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1. 
Student Mobility

· Final reports show that the number of Erasmus students continues to rise – the total number of students increased by 4% this year compared to an increase of 3% in 2000/01.

· The numbers from EUR18 has risen by 2.6%, but the growth of students from Candidate countries has slowed down (15% this year, 35% in 2000/01).

· Countries such as Belgium, Greece, Iceland, Finland, the Netherlands and Ireland were in decline in 2000/01, but are now rising again. However, in the three of the last mentioned countries – as well as in Denmark – there has been no significant growth since 1997/98. 

· All countries that were growing last year – the Mediterranean countries, Portugal, France and Germany – continue to grow.

· The largest decrease of outgoing mobility comes from the UK (-20% since 97/98), Sweden and Norway.

· As a proportion of student population, Erasmus students from Candidate countries (0,4%) are on average only half that of the Erasmus students from the EUR18 (0.8%). 

· Of the 30 participating countries, the four smallest one’s – Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Malta and Iceland -  have the highest ratio of outgoing student mobility.

· The UK is by far the biggest net importer of students – it receives more than double the number of students it sends. Other big importers are Ireland, Sweden, Denmark and the Netherlands.

· After years of being on top the UK has been overtaken by Spain and France as the most popular destinations for incoming Erasmus students. 

· Incoming students to the Candidate countries have increased by 39% compared to 15% last year.

· No significant changes in subject areas – Business Management/Social Sciences remains most popular subject area group. Languages and Philological Sciences are the single most popular subject area.
· Average duration and grant levels remain relatively stable, except that grants for students from Candidate countries continue to decrease.
1.1
Evolution of student mobility 

The analysis of the final reports 2001/2002 shows that the number of Erasmus students continues to rise. With the exception of 1996/97
, the numbers have increased every year since the start of the programme in 1987.
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Chart 1.1 

From 1987/88 to 2001/02, a total of 966.576 students (3.200 in 87/88, 115.429 in 2001/02) have studied abroad under the auspices of the Erasmus programme. In the academic year 2002/2003 the total number of students that will have benefited from Erasmus will have exceeded 1 million. 

Last year we noted that the growth in the number of students was slowing, especially in the EUR18. This year (2001/02) the total numbers increased by 4%, compared to an increase of 3% in 2000/01. The number of EUR18 students in 2001/02 was 101.823 and that of the Candidate countries was 13.610. This shows that the number of students from EUR18 has increased by 2.6% (compared to almost no increase last year) and the growth of students from Candidate countries has slowed down (from 35% in 2000/01 to 15% this year). 

Chart 1.2
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Chart 1.2 provides a country specific analysis, which points out that certain countries that were in decline in 2000/01 are increasing. This concerns particularly Belgium, Greece and Iceland. Numbers have also increased in Finland, the Netherlands and Ireland as compared to last year, but notably there has been no significant growth in these countries – as well as in Denmark - since 1997/98.

All the countries that were growing last year (the Mediterranean countries, Portugal, France and Germany) continue to show a growing trend.  The most dramatic decrease can be found in the UK (a decrease of 20% since 97/98), Sweden (third consecutive year of decrease) and Norway. 

Although the overall growth of outgoing students from the Candidate countries slowed down, the numbers did rise in all the countries except Hungary
 (see chart 1.3):
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Chart 1.3

Chart 1.4 below displays the number of Erasmus students as a proportion of the total student population in each EUR18 country. The chart shows that in 11 countries, outgoing Erasmus students are less than 1% of the student population. The horizontal line represents the average European Erasmus mobility activity, which is 0,8%.
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Chart 1.4

If judged by student population data provided by Eurostat, Erasmus mobility has increased more rapidly than the student population in the EUR18. Although the student population grew in 13 out of the 18 countries between 98/99 and 99/00, this represented only a 0.3% increase overall (compared with 2.6% increase in Erasmus in 2001/02). The biggest increase in student population was in Greece, Ireland, Iceland and Portugal. 

Chart 1.5
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Erasmus students from Candidate countries are only half that of students from the EUR18 as a ratio of student population (0.39%). The student population in the Candidate countries is about 3.4 million, which amounts to 27% of the student population in the EUR18. The odd one out among the Candidate countries is Malta, which has the third highest outward mobility in Europe (2% of student population). The Czech Republic is also above the EUR18 average. Noticeable is the big difference between the Baltic neighbours Latvia and Lithuania (see chart 1.5 above). Latvia along with Bulgaria and Poland (which has by far the highest student population in the Candidate countries, 1.5 million) have the lowest proportional outgoing mobility in Europe. 

