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General background

- Since the 2nd PISA survey was published, in Germany we have a
little bit more discussion about inequality in the educational system.

- Alsoin the ,Bergen declaration” (2005) the social dimensionwas a
relevant topic: There was repeated, equal assess to HE is an
important goal.

- And after the finance crisis we have a debate about (the get lost of)
meritocratic selection ,,of the best” for leading positions.

- Actual (Nov. 11th), the German minister of education, Anette
Schavan, said in German Parlament: ,All childrens and young people
must have the same chances in the educational system.” (ddp 2009)

- Experts say: For the future also demographic trends are potential
reasons to force the decrease of inequality.

= For that reasons we should have a look to the potential inequality of the new
threshold in the educational system: the transition from BA to MA.
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Concept of the-Freiburg Graduate: Surveys

Graduate Surveys as an instrument for quality assurance
(especially for outcome evaluation, see Krempkow/Wilke 2009,
according to Teichler/Schomburg 1997)

Goals:

1.  Adequate interpretation of results only through comparison with
other HEIs and more general national data (see Teichler 2003)

2. Account for individual characteristics through institution-specific
and programme-specific surveys (see QM-literature)

- Nationwide “Core Questionnaire”  constructed in cooperation
with 58 german universities/ INCHER Kassel and institution-/
programme-specific adaptations  (about 10% of questions)




Folie 5

=

Data base forithe-analyses
First Survey: ,Bachelor Pilot Survey 2007* of Freib urg

- Bachelor graduates finished their study in 2004/05 and 2005/06 in all
study programms containing more than 20 graduates, entire target
population (bachelor pilot survey for the Freiburg Graduate Surveys)

- Response rate: 73% (70 respondents)

Second Survey: ,Freiburg Graduate Survey 2008*

- Graduates finished their study 2006/07 in 7 faculties of the Freiburg
University, entire target population

- Response rate: 51% (about 1000 Respondents at all, included 70
bachelor; here only the bachelor graduates analysed)

- Representativity: A comparison and test of relevant aspects of the
sample showed no significant differences between the sample and
the population of all graduates of the University and in the faculties

in the questionaires of both Surveys almost all the same questions were used
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Identifying:factorsrinfluencing further studying

In a new ,Master-study" funded by the ,Stifterverband“ (Fricke 2009) was
written: For the most HEI the BA final grade determinesthe access to
the Master study programs

In the statistic of the German Rectors Conference (1/2009) was written:
Female percentage decrease from the BA graduates (54%) to the MA
students (44%, data base: last two years: 2007/08 and 2006/07). =>
Gender determines the access?

What is true?

Answer with focus on the single HEI, because its potential to change
inequality in study programs ?depending on the study enviroment)

Multivariate (correlatory) analysis allows identifying factors influencing
further studying (as dependent variable). Example: Is there a meritocratic
selection (e.g. measured by final grades, study duration or is there a
social selection (e.g. measured by gender, social background)?

This informationis independant from (subjective) self-assessment of
graduates (see also Krempkow/Wilke 2009)

First the basic model, after this some descriptive results to show the
differencies, later the results of multivariate analysis (logistic regression)
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Basic:model of influencing factors:on further:study

One time study:
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Results:of theFirst:Survey-(2007)

Graduates further studying after the BA: Simply the Best?

Descriptive Results final grade study satis- study duration | gender (%
(n=70) (mean)* faction (mean) (mean)* male)*

Further Studying: No (n=30) 2,0 25 6,7 40
Yes (n=40) 1,8 25 6,3 15
e e | watssasic | sgiance
Duration of study (in semesters) -,339 979 322
Study satisfaction (1=positively evaluated) -,118 ,068 794
Gender (male=1) 1,493* 4,459 ,035
Final grade (1=best grade) -1,646" 3,717 ,054
Sport Sciences (dichotom) 1,134 ,483 ,487
Frankomedia/ French Sciences (dichotom) 1,088 432 511
Education Planning/ Educ. Science (dichot.) 1,143 517 472
Constante 2,300 ,698 ,404
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Results: of theradded Surveys (2007+2008)

Graduates further studying after the BA: Simply the Best?

