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Diagram 111-04

Foreign students in the Netherlands, 2006-2009*
Source: CFl, IND, Nuffic, 2009
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Diploma mobility®

Indicators for diploma mobility

Europe within the world
More than 48% of the total of 2.75 million mobile students
registered in the 2005-06 academic year either travelled to the
EU(27), came from the EU or were mobile between EU countries.
This means that the EU was by far the most important region
in the world in terms of student mobility, followed by East Asia
and the Pacific, and North America. There was a particular
increase in mobility between EU countries in comparison with
the 2004-05 academic year, by as many as 78,000 students,
as well as in mobility from the EU. By contrast, there was
a decrease in the influx of students to the EU from 27.8% to
24.8% of the respective totals — a fall of 56,000 students.
At an international level, more students travelled to Asia between
the two abovementioned academic years, with an increase
totalling more than 50,000. There was also a slight increase in
the number of students travelling to North America; however,
as this number was much smaller than the total increase in
international mobility between the two years, there was actually
a comparative drop between the 2004-05 and 2005-06 academic
years. Though it is not certain that this significant increase in
inter-European mobility (and mobility to countries outside the
EU) is the result of the introduction of the Bologna measures,
a relation between the two is likely. The decreased influx to the
EU indicates, on the other hand, that measures taken at that
time had not yet increased the appeal of European higher
education. This supports the relevance of the Erasmus Mundus
programme, which had just been launched back then,
in increasing this appeal.
Diagram Ill-05 The three main regions in the 2005-06 academic year (and in
2004-05)

Diagram I1I-05
The three main regions in the 2005-06 academic year (and in 2004-05)

The Netherlands in Europe

The Netherlands scored below the average of 21 EU countries
in relation to both foreign students in the Netherlands and
Dutch students abroad during the 2005-06 academic year.
The EU(21) average was 7.6% for inbound mobility and 2.8%
for outbound mobility in that year. A comparison with a
number of neighbouring countries is provided in diagram IlI-6.
The percentages referred to above are percentages of the total
number of students in higher education in the relevant country
or, in the case of the EU(21), of the total number of people in
higher education in the 21 countries in question.

An encouraging sign is that the Netherlands’ share of total
inbound mobility to these 21 countries — a measure of the
popularity of the Netherlands in comparison to the other

20 countries — increased from 2.0% in the 2002-03 academic
year to 2.7% in the 2005-06 academic year. The Netherlands’
share of outbound mobility from these 21 countries remained
unchanged at 2.9% of the total.

Although a high level of inbound mobility is usually desirable,
a high level of outbound mobility could indicate not just an
internationally-oriented student population (which is desirable
in itself), but also perceived or real limitations within the higher
education system in the students’ own country.

Diagram Ill-06 Diploma mobility to and from various countries in relation to

the total student population per country in 2005-06

Targets set by the Ministry of Education, Culture and
Science for diploma mobility within higher education
The following targets have been set for 2010 (calculated on
the basis of students’ nationality):

Diagram Ill-07 Targets set by the Ministry of Education, Culture and Science

for diploma mobility within higher education
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EU27* East Asia/Pacific North America**

48.3% (47.6%)

35.7% (33.6%)

* 24.8% of the 2.7 million mobile students actually travelled to the EU in 2005-06, 6.0% travelled out of the EU and 17.3% were mobile within the EU itself: 48.3% in total (47.6%: figure for
2004-2005).

** United States and Canada.

8 For the overall picture of global student mobility reference is made to UNESCO data relating to mobility, derived from students’ country of prior education or of permanent residence. Though
this is a better criterion than student nationality, the required data are not yet being collected in a sufficiently consistent manner in all countries. The country comparisons in this publication
are therefore still based on (OECD) data based on student nationality. In both cases, the figures are compiled centrally. Though these figures relate to the vast majority, or at least a significant
percentage, of the student populations, this may vary slightly for each country. Moreover, all countries do not always strictly adhere to the established criteria. Organizations such as UNESCO,
the OECD and Eurostat aim to present information in as consistent a manner as possible, so that comparisons can be drawn between countries.

25.3% (26.7%)
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Diagram IlI-06
Diploma mobility to and from various countries in relation

to the total student population per country in 2005-06
Source: OECD, Nuffic, 2009
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Diagram IlI-07

Targets set by the Ministry of Education, Culture and
Science for diploma mobility within higher education
Source: OECD, 2008, CFl, 2009
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foreign academic higher education students in the Netherlands (inbound mobility)
percentage of the total Dutch academic higher education student population
percentage of EU average (academic higher education) unknown #

foreign higher professional education students in the Netherlands (inbound mobility)
percentage of the total Dutch higher professional education student population
percentage of EU average (higher professional education) unknown #

Dutch higher education students abroad (outbound mobility) 4

percentage of the total Dutch student population
percentage of EU average (higher education)

Source: CFI 2009

Source: OESO EU21

Source: OESO EU21 (2005-06-data)

No international data available in relation to higher professional and academic higher education

(no clear distinction between higher professional and academic higher education at an international level).
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Top 10 institutions (inbound mobility)

In terms of numbers of foreign students, Maastricht University
has consolidated its position in first place. HAN University of
Applied Sciences supplanted Delft University of Technology

in fourth place. Still, Delft University of Technology has clearly
coped well with the loss of its largest faculty building as the
result of a fire in 2008: there was an increase in both the total
number of students and the number of foreign students by 7%
and 15%, respectively.

Stenden University, established on 1 January 2008 as the
result of a merger between the CHN University Netherlands
and Drenthe University of Applied Sciences, immediately
came in in sixth place, followed by the University of Amsterdam,
Zuyd University and Erasmus University Rotterdam. The second
newcomer to the list took tenth place: Hanze University
Groningen. INHOLLAND University of Applied Sciences and
Hogeschool van Amsterdam, University of Applied Sciences
no longer feature in the top 10.

It should be emphasized that these figures relate to students
in government-funded education. In addition to this student
group, these institutions often also play host to non-government-
funded diploma mobile students and non-centrally-recorded
credit mobile students. The foreign student population is
therefore usually higher, and sometimes even considerably
higher, than the figures presented here. More comprehensive
records need to be maintained in order to provide an accurate
reflection of the total population.

