1 Romania 500 31,6 68,4 0
g Slovenia 506 45,8 53,2 1
Em Slovakia 502 36,3 63,5 0,2
+4—  Finland 500 30,6 67,2 2,2
E= Sweden 503 52,5 42,9 4,6
Sl United Kingdom 581 35,8 59,7 4,5
=== Croatia 500 54,8 44,4 0.8
Turkey 500 55,4 42 2,6
E=  Norway 501 57,9 37,7 4,4
EE=  |celand 501 36,1 61,9 2
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Table 2b. Admittance in the higher education system i by segment

QUESTION: Q1B. I would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in
general. Which statement do you agree with more?

% Universities
% Universities should have the

Total N should admit right to select % DK/NA
all students students which
match their profile
ALL 14964 48,3 49,6 2,1
SEX
Male 6831 48,1 49,9 2
Female 8133 48,5 49,3 2,2
AGE
18- 20 3256 51,4 46,9 1,8
21-22 5058 46,5 51,6 2
23-24 3376 47,7 50,5 1,8
25 + 3227 48,7 48,3 2,9
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 48,6 49,4 2
Master/second cycle 3570 47,7 50,5 1,7
Doctorate/third cycle 345 49 49,3 1,7
Il:;;:;tl-tlme/further education at BA - 349 48.4 47.3 4.3
Part-time/further education at MA -
level 210 51 47,6 1,4
NUMBER OF FINISHED  YEARS
1 2939 46,6 51,7 1,7
2 4430 49,1 48,9
3 3385 49 48,8 2,2
4 2164 47,9 49,5 25
5+ 2046 48,3 49,5 2,2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 43,9 54,3 1,8
Business and economic studies 3035 45,3 53 1,6
Languages 694 56,6 40,6 2,7
Law 960 52,7 45,3 2
Teacher training 1282 54,4 42,7 2,9
Medical Studies 844 39,9 57,7 2,4
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 47,6 50,2 2,2
Other social sciences 1906 52,5 45,1 2,5
Other hard sciences 1660 50,1 48,7 1,2
Other humanities 1282 478 49,3 2,9
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Table 3a. Costs of higher educationi by country

QUESTION: Q1C. | would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in

general. Which statement do you agree with more?

% Student fees are

% Higher acceptable, when
education should combined with
Total N be free of charge grants and loans % DK/NA
ALL 14964 65,2 33,2 1,7
COUNTRY
B 1 Belgium 500 49 51 0
mm Bulgaria 500 52,4 46 1,6
- Czech Rep. 507 69 30,2 0,8
L] Denmark 500 87,2 11,4 1,4
mm Germany 533 70,4 28,3 1,3
= Estonia 502 66,1 33,5 0,4
iI= Greece 500 94,2 54 0,4
= Spain 504 66,1 28,8 52
gm France 502 65,3 33,9 0,8
B lreland 521 73,9 24,2 1,9
i1 Italy 500 49,8 444 5,8
Cyprus 250 81,2 17,2 1,6
== Latvia 525 64,4 34,7 1
= Lithuania 501 49,7 49,5 0,8
= Luxembourg 257 40,1 59,9 0
=== Hungary 507 61,1 37,5 1,4
J Malta 254 81,1 16,5 2,4
== Netherlands 500 37,2 61,2 1,6
== Austria 501 53,3 45,3 14
— Poland 506 71,1 27,3 1,6
Bl Portugal 500 59,8 37,2 3
B Romania 500 67,6 28 4,4
gmm Slovenia 506 80,8 19 0,2
mm Slovakia 502 77,5 22,1 0,4
<4— Finland 500 85,6 14 0,4
Em Sweden 503 63,4 34,8 18
Sl United Kingdom 581 53,2 42,9 4
== Croatia 500 76,4 23 0,6
Turkey 500 85 14 1
m=  Norway 501 51,1 47,9 1
E= Iceland 501 41,7 54,9 3,4
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Table 3b. Costs of higher educationi by segment

QUESTION: Q1C. I would like to ask you a few questions on your opinion about the higher education system in
general. Which statement do you agree with more?

% Student fees
are acceptable,

% Higher when
education combined with
should be free grants and
Total N of charge loans % DK/NA
ALL 14964 65,2 33,2 1,7
SEX
Male 6831 63,1 35,3 1,6
Female 8133 66,9 31,4 1,8
AGE
18-20 3256 65,9 32,5 1,6
21-22 5058 65,2 33,3 15
23-24 3376 66,2 31,8 2
25 + 3227 63,1 351 1,8
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 66 32,4 1,6
Master/second cycle 3570 62,6 35,5 1,9
Doctorate/third cycle 345 59,4 39,1 14
Part-time/further education at BA -
level 349 67,6 31,8 0,6
Part-time/further education at MA -
level 210 75,7 22,9 14
NUMBER OF FINISHED YEARS
1 2939 63,5 34,7 1,9
2 4430 66,9 31,7 15
3 3385 65,6 32,7 1,7
4 2164 66,9 315 1,7
5+ 2046 61,5 36,7 1,9
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 64,7 33,8 14
Business and economic studies 3035 60,4 38 1,7
Languages 694 68,3 29,5 2,2
Law 960 60 38,8 1,2
Teacher training 1282 70,3 27,8 2
Medical Studies 844 66,7 31,5 1,8
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 62,5 35,3 2,2
Other social sciences 1906 66,3 31,8 1,9
Other hard sciences 1660 69,5 29,5 1
Other humanities 1282 67,8 30 2,2
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Table 4a. HEIs should provide more programmes for part-time students i by
country

QUESTION: Q2_A. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements™EIs should provide
more programmes for part-time students (lifelong learning)

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 37 12,4 45,6 321 6,2
COUNTRY
B 1 Belgium 500 1,6 28 61,4 74 1,6
mm Bulgaria 500 34 10,4 41,4 38,8 6
hw CzechRep. 507 4,9 9,1 42,4 40,8 2,8
am Denmark 500 32 12,2 47 24 13,6
mm  Germany 533 41 18 40,5 25 12,4
= Estonia 502 4.6 16,1 52 24,5 2,8
i= Greece 500 9,2 7,8 28 52,8 2,2
I= Spain 504 5,8 4,8 35,9 52 1,6
pm France 502 52 11,2 48,6 315 36
B Ireland 521 2,7 3,5 45,7 40,9 7,3
11 laly 500 2,4 11 45 338 78
Cyprus 250 2,8 8 40 47,6 1,6
= | atvia 525 1 10,7 51,2 335 3,6
@ Lithuania 501 34 10,2 42,5 333 10,6
== Luxembourg 257 0,4 10,9 62,6 22,6 35
== Hungary 507 6,9 19,7 40,8 28,8 3,7
B Malta 254 2,4 51 28,3 60,6 35
== Netherlands 500 34 17 54,8 11 138
== Austria 501 3.4 14,6 355 42,3 4,2
- PoOland 506 2 11,3 54,3 24,9 75
El Portugal 500 0,6 2 49 46,2 2,2
B Romania 500 4.8 19 45,2 27,4 36
g== Slovenia 506 7,7 12,5 47 31,2 1,6
mm Slovakia 502 4 20,5 45 28,9 1,6
4— Finland 500 1,8 23,2 58 13 4
= Sweden 503 4 18,5 49,1 14,5 13,9
Sig  United Kingdom 581 2,2 55 53,4 28,9 10
== Croatia 500 4,6 7 34,6 52,8 1
Turkey 500 54 12 39,4 39,2 4
m=  Norway 501 1,6 13,4 51,7 20,2 13,2
mm  |celand 501 2,4 6,8 38,9 34,7 17,2
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Table 4b. HEIs should provide more programmes for part -time students i by
segment

QUESTION: Q2_A. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements™HEIs should provide
more programmes for part-time students (lifelong learning)

% %
Strongly % Rather 9% Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 3,7 12,4 45,6 32,1 6,2
SEX
Male 6831 4,1 13,6 45,5 30,7 6,3
Female 8133 3,4 11,5 457 33,3 6,1
AGE
18-20 3256 3,6 12,2 49 29,6 5,7
21-22 5058 3,9 12,7 47 30 6,3
23-24 3376 4 13,4 45,5 31,3 5,7
25 + 3227 2,9 11,2 40,2 38,6 7
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 3,8 11,8 46,5 31,8 6,2
Master/second cycle 3570 31 13,5 45 32,4 6
Doctorate/third cycle 345 3,2 13,6 44,3 34,8 4,1
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 6,3 11,5 38,7 35,2 8,3
'\P/laArt_-lz\r?eT/further education at 210 48 12.9 329 448 48
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 3,3 13,5 49 27,2 7
2 4430 3,3 11,8 46 32,7 6,3
3 3385 4,6 11,8 455 32,7 53
4 2164 4 12,8 43,7 33,2 6,3
5+ 2046 3,2 12,7 42,1 35,8 6,2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 4 14,5 45,9 29,1 6,4
Business and economic studies 3035 4,1 131 44,9 32,8 5
Languages 694 3,7 10,4 45,4 34,3 6,2
Law 960 3,8 13,4 43,6 34,6 4,6
Teacher training 1282 3,1 11,2 45,9 35,3 4,4
Medical Studies 844 4,3 14,9 46,4 26,2 8,2
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 2,8 10,5 48,1 30,6 8,1
Other social sciences 1906 3,2 10,4 46,1 34,4 5,9
Other hard sciences 1660 3,9 12,5 45,4 31 7,3
Other humanities 1282 3 11 44,9 33,4 7,6
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Table 5a. HEIs should do more to ensure that a variety of social and cultural
backgrounds are represented at universitiesi by country

QUESTION: Q2_B. How much would you agree or disagree with the followip statements? HEIs should do more to
ensure that a variety of social and cultural backgrounds are represented at universities

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 3,8 12,6 42,3 37,7 3,5
COUNTRY
B0 Belgium 500 2 11 65,2 21,6 0,2
mm Bulgaria 500 2,8 7,8 37,2 50,8 1,4
hw CzechRep. 507 51 21,3 46,5 25,2 18
E=m  Denmark 500 7,8 18,8 41 30,2 2,2
Em Germany 533 2,8 12,8 45,6 34,5 4,3
= Estonia 502 1,6 13,5 48,6 34,3 2
i= Greece 500 6,2 4,4 24,2 63,4 1,8
E= Spain 504 6,5 7,3 35,1 47,8 3,2
gm France 502 2,8 7,6 35,9 52,6 1,2
g1 lreland 521 2,7 7,9 42,6 41,7 5,2
11 laly 500 2,2 9,2 50 34 4,6
Cyprus 250 3,6 8,8 36,8 48,4 2,4
= | atvia 525 3,8 14,7 44,8 33,3 3,4
@ Lithuania 501 1,6 7.8 431 35,7 11,8
== Luxembourg 257 0,4 7.8 55,6 36,2 0
== Hungary 507 5,3 16,6 38,5 38,7 1
B Malta 254 2,8 6,7 28,7 58,3 3,5
== Netherlands 500 7,8 25,4 43,4 17,4 6
== Austria 501 6,2 15,8 37,1 37,5 34
= Poland 506 4,2 12,6 50,6 29,1 3,6
B Portugal 500 1,2 11,8 44,6 37,6 4,8
B Romania 500 1,4 10 44,6 42,6 1,4
g== Slovenia 506 53 3,6 34,2 56,5 0,4
mm Slovakia 502 1 11,4 52,8 32,7 2,2
== Finland 500 8,6 34 41,6 13,4 2,4
Em Sweden 503 6,2 22,1 435 23,7 4,6
Si&  United Kingdom 581 1 8,1 44,2 41,1 55
== Croatia 500 2,8 6,6 334 57 0,2
Turkey 500 1,4 7,6 28,2 61,6 1,2
Bi= Norway 501 34 15,8 53,1 22,4 54
mm  |celand 501 6,2 15,6 37,1 25 16,2
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Table 5b. HEIs should do more to ensure that a variety of social and cultural
backgrounds are represented at universitiesi by segment

QUESTION: Q2_B. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements™MEls should do more to
ensure that a variety of social and cultural backgrounds are represented at universities