Descriptive Results study gender (%
(n=140) final grade satisfaction study duration male)™
Further Studying: No (n=75) 1,88 2,4 6,48 39
Yes (n=65) 1,82 2,4 6,32 16
L coemsr | watssisic | sgniance
Duration of study (in semesters) -,040 ,025 ,875
Study satisfaction (1=positively evaluated) -,101 124 724
I gender (male=1) 1,391** 7,586 ,006
Final grade (1=best grade) -,810 1,587 ,208
Sport Sciences (dichotom) ,755 1,200 273
Frankomedia/ French Sciences (dichotom) ,393 ,340 ,560
Education Planning/ Educ. Science (dichot.) ,702 ,917 ,338
I examination year/ cohort -, 767 7,119 ,008

Gender and cohort are the relevant variables in the Freiburg Graduate Surveys.




Folie 10

Konstanz Data basefor.the analyses

Survey 2008:

Graduates finished their study 2006/07 in all faculties of the Konstanz
University, entire target population

- Response rate: 45% (about 686 Respondents at all, included 187

bachelor; here only the bachelor graduates analysed)

- Representativity: A comparison and test of relevant aspects of the

sample showed no significant differences between the sample and
the population of all graduates of the University and in the faculties

= Inthe questionaire almost all the same questions were used as in

the Freiburg Graduate Survey (and as in the INCHER Cooperation
project)

Survey 2009:

Graduates (only Bachelor) finished their study 2007/08 in all faculties
of the Konstanz University, entire target population

- Response rate: 61% (338 Respondents)
- Representative
= Different questionaire in most parts, this Regr. model not possible
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Results: of the:Konstanz:Survey:(2008)

Descriptive Results final grade study study duration gender

(n=184) satisfaction (% male)*
Further Studying: No (n=36) 1,96 2,36 6,77 25,0%
Yes (n=148) 1,85 2,20 6,34 37,2%

Results: of the:Konstanz:Survey(2009)

Descriptive Results final grade scientific study duration gender

(n=286) interest (% male)*
Further Studying: No (n=41) 2,10 4,15 7,20 26,8%
Yes (n=245) 1,82 2,88 6,56 40,8%
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Results:of the:Konstanz:Survey«(2008)

Logistic regression for further studying Regression Wald-Statistic | Significance
(Nagelkerkes R?=.21, n=178) coefficients B

| Duration of study (in semesters) 344 3,088 ,08

Study satisfaction (1=positively evaluated) ,015 ,003 ,95

Gender (male=1) -,384 469 49

I Final grade (1=best grade) ,966 3,325 ,07

“Mint"-Subjects (dichot.) -23,266 ,000 1,00

Humanities (dichot.) -22,586 ,000 1,00

Language/Literature Studies (dichot.) -21,298 ,000 1,00

Literature-Art-Media (dichot.) -20,910 ,000 1,00

Political-/Administrative Science (dichot.) -23,158 ,000 1,00

Constante 17,211 ,000 1,00

In this model some problems occures to the subject variables. Model with
alternative subject codes was used (higher aggregation level).




Folie 13

Results-of the-Konstanz Survey-(2008),
with:alternative subject code

Logistic regression for further studying Regression Wald-Statistic | Significance
(Nagelkerkes R?=.13, n=178) coefficients B

| Duration of study (in semesters) ,353 3,496 ,062

Study satisfaction (1=positively evaluated) -,054 ,044 ,834

Gender (male=1) -,278 ,348 ,655

I Final grade (1=best grade) ,859 2,960 ,085

Mathematics&Natural Sciences (dichot.) 1,433 4,072 ,044

Political-/Administrative Sciences (dichot.) 1,108 3,798 ,051

Constante -7,262 14,639 ,000

In this model no problems occures to the subject variables (now in higher
aggregation level). The subject ,culture® is a significantinfluencing

factor (as we expected).
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Interpretation:of results (Freiburg & Konstanz)

¢ Influencing further studying for thefirst BA graduates?