Diagram IlI-08 Top 10 institutions: numbers of foreign students, 2008-09

The majority of the top 10 institutions with the highest proportion
of foreign students in their total student population saw a slight
fall in the percentage of foreign students. This did not apply to
the Gerrit Rietveld Academy, however, where this percentage
actually increased from 33.6% to 42.7%, putting it in second
place behind Codarts University for the Arts. Another climber
was Maastricht University, with almost 40% foreign students.
The final institution with a higher percentage was Hotelschool
The Hague, which achieved tenth place, supplanting Helicon
University of Applied Sciences and therefore causing this
institution to drop out of the list.

Diagram IlI-09 Top 10 institutions: percentages of foreign students of the total

student population per institution, 2008-09
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Diagram 1I-08

Top 10 institutions: numbers of foreign students, 2008-09
Source: CFl, 2009

Maastricht University 5,077

Fontys University of Applied Sciences 2,861

Saxion University of Applied Sciences 2,649

HAN University of Applied Sciences 2,266

Delft University of Technology 2,112

Stenden University 1,943

University of Amsterdam 1,848

Zuyd University

1,834

Erasmus University Rotterdam 1,546

Hanze University Groningen 1,495

| | | | |
1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000 5,000 6,000

o

Diagram I1I-09
Top 10 institutions: percentages of foreign students

of the total student population per institution, 2008-09
Source: CFl, 2009
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Trends: outbound mobility

Following a decrease around the year 2000, the number of
Dutch students enrolled abroad once again displayed an
increase in absolute numbers in the 2005-06 academic year.
Though there is still no clear upward trend, this year for the
first time a percentage of more than 2.4% was achieved.
Apparently there was a slight increase in the popularity of
doing a full study programme abroad. The effect of the 2007
introduction of the general portability of student grants and
loans has not yet been taken into account in this increase.

As stated, the Netherlands’ share of total outbound mobility
amongst 21 EU countries remained unchanged at 2.9%.
Diagram Ill-10 Dutch students aiming for a diploma abroad, 2001-2006

Destinations

When Dutch nationals enrol for a full study programme abroad
(diploma mobility), in almost 80% of cases their host country
is another EU country. The largest number of Dutch students
can be found in the United Kingdom, followed by Belgium and
Germany.

The United Kingdom, which pushed Belgium into second place
in the 2003-04 academic year, welcomed as many as 500 more
Dutch students in the 2005-06 academic year than in the
previous year. The number of Dutch students in Germany has
been falling since the 2002-03 academic year, and dropped to
such an extent between the 2004-05 and 2005-06 academic
years that the United States replaced our neighbouring country
in third place.

Diagram Ill-11 Destinations, 2001-2006
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Diagram IlI-10

Dutch students aiming for a diploma abroad, 2001-2006
Source: OECD, 2009
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In comparison with other countries

Compared with other EU countries, the Netherlands’ position
in respect of outbound mobility has remained more or less the
same over the past few years. The real fall from 13th place on
the list of 19 EU countries (2003-04 academic year) to 14th
place on the list of 21 EU countries (2004-05 academic year)
was the result of the introduction of newcomer Estonia, which
came in in sixth place at that time. The Netherlands also
occupied 14th place in the 2005-06 academic year. Estonia
climbed as high as fourth place in the 2005-06 academic year,
a position which had previously been occupied by Greece.
Germany also rose on the list, from 11% to ninth place.

The Netherlands also scored below the EU average in the
2005-06 academic year, with 2.4%. The EU average increased
from just under 2.7% in the 2004-05 academic year to over
2.8% in the 2005-06 academic year. As previously stated,

a high score in relation to outbound mobility could also indicate
failings within the country’s own education system. Countries
are not necessarily happy to achieve a high score in this category.

See diagram Ill-6 for a comparison with a number of relevant
EU countries.

Portable student grants and loans

Although it has been possible to use Dutch government student
grants and loans abroad for a limited number of fields of study
and/or a limited number of host countries for a number of
years now, since September 2007 they can be used worldwide.
The only restriction is that the study programme abroad must
be of a sufficiently high quality.

As shown in diagrams IlI-12 and 1lI-13, since the worldwide
portability of student grants and loans was introduced there has
been a huge increase particularly in the number of destination
countries, to 66 in the 2008-09 academic year. However, almost
90% of students still travel to Belgium, the United Kingdom,
the United States, the Netherlands Antilles and Germany.

The United States in particular saw an increase in the number
of students funded by the Netherlands (+77%!), but in the
United Kingdom too the number increased by 44%.

The number of funded students in Germany increased by 13%
and in Belgium, which still attracts almost 60% of all government-
funded students abroad, by 8%. Conversely, the number of
students studying in the Antilles with a grant or loan issued by
the Dutch government has more than halved since the 2004-05
academic year.

With regard to growth expressed in numbers, Belgium, which
received 277 additional students this year, came in in second
place after the United Kingdom, which received 351 additional
students. Of the total number of government-funded students,
33% travelled to four Flemish institutions: the Catholic University
of Leuven (773), the University of Antwerp (544), Ghent University
(535) and Antwerp University of Applied Sciences (271).
In other countries there is a wide distribution of students.
Diagram lll-12  Numbers of students funded abroad, 2004-2009
Diagram Ill-13  Number of countries where studies are financed by

the Dutch government, 2004-2009
Diagram Ill-14 Main host countries, 2004-2009
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Diagram Ill-12
Numbers of students funded abroad, 2004-2009

Source: Information Management Group, CFl, 2009, measurement date: 1 March each year
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Number of countries where studies are financed by the Dutch government, 2004-2009
Source: Information Management Group, 2009, measurement date: 1 March each year
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Trends: inbound mobility

The number of foreign students enrolled in Dutch government-
funded higher education is rising steadily. More than half of
this growth is attributable to German students. Since the
2005-06 academic year there has been a marked drop in
growth of the number of foreign students in higher professional
education, with more than 6% of the higher professional
education student population being of non-Dutch nationality
since that year. In academic higher education, by contrast,
the growth in the number of foreign students is on a steady rise.
The number of foreign students presently amounts to 9% of
the total academic higher education student population.
Of foreign students in government-funded higher education,
56% are currently enrolled in a higher professional education
study programme, and 44% in an academic higher education
study programme.
Diagram Ill-15 Foreign students in government-funded higher education in
the Netherlands, 2004-2009
Diagram lll-16  Foreign students in government-funded academic higher
education and higher professional education, in numbers and
as a percentage of the respective total student populations,

2004-2009
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Diagram IlI-
Foreign students in government-funded higher education in the Netherlands, 2004-2009
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Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Countries of origin

Of the foreign students who are enrolled in mainstream
government-funded higher education, Germany is by far the
most common country of origin. As previously stated, a large
part of the growth observed is also attributable to German
students. More than 42% of foreign students now come from
Germany. According to the report Wissenschaft weltoffen,

the Netherlands, with almost 16% of outbound German diploma
mobility, is the top host country for German students.”