% %
Strongly % Rather 9% Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 3,8 12,6 42,3 37,7 3,5
SEX
Male 6831 4,7 14,2 41,8 35,4 3,9
Female 8133 3,1 11,2 42,8 39,7 3,2
AGE
18-20 3256 3,3 11,2 42,7 39,8 3
21-22 5058 3,6 12,5 43,8 36,8 3,2
23-24 3376 3,9 12,2 43,8 36,5 3,6
25 + 3227 4,6 14,4 38,2 38,3 4,5
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 3,6 12,1 41,6 39,2 3,5
Master/second cycle 3570 3,9 12,9 445 34,9 3,8
Doctorate/third cycle 345 2,3 13,9 41,4 40,9 14
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 7,2 14,3 43 32,1 34
’\P/laArt_-lz\r?eT/further education at 210 43 114 45.7 343 43
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 3,9 12,3 42,5 37,7 3,6
2 4430 3,5 12,8 43,7 36,4 3,5
3 3385 3,6 11,9 43,3 38,2 3
4 2164 45 12,6 40,7 38,3 3,9
5+ 2046 4,1 13,7 38,9 39,3 4
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 4,7 15,5 427 33,4 3,8
Business and economic studies 3035 4,1 134 42,5 37,1 2,9
Languages 694 4,2 10,7 38,6 43,8 2,7
Law 960 4,3 11,6 43,8 37,6 2,8
Teacher training 1282 2,2 10 44 40,5 34
Medical Studies 844 4,3 14,3 42,2 35 4,3
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 2,6 11,3 435 37,3 5,3
Other social sciences 1906 3 10,8 42 40,7 3,5
Other hard sciences 1660 4.5 12,5 42,2 37,5 34
Other humanities 1282 3,4 12,3 39,6 40,2 4.4
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Table 6a. Study programmes should focus on teaching specialised knowledge in a
given field of study 7 by country

QUESTION: Q2_C. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statementsStudy programmes
should focus on teachingpecialised knowledge in a given field of study

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 2,8 9,9 38,6 46,7 2,1
COUNTRY
§ 1 Belgium 500 0,2 6,4 73,4 20 0
mm Bulgaria 500 1,2 6 26,6 65 1,2
b= CzechRep. 507 3,7 9,1 43,4 43,4 0,4
E=m  Denmark 500 5 19,8 43,8 23,2 8,2
mEm Germany 533 3 17,8 38,6 39 15
= Estonia 502 2 10 36,9 49,8 1,4
i= Greece 500 14,4 14 21,2 49,8 0,6
EI= Spain 504 5,2 10,3 34,3 46,6 36
gm France 502 6 15,3 41,4 34,9 2,4
il Ireland 521 1,3 6,1 42,2 44,1 6,1
Bl laly 500 3 9,6 39,4 46,4 1,6
Cyprus 250 6,8 18,8 34 37,6 2,8
== Latvia 525 0 3,8 29,1 66,3 0,8
@ Lithuania 501 1,2 6 29,7 62,3 0,8
== Luxembourg 257 1,9 12,8 447 39,7 0,8
== Hungary 507 4,7 12,6 38,5 43,2 1
J Malta 254 3,9 8,3 315 53,9 2,4
== Netherlands 500 1,6 11,4 54 30,4 2,6
== Austria 501 3 16,4 35,3 43,5 1,8
= Poland 506 0,4 51 33,4 60,5 0,6
B Portugal 500 2 15,8 39,4 40,2 2,6
B Romania 500 0,6 7,2 23,6 68,4 0,2
g== Slovenia 506 2,2 9,1 34,8 53,8 0,2
pm Slovakia 502 1,4 5,8 40,2 52,2 0,4
<4— Finland 500 3,8 18,6 46 29,4 2,2
= Sweden 503 14 6 50,7 35,2 6,8
Sl United Kingdom 581 0,5 4,1 43,7 49,9 1,7
== Croatia 500 3,2 4,2 26 66 0,6
Turkey 500 2,4 8,2 26,6 61,4 1,4
E=  Norway 501 1 6,8 51,9 38,1 2,2
mm  |celand 501 18 7,8 38,3 47,1 5

page63



Flash Eurobarometer N° 260 i Students and Higher Education Reform Analytical Report

Table 6b. Study programmes should focus on teaching specialised knowledge in a
given field of study 7 by segment

QUESTION: Q2_C. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statementsBtudy programmes
should focus on teaching specialiseéchowledge in a given field of study

% %
Strongly % Rather 9% Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 2,8 9,9 38,6 46,7 2,1
SEX
Male 6831 3 10,2 38,1 46,9 1,8
Female 8133 2,6 9,7 39 46,5 2,2
AGE
18-20 3256 2,8 8,7 40 46,5 2
21-22 5058 2,9 9,7 37,5 48,3 1,6
23-24 3376 2,6 10,3 39 46,2 1,9
25+ 3227 2,8 111 384 44,7 3,1
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 2,8 9,7 38,1 47,4 2
Master/second cycle 3570 2,5 10,9 39,2 45 2,3
Doctorate/third cycle 345 2,3 7.5 44,3 44,6 1,2
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 3,4 7,4 41,8 45,8 1,4
'\P/laArt_-lz\r?eT/further education at 210 14 8.1 36.2 538 05
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 2,3 9,7 38,8 47,2 2
2 4430 2,7 8,5 39,7 46,9 2,2
3 3385 3 11,1 38,2 46,2 15
4 2164 2,7 9,9 37,5 47,8 2,2
5+ 2046 34 11,3 37,7 45 2,7
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 2,6 9 37,8 48,9 1,7
Business and economic studies 3035 2,3 10,3 37,4 48,4 1,6
Languages 694 2 10,8 41,5 43,1 2,6
Law 960 4,3 10,5 39,6 44,4 1,2
Teacher training 1282 3,2 11,5 38,1 44,8 2,3
Medical Studies 844 2,1 8,6 43 447 1,5
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 2,2 7,5 41,2 46,8 2,4
Other social sciences 1906 3,3 9 37,4 47,7 2,6
Other hard sciences 1660 3,1 9,7 37,4 47,8 2
Other humanities 1282 2,7 12,2 39,4 42,7 3,1
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Table 7a. Study programmes should also include generic competences like
communication skills, teamwork , and learning to learn T by country

QUESTION: Q2_D. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements?Study programmes

should also include generic competences like communication skills, teamwork , and learning to learn (acquire learning
skills for later life)

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 2,2 7,2 34,5 55 1,1
COUNTRY
B 1 Belgium 500 0,2 6,2 62,6 31 0
mm Bulgaria 500 1 5,6 25,8 66,4 1,2
hw CzechRep. 507 32 7.9 39,6 49,1 0,2
2= Denmark 500 3 11,4 37,8 46,2 1,6
Em Germany 533 1,7 10,5 35,1 52,2 0,6
= Estonia 502 2,6 11,2 34,7 49,2 2,4
i= Greece 500 4,6 7,4 19,2 68 0,8
E= Spain 504 5 8,5 32,9 52,4 1,2
gm France 502 3,8 7,2 34,1 54,4 0,6
g1 lreland 521 1,5 6,3 35,9 54,1 2,1
1 ltaly 500 4,2 8 334 53,4 1
Cyprus 250 2 6,4 29,2 61,2 1,2
| atvia 525 1,3 11,4 35,6 50,3 1,3
@ Lithuania 501 0,2 38 36,3 58,3 1,4
=== Luxembourg 257 1,2 6,6 42 49,8 0,4
== Hungary 507 37 14 35,9 45,6 0,8
B Malta 254 3,1 71 19,3 70,1 0,4
== Netherlands 500 1 5 46,2 46,8 1
== Austria 501 2,8 11,4 29,5 54,5 1,8
= Poland 506 0,8 3,2 40,5 55,3 0,2
[ Portugal 500 0,4 5,2 40,2 53,2 1
B Romania 500 0,6 2,4 27,2 69,8 0
g== Slovenia 506 1,6 4,2 27,7 66,6 0
mm Slovakia 502 2 4,8 42,8 50,2 0,2
< Finland 500 1,6 54 33 59,8 0,2
E= Sweden 503 2,4 10,1 44,7 39,2 3,6
Sig  United Kingdom 581 15 7,2 34,8 54 2,4
== Croatia 500 2,8 3,2 17,6 76,2 0,2
Turkey 500 1,4 4,8 22,4 70,6 0,8
E=  Norway 501 2,6 8,8 35,9 51,5 1,2
H= Iceland 501 3,2 7,8 31,5 53,9 3,6
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Table 7b. Study programmes should also include generic competences like
communication skills, teamwork , and learning to learn 7 by segment

QUESTION: Q2_D. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statementsBtudy programmes
should also include generic competences like communication skills, teamwork , and learnitoglearn (acquire learning
skills for later life)

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 2,2 7,2 34,5 55 11
SEX
Male 6831 2,6 8,3 36,6 51,3 1,2
Female 8133 1,7 6,4 32,8 58,1 1
AGE
18- 20 3256 2 6,2 35,5 55,3 1
21-22 5058 2,4 7 34,1 55,4 11
23-24 3376 1,7 8,1 35 54,3 0,9
25 + 3227 2,4 7,7 33,8 54,6 15
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 2,1 6,9 33,8 56 1,2
Master/second cycle 3570 2,3 8 35,8 52,9 1
Doctorate/third cycle 345 2,3 9 37,7 50,7 0,3
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 2 4,9 38,4 53,9 0,9
’\P/laArt_-lz\r?eT/further education at 210 1 71 386 533 0
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 1,9 7,7 33,8 55,2 14
2 4430 2,2 6,1 36,1 54,5 11
3 3385 25 7,3 34,5 54,8 0,9
4 2164 1,7 7,9 334 55,9 1,2
5+ 2046 2,4 8,1 33,5 54,9 1,1
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 2,6 8,2 37,3 50,6 1,3
Business and economic studies 3035 2,1 6,7 32,4 57,8 1
Languages 694 1,7 7,1 334 57,2 0,6
Law 960 3,6 9,4 37,8 48,5 0,6
Teacher training 1282 1,4 5 33,1 59,5 1
Medical Studies 844 1,9 10,4 37,4 49,4 0,8
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 1,2 5,8 35,2 57 0,8
Other social sciences 1906 2 5,2 31,8 59,4 15
Other hard sciences 1660 2,6 7,2 34,9 53,9 1,4
Other humanities 1282 1,6 9,4 35,3 52,7 1,1
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Table 8a. Providing students with the knowledge and competences they need to be
successful in the labour marketi by country

QUESTION: Q2.1_A. According to you how inportant is each of the following purposes of higher education?To
provide students with the knowledge and competences they need to be successful in the labour market (employability)

% Not % Rather
important not % Rather % Very
Total N at all important import ant important % DK/NA
ALL 14964 1 24 22,5 73,6 0,5
COUNTRY
J ] Belgium 500 0 0 6,6 93,4 0
mm Bulgaria 500 0 0,4 13,4 86,2 0
hw CzechRep. 507 3 3,2 28,4 63,9 1,6
am Denmark 500 0,6 2,4 29,6 66,4 1
mm  Germany 533 0,2 54 28,1 66,2 0
== Estonia 502 0,6 3,6 19,5 75,9 0,4
i= Greece 500 34 4 13,4 78 1,2
E= Spain 504 1,8 4,4 28 65,9 0
gm France 502 1,2 2 19,3 76,7 0,8
B Ireland 521 0,6 31 34,5 59,7 2,1
B taly 500 1,2 52 27,4 65,8 0,4
Cyprus 250 0,8 1,2 20,4 77,6 0
= Latvia 525 0 0,4 164 83 0,2
m Lithuania 501 0 0,6 15,4 83,6 0,4
== Luxembourg 257 0 1,9 41,2 56,4 0,4
== Hungary 507 0,6 2,8 229 72,8 1
J Malta 254 3,9 0,8 13,4 81,5 0,4
== Netherlands 500 0,4 3,6 31,4 64,4 0,2
== Austria 501 2 7,4 24,2 66,1 0,4
== Poland 506 0 1,4 30,2 68,4 0
B Portugal 500 0 0,6 26,6 72,8 0
B Romania 500 0,2 0,4 12,6 86,6 0,2
g== Slovenia 506 0,4 1,8 16,6 81,2 0
mm Slovakia 502 2,2 4 26,3 67,5 0
=— Finland 500 0 0,6 16,4 82,8 0,2
Bl Sweden 503 0,2 2,6 26,8 70 0,4
Skg  United Kingdom 581 15 2,2 30,3 65,4 0,5
== Croatia 500 3 1,4 14 81,2 0,4
Turkey 500 1,2 2,2 16,4 79,8 0,4
E= Norway 501 0,4 1,4 28,1 69,3 0,8
Hi= Iceland 501 1,8 2,8 20,2 73,5 1,8
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Table 8b. Providing students with the knowledge and competences they need to be
successful in the labour marketi by segment

QUESTION: Q2.1_A. According to you how important is each of the following purposes of higher educatiorTo
provide students with the knowledge and competences they need to be successful in the labour market (employability)

% Not % Raher

important not % Rather % Very %
Total N at all important important important  DK/NA