= Gender: relevant, but influence not in the samection

= Final grade: Not simply the Best are recruted tother
studying

= But it is different in HEI/ in cohorts (and in stpugrograms),
in Konstanz more meritocratic selection, in Fregomore
gender selection (male), reasons have to be fuatteysed

e Progpectsfor further analysis?

= When it is different in HEI, in cohorts (& in stuglyograms):
Can it be analysed by national means or natioadksts?

= In future: Scientific Use Files from the INCHER-qmation-
project allows better to analyse the influence Bf Fand with
institutional data: multi-level-analyses are pass{Mplus)

= Further question: Can we and if yes: How can weusep
Self- and External-selection? (see Krempkow 2009)
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Sources:/ Further information:(1)

+ IfQ Bonn: www.research-information.de

« Freiburg Graduate Surveys: www.gm.uni-freiburg.de/projekte

« Bischof/ Cho/ Krempkow/ Passon/ Teicher 2009: ,Der frihe Vogel fangt den

Wurm.“ Verbleib und riickblickende Einschatzung des Studiums der ersten
Bachelor-Absolvent/innen der Universitét Freiburg - Ergebnisbericht
Pilotprojekt Bachelor-Absolvent/innenstudie 2007.
www.forschungsinfo.de/Publikationen/Download/Ergebn isbericht_BA-

Absolventen_Studie_2007.pdf

*  Krempkow/ Wilke 2009: Graduate surveys as an outcom e evaluation. Paper for
the EAIR — The European Higher Education Society For  um 2009 in Vilnius
www.forschungsinfo.de/Publikationen/Download/Krempk ow_Wilke%20_2009_G

raduate%20surveys%20as%20an%20outcome%20evaluation.  pdf

*  Krempkow (2009): (Selbst)Selektionen zur Promotion. Ansétze zur Schatzung
von Selektivitat bei Zugang und Verlauf mit Hilfe v on Absolventenbefragungen
und Hochschulstatistiken. In: Bilow-Schramm, M. (Hg .): Hochschulzugang und
Ubergange in der Hochschule: Selektionsprozesse und Ungleichheiten. 3.
Jahrestagung der Gesellschaft fiir Hochschulforschun g in Hamburg 2008.
Frankfurt: Peter Lang Verlag, 197-213.

Krempkow 2008
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« Auspurg, K./ Bargel, H./ Hinz, T./ Pajarinen, A. (2 009): Studium und Verbleib der
Bachelorabsolventen 2007/08 der Universitat Konstan ~ z. URL:
http://kops.ub.uni-konstanz.de/volltexte//2009/8278

* Requirements of graduate surveys for measuring HE o utcomes in: Krempkow
(2007): ,Leistungsbewertung, Leistungsanreize und d ie Qualitat der
Hochschullehre*  www.universitatsverlagwebler.de/krempkow.html
Onlinepublication (2005)  http://nbn-resolving.de/urn:nbn:de:swb:14-
1129208825969-55860

* Master-Study 2009. Qualification and job entry: How students plan their future.
Edited by Myriam Fricke, SWOP. Medien & Conferences . www.swop-berlin.de

« Statistical Data for the implementation of Bachelor and Master study programs.
Statistics to the Higher Education Policy No. 1/200 9. German Rectors
Conference (Ed.) www.hrk.de

« Teichler, U. & Schomburg, H. (1997): Evaluation von  Hochschulen auf der Basis
von Absolventenstudien. In: Altrichter/Schratz/Pech ar (Hg.): Hochschulen auf
dem Prufstand. Was bringt Evaluation fir die Entwic klung von Universitaten
und Fachhochschulen?, Innsbruck-Wien: Studien Verla  g.