After three years of decline, there has once again been a slight
increase in the number of Chinese students in government-
funded higher education.

Diagram Ill-17 Top 3 countries of origin for diploma mobility, 2004-2009
Diagram IlI-18 Top 4-8 countries of origin for diploma mobility, 2004-2009

Though the country is still in fourth place, Indonesia’s relative
lead was further reduced by Bulgaria, which, following years of
strong growth, entered the list in fifth place, in front of Turkey
and Morocco. Poland remained fairly stable, however this did
not stop it from falling from fifth to seventh place, whilst Surinam,
also reasonably stable with around 800 students, actually
dropped out of the top 8. Surinam came in in 11* place, after
France, Spain and the United Kingdom, all three of which
currently have more than 800 students in government-funded
Dutch higher education.

The greatest increase from within the EU came from Cyprus
and Romania, with rises of more than 50%, from Slovakia,
Bulgaria and Lithuania with increases of around 40% and from
Malta, Latvia, Luxembourg, Slovenia and Ireland with increases
of 20-30%. Germany, Sweden, Finland, Portugal and Greece
experienced a growth of 10-20% in comparison with the previous
year. The largest fall was in the number of students from
Denmark: -11%. In total, students from the new EU countries
now account for more than 11% of the total number of foreign
EU students in the Netherlands.

7 Deutscher Academischer Austausch Dienst, (DAAD, German Academic Exchange Service),
Hochschul-Informations-System (HIS, Higher Education Information System),
W. Bertelsmann Verlag (WBV, W. Bertelsmann Publishing House) (2008), Wissenschaft
weltoffen, Facts and Figures on the International Nature of Studies and Research in
Germany.
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Diagram Ill-17
Top 3 countries of origin for diploma mobility, 2004-2009
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Diagram IlI-18
Top 4-8 countries of origin for diploma mobility, 2004-2009
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Fields of study
If we look at the number of students in government-funded
academic higher education, we note an increase in all fields
of study, the most popular being Economics and Behaviour &
Society (CROHO, Central Register of Higher Education
Programmes). If we look at the percentage of foreign students
in the total population per field of study — which is an indicator
of the level of international orientation — we see a completely
different picture. In this case Agriculture features at the top of
the list, followed at some distance by Economics, Technology,
Behaviour & Society and Science. There has also been an
increase in a relative sense in the case of most academic
higher education components: clearly, internationalization is
on the rise. The one exception is Agriculture, which has seen
stabilization.
Diagram Ill-19  Foreign students in government-funded academic higher
education, per CROHO field of study, 2004-2009
Diagram IlI-20  Foreign students in government-funded academic higher
education, per CROHO field of study, as a percentage of
the total component population, 2004-2009
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Diagram IlI-19

Foreign students in government-funded academic higher education, per CROHO field of study, 2004-2009
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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In terms of numbers, the most popular field of study in govern-
ment-funded higher professional education is the growing field
of study of Economics. Fewer foreign students are studying
Language & Culture this year than last year. This is also the case
for Agriculture, however, the drop within this field of study has
been very slight, certainly in comparison with the past few years.
It is possible that the numbers are stabilizing.

If we look at the percentage of foreign students within the total
population across all fields, Language & Culture scores
particularly high (the art academies), though slightly lower than
last year, followed at a distance by Agriculture, Economics and
Healthcare Management. In addition to the slight fall in the case
of Language & Culture, there has also been both an absolute
and relative fall in the case of Agriculture. We also see a slight
relative fall for Technology this year.
Diagram Ill-21 Foreign students in government-funded higher professional
education, per CROHO field of study, 2004-2009
Diagram Ill-22 Foreign students in government-funded higher professional
education, per CROHO field of study, as a percentage of the
total field of study population, 2004-2009
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Diagram IlI-21
Foreign students in government-funded higher professional education,

per CROHO field of study, 2004-2009
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Diagram IllI-22
Foreign students in government-funded higher professional education, per CROHO field of study,

as a percentage of the total field of study population, 2004-2009
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Institutions
The historical development of foreign student numbers at the
top 10 institutions is presented in diagram I11-23. It should be
emphasized that these figures relate to students in government-
funded education. In addition to this student group, these
institutions often also play host to non-centrally-recorded diploma
and credit mobile students. The foreign student population is
therefore usually higher, and sometimes even considerably
higher, than the figures presented here.
Diagram IlI-23 Top 10 institutions in terms of numbers of foreign students

in government-funded education per institution, 2004-2009
Diagram Ill-24 Top 10 institutions in terms of percentage of foreign students

in government-funded education within the institution’s total

student population, 2004-2009

<64>




Diagram IlI-23

Top 10 institutions in terms of numbers of foreign students
in government-funded education per institution, 2004-2009

Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Ratio of male to female students

The ratio of men to women has changed over the past few
years. In the 1998-99 academic year, the ratio was still 54%
men to 46% women. The 2000-01 academic year marked
—| aturning point, and the ratio in the 2008-09 academic year
was 57% female to 43% male students.

— Diagram Ill-25 Foreign students in government-funded education, by gender,

2004-2009
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Diagram IlI-25

Foreign students in government-funded education, by gender, 2004-2009

Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Stage

The majority of foreign students in government-funded

education are enrolled in a bachelor’s degree programme.

Diagram Ill-26  Foreign students in government-funded higher education,
by stage, 2008-2009

Diagram Ill-27 Foreign students in government-funded academic higher
education, by stage, 2004-2009

Diagram IlI-28 Foreign students in government-funded higher professional

education, by stage, 2004-2009

In comparison with other countries

Compared with other EU countries, the position of

the Netherlands in relation to inbound mobility has fallen from
that of the previous two reporting years (the 2003-04 and 2004-05
academic years). As the Czech Republic came in higher than
the Netherlands, and Luxembourg suddenly reported 42%
foreign students after years of having not provided any figures,
our country fell from ninth to 11th place despite achieving

a higher percentage than last year.