ALL 14964 1 2,4 22,5 73,6 0,5
SEX
Male 6831 11 2,9 25,6 69,9 0,5
Female 8133 0,8 2 19,9 76,8 0,5
AGE
18-20 3256 0,9 1,9 20,9 75,9 0,4
21-22 5058 1,1 2,2 21,4 74,8 0,5
23-24 3376 11 2,6 22,9 72,9 0,5
25 + 3227 0,7 3.2 25,1 70,4 0,6
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 0,9 2,2 22,1 74,2 0,6
Master/second cycle 3570 1,1 3 23,4 72,1 0,4
Doctorate/third cycle 345 1,2 2,6 22,6 73,6 0
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 0,3 11 21,2 77,4 0
’\P/laArt_-lz\r?eT/further education at 210 14 2.4 248 71 05
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 0,6 2,5 19,6 76,9 0,4
2 4430 0,7 2,3 22,7 73,8 0,5
3 3385 1,7 2,4 23,9 71,5 0,5
4 2164 11 2,4 22,8 73,1 0,6
5+ 2046 0,8 2,7 23,4 72,6 0,4
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 0,9 2,7 23,9 72,2 0,4
Business and economic studies 3035 14 1,8 20,5 75,9 0,4
Languages 694 0,9 3,2 23,9 71,2 0,9
Law 960 0,7 2,2 22,7 73,2 11
Teacher training 1282 0,8 3,5 234 72 0,3
Medical Studies 844 0,8 2,4 21,9 74,4 0,5
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 0,6 1,7 18,9 78,2 0,6
Other social sciences 1906 1 2,2 22,5 74 0,3
Other hard sciences 1660 0,8 1,6 21 76,1 05
Other humanities 1282 1,2 4,1 27 66,8 0,9
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Table 9a. Enhancing personal developmenti by country

QUESTION: Q2.1_B. According to you how important is each of the following purposes of higher educationTo
enhance personal development

% Not % Rather
important not % Rather % Very
Total N at all important important important % DK/NA
ALL 14964 1,4 6,3 37,3 54,3 0,6
COUNTRY
BN Belgium 500 0 2,2 69 28,8 0
mm Bulgaria 500 0,6 5,6 30,6 63,2 0
b= Czech Rep. 507 1.4 5,9 47,5 43,6 1,6
Em Denmark 500 2,2 10,4 51,6 35 0,8
Em CGermany 533 15 18 43,7 36,6 0,2
= Estonia 502 1 38 38,2 55,8 1,2
iI= Greece 500 3 1,8 17,2 77,6 0,4
I= Spain 504 2 6,3 38,1 53,6 0
gm France 502 1,8 5,6 35,5 56,2 1
B Ireland 521 17 6,3 39,5 50,7 17
11 laly 500 2 8,2 31,6 57,2 1
Cyprus 250 0,4 3,2 22,8 72 1,6
== Latvia 525 0,4 6,9 36,6 56 0,2
u Lithuania 501 1 9,4 33,7 53,9 2
== Luxembourg 257 1,2 6,2 43,2 49 0,4
== Hungary 507 1,2 7.9 33,7 57 0,2
B Malta 254 47 2,4 22,8 70,1 0
== Netherlands 500 1 5,2 39,8 54 0
== Austria 501 3,4 11 37,7 47,3 0,6
- Poland 506 0,4 2,4 38,1 59,1 0
Bl Portugal 500 0,4 10,2 43,6 45,4 0,4
I Romania 500 0,8 4 30 65,2 0
tam Slovenia 506 2 57 42,5 49,8 0
mm Slovakia 502 1 7.8 30,3 61 0
<4— Finland 500 0,2 5,8 49,4 44,6 0
EE= Sweden 503 0,6 54 42,3 50,9 0,8
Sig  United Kingdom 581 1,2 34 36,8 57,7 0,9
== Croatia 500 3 2,6 21 73,4 0
Turkey 500 0,4 3,2 14,8 81,4 0,2
E= Norway 501 1,2 9,2 50,1 39,3 0,2
mm |celand 501 2,8 7 33,5 54,3 2,4
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Table 9b. Enhancing personal developmenti by segment

QUESTION: Q2.1_B. According to you how important iseach of the following purposes of higher education?To
enhance personal development

% Not % Rather

important not % Rather % Very %
Total N at all important  important important  DK/NA

ALL 14964 1,4 6,3 37,3 54,3 0,6
SEX
Male 6831 1,7 7,8 38,6 51,3 0,5
Female 8133 1,1 5,2 36,2 56,9 0,6
AGE
18- 20 3256 1,1 5 37,4 55,9 0,6
21-22 5058 15 6,6 37,6 53,8 0,5
23-24 3376 1,6 6,3 37,3 54,4 0,5
25+ 3227 1,4 7,3 37,1 53,4 0,7
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 1,4 6,1 37 54,9 0,6
Master/second cycle 3570 14 7 38,7 52,4 0,5
Doctorate/third cycle 345 1,2 7 38,3 53,6 0
;ir_tl:\llr;e/further education at 349 17 46 341 5.3 0.3
I\P/laArt_-lz\r/r:/further education at 210 1.9 5.2 36.2 56.7 0
NUM BER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 1 6,4 37,6 54,5 0,5
2 4430 1,5 6,4 37,3 54,2 0,6
3 3385 15 5,8 37,4 54,5 0,7
4 2164 1,3 6,8 37,5 53,8 0,6
5+ 2046 1,6 6,5 36,7 54,7 0,5
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 2,2 8 40,6 48,6 0,6
Businessand economic studies 3035 1 6 37,1 55,3 0,5
Languages 694 1,7 6,3 37,6 53,9 0,4
Law 960 2,3 8,2 37,4 51,2 0,8
Teacher training 1282 1,1 4,8 37,7 55,9 0,5
Medical Studies 844 0,9 55 41,4 52,1 0,1
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 0,8 4,6 39,2 54,3 1,1
Other social sciences 1906 1 5,4 32,4 60,9 0,3
Other hard sciences 1660 1,6 7,9 36,6 53,1 0,8
Other humanities 1282 1 55 35,4 57,5 0,6
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Table 10a. Educate for active citizenshipi by country

QUESTION: Q2.1_C. According to you how important iseach of the following purposes of higher education?To
educate for active citizenship (learn to develop a critical mind and play an active role in society)

% Not % Rather
important not % Rather % Very
Total N at all important important important % DK/NA
ALL 14964 2 10,2 37,6 49,2 1
COUNTRY
BN Belgium 500 0,4 18,2 67,2 14,2 0
mm Bulgaria 500 1,6 9 28,6 60,4 0,4
hm CzechRep. 507 1,4 15,4 44,8 36,1 2,4
i= Denmark 500 5 18,6 42,4 32,4 1,6
Em Germany 533 41 19,9 40,2 34,1 1,7
= Estonia 502 3 13,1 40,8 40,4 2,6
i= Greece 500 2 4,4 18,6 73,8 1,2
ZI= Spain 504 38 11,9 35,1 49 0,2
g§ France 502 1,6 8,2 33,1 55,8 1,4
B Ireland 521 17 7.9 39,7 47,2 3,5
BN 'y 500 2,2 54 27,8 64 0,6
Cyprus 250 0 8 30,8 60,4 0,8
== Latvia 525 0,4 7,6 42,3 49,1 0,6
@ Lithuania 501 1,2 7,6 41,7 47,9 1,6
== Luxembourg 257 1,6 10,1 40,9 47,1 0,4
== Hungary 507 1,6 13,2 37,7 47,3 0,2
J Malta 254 3,5 31 23,6 69,7 0
== Netherlands 500 1,2 12,2 52,4 32,8 1,4
== Austria 501 2,4 9,4 35,9 50,9 1,4
- PoOland 506 1 6,5 42,7 48,8 1
El Portugal 500 0,4 4,4 35,6 59,4 0,2
I 1 Romania 500 1 5,4 27,6 65,8 0,2
tam Slovenia 506 2,2 12,3 43,7 41,9 0
Em Slovakia 502 3 11,6 38,8 46 0,6
<4~ Finland 500 1,2 20,2 47,6 30,8 0,2
BEE Sweden 503 2,4 11,7 39,8 441 2
Si&  United Kingdom 581 2,4 7.4 36,5 52,7 1
== Croatia 500 3,4 8,8 36,6 50,6 0,6
Turkey 500 14 4,6 19,2 74,6 0,2
E= Norway 501 1,6 9,8 40,5 47,7 0,4
mm  |celand 501 2,4 4,6 25,1 65,3 2,6
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Table 10b. Educate for active citizenship i by segment

QUESTION: Q2.1_C. According to you how important is each of theollowing purposes of higher education? To
educate for active citizenship (learn to develop a critical mind and play an active role in society)

% Not % Rather

important not % Rather % Very %
Total N at all important  important important  DK/NA

ALL 14964 2 10,2 37,6 49,2 1
SEX
Male 6831 2,7 11,8 38,2 46,1 1,2
Female 8133 14 8,8 37,1 51,8 0,9
AGE
18- 20 3256 1,8 8,7 38 50,7 0,8
21-22 5058 2 10,2 39,2 47,4 1,2
23-24 3376 2,1 11,5 37,1 48,3 1
25 + 3227 2 10,3 35,4 51,2 1,1
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 1,9 9,4 37,3 50,3 1,1
Master/second cycle 3570 2,1 11,9 37,8 47,3 1
Doctorate/third cycle 345 2 12,2 42,6 43,2 0
;ir_tl:\llr;e/further education at 349 26 123 338 50,7 0.6
I\P/lirt_-lz\r/r:/f urther education at 210 38 5.7 43.3 47.1 0
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 2,2 9,2 37,5 50,2 0,9
2 4430 1,9 9,5 37,8 49,6 1,2
3 3385 1,9 10,7 37,8 48,4 1,2
4 2164 2 11,6 37,7 47,7 1,1
5+ 2046 2,1 10,7 37 49,6 0,6
FIELD OF ST UDY
Engineering 2426 2,8 14,5 40,2 40,9 1,6
Business and economic studies 3035 19 10,2 40,4 47 0,6
Languages 694 1,3 8,5 34,7 55,2 0,3
Law 960 2,1 9,1 39,3 48,5 1
Teacher training 1282 1,2 7,8 37,6 52,3 1,2
Medical Studies 844 1,7 12,2 38 47,9 0,2
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 1.4 8,4 39,4 49,5 1,2
Other social sciences 1906 15 8 32,5 56,9 11
Other hard sciences 1660 2,8 10,3 36 49,8 1
Other humanities 1282 2 8,7 34,3 53,4 1,6
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Table 1l1a. Students choose where to study on th basis of the quality/reputation of
the institution and its study programmes 1 by country

QUESTION: Q3_A. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statementsBtudents choose
where to study on the basis of the quality/reputation afhe institution and its study programmes

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 37 12,8 44,5 37,8 1,2
COUNTRY
B 1 Belgium 500 0,2 7,6 52,6 39,6 0
mm Bulgaria 500 0,8 7 30 61,6 0,6
hw CzechRep. 507 2 9,9 49,3 38,7 0,2
E=m  Denmark 500 2,8 11,6 38 44,8 2,8
BEm Germany 533 2,6 22,3 49,5 24,4 1,1
&= Estonia 502 0,4 11 40 47,6 1
i= Greece 500 15,2 18,8 31,6 34 0,4
E= Spain 504 13,1 23,4 42,9 19 1,6
gg France 502 7,6 15,5 35,5 39,4 2
B lreland 521 1 71 45,9 44,7 1,3
11 laly 500 4 15,2 50,8 28,8 1,2
Cyprus 250 0,8 11,2 36 51,6 0,4
== Latvia 525 0,4 5,3 42,9 50,9 0,6
u Lithuania 501 1,6 17 42,7 37,1 1,6
== Luxembourg 257 0,8 17,9 55,6 25,7 0
== Hungary 507 32 16,2 48,1 31,6 1
B Malta 254 5,5 10,6 29,5 50,4 3,9
== Netherlands 500 1,2 11,8 52,6 34 0,4
== Austria 501 6,6 27,7 41,7 23 1
= Poland 506 0,4 5,3 51,6 423 0,4
Em Portugal 500 0,6 10,4 50 38,6 0,4
B Romania 500 2,2 9,8 41,4 46,4 0,2
g== Slovenia 506 9,3 8,9 36,8 45,1 0
gm Slovakia 502 3,6 10,6 52,6 33,3 0
< Finland 500 2,2 19,2 60,6 17,8 0,2
EE=  Sweden 503 2,4 13,3 59,4 18,1 6,8
Si&  United Kingdom 581 0,2 4 39,2 56,1 0,5
== Croatia 500 15,4 21,6 31,2 31,4 0,4
Turkey 500 3,8 10,4 39,2 45,6 1
m=  Norway 501 2,4 12,2 53,1 29,9 2,4
mm  |celand 501 2 6.8 41,9 44,5 4,8
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Table 1. Students choose where to study on the basis of the quality/reputation of
the institution and its study programmes 1 by segment

