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|. Methodology

" Small scale survey

" Selection of universities through national rectors’
conferences

v Interest in collaboration with Africa
v Interest in widening participation

= unusual sample, but reality on the ground

" 43 universities and university colleges in 19 countries
responded, 37 valid responses

" Information on national and institutional practices on
access and retention



" |
‘
>EUA
~ European University Association

Il. Results

= Political level: equity and access high on
agenda(OECD, EU, Unesco)

= But, this hasn’t resulted in a consensus on how to
respond to from a university perspective

= Other recent reports demonstrated that importance of
widening participation is particular to a national
context
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|l. Results

In your opinion, what priority does your institution give to improving access (can
include both widening and increasing participation)?

108 %

541%
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|l. Results

Which of the following student groups are underrapresantad in your institution (you may tiek
thoze that you believe to be underrepresented even if their participation i= not measured)?

Studants from lower
socig-=conomic backgrounds

Firgt-ganaratan
sludent=

Students from
ethmckultural.

Stedenle from
migrant familiss

Students from ramaie
or econormecally.

Sdulk sludents

Femals sludents

Male sludents

Refugeasifayium
seakemllhose withaul,

Raligious minarilies

Crller

0% 40 % 6%
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|l. Results

What are your national, regional and local governments doing to support
access and wideninglincreasing participation in higher education?

100 %
20 %
60 %
BN Mebonad government
B ocol government
40 %
0%
(%%
Stnuecams (zeming Incamive funcing
upagenciesfor Sor speoifo progmrmess’
partopation’ eoui uniarshes
Legmi=ton Gereml pr:rnhn_?r Cithar

fundng 19 uhierEiee
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|l. Results

Does your institution have a policy on the following issues?

100 %
80 % —
60 % —
40 % 4
20 % —
0 %
Léelng Leamng Industyy coop n I n " Increasng pamcpaton
Cooperaton wih Innovative approaches Wordang with kscalregional Widenng partcpation Bletention of students
develaping wardd o neaching/leaming cornmuniy and NGO
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|l. Results

What are the main objectives of your institution in widening and/or increasing

participation?

80 %
60 % —
40 %
20 %

0%

To increase numbers To reduce bamer= to
of students from completion and improve
undemeprasantad groups retantion @Atas
To increase the overall To increasa numbers from Teo improve
numberof students disadvantagad groups gender balance



Other

Religicus mineities

Refugeeas! asyum
soakars!
students without
residency pemit

Male students

Female students

Addult students

Students from less
aconomically

developead regions

Please tick if so.

Students from
migrant families

Students from
athnicicultural
minaities

First generation
students

Students From lower
BOCIC-ECONomIc

kackareunds

In your opinion, is there a correlation between the student groups below and drop-out?

80%

60 % ———
40 %
20%———
0%
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l1l. Analysis

= Data collection — difficult

" Absence of autonomy to select students:
== Felt lack of responsibility?

" Role of other education sectors/levels

" Increased attention to student retention

..10...
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V. Case studies

" Asked some interesting survey responses to produce

a number of case studies:

v Kingston University, UK

v Edge Hill Universty, UK

v Uppsala University, Sweden

v Aarhus University, Denmark

v" Graz University of Technology, Austria

v Tallinn University, Estonia

v Roskilde University, Denmark

" Contributions are in the reader and they shed more
light on the issues than the survey material...
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