The Dutch percentage of foreign students, at 6.1%, is below
the EU average. This EU average increased from 7.2% in the
2004-05 academic year to almost 7.6% in 2005-06. See diagram
I1I-06 for a comparison with a number of relevant EU countries.

As shown by more recent data, there will be a further increase
in the percentage of foreign students in the Netherlands after
the 2005-06 academic year (in any case up to 7.4% in the
2008-09 academic year: see diagram llI-15). This will not
necessarily improve the position of the Netherlands in
comparison to other countries, however. This is because in
the past other countries have experienced a similar or, as we
have seen, maybe even a higher growth than the Netherlands.

It should also be pointed out that some countries include credit
mobility in their diploma mobility numbers, whilst this is not
the intention. This of course distorts the picture.
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Diagram llI-26

Foreign students in government-funded higher education, by stage, 2008-09
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Diagram IlI-27

Foreign students in government-funded academic higher education, by stage, 2004-2009
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)

20,000 19,784
16,989
15,000 _ 14,570
18,043
[¢e]
o
2
o
j0000 1048 2 e
S o o )
o 5 3
N "l ~
~ © ~
& © @2
o 2 ©
5000 @
o
(RN
o = -
— [o\]
o 8
— ©
8 2 5
0 _ 8 lE | me - —_t

2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

Diagram 1II-28

Foreign students in government-funded higher professional education, by stage, 2004-2009
Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Mobility from countries whose citizens are required
to hold a residence permit

Since 2004, we can obtain an overview of not only foreign
students who come to the Netherlands and are required to hold
a residence permit, but also of those who stay in the Netherlands
for a longer period of time. As of 2005, only those students
who were actually granted a residence permit are included in
the records. Given that it is not certain that someone granted
a Machtiging tot Voorlopig Verblijf (MVV, Authorization for
Temporary Stay) will actually use it and come to the Netherlands
for study or a work placement, this category has been eliminated
from our analysis. The number of new residence permits is
higher than the number of MV\Vs, as this includes the residence
permits granted to students from countries whose citizens are
not required to hold an MVV.

Diagram 11I-29 shows that the number of residence permits

issued has increased by more than 500 since the previous

year. The number of new permits issued even increased by

as many as 600. The slight drop in the number of extensions

granted may indicate that foreign students from outside the

EU27 and EFTA are staying for shorter periods. It is possible

that the rising number of new permits will eventually also lead

to a new increase in the number of extensions.

Diagram Ill-29 Number of new residence permits issued or extensions granted
to students or student trainees from outside the EU27 and EFTA,
2005-2008

Diagram IlI-30 Number of residence permits issued to students or student

trainees from outside the EU27 and EFTA, 2005-2008

Countries of origin

The abovementioned growth is mainly attributable to students
from the United States and China, with each of these countries
accounting for at least 250 new permits. AlImost 340 new study
residence permits were issued to Chinese students, however
this was countered by a drop in the number of extensions
granted. The number of permits issued to students from
Pakistan and Nepal fell by more than 100.

Diagram IlI-31 Residence permits issued: top 10 countries of origin in

2006-2008

Of course many EU and EFTA country students and student
trainees came to the Netherlands in 2007 also. These individuals
are not included in the IND’s statistics, however, as they are
not obliged to apply for a residence permit.
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Diagram 1lI-29

Number of new residence permits issued or extensions
granted to students or student trainees from outside

the EU27 and EFTA, 2005-2008

Source: IND, 2009 (purpose of stay: study, including additional examinations)
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Diagram IlI-31
Residence permits issued: top 10 countries of origin in 2006-2008
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Diagram IlI-30
Number of residence permits issued to students or student

trainees from outside the EU27 and EFTA, 2005-2008
Source: IND, 2009 (purpose of stay: study, including additional examinations)
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Students from Nuffic Neso countries

Nuffic operates a number of Netherlands Education Support
Offices (Nuffic Neso offices) to support Dutch higher education
abroad. There are Nuffic Neso offices in Brazil, China, Indonesia,
Mexico, Russia, South Korea, Thailand and Vietnam, and Nuffic
Neso Desks in India and Taipei.

Diagram IlI-32 Students from Nuffic Neso countries in Dutch government-

funded higher education, 2001-2009

The Netherlands’ share of the number of students from Nuffic
Neso countries who study in OECD countries within centrally-
recorded study programmes is increasing in almost all cases.
Diagram IlI-33 Outbound mobility from Nuffic Neso countries: percentage of
these students in government-funded higher education in the

Netherlands in 2001-2006
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Diagram 1I-32
Students from Nuffic Neso countries in Dutch

government-funded higher education, 2001-2009
Source: Statistics Netherlands (CBS)/CFl, 2009
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Diagram IlI-33

Outbound mobility from Nuffic Neso countries: percentage of these students
in government-funded higher education in the Netherlands, 2001-2006*

Source: UNESCO, 2009
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* The IND figures provide a complete picture of inbound mobility from Nuffic Neso countries and therefore a better picture than the CFl figures, which only relate
to government-funded education. Unfortunately, there is still insufficient overlap between UNESCO and IND figures in historical terms to reveal any trends.
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Nationality versus mobility

Until recently, it was only possible to determine student mobility
on the basis of data on nationality. We therefore still use the
term ‘foreign students’. However, given that more and more
foreign students are staying in the country where they enrolled
in higher education for longer periods of time, and were
sometimes even born there, nationality is no longer a conclusive
criterion to express mobility within the context of higher
education.

For a few years now, we have in many cases had access to
information on whether higher education participants earned
their secondary school diploma in the Netherlands or abroad.
For students who attended secondary school abroad it can be
assumed that they came to the Netherlands specifically for the
purpose of higher education and that they could indeed be
regarded as contributing towards achieving internationalization
objectives.

Interestingly, this information also pertains to Dutch students
who returned to the Netherlands to enrol in higher education
here after attending secondary school abroad. Students who
fall within this category — that is, who attended secondary
school in another country — are referred to as ‘international
students’ rather than foreign students.

It should be noted that these statistics are not conclusive:

there was still a large group of students in the 2008-09

academic year for whom no information on the country in

which they attended secondary school was available.