QUESTION: Q3_A. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements8tudents choose
where to study on the basis of the quality/reputation of the institution and its study programmes

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 3,7 12,8 445 37,8 1,2
SEX
Male 6831 3,9 13,5 45,1 36,2 1,3
Female 8133 3,5 12,3 43,9 39,2 11
AGE
18-20 3256 49 11,5 43,2 39,7 0,7
21-22 5058 3,1 11,7 44,7 39,4 1
23-24 3376 3,6 13,8 44,8 36,3 15
25 + 3227 3,6 14,9 44,9 34,9 1,8
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 4 12,3 43,8 38,8 11
Master/second cycle 3570 3 141 46 35,5 1,4
Doctorate/third cycle 345 4,1 10,1 47,8 37,1 0,9
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 34 11,7 44,7 38,4 1,7
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 210 2.4 1 405 45.7 05
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 3,7 11,3 45,2 38,4 1,4
2 4430 34 12,3 43,5 39,8 1
3 3385 3,8 13 44,7 37,4 11
4 2164 4 13,4 45,4 35,5 1,6
5+ 2046 4 15,3 43,9 35,7 1
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 3,7 12,5 45 38,2 0,7
Business and economic studies 3035 29 12,5 44,1 39,4 1,1
Languages 694 3,7 15,3 42,9 36,9 1,2
Law 960 25 11,1 48,1 37,6 0,6
Teacher training 1282 3,8 14,6 44,5 36 1
Medical Studies 844 2,5 10,3 45,3 40,9 1,1
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 4,9 114 42,9 39,3 1,4
Other social sciences 1906 5,4 14,2 42,5 36,4 1,5
Other hard sciences 1660 4 12,8 44,2 37,2 1,7
Other humanities 1282 3,8 13,1 45,9 35,3 1,9
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Table 12a. Students choose where to study on the basis of other factors, such as
location, friends, cost, etci by country

QUESTION: Q3_B. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statementsBtudents choose
where to study on the basis of other factors, such as location, friends, cost, etc

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 57 19,6 45,6 28 1,2
COUNTRY
B 1 Belgium 500 2,6 27,8 45,4 24,2 0
mm Bulgaria 500 7.4 21,2 36,6 33,2 16
hw CzechRep. 507 39 25 47,3 23,5 0,2
am Denmark 500 3 14,6 49,6 31,2 1,6
mm  Germany 533 2,3 19,5 44,7 32,6 0,9
&= Estonia 502 12,2 27,9 42,6 14,9 2,4
i= Greece 500 8,2 14,2 35,6 41 1
I= Spain 504 5 16,5 38,7 38,9 1
gm France 502 9 15,9 39 34,9 1,2
B lreland 521 36 10,2 41,3 44 1
il 'ty 500 7.8 21 41,8 27 2,4
Cyprus 250 6 15,6 44 34 0,4
= | atvia 525 44 25,3 50,3 18,5 15
@& Lithuania 501 58 20 48,3 24,8 1,2
== Luxembourg 257 1,9 14,4 58 25,7 0
== Hungary 507 6,3 31,6 43,2 17,9 1
B Malta 254 16,9 22,4 35,8 21,7 31
== Netherlands 500 6,2 20 54,6 18,6 06
== Austria 501 3,8 16,8 46,9 30,9 1,6
- Poland 506 0 10,7 51,8 374 0,2
B Portugal 500 1,6 16,6 49,4 31,8 06
B Romania 500 6,4 24 43,6 26 0
g== Slovenia 506 12,8 20,8 40,7 25,5 0,2
mm Slovakia 502 2,8 20,9 49 273 0
<+ Finland 500 18 25 61,4 11,8 0
== Sweden 503 3,6 15,3 60 16,9 4,2
Si&  United Kingdom 581 7,7 16,7 435 31 1
== Croatia 500 13 22 30,6 334 1
Turkey 500 7,8 19,2 38,4 33,6 1
g= Norway 501 2,8 17,8 56,7 22 08
mm  |celand 501 3,8 15,2 455 30,5 5
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Table 12b. Students choose where to study on the basis of other factors, such &
location, friends, cost, etci by segment

QUESTION: Q3_B. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements3tudents choose
where to study on the basis of other factors, such as location, friends, cost, etc

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 57 19,6 45,6 28 1,2
SEX
Male 6831 53 19,4 46,5 27,7 1,2
Female 8133 6 19,7 449 28,2 1,2
AGE
18-20 3256 6,7 20,2 43,9 28,3 1
21-22 5058 6 20,4 45,9 26,8 0,9
23-24 3376 49 19 45,8 28,9 1,4
25 + 3227 51 18,3 46,9 28,2 15
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 6,2 19,5 45 28,2 1,2
Master/second cycle 3570 4.4 19,6 47,7 27,1 1,1
Doctorate/third cycle 345 5,8 23,2 43,2 26,7 1,2
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 7.4 19,5 39,5 32,4 11
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 210 5.2 152 45.7 329 1
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 6,7 20,9 45,4 25,4 1,7
2 4430 5,6 19,8 44,6 29 1
3 3385 55 18 46,3 29,1 1,2
4 2164 6,1 19,7 44,7 28,2 1,2
5+ 2046 4,5 19,6 47,9 27,3 0,7
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 5,6 211 46,9 25,5 0,9
Business and economic studies 3035 5,8 21,7 45,4 26,1 0,9
Languages 694 5,8 17,4 42,9 32,6 1,3
Law 960 4,8 18,2 46,2 30,3 0,4
Teacher training 1282 6,3 20,8 43,6 28 1,2
Medical Studies 844 6,9 20,7 44,8 26,4 1,2
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 55 17,7 45,4 29,8 1,6
Other social sciences 1906 5,6 17,5 45,7 29,5 1,7
Other hard sciences 1660 5,9 19,7 44,9 28,4 1,1
Other humanities 1282 4.8 15,8 47,9 29,6 2
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Table 13a. Students have enough information to choose where to study by country

QUESTION: Q3_C. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statementsBtudents have

enough infamation to choose where to study

FlEli 0Nl

ntTEF=E81HIH0=1IENI

i @ H ¥
(. /N

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly
Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA

ALL 14964 9,2 26,6 36,3 26,6 1,4
COUNTRY

Belgium 500 1,6 32,2 40,2 26 0
Bulgaria 500 438 19,6 31,6 43,4 0,6
CzechRep. 507 1,6 18,7 42,4 373 0
Denmark 500 4,4 21,4 40,8 30,6 2,8
Germany 533 9 35,3 37,1 16,9 1,7
Estonia 502 2 15,1 40,8 40,2 1,8
Greece 500 42 25,2 15 17,6 0,2
Spain 504 16,9 26,4 37,9 16,9 2
France 502 23,9 33,3 24,1 17,3 1,4
Ireland 521 3,8 17,5 40,1 36,3 2,3
Italy 500 19,6 35,6 27,6 16,4 0,8
Cyprus 250 6,4 31,2 32,4 27,6 2,4
Latvia 525 1,7 18,5 42,5 36,8 0,6
Lithuania 501 5,6 24,2 46,9 22 1,4
Luxembourg 257 6,6 32,7 38,9 21 0,8
Hungary 507 13,8 32,3 33,7 19,1 1
Malta 254 17,3 31,9 29,1 19,7 2
Netherlands 500 3,6 23,6 48,2 23,6 1
Austria 501 5,6 27,7 33,9 29,9 2,8
Poland 506 43 22,5 44,3 28,5 0,4
Portugal 500 7.4 37,6 36 18 1
Romania 500 12,2 35,8 29,2 22,8 0
Slovenia 506 11,1 24,1 35,4 29,2 0,2
Slovakia 502 3,6 21,7 47,6 26,9 0,2
Finland 500 5,4 34 37 22,4 1,2
Sweden 503 7.8 28,6 38,4 20,3 5
United Kingdom 581 2,8 14,5 39,6 42 1,2
Croatia 500 14,6 28 31 25,8 0,6
Turkey 500 16 29 28,8 25,8 0,4
Norway 501 8 36,1 34,7 20 1,2
Iceland 501 3,6 21,4 33,1 35,7 6,2
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Table 13b. Students have enough information to choose where to studyi by segment

QUESTION: Q3_C. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements3tudents have
enough information to choose where to study

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 9,2 26,6 36,3 26,6 1,4
SEX
Male 6831 8,8 25,3 37,2 27,3 14
Female 8133 9,4 27,8 35,5 26 14
AGE
18- 20 3256 10,3 26,9 35 26,9 0,9
21-22 5058 9,2 26,8 36,8 26,2 0,9
23-24 3376 9,7 25,9 36,9 26,2 1,3
25 + 3227 7.4 27 35,9 27,2 2,5
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 9,7 26,4 35,7 27 1,2
Master/second cycle 3570 8,5 27,8 37,7 24,4 15
Doctorate/third cycle 345 6,7 27,2 38 26,4 1,7
:Zr_tl:\llr;e/further education at 349 8 2138 35.2 321 29
;a:iz\rlne?/further education at 210 5.7 219 381 3338 05
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 9 27,1 33,7 28,9 1,3
2 4430 8,1 25,7 37,7 27,2 1,3
3 3385 9,5 25,1 38,2 26 1,2
4 2164 10,2 28,3 35,3 24,8 1,5
5+ 2046 10 28,7 34,8 24,8 1,7
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 8,5 25,9 37,5 26,9 1,2
Business and economic studies 3035 8,8 26,6 36,2 27,2 1,2
Languages 694 10,7 27,7 35,9 24,6 1,2
Law 960 9,6 27,2 36,9 25,4 0,9
Teacher training 1282 9,2 27,9 36 25,5 1,3
Medical Studies 844 6,5 26,1 38,4 27,8 1,2
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 8,8 25,6 34,4 29 2,3
Other social sciences 1906 10,5 28,3 35 24,7 1,4
Other hard sciences 1660 9,9 26,1 37,2 25,1 1,6
Other humanities 1282 9 25,2 34,4 29,5 1,9
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Table 14a. Independent reports on the quality of universities and programmes would
help students to decide where to studyi by country

QUESTION: Q3_D. To what extent would you agree or idagree with the following statements? Independent reports
on the quality of universities and programmes would help students to decide where to study

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 3 12,3 43,9 38,5 2,3
COUNTRY
B0 Belgium 500 0 318 40,8 274 0
mm Bulgaria 500 2,2 11,8 40,4 44,2 1,4
hw CzechRep. 507 1,6 134 50,5 34,1 0,4
E=m  Denmark 500 54 20,6 47,8 24,6 1,6
BEm Germany 533 2,1 14,4 45,4 36,4 1,7
= Estonia 502 34 11,8 40 41 3,8
i= Greece 500 6,2 8,8 34 48,8 2,2
E= Spain 504 4,2 8,3 41,5 42,9 3,2
gm France 502 6,8 12,4 38,6 39,8 2,4
B lreland 521 1,3 71 48,2 39,9 3,5
11 laly 500 2,6 13 49,2 30,2 5
Cyprus 250 0,4 10,4 40 45,6 3,6
= | atvia 525 1,3 7,6 52,8 34,5 3,8
@ Lithuania 501 0,6 10,4 44,5 39,7 4,8
== Luxembourg 257 1,2 13,6 45,5 38,9 0,8
== Hungary 507 3,6 18,7 44,2 32,1 1,4
B Malta 254 5,5 5,9 36,2 48 4,3
== Netherlands 500 2 18,8 50,6 26,6 2
== Austria 501 3,6 15,8 40,1 38,7 1,8
- PoOland 506 1,2 8,9 49,2 39,3 1,4
B Portugal 500 1 5,8 49,4 42,2 1,6
B Romania 500 1 9,2 38 51,4 0,4
g== Slovenia 506 3,6 7,5 42,1 46,8 0
mm Slovakia 502 2,2 9,6 47,4 40 0,8
4— Finland 500 0,8 17,6 47,8 324 1,4
EE Sweden 503 1,8 9,1 51,5 30,8 6,8
Slg United Kingdom 581 1,2 5,2 41,1 51,1 14
== Croatia 500 14,4 14,4 30,4 40,8 0
Turkey 500 7,8 22 39,8 28,8 1,6
E=  Norway 501 0,8 9,8 53,5 33,5 2,4
mm  |celand 501 34 7.2 33,7 50,1 5,6
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Table 14b. Independent reports on the quality of universities and programmes would
help students to decide where to studyi by segment