This concerns 5.6% of the total student population. If these

students all would have completed prior education abroad,

which is unlikely, this would mean that, based on this criterion,

actual mobility would more than double. This is because

the percentage of students who attended secondary school

abroad amounts to just 4.9%. Lack of clarity with regard to

prior education is actually increasing rather than decreasing.

More consistent recording is essential.

Diagram IlI-34  Origin of secondary school diploma, in percentages of the total
student population in government-sponsored higher education,
2004-2009

Diagram IlI-35 Number of students with a foreign secondary school diploma,

by nationality, 2004-2009
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Diagram IlI-34

Origin of secondary school diploma, in percentages of the total student
population in government-sponsored higher education, 2004-2009

Source: CFl, 2009 (revised figures)
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Credit mobility

When students travel abroad to complete a study component
or work placement during their studies and within the context
of their study programme, this is referred to as credit mobility.

Indicators for credit mobility

Europe within the world

Unfortunately there are no standard, annually-updated key
indicators available for credit mobility, which, like in the case
of diploma mobility, would make it possible to place Europe
in a wider context.

The Netherlands in Europe

Again, there are no standard, annually-updated key indicators
available for credit mobility that would make it possible to place
the Netherlands in a wider perspective. International comparative
studies are carried out now and then, however, which can serve
as a reference. In this context, last year’s monitor referred to
the results of the REFLEX project carried out during the 2005-06
academic year amongst 1999-2000 academic year graduates
from 12 EU countries, two EFTA countries and Japan.

The average percentage of graduates with experience abroad
was 25%.

Unlike the percentages referred to under the key indicators for
diploma mobility, which provide an annual picture, these figures
relate to mobility over the entire study programme. It is not
clear here in which year the mobility took place, although
typically this is during the third year of study. In order to draw
a comparison with percentages expressing mobility in

a specific year, it is necessary to divide the study programme
mobility percentage by the programme duration in years. If the
study programme lasts an average of four years and 30% of
the students were internationally mobile during this period,
the annual percentage would be 7.5%.

Diagram IlI-36 Percentage of graduates in the 1999-2000 academic year who

gained experience abroad during their study programme

Another reference is provided by the results of the
EUROSTUDENT project, which has now been carried out three
times (the fourth version of this project commenced in 2008.
See www.eurostudent.eu.). Each EUROSTUDENT project
lasts around three years. The project involves an analysis of
results from more or less comparable national studies in an
ever-increasing number of European countries. The studies,
comprising student surveys, primarily focus on obtaining
information on students’ socio-economic backgrounds

and circumstances. International mobility during the study
programme is one of the survey topics. Data are processed
centrally by HIS (Hochschul-Informations-System GmbH) in
Hannover. The Dutch contribution towards this project takes
the form of the Student Monitor, which has been produced on
an annual basis since 2003 by ResearchNed in Nijmegen on
behalf of the Ministry of Education, Culture and Science.

Over the period 2005-2008, 5.5% of Dutch students stated
that they had travelled abroad to complete a study component
or study programme during their previous studies. This puts
the Netherlands in seventh place amongst 16 European countries
(including Turkey), after Finland, Austria, Germany, Sweden,
Switzerland and Ireland. (France, at the top of diagram 11I-35,
shared ninth place with Spain.) Work placements are not taken
into account in these figures and, due to the chosen study
population, there is an underestimation in comparison with the
mobility of graduates. According to HIS, it is also impossible to
compare these percentages with the results of previous rounds
(each EUROSTUDENT project gives priority to inter-country
comparability).

Targets set by the Ministry of Education, Culture and
Science for credit mobility within higher education
The following targets have been set for 2013:

Diagram Ill-37 Targets set by the Ministry of Education, Culture and Science

for credit mobility within higher education

As predicted last year, the targets set at that time were indeed
revised within the context of the Internationalization Agenda
of the ministry, entitled Het Grenzeloze Goed (‘The Borderless
Good’). The targets shown in diagram [1I-37 now refer to the
analysis method and results of the Student Monitor, and to
the year 2013. First-year students have not been taken into
consideration. As experience abroad is often gained at the
end of the study programme, research amongst graduates
produces higher results.

Top 10 institutions

The following list of top 10 institutions has been compiled from
the responses submitted by graduates who were mobile during
their study programme. As the analysis was not repeated
amongst academic higher education graduates last year,
diagram I11-38 uses the results of the survey carried out for
academic higher education institutions the previous year,
amongst 2005-06 graduates.

Diagram 1lI-38 Top 10 institutions: outbound credit mobility amongst 2006-07

graduates
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Diagram 1I-36
Percentage of graduates in the 1999-2000 academic year who gained experience abroad during their study programme
Source: REFLEX, 2007~
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* Allen, J., Coenen, J. and Van der Velden, R. (2007), Afgestudeerden van het hoger onderwijs in vergelijking met andere landen. Resultaten van het REFLEX-project
(‘Higher education graduates in comparison with other countries. Results of the REFLEX project’). The Hague: Ministry of Education, Culture and Science.

Diagram IlI-37
Targets set by the Ministry of Education, Culture and Science for credit mobility within higher education
Source: Nuffic, 2009; ResearchNed, 2005, 2009?; Ministry of Education, Culture and Science, 2008

Target set by Ministry
Credit mobility Base Latest of Education, Culture
figure figure and Science

Dutch higher education students abroad
percentage of the total Dutch higher education student population 17% 15% 25%

Dutch academic higher education students abroad
percentage of the total Dutch academic higher education 19% 19% 35%
student population

Dutch higher professional education students abroad
percentage of the total Dutch higher professional education 15% 12% 20%
student population

Note: percentages relate to responses received from students approaching graduation (Ministry of Education, Culture and Science, 2008).
' ResearchNed, 2005: Student Monitor 2004.