QUESTION: Q3_D. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statementsthdependent reports
on the quality of universities and programmes would help students to decide where to study

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 3 12,3 43,9 38,5 2,3
SEX
Male 6831 3,1 12,8 43,4 38,5 2,2
Female 8133 3 12 44,2 38,6 2,3
AGE
18-20 3256 3,3 10,6 44,8 39,5 1,8
21-22 5058 2,9 12,9 43,3 38,8 2
23-24 3376 3,1 12,6 44,4 37,6 2,4
25 + 3227 2,9 13 43,2 37,9 2,9
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 3,2 11,9 43,4 39,4 2,1
Master/second cycle 3570 2,6 13,6 45 36,4 2,4
Doctorate/third cycle 345 3,5 16,8 40,6 38,3 0,9
Part-time/further edu cation at
BA-level 349 2,9 7,2 47,6 39,3 3,2
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 210 14 8.6 45.2 433 14
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 2,3 11,2 44,2 39,8 2,4
2 4430 3,1 11,9 43,8 39,1 2,1
3 3385 3,4 12,3 43,7 38,4 2,2
4 2164 2,7 14 43,2 37,3 2,8
5+ 2046 3,4 13,3 44,3 37 2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 2,7 12,8 44,1 38,2 2,3
Business and economic studies 3035 2,6 11,8 44,8 39 1,8
Languages 694 3 13,5 43,9 37 2,4
Law 960 34 14,3 42,6 38,3 1,4
Teacher training 1282 2,9 15,4 442 34,8 2,7
Medical Studies 844 1,8 13,3 46,3 36,5 2,1
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 2,4 12,3 42,2 40,9 2,3
Other social sciences 1906 4,6 11,1 43,6 38,3 2,5
Other hard sciences 1660 3,3 10,9 42,7 41,1 2
Other humanities 1282 3,1 111 43,1 39,5 3,3
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Table 15a. Performance rankings of universities and programmes would help
students to choose where to studyi by country

QUESTION: Q3_E. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statementsPerformance
rankin gs of universities and programmes would help students to choose where to study

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 51 17,3 42,9 32,2 2,5
COUNTRY
B0 Belgium 500 0 22,4 35 42,6 0
mm Bulgaria 500 3,2 9,6 40,8 45,6 0,8
hw CzechRep. 507 2,2 17,8 50,5 28,2 1,4
E=m  Denmark 500 10,6 24,6 47,8 14,2 2,8
Em  Germany 533 5,6 27,6 37,3 27,6 1,9
== Estonia 502 3 15,1 44,2 32,7 5
i= Greece 500 11 11,2 36 41 0,8
E= Spain 504 8,7 9,9 43,7 34,5 3,2
gm France 502 10 19,3 35,7 33,5 1,6
B lreland 521 4 9,4 48,4 34 4,2
11 ltaly 500 5,2 20,2 45 24,8 4,8
Cyprus 250 1,2 10,4 43,2 42 3,2
= | atvia 525 2,1 11,8 54,5 26,7 5
@ Lithuania 501 2,6 16,6 45,9 32,1 2,8
== Luxembourg 257 43 18,3 47,9 28,4 1,2
== Hungary 507 3,2 17,6 48,7 29,6 1
B Malta 254 2,4 7,9 35,4 50 4,3
== Netherlands 500 3,8 24,4 53,4 16 2,4
== Austria 501 8,6 30,1 34,3 24,2 2,8
- Poland 506 0,6 11,7 46,2 40,5 1
[l Portugal 500 1,8 9 46 41,8 1,4
B Romania 500 08 7 38,2 53,8 0,2
g== Slovenia 506 9,1 15,2 445 31,2 0
mm Slovakia 502 3 14,7 43,6 38 0,6
4— Finland 500 11,8 50,6 30,2 6,2 12
= Sweden 503 4,4 19,5 50,7 12,1 13,3
Sl United Kingdom 581 1,5 8,3 39,2 49,6 1,4
== Croatia 500 13,6 14 34,8 37,6 0
Turkey 500 5,8 15,2 39,4 38,6 1
m=  Norway 501 6,2 22,8 49,3 18 38
mm  |celand 501 5,6 16,8 38,9 32,3 6,4
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Table 1%h. Performance rankings of universities and programmes would help
students to choose where to studyi by segment

QUESTION: Q3_E. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statementsPerformance
rankings of universities and programmes would help students to choose where to study

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA
ALL 14964 51 17,3 42,9 32,2 25
SEX
Male 6831 5,6 172 42,7 32,1 2,4
Female 8133 4.7 17,3 43,1 32,2 2,7
AGE
18-20 3256 4,2 15,9 42,6 35,4 1,9
21-22 5058 4,8 16 43,9 33,1 2,2
23-24 3376 5,3 17 43,5 32 2,2
25 + 3227 6,4 20,9 41,3 27,4 4
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 53 16,7 43,1 32,6 2,4
Master/second cycle 3570 4.8 18,2 43 31,5 2,5
Doctorate/third cycle 345 4,3 15,7 42 36,5 14
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 4 14,6 37,8 40,1 34
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 210 43 171 476 276 33
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 4 18,3 42,5 32,2 2,9
2 4430 49 16,5 43 33,1 25
3 3385 4,8 15,4 44 33,4 2,4
4 2164 6,4 17,5 42,4 30,8 2,8
5+ 2046 6,3 20,1 41,9 29,6 2,2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 5,1 16,4 447 31,8 2
Business and economic studies 3035 3,7 16,2 43,6 34,4 2,1
Languages 694 6,8 17 39,6 33 3,6
Law 960 49 16,5 43,5 33,4 1,7
Teacher training 1282 52 20,4 43,1 28,6 2,7
Medical Studies 844 3,1 16,8 44,4 32,2 3,4
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 4,3 15,5 42,5 33,8 3,8
Other social sciences 1906 7,1 16,4 42,7 31 2,8
Other hard sciences 1660 4,8 19,7 40,3 334 1,8
Other humanities 1282 6,8 18,6 41,6 29,6 3,4
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Table 16a. Students should be involved in quality reports and rankingsi by country

QUESTION: Q3_F. To what extent would you agree or disagree with the following statements®tudents should be

involved in quality reports and rankings

FlEli 0Nl

ntTEF=E81HIH0=1IENI

i @ H ¥
(. /N

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly
Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA

ALL 14964 4,2 12,1 38,9 41,8 3
COUNTRY

Belgium 500 3,8 32,6 32,2 31,4 0
Bulgaria 500 4 13,8 32,4 46,8 3
Czech Rep. 507 3,4 9,5 46,5 39,3 1,4
Denmark 500 3,6 13,6 47 34,4 1,4
Germany 533 2,8 8,6 37,7 48,4 2,4
Estonia 502 3,4 13,9 36,1 42 4,6
Greece 500 9,2 9,6 29,4 49 2,8
Spain 504 34 5,2 42,3 454 3.8
France 502 11,2 16,3 36,9 31,3 4,4
Ireland 521 3,6 6 38,8 46,6 5
Italy 500 5,8 16 41,4 29,8 7
Cyprus 250 1,6 12,4 41,2 37,2 7,6
Latvia 525 25 13,5 46,5 31,6 5,9
Lithuan ia 501 4,2 14,8 41,1 31,9 8
Luxembourg 257 2,3 12,8 42,8 40,9 1,2
Hungary 507 43 14 37,9 43 0,8
Malta 254 4,7 71 31,5 51,6 51
Netherlands 500 2,6 15,2 48,4 31 2,8
Austria 501 1,8 11,6 39,7 44,5 2,4
Poland 506 2,2 7,5 41,9 47 1,4
Portugal 500 1,6 7 48,4 40,4 2,6
Romania 500 1,6 8,8 34,8 54,2 0,6
Slovenia 506 2 47 32 61,3 0
Slovakia 502 1.4 6,6 36,1 55,4 0,6
Finland 500 13,8 39,2 34,8 11,2 1
Sweden 503 1,8 7.2 50,3 34,4 6,4
United Kingdom 581 1 71 41,8 47,2 2,9
Croatia 500 17,6 11,6 19,2 50,6 1
Turkey 500 2,8 12,8 39 40,6 4,8
Norway 501 2 8,2 40,9 47,7 1,2
Iceland 501 4,2 6,6 35,1 49,3 4,8
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Table 16b. Students should be involved in quality reports and rankings 7 by segment

QUESTION: Q3_F. To what extent would you agree or disageswith the following statements? Students should be
involved in quality reports and rankings

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA
ALL 14964 4,2 12,1 38,9 41,8 3
SEX
Male 6831 4,7 12,5 38,8 41 3,1
Female 8133 3,9 11,7 38,9 42,4 3
AGE
18- 20 3256 45 12,7 38,9 40,9 2,9
21-22 5058 4 12,4 37,8 42,6 3,1
23-24 3376 4,2 11,4 40,1 42 2,3
25 + 3227 4,3 11,8 39,3 40,7 3,8
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 4.4 12,4 38,4 41,7 3,2
Master/second cycle 3570 3,8 11 40,4 42,1 2,6
Doctorate/third cycle 345 4.1 14,8 39,7 39,1 2,3
:Zr_tl:\llr;e/further education at 349 37 95 381 458 29
;a:iz\rlne?/further education at 210 2.4 114 42.9 405 29
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 4 13,2 39,4 40,3 3,1
2 4430 3,7 11,9 39,4 42,1 2,8
3 3385 45 11 37,7 43,7 3
4 2164 4.4 11,6 38,9 41,5 3,7
5+ 2046 49 13 39 40,2 2,8
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 4,1 12,7 40,9 39,8 2,5
Business and economic studies 3035 3,6 12 39 42,3 3,1
Languages 694 5 12,5 38,6 39,2 4,6
Law 960 5,3 13,6 40,4 38,2 2,4
Teacher training 1282 3,7 11,8 38,9 42,7 2,8
Medical Studies 844 2,6 13,7 40,3 41,2 2,1
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 3,8 10,1 36,7 47,2 2,2
Other social sciences 1906 51 11,6 37,1 42,3 3,8
Other hard sciences 1660 4 11,6 39,3 41,7 3,4
Other humanities 1282 55 11,2 36,3 43,4 3,6
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Table 17a. Planning to study abroadi by country

QUESTION: Q4. Are you planning to pursuepart of your studies in another country?

== wm Fli B BGaEN

@R TEFSEI HI=IHIHEN

% No, | % % No, | % No, |
have applied planned never
already but was to, but planned
studied not then gave to study
Total N % Yes abroad selected up abroad % DK/NA

ALL 14964 33,3 7.4 1,7 10,8 41,1 5,7
COUN TRY
Belgium 500 29,4 18,8 4,8 14,8 32,2 0
Bulgaria 500 32,2 1,4 1 12,2 49,6 3,6
Czech Rep. 507 28,8 6,9 5,5 15,8 41,2 1,8
Denmark 500 38 8,4 0,4 9,8 40 3,4
Germany 533 35,1 17,4 13 14,6 27,8 3,8
Estonia 502 28,5 6 6,2 14,3 35,9 9,2
Greece 500 41,4 0,6 0 10 41,6 6,4
Spain 504 40,7 5,8 1 11,7 35,5 54
France 502 41,2 9 0,6 10,2 36,1 3
Ireland 521 39 10,7 3,3 6,9 38 2,1
Italy 500 33,6 5,6 2,2 10,2 40,6 7.8
Cyprus 250 58 4,8 0 11,2 18,4 7,6
Latvia 525 33,5 3,6 2,1 7 38,1 15,6
Lithuania 501 23,4 4,8 3,8 23,2 43,7 1,2
Luxembourg 257 70,8 27,2 0 0,4 1,2 0,4
Hungary 507 351 3 0,2 12,8 47,3 1,6
Malta 254 42,9 4,7 0 9,4 33,9 9,1
Netherlands 500 39,2 9,8 0,6 14,8 31,4 4,2
Austria 501 29,1 15,8 1,6 16 28,5 9
Poland 506 11,7 2,4 2 8,1 61,7 14,2
Portugal 500 28,8 3,6 2 10,6 53 2
Romania 500 28 1,4 2 10,6 54,4 3,6
Slovenia 506 31,2 1 0,4 13 47,2 71
Slovakia 502 22,3 7,6 4,8 16,3 45 4
Finland 500 30,6 8,6 0,2 34 55,8 1,4
Sweden 503 243 6,2 0,6 4.6 56,1 8,3
United
Kingdom 581 28,6 11 0,9 3,6 46,3 9,6
Croatia 500 17,6 0,6 1,2 13 67,6 0
Turkey 500 48 1,8 1,6 11,4 35,8 1,4
Norway 501 33,9 14,6 0 7 34,9 9,6
Iceland 501 425 12,2 0,8 4.4 20,8 19,4
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Table 1. Planning to study abroad i by segment

QUESTION: Q4. Are you planning to pursue part of your studies in another country?

% No, | % | % No,| % No, |
have applied planned never
already butwas to, but planned
studied not then to study %
Total N % Yes abroad selected gaveup abroad DK/NA

ALL 14964 33,3 7,4 1,7 10,8 41,1 5,7
SEX
Male 6831 34,3 8,1 1,7 9,7 40,6 5,6
Female 8133 32,4 6,8 1,7 11,8 41,5 58
AGE
18- 20 3256 43,1 2,2 1 8,8 38,5 6,4
21-22 5058 37 4.3 1,9 11,1 40,2 54
23-24 3376 30,2 9,3 2,1 12,2 41,1 5
25 + 3227 20,9 15,3 1,7 11 45,1 59
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 37,4 4.6 1,5 9,6 40,8 6,1
Master/second cycle 3570 25,2 14 25 14,1 39,5 4,6
Doctorate/third cycle 345 28,1 20,3 1,2 11,3 35,7 35
zta;:gjgf rther education 349 22,6 8 1,7 115 539 2,3
Part-time/further education
at MA-level 210 11,4 10,5 3,8 12,9 57,6 3,8
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 44 3,2 0,9 7,2 37,5 7,2
2 4430 36,9 4 2 9,8 41,2 6,2
3 3385 311 6,9 2 11,7 43,4 4,8
4 2164 26,5 12,2 2,2 12,9 41,5 4,7
5+ 2046 20,9 16,4 1,5 14,7 41,8 4,8
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 28,9 6,6 2,2 12 447 5,6
Business and economic
studies 3035 35,2 6,8 1,8 11,2 39,2 5,8
Languages 694 44,5 131 1,4 8,1 27,1 5,8
Law 960 33,8 9 1,6 11,4 39,9 4,5
Teacher training 1282 26,5 7,7 1,7 12,3 48 3,7
Medical Studies 844 38,5 6,2 1,7 7,7 40,8 52
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 26,6 6 0,7 11,1 49,5 6,1
Other social sciences 1906 33,5 7,2 1,4 10,1 41,4 6,3
Other hard sciences 1660 34,6 6,5 1,7 11,1 39,4 6,7
Other humanities 1282 36,2 8,8 2,3 10,1 36,3 6,2
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Table 18a. Lack of information on the opportunities to study abroad 7 by country

QUESTION: Q5_A. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, ksgall, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - Lack of information on the opportunities to study abroad

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% No
% Very big % Big % Small obstacle at
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle all % DK/NA

ALL 7770 11,3 23,7 31 28,1 5,8

COUNTRY
B0 Belgium 235 23,8 22,6 27,2 26,4 0
mm Bulgaria 309 16,8 27,8 25,6 27,2 2,6
hm CzechRep. 289 6,9 21,1 42,6 24,2 5,2
e Denmark 249 10,8 9,2 21,7 53 5.2
mm  Germany 226 44 18,1 41,6 30,5 5,3
&= Estonia 252 6 17,1 43,3 29,4 4,4
= Greece 258 24 18,6 26,7 24,8 5,8
= Spain 238 8,4 28,6 39,9 20,6 2,5
gg France 232 14,2 19,8 33,2 32,3 0,4
B lreland 234 1,7 7,3 15,4 19,7 56
i1 'taly 254 7,5 25,2 40,2 25,2 2

Cyprus 74 17,6 24,3 31,1 10,8 16,2
== Latvia 237 4,2 19 52,3 21,1 3,4
@ Lithuania 335 8,1 25,1 32,8 20,9 13,1
== Luxembourg 4 25 25 25 0 25
== Hungary 305 10,2 29,5 33,4 25,2 1,6

B Malta 110 10,9 16,4 39,1 25,5 8,2

== Netherlands 231 4,3 21,6 36,8 31,6 5,6
== Austria 223 45 24,2 25,1 43,5 2,7
- Poland 353 18,1 38 31,7 9,9 2,3
Bl Portugal 318 27,4 28,9 22,3 20,4 0,9
I 1 Romania 325 17,5 36 30,5 14,2 1,8
g Slovenia 305 11,1 29,2 32,5 25,6 1,6
mm Slovakia 308 7,5 334 38,3 19,8 1
<— Finland 296 2 11,1 39,9 46,6 0,3
= Sweden 305 3,6 14,8 22 51,1 8,5
Si&  United Kingdom 290 10 17,9 17,2 39 15,9
== Croatia 403 16,4 32,5 26,8 24,1 0,2
Turkey 236 21,2 39,4 19,9 19,1 0,4
E=  Norway 210 2,4 12,4 26,7 46,7 11,9
= Iceland 126 11,9 13,5 15,1 49,2 10,3
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Table 18b. Lack of information on the opportunities to study abroadi by segment

QUESTION: Q5_A. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - Lack of information on the opportunities to study abroad

Base: who planed to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% Very % No
big % Big % Small  obstacle %
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle at all DK/NA

ALL 7770 11,3 23,7 31 28,1 5,8
SEX
Male 3433 10,1 22,9 31,3 29,1 6,5
Female 4337 12,3 24,3 30,8 27,3 5,3
AGE
18 - 20 1540 12,1 25,3 30,4 24,2 8,1
21-22 2597 12,1 26,3 32,7 23,8 5,2
23-24 1800 11,9 23,7 31,4 28,7 4,3
25 + 1811 8,9 18,6 29,1 37,2 6,2
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 5120 12 24 30,7 26,8 6,5
Master/second cycle 1914 9,6 24,3 32,9 29,8 3,4
Doctorate/third cycle 162 12,3 17,9 32,1 32,1 5,6
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 228 14,5 20,2 25,9 29,8 9,6
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 148 12.8 26.4 20.1 25.7 6.1
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 1315 11,8 22,5 33,2 28 4,6
2 2256 11,7 25,2 29,3 26,2 7,7
3 1865 11,3 24,8 30,8 27,1 6
4 1179 11 22,8 315 29,6 51
5+ 1155 10,4 21,3 31,8 32,3 4,2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 1376 10,4 28,7 32 24,5 4,4
Business and economic studies 1530 10,7 24,6 33 25,9 5,8
Languages 244 12,7 23,8 27,5 29,9 6,1
Law 492 7,1 25,8 32,1 29,9 51
Teacher training 773 11,3 22,6 29,5 32,7 3,9
Medical Studies 409 10,8 18,6 31,5 32 7,1
Health studies incl. Nursing 504 12,7 212 28,4 30 7,7
Other social sciences 983 14,6 22,2 28,5 29,9 4.8
Other hard sciences 838 11,8 22,8 32,7 27,3 54
Other humanities 596 11,4 19,8 30 27,3 11,4
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Table 19a. Lack of fundsi by country

QUESTION: Q5_B. Please tell me wheter the followingssues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all

to your ambition of studying abroad: - Lack of funds

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% No
% Very big % Big % Small obstacle at
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle all % DK/NA

ALL 7770 30 30,9 18,5 17,1 3,6

COUNTRY
B0 Belgium 235 30,6 39,1 27,2 3 0
== Bulgaria 309 52,4 30,7 7,8 7,4 1,6
hm CzechRep. 289 26,6 31,8 23,2 13,1 5,2
E= Denmark 249 6 245 21,3 44,2 4
mm Germany 226 31,4 26,5 23 15 4
= Estonia 252 23,4 44,4 23 6,3 2,8
i= Greece 258 38,8 15,1 14 32,2 0
I= Spain 238 44,5 31,1 10,1 12,2 2,1
gg France 232 22,8 30,6 194 26,3 0,9
B lreland 234 32,1 32,5 15 10,7 9.8
11 ay 254 18,1 40,9 22,8 16,9 1.2

Cyprus 74 29,7 28,4 17,6 8,1 16,2
== Latvia 237 28,3 38,8 22,4 5,5 51
@ Lithuania 335 35,2 34,6 16,4 6,3 7,5
== Luxembourg 4 25 25 25 25 0
== Hungary 305 39,7 32,8 16,1 9,2 2,3

J Malta 110 26,4 24,5 16,4 25,5 7,3

== Netherlands 231 15,2 27,3 28,1 26,4 3
— Austria 223 17,5 33,6 20,6 26 2,2
== Poland 353 394 40,2 15 4,8 0,6
Bl Portugal 318 51,6 25,2 12,6 9,7 0,9
B Romania 325 49,2 34,2 8,9 5,8 1,8
g Slovenia 305 311 34,8 20,3 131 0,7
mm Slovakia 308 23,7 42,9 20,1 12,3 1
<4— Finland 296 7,4 30,1 39,2 22,6 0,7
B= Sweden 305 6,9 19 22 42,3 9,8
Si&  United Kingdom 290 26,6 21 12,4 27,9 12,1
== Croatia 403 43,7 29,8 13,4 13,2 0
Turkey 236 41,9 34,7 11,4 10,2 1,7
= Norway 210 6,2 16,2 21,9 43,3 12,4
E= celand 126 16,7 13,5 22,2 41,3 6,3
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Table 19b. Lack of funds T by segment

QUESTION: Q5_B. Please tell me wéter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - Lack of funds

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% Very % No
big % Big % Small  obstacle %
Total N obstacle obstacle  obstacle at all DK/NA

ALL 7770 30 30,9 18,5 17,1 3,6
SEX
Male 3433 27,4 31,1 19,6 18 3,9
Female 4337 32 30,8 17,6 16,4 3,3
AGE
18 - 20 1540 32,4 314 17,7 14,5 4
21-22 2597 31,3 33,7 17,8 14 3,2
23-24 1800 31,5 30,6 19,6 15,8 25
25 + 1811 24,5 26,8 19,3 24,7 47
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 5120 31 30,9 18,4 16,2 3,6
Master/second cycle 1914 28,3 31,5 18,5 19 2,8
Doctorate/third cycle 162 22,8 34 27,2 12,3 3,7
Part-tim e/further education at
BA-level 228 39,5 25 12,7 15,4 7,5
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 148 324 385 135 115 41
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 1315 29,8 31,1 19,2 16 4
2 2256 31,7 31,8 17,4 15,1
3 1865 29,5 33,2 17,1 16,9 3.3
4 1179 29,6 29 19,8 18,3 3,3
5+ 1155 27,7 27,3 20,9 21,3 2,9
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 1376 30,9 33,7 18,8 14,1 2,5
Business and economic studies 1530 31,2 31,6 18,2 15,1 3,9
Languages 244 34,4 27 15,2 20,9 2,5
Law 492 27 28,9 23,2 177 3,3
Teacher training 773 29,5 31,6 19,7 16,4 2,8
Medical Studies 409 28,6 26,2 18,3 22,5 4.4
Health studies incl. Nursing 504 27,2 30,4 15,3 22 5,2
Other social sciences 983 29,2 31 17,6 18,5 3,7
Other hard sciences 838 33,1 29,7 17,4 16,8 3
Other humanities 596 27,2 31,2 20 16,9 4.7
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Table 20a. Lack or difficulty to obtain recognition for study periods abroad 1 by
country

QUESTION: Q5_C. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - Lack or difficulty to obtain recognition for study periods abroad

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% No
% Very big % Big % Small obstacle at
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle all % DK/NA

ALL 7770 10,5 24,9 29,2 25,4 10

COUNTRY
BB Belgium 235 5,1 28,5 37 29,4 0
mm Bulgaria 309 19,1 33,3 23,9 16,5 7,1
hw CzechRep. 289 9 23,2 37,7 22,5 76
mm  Denmark 249 3,6 13,3 22,5 52,6 8
Bm Germany 226 7,5 21,7 33,6 20,4 16,8
= Estonia 252 2.4 15,1 35,3 34,1 13,1
i= Greece 258 21,7 15,9 22,5 34,5 5,4
EI= Spain 238 12,2 45 26,5 13,9 2,5
gm France 232 19 23,7 23,7 27,6 6
g1 lreland 234 6,4 18,4 24,8 25,2 25,2
Bl ltaly 254 11 29,1 29,5 23,2 71

Cyprus 74 10,8 24,3 32,4 13,5 18,9
m= | atvia 237 4,2 21,1 40,5 20,3 13,9
@ Lithuania 335 11,6 26 30,4 15,2 16,7
== Luxembourg 4 0 25 25 50 0
== Hungary 305 10,8 34,4 27,9 20 6,9