2 ResearchNed, 2009: Student Monitor 2008.

3 Ministry of Education, Culture and Science, 2008: Internationalization Agenda ‘Het Grenzeloze Goed’.

Diagram 111-38
Top 10 institutions: outbound credit mobility amongst graduates in 2006-07
Source: ROA, 2009 (N 100%: higher professional education 2006-07: 61,868, academic higher education 2005-06: 30,262)
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Trends: outbound mobility

Each year, the ROA carries out research into the initial labour
market experiences of graduates. To this end, a survey is carried
out amongst graduates around 18 months after graduation.
The group of graduates approached consists of all master’s
and bachelor’s graduates who have left the institution. A number
of bachelors thus wrongly receive a questionnaire when in fact
they are enrolling in a master’s degree programme at a different
institution; this group is extracted, however, on compilation of
the research file (ROA, 2009). The questionnaire also includes
questions about experience abroad during the study programme.
The mobility in question is referred to as credit mobility.
Diagram IlI-39 Percentage of outbound credit mobility amongst academic
higher education and higher professional education graduates

in 1997-2007

After what appeared to be a degree of stabilization, there was
a further drop in the percentage of academic higher education
graduates who were internationally mobile during their study
programme. Conversely, the slight recovery recorded amongst
graduates of institutions of higher professional education in
the 2005-06 academic year continued vigorously. So vigorously,
in fact, that the same mobility percentage amongst higher
professional education graduates was achieved as of those
graduating in 2001-02. This also led to a slight increase in the
mobility of the total higher education population, despite the
fall amongst academic higher education graduates. It may even
be that a turning point has been reached. We can assume that
the later figures concern mobility around the year 2005.

The reasons for this fluctuation are unknown. However, increased
study pressure and greater international mobility outside the
context of education have been put forward as reasons for
the drop (or the earlier drop in the case of higher professional
education). The study pressure argument would apply to
academic higher education in particular, and is negated again
to a certain extent in those cases in which there is no strict
distinction between the bachelor’s and master’s stages.

According to the latest figures, the averages for academic
higher education and higher professional education, at 29.1%
and 20.2% respectively, amount to an average of 23.1% for
the total graduate student population: 23.1% of graduates in
the 2006-07 academic year were internationally mobile during
their study programme. To gain an impression of the number
of credit mobile students, this percentage must be divided by
the number of years of study, for example 4 -> 23.1 + 4 = 5.8%.
This percentage multiplied by the number of graduates in the

2006-07 academic year, or 112,000 (CBS, 2009), amounts to
around 6,500 students.

Students who did not graduate were also internationally mobile,
however, although this possibly applies to fewer students than
the number who did indeed graduate. There were a total of
572,000 students in the 2006-07 academic year, which amounts
to 143,000 students per year of study. If mobility was the same,
there would be 5.8% x 143,000 = 8,294 mobile students per
cohort. To allow for reduced mobility with non-graduating
students, this would, somewhat arbitrarily, work out as

(6,500 + 8,294) + 2 = 7,397, thus around 7,400 mobile students
per cohort. This number times the number of years of study (4)
would amount to 29,600 credit mobile students per year.

The total annual outbound mobility would thus amount to
around 14,150 (diploma mobility) plus 29,600 (credit mobility),
or 43,750 students.

Fields of study
More than 40% of Agriculture, Technology and Healthcare
Management students who graduated from academic higher
education institutions were mobile during their study
programmes. This applied to 20-30% of Science, Economics,
Language & Culture and Law graduates and fewer than 20%
of Behaviour & Society graduates. There were notable falls
for Language & Culture and Economics, which saw mobility
decrease by around ten percentage points in three years.
Science and Law rose back up to the levels achieved two
years earlier. Students who graduated from institutions of
higher professional education in the 2005-06 academic year
reported greater mobility in all fields with the exception of
Language & Culture, where there was a slight fall. At more
than 50%, there was a relatively high level of mobility amongst
Agriculture graduates from higher professional education
during their study programme. Around 26% of Economics
graduates from higher professional education were mobile
during their study programme. This applied to almost 20% of
Healthcare Management and Language & Culture graduates,
around 15% of Technology graduates and around 12% of
Education and Behaviour & Society graduates.
Diagram lll-40 Percentage of credit mobility amongst academic higher
education graduates, by field of study, in 2002-2007
Diagram Ill-41 Percentage of credit mobility amongst higher professional

education graduates, by field of study, in 2002-2007
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Diagram 11I-39
Percentage of outbound credit mobility amongst 1997-2007 academic
higher education and higher professional education graduates

Source: ROA, 2002-2009 (N 100% in 2006-2007: 91,935)
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Percentage of credit mobility amongst 2002-2007 academic
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Type of experience abroad

On average, the majority of students travel abroad to complete
a work placement, sometimes combined with a study
programme. This is certainly true in the case of higher
professional education: the percentage of students who travel
abroad solely to do a study programme is almost 14 percentage
points lower than in academic higher education.

Diagram Ill-42 Credit mobility, type of experience abroad, 2006-07 graduates

Ratio of male to female students

The survey carried out by the ROA shows that mobility during
the study programme amongst male and female graduates
was the same within both higher professional education and
academic higher education.

Diagram Ill-43 Percentage of graduates with work experience abroad,

by gender, amongst 2006-2007 graduates

As more women than men graduated within both higher
professional education and academic higher education in

the 2006-07 academic year, the number of women who were
mobile was higher than the number of men. In higher professional
education, 59% of graduates who were mobile were women.
This percentage for academic higher education was 57%.
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Diagram Ill-41
Percentage of credit mobility amongst 2002-2007graduates from

higher professional education, by field of study
Source: ROA, 2003-2009 (N 100% different according to field of study and year)
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Effects of experience abroad during the study
programme
The annual ROA graduate survey reveals that academic higher
education students who gained experience abroad during
their study programme always had higher average final marks
than those who did not gain experience abroad. Moreover,
the percentage of students with experience abroad who stated
that they were employed at at least the level of their study
programme was over 10% higher than amongst students
without experience abroad. Average incomes after graduation
are also higher for all years among students with experience
abroad.
Diagram Ill-44  Average final mark with and without experience abroad,
2002-2007 academic higher education graduates
Diagram Ill-45 Percentage of academic higher education students who
stated they were employed at at least the level of their study
programme, with and without experience abroad, 2002-2007

graduates

Amongst higher professional education students the results
are less consistent; however, strangely enough, they have
tended to be negative for students with experience abroad.
Since the 2005-06 graduation year, and after an initial gradual
decline, the negative difference with students having no
experience abroad is once again on the rise. In findings from
one survey year it emerged that higher professional education
students who were away for less than three months achieved
higher average final marks than those who stayed at home.
However, the low scores amongst the larger number of students
who were abroad for longer than three months meant that
students with experience abroad achieved an overall lower
score in that year too.