B Malta 110 10,9 14,5 26,4 30,9 17,3

== Netherlands 231 3,5 16 31,2 35,9 13,4
== Austria 223 9,4 25,6 25,6 30,9 8,5
= Poland 353 13,3 40,2 29,2 9,3 7,9
B Portugal 318 15,7 33,3 31,4 12,6 6,9
B 1 Romania 325 16 33,5 26,5 16,3 7,7
gam Slovenia 305 11,1 18,4 34,1 24,6 11,8
mm Slovakia 308 55 34,4 38,3 14,9 6,8
+4— Finland 296 2.4 11,8 40,5 40,9 4,4
== Sweden 305 6,2 16,1 17,7 41 19
Sl United Kingdom 290 8,6 16,6 20,3 31,7 22,8
== Croatia 403 11,7 31 37,7 17,6 2
Turkey 236 28 30,9 23,3 16,1 1,7
gi= Norway 210 2,4 13,8 17,6 45,7 20,5
=== |celand 126 11,9 7.1 12,7 55,6 12,7
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Table 20b. Lack or difficulty to obtain recognition for study periods abr oad 1 by
segment

QUESTION: Q5_C. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - Lack or difficulty to obtain recognition for study periods abroad

Base: who plannetb, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% Very % No
big % Big % Small obstacle %

Total N obstacle obstacle  obstacle at all DK/NA
ALL 7770 10,5 24,9 29,2 25,4 10
SEX
Male 3433 9,6 23,5 294 26,7 10,7
Female 4337 11,2 26 29,1 24,3 9,5
AGE
18-20 1540 12,3 24,3 29,9 22,1 11,4
21-22 2597 10,7 27,1 29,8 22,6 9,7
23-24 1800 10,9 24,8 32,1 24,5 7,7
25 + 1811 8,3 22,3 25,2 32,7 11,5
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 5120 11,2 24,1 28,8 25,2 10,8
Master/second cycle 1914 9 27,7 30,8 25 7,5
Doctorate/third cycle 162 111 24,1 32,7 27,2 4.9
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 228 11 21,9 25,9 26,8 14,5
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 148 101 26.4 36,5 155 115
NUMBER OF F INISHED
YEARS
1 1315 10,2 23,8 29,4 24,4 12,2
2 2256 10,9 25,3 28,4 24,3 11,1
3 1865 11,4 25,5 28,9 24,1 10
4 1179 10 25,4 30,5 26,7 7,3
5+ 1155 9,1 23,9 29,7 29 8,3
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 1376 9 28,1 31,1 23,5 8,4
Businessand economic studies 1530 10 25,5 31,9 22,1 10,5
Languages 244 8,2 25,8 24,6 32,8 8,6
Law 492 11,8 28 28,3 24,8 7,1
Teacher training 773 10,6 25,9 26,9 26,8 9,8
Medical Studies 409 14,4 26,4 25,7 23,2 10,3
Health studies incl. Nursing 504 11,5 20,4 26 31,7 10,3
Other social sciences 983 12,3 229 29,2 25,8 9,8
Other hard sciences 838 9,8 22,7 30,5 26,5 10,5
Other humanities 596 9,9 21,8 27,3 26,7 14,3
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Table 21a. The different quality of education abroadi by country

QUESTION: Q5_D. Pleasdell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - The different quality of education abroad

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% No
% Very big % Big % Small obstacle at
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle all % DK/NA

ALL 7770 7,8 20,4 33,1 30,3 8,4

COUNTRY
B0 Belgium 235 1,3 28,5 24,7 45,5 0
mm Bulgaria 309 11,7 23 28,8 31,1 5,5
hm CzechRep. 289 5,5 20,4 42,2 26 5,9
g= Denmark 249 4.4 12,4 26,1 49 8
mm Germany 226 7.1 23,5 29,2 28,8 11,5
= Estonia 252 3,6 13,1 43,7 30,6 9,1
= Greece 258 20,9 13,6 26,4 35,7 3,5
ZI= Spain 238 9,7 25,2 42,4 18,9 3.8
gm France 232 13,8 16,4 30,2 32,3 7,3
g1 lreland 234 38 15 23,5 31,2 26,5
11 'aly 254 4,7 19,3 42,1 283 5,5

Cyprus 74 21,6 16,2 25,7 17,6 18,9
== Latvia 237 6,8 19 38,8 25,7 9,7
g Lithuania 335 3,3 21,5 34,9 26,6 13,7
== Luxembourg 4 0 0 25 75 0
== Hungary 305 7,2 20,7 36,4 30,5 5,2

B Malta 110 11,8 25,5 28,2 23,6 10,9

== Netherlands 231 8,2 18,6 32,5 28,6 12,1
== Austria 223 8,1 23,3 28,3 32,7 7,6
- PoOland 353 13,9 37,4 31,2 8,8 8,8
El Portugal 318 11,6 34 32,7 18,9 2,8
B ] Romania 325 7,1 22,8 39,4 25,8 4,9
tam Slovenia 305 6,2 17,7 38 37 1
mm Slovakia 308 49 21,1 44,8 23,7 5,5
<4— Finland 296 1,4 10,1 45,6 37,8 51
E= Sweden 305 2 13,8 24,6 41,3 18,4
Skg  United Kingd om 290 83 16,6 21,7 334 20
== Croatia 403 10,2 25,6 38,2 25,6 0,5
Turkey 236 13,6 23,7 25 33,1 4,7
m=  Norway 210 3,3 9 24,3 42,4 21
H= Iceland 126 11,9 71 13,5 54 13,5
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Table 21b. The different quality of education abroad i by segment

QUESTION: Q5_D. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - The different quality of education abroad

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% Very % No
big % Big % Small  obstacle %

Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle at all DK/NA
ALL 7770 7.8 20,4 33,1 30,3 8,4
SEX
Male 3433 7,2 19,3 33 31,7 8,8
Female 4337 8,3 21,3 33,2 29,3 8
AGE
18 - 20 1540 8,6 21,9 33,1 27,5 8,8
21-22 2597 7,7 21,8 34,2 28,2 8
23-24 1800 8,6 20,8 34,1 29,9 6,6
25 + 1811 6,5 16,6 30,6 36,2 10,2
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 5120 8,2 20,7 32,3 30,1 8,7
Master/second cycle 1914 7,2 19,7 35,9 30,8 6,3
Doctorate/third cycle 162 5,6 23,5 26,5 40,1 43
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 228 8,8 18,9 28,5 29,4 14,5
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 148 115 25 351 182 101
NUMBE R OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 1315 8,1 21,4 33,5 28,2 8,8
2 2256 8,3 21,9 32,7 27,6 9,5
3 1865 7,5 20,7 32,3 31 8,5
4 1179 7 18,8 34,7 32,1 7,4
5+ 1155 8 17,7 33 35,2 6,2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 1376 7,5 241 35,8 25,2 7,4
Businessand economic studies 1530 8,4 20,9 35,6 27,5 7,6
Languages 244 7,8 18,4 324 35,2 6,1
Law 492 8,5 19,9 35,8 29,3 6,5
Teacher training 773 6,7 18,6 32,9 33,1 8,7
Medical Studies 409 9,3 24,4 28,1 29,3 8,8
Health studies incl. Nursing 504 6,3 19,2 28 34,9 11,5
Other social sciences 983 9,9 19,1 29,6 33,5 7,9
Other hard sciences 838 6,7 17,7 32,9 34,1 8,6
Other humanities 596 6,5 19,1 32,6 30,7 111
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Table 22a. Language barriersi by country

QUESTION: Q5_E. Please tell me wheter the followingssues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - Language barriers

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% No
% Very big % Big % Small obstacle at
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle all % DK/NA

ALL 7770 14,6 22,6 31,9 27,2 3,6

COUNTRY
BN Belgum 235 0,9 24,3 33,2 41,7 0
mm Bulgaria 309 24,6 24,3 28,5 21,4 1,3
hw Czech Rep. 289 15,9 26,3 32,9 19,7 5,2
= Denmark 249 16 12,9 24,9 55,4 5.2
mm Germany 226 6,6 13,3 42,5 35 2,7
= Estonia 252 8,7 22,2 37,3 30,2 1,6
i= Greece 258 23,6 13,2 33,3 29,8 0
E= Spain 238 21,8 34 22,7 19,3 2,1
gg France 232 20,7 23,7 29,3 25,4 0,9
g5 lreland 234 23,9 26,1 20,1 15 15
jg 'tay 254 13 30,7 39,8 15,4 1,2

Cyprus 74 28,4 12,2 27 13,5 18,9
== |atvia 237 11,8 28,3 40,1 18,6 1,3
g Lithuania 335 14,3 27,2 36,1 16,1 6,3
== Luxembourg 4 0 0 50 50 0
== Hungary 305 13,8 19,3 33,8 31,1 2

B Malta 110 11,8 17,3 27,3 36,4 7,3

== Netherlands 231 7.8 19,5 32 37,2 3,5
= Austria 223 10,3 22,9 27,8 35,4 3,6
- PoOland 353 20,1 31,7 36,3 9,9 2
[Em Portugal 318 32,1 22,6 29,9 14,2 13
I 1 Romania 325 12,9 27,4 37,5 20,3 1,8
tam Slovenia 305 17 24,9 30,8 27,2 0
mm Slovakia 308 17,5 31,5 33,1 16,9 1
-4— Finland 296 34 13,2 41,2 41,6 0,7
E= Sweden 305 4,6 13,4 25,9 47,9 8,2
Sk United Kingdom 290 18,3 22,4 17,9 27,2 14,1
== Croatia 403 9,9 23,1 40,4 26,1 0,5
Turkey 236 29,2 31,8 23,3 14 1,7
m=  Norway 210 2,9 6,7 29 48,6 12,9
H= Iceland 126 12,7 7.9 20,6 53,2 56
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Table 22b. Language barriersi by segment

QUESTION: Q5_E. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - Language barriers

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% Very % No
big % Big % Small  obstacle %
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle at all DK/NA

ALL 7770 14,6 22,6 31,9 27,2 3,6
SEX
Male 3433 13,5 22,5 32 27,8 4,1
Female 4337 15,5 22,7 31,7 26,8 3,3
AGE
18- 20 1540 18,2 23,2 31,9 22,7 4
21-22 2597 15,1 24,1 33,5 23,6 3,7
23-24 1800 13,9 23,6 32,2 27,7 2,6
25 + 1811 11,7 18,9 29,5 35,7 43
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 5120 15,7 22,8 31,4 26,4 3,7
Master/second cycle 1914 12,2 23,2 33,6 28,5 25
Doctorate/third cycle 162 8,6 18,5 32,7 37,7 2,5
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 228 18,9 19,7 32 21,1 8,3
;z;riz\r/r:/further education at 148 196 o7 o7 203 6.1
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 1315 16,5 21,7 31,8 26,5 3,5
2 2256 15,7 23,5 31,7 24,7 4,3
3 1865 15,4 23,7 31,7 25,4 3,8
4 1179 13,5 21 33 29,4 3,1
5+ 1155 10,3 21,9 31,3 33,7 2,8
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 1376 15,6 25,4 34,7 21,9 2,5
Business and economic studies 1530 15,7 23,7 32 25 3,6
Languages 244 10,2 12,7 30,7 43 3,3
Law 492 8,7 25,6 36 26 3,7
Teacher training 773 14,4 20,8 32 29,6 3,2
Medical Studies 409 12 22,5 31,3 29,8 4.4
Health studies incl. Nursing 504 17,5 18,5 27,6 30,2 6,3
Other social sciences 983 15,4 20,3 32,3 28,4 3,6
Other hard sciences 838 16 24,9 29,6 26,6 29
Other humanities 596 13,6 22,5 28,4 30,9 4.7
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Table 23a. The professors/teachers in university do not encourage mobility T by
country

QUESTION: Q5_F. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, spailno obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - The professors/teachers in university do not encourage mobility

Base: who planned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% No
% Very big % Big % Small obstacle at
Total N obstacle obstacle obstacle all % DK/NA

ALL 7770 7,3 15,4 25,9 40,1 11,4

COUNTRY
BB Belgium 235 0 20 33,2 46,8 0
mm Bulgaria 309 12 18,1 22,3 38,5 9,1
hw CzechRep. 289 6,9 17,3 37,4 29,1 9,3
== Denmark 249 5,2 10 21,3 57,8 56
mm Germany 226 3,5 13,7 26,5 28,3 27,9
= Estonia 252 1,2 4 13,1 62,3 19,4
i= Greece 258 23,3 15,1 20,9 36,4 4,3
E= Spain 238 13,9 22,3 26,1 32,4 55
g g France 232 13,4 15,9 23,3 37,5 9,9
gy lreland 234 5,6 6,8 15,8 44,4 27,4
Bl ltaly 254 8,3 22 22 35 12,6

Cyprus 74 8,1 17,6 21,6 17,6 35,1
m— | atvia 237 3 11,4 29,5 44,3 11,8
a Lithuania 335 7.8 23,3 31,6 20,9 16,4
=== Luxembourg 4 0 0 0 75 25
== Hungary 305 6,9 18,7 36,1 29,8 8,5

B Malta 110 73 9,1 20,9 47,3 15,5

== Netherlands 231 3,5 13 22,9 43,3 17,3
== Austria 223 4 13,5 26 41,7 14,8
= Poland 353 6,8 26,9 374 18,1 10,8
Em Portugal 318 13,2 23 32,7 27,7 35
B Romania 325 9,8 20,9 28,9 32,6 77
g== Slovenia 305 3 18,7 24,9 50,5 3
mm Slovakia 308 45 20,1 38,3 29,5 7.5
-4— Finland 296 1 5,4 32,4 58,4 2,7
E= Sweden 305 2.3 9,5 21,6 50,2 16,4
Sk United Kingdom 290 31 8,3 18,3 42,8 27,6
== Croatia 403 6,2 8,7 19,6 60,8 4,7
Turkey 236 22 19,9 18,2 35,2 4,7
Ei= Norway 210 4,3 6,2 17,6 52,4 19,5
=== |celand 126 11,9 7.9 10,3 51,6 18,3
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Table 23b. The professors/teachers in university do not encourage mobility T by
segment

QUESTION: Q5_F. Please tell me wheter the following issues represented a very big, big, small, or no obstacle at all
to your ambition of studying abroad: - The professors/teachers in university do not encourage mobility

Base: who [anned to, but then gave up or who never planned to study abroad

% Very % No
big % Big % Small obstacle %

Total N obstacle obstacle  obstacle at all DK/NA
ALL 7770 7.3 15,4 25,9 40,1 11,4
SEX
Male 3433 7 14,8 25 41,3 11,9
Female 4337 7,5 15,8 26,6 39 111
AGE
18-20 1540 6,9 15,3 25,2 40,5 12,1
21-22 2597 7.4 17,1 27,1 37,4 11
23-24 1800 8,3 14,8 27,4 39,7 9,8
25 + 1811 6,4 13,6 23,2 43,7 13,1
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 5120 7,5 15,2 24,9 40,4 12
Master/second cycle 1914 7 15,7 28,4 39,7 9,2
Doctorate/third cycle 162 8 16,7 32,7 35,8 6,8
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 228 7 16,2 27,2 34,2 15,4
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 148 47 203 236 36,5 14.9
NUMBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 1315 6,2 15,7 24,3 40,9 13
2 2256 6,6 14,9 26,6 38,5 13,3
3 1865 7,5 15,9 26,2 40,6 9,8
4 1179 7,5 14,9 26,5 40,1 10,9
5+ 1155 9,3 15,4 25 41,1 9,2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 1376 8,1 18 27,1 37 9,8
Business and econonic studies 1530 59 16,9 27,3 38,4 11,6
Languages 244 6,1 11,9 28,3 44,3 9,4
Law 492 6,5 17,1 27,6 39,6 9,1
Teacher training 773 7,2 14 26,3 40,9 11,6
Medical Studies 409 9 15,6 25,7 36,2 13,4
Health studies incl. Nursing 504 8,5 12,9 27,4 38,5 12,7
Other social sciences 983 7,8 16,4 21,9 43,5 10,4
Other hard sciences 838 8,2 11,8 24,2 43,2 12,5
Other humanities 596 55 13,3 25 42,1 14,1
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Table 24a. Short study periods abroad are in most cases fully recognised by the home
university upon return i by country

QUESTION: Q6_A. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statementsShort study periods

abroad (e.g. Erasmus type) are in most cases fully recognised by the home university upon return (no need tsitre
exams)

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly

Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA
ALL 14964 4,6 13,9 38,4 28,8 14,2
COUNTRY
BB Belgium 500 0 22,4 40,2 37,2 0,2
mm Bulgaria 500 4.6 16,2 31,8 32,8 14,6
hw CzechRep. 507 43 18,9 40,6 23,9 12,2
== Denmark 500 6 11,6 39 31,8 11,6
mm Germany 533 3,6 21 37,1 16,1 22,1
= Estonia 502 34 11,8 41,2 30,3 13,3
i= Greece 500 9,2 16,2 26,8 38 9,8
E= Spain 504 10,9 17,5 38,7 22,4 10,5
gm France 502 4,4 12,2 37,1 33,5 12,9
gy lreland 521 3,6 7,9 33 44,3 11,1
11 ltaly 500 6,2 14,6 40,2 29,4 9,6
Cyprus 250 2,8 11,6 36,8 45,2 3,6
m— | atvia 525 2,1 7,6 39,8 32,4 18,1
g Lithuania 501 5,2 14,8 35,9 27,1 17
=== Luxembourg 257 1,6 11,3 43,2 39,7 4,3
== Hungary 507 8,7 21,9 36,3 16,6 16,6
B Malta 254 7,5 9,4 25,6 42,5 15
= Netherlands 500 2,2 8 48 17,8 24
== Austria 501 4 20 31,3 22,2 22,6
= Poland 506 2,2 8,7 54 23,7 11,5
Em Portugal 500 3,2 17,2 50,2 23,4 6
B Romania 500 38 13 38,2 29,6 15,4
g== Slovenia 506 2,2 7,1 36,6 50 4,2
mm Slovakia 502 34 16,9 44,8 26,3 8,6
+4— Finland 500 1,6 8,8 43 24,6 22
E=  Sweden 503 4.4 10,3 34 16,3 35
Sk United Kingdom 581 15 11 44,4 20,3 22,7
== Croatia 500 17,6 28,2 32,2 18,4 3,6
Turkey 500 6 16,6 38,4 34,6 4,4
g= Norway 501 2,2 7,4 40,3 28,1 22
mm  |celand 501 5,2 7.2 25 37,5 25,1
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Table 24b. Short study periods abroad are in most cases fully recognised by the home
university upon return i by segment

QUESTION: Q6_A. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statementsBhort study periods
abroad (e.g. Erasmus type) are in most cases fyltecognised by the home university upon return (no need to fsit
exams)

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %

Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA
ALL 14964 4,6 13,9 38,4 28,8 14,2
SEX
Male 6831 4,6 13,8 38,9 28,5 14,2
Female 8133 4.7 14 37,9 29,1 14,3
AGE
18-20 3256 3,5 13,1 38,8 31,1 13,5
21-22 5058 4,7 14,9 38,3 29,2 12,8
23-24 3376 52 14,2 39,9 28,1 12,6
25 + 3227 5 12,8 36,6 26,9 18,7
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 4.3 13,4 38,3 30 14
Master/second cycle 3570 52 15,7 39,7 27,1 12,3
Doctorate/third cycle 345 7,2 16,2 39,1 30,7 6,7
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 52 12,6 35 24,4 22,9
’\P/laArt_-lz\r?eT/further education at 210 48 12.4 36.2 26.2 205
NU MBER OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 3,8 13,7 37,2 27,9 17,3
2 4430 41 13,1 39,8 28,9 14,1
3 3385 53 13,7 38 29,6 13,4
4 2164 4,6 15,3 37,2 29,9 12,9
5+ 2046 5,8 14,7 38,9 27,8 12,9
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 5 15,3 41,1 25,4 132
Business and economic studies 3035 4,4 13,8 39,4 30 12,5
Languages 694 3,9 11,8 34,9 38,8 10,7
Law 960 52 17,3 38,5 27,9 11
Teacher training 1282 4,5 14,5 39,9 26,4 14,7
Medical Studies 844 6,4 15,6 35,2 29 13,7
Health studies incl. Nursing 832 3,7 12,9 37,1 27,9 18,4
Other social sciences 1906 5,4 14,5 37 27,9 15,2
Other hard sciences 1660 3,5 10,3 37,8 31,8 16,6
Other humanities 1282 4,4 12,9 36,5 29,1 17
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Table 25a. All study programmes should include a short study period in another

country as an integrated part of the studiesi by country

QUESTION: Q6_B. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements?All study programmes
should include a short study period in another country as an integrated part of the studse

== w i W FH

i EHEETEFSELNNIN=IINEN

% Strongly % Rather % Rather % Strongly
Total N disagree disagree agree agree % DK/NA

ALL 14964 11,5 20,3 34 30,4 38
COUNTRY

Belgium 500 17,4 23,6 28,6 30,4 0
Bulgaria 500 3,4 13,2 33,6 46,2 3,6
Czech Rep. 507 51 21,7 40,2 27.2 57
Denmark 500 28,2 29,6 27,2 13,2 1,8
Germany 533 16,3 27,6 33,2 20,3 2,6
Estonia 502 11 27,1 31,3 25,1 5,6
Greece 500 8,6 10,4 25,8 53,2 2
Spain 504 14,3 23 34,5 25 3.2
France 502 6,6 14,1 31,3 46,6 1,4
Ireland 521 8,4 15 36,5 34,9 5,2
Italy 500 4,6 15,2 334 454 1,4
Cyprus 250 2,8 13,6 34,4 47,6 1,6
Latvia 525 3 20,8 39,2 29,3 7,6
Lithuania 501 8,4 12,8 38,9 29,1 10,8
Luxembourg 257 6,2 14,4 42 36,2 1,2
Hungary 507 51 16,8 36,3 34,3 75
Malta 254 15 15,7 27,2 38,2 3,9
Netherlands 500 13,2 28,2 38 17,6 3
Austria 501 20 24,2 27,5 21,8 6,6
Poland 506 45 18,6 46 28,3 2,6
Portugal 500 6,6 19,8 41 30 2,6
Romania 500 3 12 36,6 45,6 2,8
Slovenia 506 20,6 15,8 30 33 0,6
Slovakia 502 3,2 15,9 37,6 42,2 1
Finland 500 31 38 21,2 8,4 1,4
Sweden 503 27,6 36,4 19,7 10,1 6,2
United Kingdom 581 8,8 19,6 42,2 20 9,5
Croatia 500 13,6 21,4 31,4 32,6 1
Turkey 500 2.4 12,4 40 41,8 34
Norway 501 20,8 28,9 32,7 15,8 1,8
Iceland 501 11,8 15,4 34,5 30,3 8
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Table 25b. All study programmes should include a short study period in another
country as an integrated part of the studiesi by segment

QUESTION: Q6_B. How much would you agree or disagree with the following statements?ll study programmes
should include a short stidy period in another country as an integrated part of the studies

% %
Strongly % Rather % Rather  Strongly %
Total N disagree  disagree agree agree DK/NA

ALL 14964 11,5 20,3 34 30,4 3,8
SEX
Male 6831 11,9 211 33,9 29,4 3,8
Female 8133 111 19,6 34,1 31,3 3,9
AGE
18-20 3256 8,8 19,7 34,5 33,2 3,8
21-22 5058 10,9 19,5 34,7 31,3 3,7
23-24 3376 10,9 20,9 33,7 30,9 3,5
25 + 3227 15,6 21,6 32,7 25,7 4,4
LEVEL OF STUDY
Bachelor/first cycle 10151 10,7 19,9 34,3 31,1 4
Master/second cycle 3570 11,5 20,5 34,4 30,3 3,2
Doctorate/third cycle 345 14,2 20,9 32,5 31 14
Part-time/further education at
BA-level 349 10,9 19,8 36,7 26,9 5,7
;a:iz\r/r:/further education at 210 11.9 219 343 26.2 5.7
NUMBE R OF FINISHED
YEARS
1 2939 11,6 21,8 32,9 30,1 3,7
2 4430 10 19,8 35,6 30,5 4,2
3 3385 11,6 20,1 34,2 29,9 4,2
4 2164 12,4 19,5 33,5 311 34
5+ 2046 13,2 20,5 32,4 30,7 3,2
FIELD OF STUDY
Engineering 2426 11,2 211 35,6 28,2 3,9
Business and economic studies 3035 10,2 20 35,3 30,9 3,6
Languages 694 10,1 15,1 28,7 43,2 2,9
Law 960 10,2 22,1 34,6 28,9 43
Teacher training 1282 12,2 19,8 34,7 29,7 3,6
Medical Studies 844 11,3 21,4 34,6 30,2 2,5
Health studies incl. Nursi ng 832 17,4 21,3 32,8 22,7 5,8
Other social sciences 1906 10,4 19,7 33,5 32,1 4.4
Other hard sciences 1660 12,8 19,9 31,7 31,4 4,2
Other humanities 1282 11,7 20,9 33,9 30,1 3,4
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