In conclusion, it would appear that academic higher education
students are better able to apply the experience they gain abroad
to their study programme and career development. But this

is no explanation for why the same does not apply to higher
professional education students. One possible explanation is
that higher professional education students who have advance
prospects of a job are less mobile during their study programme.
Another is that the experience abroad is less focused, or that
mobile higher professional education students have taken

a less efficient approach to their stay abroad. Opportunities for

them to have a focused and efficient stay abroad may also be
fewer than for academic higher education students. The ROA
survey does not provide an insight into the longer term career
impact.

There is no information available on other effects of gaining
experience abroad during a study programme, such as on the
study programme at the home institution or on components of
this programme.

Please refer to the 2008 Student Monitor for information on
the socio-economic backgrounds of diploma mobile students.
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Diagram IlI-44
Average final mark with and without experience abroad,

2002-2007 academic higher education graduates
Source: ROA, 2003-2009 (N 100% in 2006-2007 without: 21,237, with: 8,683)
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Diagram IlI-45
Percentage of academic higher education students who stated they were employed
at at least the level of their study programme, with and without experience abroad,

2002-2007 graduates
Source: ROA, 2003-2009 (N 100% in 2006-2007 without: 11,427, with: 5,854)
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Trends: inbound mobility

Almost the only information on inbound credit mobility — i.e.
relating to students who come to the Netherlands for a study
programme or work placement in the context of their study
programme abroad — has up until now come from scholarship
programmes administration records. Mobility outside the scope
of these programmes, or more accurately, outside the recognized
scholarship programmes, remains largely unknown. This situation
could be changed by asking more questions about destination
countries in international comparative graduate surveys.

As regards our neighbours to the east, we know that just 3%
of credit mobile students come to the Netherlands, placing the
Netherlands in 11th place in the list of host countries. This can
be contrasted with the almost 16% of diploma mobile German
students who come to the Netherlands. Within this latter
category, the Netherlands occupies first place as a country of
destination for German students. Aimost 50% of credit mobile
German students travel to France, the United Kingdom,

the United States and Spain (DAAD, HIS, WBV, 2008).8

Mobility within programmes is determined to a large extent by
specific programme features. Programme mobility is therefore
not very indicative of general mobility trends in higher education.
In the wider context, European programmes are still the most
interesting; they facilitate comparisons between countries.
Though outbound mobility is also limited to a certain extent
here by the available budgets, inbound mobility is marked by
a greater degree of freedom: while the number of students
travelling from each country is limited, they are free in their
choice of destination (however, there must be cooperation
agreements in place and a certain degree of reciprocity).
Unfortunately, there is little information available on mobility
within the previous Leonardo da Vinci programme, particularly
with regard to mobility from other countries, and therefore to
inbound mobility in the Netherlands. Within the Lifelong
Learning Programme, work placements abroad, in addition

to the traditional study components abroad, are supported

in the new Erasmus programme (the new Leonardo da Vinci
programme no longer focuses on higher education).

The following diagrams briefly sketch mobility within the
context of the Erasmus programme (studies) and, in the first,
inbound mobility.

8 Deutscher Academischer Austausch Dienst, (DAAD, German Academic Exchange Service),
Hochschul-Informations-System (HIS, Higher Education Information System),
W. Bertelsmann Verlag (WBV, W. Bertelsmann Publishing House), 2008. Wissenschaft
weltoffen, Facts and Figures on the International Nature of Studies and Research in
Germany.

As has been the case, the majority of Erasmus students in the
last reference year, the 2006-07 academic year, once again
came from Spain, despite a decrease of their number by 100
students. Although there were also fewer students from these
countries, France and Germany still occupy second and third
place. In terms of percentages, the largest drop was seen
from Portugal, whose share fell by 18%, followed by the three
countries mentioned above, with falls of 8% for Spain and
France and 7% for Germany. The largest increases came from
Turkey, whose share rose by 20%, Belgium, with an increase
of 11%, and the Czech Republic with 10%. The total number
of incoming Erasmus students fell slightly from 6,965 to 6,914.
Diagram Ill-46 Erasmus countries of origin (150 or more Erasmus students),

2003-2007

How popular is the Netherlands amongst foreign Erasmus
students? Amongst Swedish Erasmus students, 9% came
to the Netherlands in the 2006-07 academic year, whilst 8%
of Finnish and 8% of Turkish students also chose to visit our
country. Compared with the previous year, Turkish students
were less interested in travelling to the Netherlands, in relation
to the total Turkish Erasmus population. The same applied
to Portuguese students, and to a much lesser extent also to
other nationalities, including French and Hungarian students.
At the same time, however, the Netherlands drew greater
interest from students in Belgium, Sweden and ltaly.
There was a slight fall in the percentage of the total Erasmus
population travelling to the Netherlands, from 4.5% in the
2005-06 academic year to 4.3% in 2006-07.
Diagram lll-47 Erasmus countries of origin (150 or more Erasmus students),
percentage of the total Erasmus population per country who

travelled to the Netherlands, 2003-2007
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Diagram Ill-46

Erasmus countries of origin (150 or more Erasmus students), 2003-2007
Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Finland
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Programme mobility

Mobility within the context of a subsidized programme is
referred to as programme mobility. Programme administrators
call students who are mobile outside these programmes

— presumably on their own initiative — ‘free movers’. This term
has traditionally been used to refer to exchange and collabo-
ration programmes in a study-related context, such as the EU
Erasmus programme. A large number of subsidized programmes
have also developed that, often for political or idealistic reasons,
reimburse some — or sometimes all — study programme or
work placement costs, such as travel or publication costs.

In addition, governments now also provide regular financial
assistance for mobile students. In short: more and more
opportunities for external funding have gradually been introduced
for both credit and diploma mobility, for bachelor’s students,
master’s students and PhD candidates. The meaning of the
term ‘free mover’ has therefore also become increasingly vague.

The most recent EUROSTUDENT results on credit mobility
reveal that 21% of Dutch students travel in the context of the
Erasmus or Tempus programme, 34% in the context of ‘other
programmes’ and 45% outside these programmes. In addition,
37% of mobility is funded by the government, 54% using the
student’s personal resources (or funds provided by parents)
and 9% by other means. It is not clear how many credit mobile
students rely solely on their own resources. For many students,
a lack of funds is a major reason for not being internationally
mobile during their studies (Eurostudent I11).°

9 EUROSTUDENT Il 2005-2008, 2008. HIS Hochschul-Informations-Systems GmbH,
Coordinator, Hannover, Germany.

Programme mobility within
programmes administered
by Nuffic

Trends: outbound mobility

After two years of decrease, total outbound mobility returned

to the level achieved in the 2004-05 academic year. Over the

past few years, this has amounted to around 1% of the total

Dutch student population, and just over 15% of the estimated

number of Dutch students abroad in the 2005-06 academic year.

Diagram Ill-48 Total outbound programme mobility within the programmes
administered by Nuffic, by sponsor, 2004-2009

Diagram IlI-49 Outbound programme mobility within programmes administered
by Nuffic, EU programmes, as a percentage of the student
population, 2004-2009

Diagram IlI-50 Outbound programme mobility within programmes administered

by Nuffic, Dutch programmes, 2004-2009

Large numbers of Dutch Erasmus students again travelled to
Spain in the 2007-08 academic year. The United Kingdom
strengthened its position in second place, followed by France
and Sweden.

Diagram Ill-51 Erasmus destination countries (100 or more Erasmus students),

2004-2008
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Diagram 111-48

Total outbound programme mobility within programmes administered by Nuffic,

by sponsor, 2004-2009
Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Diagram 1I-49

Outbound programme mobility within programmes administered by
Nuffic, EU programmes, as a percentage of the student population,
2004-2009

Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Diagram IlI-50

Outbound programme mobility within programmes administered
by Nuffic, Dutch programmes, 2004-2009

Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Diagram IlI-51

Erasmus destination countries (100 or more Erasmus students), 2004-2008
Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Trends: inbound mobility

According to provisional figures, total inbound programme Diagram Ill-54  Inbound programme mobility within programmes administered
mobility has fallen to below 10,000 participants again. by Nuffic, Dutch programmes, Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
This number includes more than 1.5% of the Dutch student 2004-2009

population and 13% of the estimated population of foreign Diagram IlI-55  Inbound programme mobility within programmes administered
students in the Netherlands. For information on the countries by Nuffic, Dutch programmes, Ministry of Education, Culture
of origin of visiting Erasmus students, see diagrams llI-47 and Science, 2004-2009

and 11-48 on page 85.

Diagram IlI-562 Total inbound programme mobility within programmes
administered by Nuffic, by sponsor, 2004-2009

Diagram IlI-53  Inbound programme mobility within programmes administered
by Nuffic, EU programmes, as a percentage of the student
population, 2004-2009

Diagram Ill-52
Total inbound programme mobility within programmes
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Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Diagram 1I-53
Inbound programme mobility within programmes administered by Nuffic,

EU programmes, as a percentage of the student population, 2004-2009
Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Diagram II-54
Inbound programme mobility within programmes administered by

Nuffic, Dutch programmes, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2004-2009
Source: Nuffic, 2009
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Diagram IlI-55
Inbound programme mobility within programmes administered by Nuffic,

Dutch programmes, Ministry of Education, Culture and Science, 2004-2009
Source: Nuffic, 2009
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List of abbreviations

Arion
AOC
avo
BAND
Bios

bve
BuZa
CBS
CFlI
CINOP
Colo
Comenius
CROHO
DGO
EER
EFTA

EIO
Elos

EP
Erasmus
EU
Grundtvig
havo
hbo

ho
IAESTE
IB-Groep
ICT
IMON
IND
Kans

Leonardo da Vinci
LinQ
LLP
LNV
mbo
MWV
Neso
Nuffic
OoCw
OESO
0Ss
PLATO
PLUVO
po
ROA
ROC

European programme for study visits for education specialists and decision-makers (EU)
Agricultural Training Centre

General Foundation Education

Bilateral Exchange programme between the Netherlands and Germany

Promoting International Orientation and Cooperation (revamped primary education/secondary
education scholarship programme run by the Ministry of Education, Culture and Science,
in which previous programmes such as Plato, Pluvo, Buurlanden and Piton were merged)
Vocational and Adult Education

Ministry of Foreign Affairs

Netherlands Statistics Office

Central Finance of Educational Institutions (OCW)

Centre for Innovation and Training

Partnership of centres of expertise for vocational training in trade and industry

European programme, part of the Lifelong Learning Programme (LLP)

Central Register of Higher Education Study Programmes (IB-Groep)

Service Industry, Health, Welfare and Education (bve sector)

European Economic Area: EU plus Liechtenstein, Iceland and Norway

European Free Trade Association: EU plus Liechtenstein, Iceland, Norway and
Switzerland

European and International Orientation (acronym mobility programme objectives)
Europe as a learning environment for schools (concept and network, developed as

an EU Comenius project)

European Platform — internationalising education

European higher education programme, part of the Lifelong Learning Programme (LLP)
European Union

European programme, part of the Lifelong Learning Programme (LLP)

Senior general secondary education

Higher professional education

Higher education

International Association for the Exchange of Students for Technical Experience
Organization responsible for the Dutch system of student grants and loans

Information and communication technology

Monitor of internationalization in education in the Netherlands

Immigration and Naturalisation Service

Programme for educational cooperation between the Netherlands, the Netherlands Antilles and
Aruba, ran up until 1 January 2009

European programme for vocational education, part of the Lifelong Learning Programme (LLP)
Project to boost foreign language teaching in primary and secondary education

Lifelong Learning Programme of the EU

Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality

Senior secondary vocational education

Provisional residency permit

Netherlands Education Support Office

Netherlands organization for international cooperation in higher education

Ministry of Education, Culture and Science

Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD)

Development Cooperation

Promotion of Teacher Mobility, Work Experience and Training in Education (po,vo)
Programme for Student Exchange in Secondary Education (vo)

Primary education

Research Centre for Education and the Labour Market (University of Maastricht)
Regional Training Centre
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RP
tto
UAS
VISIE

vmbo
VO
Vvto
VWO
wo

Residence permit

Bilingual education (Dutch-English)

University of Applied Sciences

Full International Study in Europe programme in which Dutch student grants can be used to
complete entire degree programmes abroad

Preparatory secondary vocational education

Secondary education

Early foreign language education

Preparatory university education

Research university education
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