In their narrative reports the NAs can suggest reasons behind the main trends and report on difficulties and obstacles encountered in organising mobility. The difficulties mentioned are either based on the NAs own observations or on reports from students and institutions. The main concerns can be grouped into five categories: 

· Academic: Difficulties relating to a lack of information on courses at host university, a lack of information on ECTS, non-recognition, no Learning Agreements. 
· Practical: Costly and time-consuming visa and residence permits (for students from Candidate countries), problems with arranging accommodation, excessive paperwork.
· Financial: Erasmus grants are too low and there is a lack of complementary funding. (These are particularly prominent in the reports of the Candidate countries. Some of the Candidate countries seem to have had special difficulties in getting complementary funding in 2001/02, for example Hungary (loss of Phare funds), Estonia, Poland and Romania). Delays in payments (both for decentralised actions and the ICs) also caused problems. 
· Language: The reasons why certain destinations are less popular is often put down to a lack of language skills or a need for more courses taught in English. Should  more emphasis be put on language learning or on providing courses taught in English? Some countries underline that only by providing more courses in English can they attract more incoming students. Language may also play a role in attracting students to destinations outside Europe (e.g. USA and Australia). 

· Non-Erasmus mobility: Some countries report that students are attracted by non-Erasmus mobility schemes that allow them to choose more freely their host university (e.g. in the UK) or a destination outside Europe (e.g. Australia and USA), despite high fee-charging. This is not a widely-reported phenomenon but seems particular for countries where students enjoy generous state loans or grants. For example in Norway, where Erasmus mobility has decreased, there has been an increase in the number of students taking part of their studies abroad at fee-charging universities in USA, Australia and the UK.

Positive developments are also mentioned, although they do not get as much space as the problematic cases. Increased mobility is most often put down to strong promotional activities and good liaisons with institutions. Many good initiatives are also being undertaken. To name a few, Norway is embarking on a higher education reform where from 2003/04 all HEIs must allow students to spend part of their studies abroad, and Finland is considering replacing the national credit unit system with ECTS. Sweden, Estonia and the UK have recently or are currently carrying out evaluations of students experiences and attitudes, and in Austria, tuition fees at home university (introduced in 2001/02) are now being waived for outgoing Erasmus students. 

1.2
The flows of student mobility

This section provides a closer look of the flows, in terms of balance between incoming and outgoing students, geography and subject areas. 

· Outgoing and incoming students 

Chart 1.6
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The UK is by far the biggest net importer of students. It receives more than double the number of students it sends. Ireland is also a big importer (receives 89% more students than it sends out) as well as Sweden (86%), Denmark (46%) and the Netherlands (45%). 

Among the EUR 18 there are only a few countries that have significantly more incoming students than outgoing. Apart from Luxembourg and Liechtenstein (more than 300% more outgoing students), Italy has 42% more outgoing than incoming students and Greece 40%. 
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Chart 1.7

The number of incoming students is rising in almost all EUR18 countries, mainly in Spain, Italy, Portugal, Finland, Belgium and Germany (see chart 1.7). Although the number of incoming students in the UK has fallen for the third year in a row, it is still the third most popular destination. Perhaps the most notable trend is that after having been for years on top as a receiver of Erasmus students, the UK has now been overtaken by two countries, Spain and France.

Although reciprocity is still a great challenge for the Candidate countries (see table 2 in annex), the ratio between incoming and outgoing mobility has decreased. For every incoming student from a EUR18 country there are 4.1 outgoing students from the Candidate countries (in 2000/01 this ratio was 1:5). Malta is the only country that has more incoming than outgoing students (see chart 1.8).

Chart 1.8
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Overall, the number of incoming students to the Candidate countries has taken a leap forward, increasing by 39% as compared to 15% last year. Each individual country has experienced a rise in incoming numbers. Thus it seems that the measures the countries have taken to send or attract more students to the Candidate countries (extra travel grants, information campaigns, more courses taught in English, etc.) have borne some fruit. 
Chart 1.9

[image: image9.wmf]Erasmus students as a proportion of student population: EUR18

3,5

4,3

0,0

0,3

0,5

0,8

1,0

1,3

1,5

1,8

2,0

BE

DK

DE

GR

ES

FR

IE

IT

LU

NL

AT

PT

FI

SE

UK

IS

LI

NO

%

% of student population

Average


· Geographical spread of flows

As in previous years there is a tendency for student flows to be higher between countries which traditionally have geographical, cultural/historical or linguistic links. Four of the largest countries (Spain, France, the UK and Germany) receive 60% of all Erasmus students. 

Concerning students from the Candidate countries the same pattern as in previous years repeats itself. Germany is overall the most popular destination (60% go there), and the most popular destination for eight of Candidate countries. Students from four countries have other preferences, i.e. most Estonian students go to Finland, Cypriots go to Greece, the Maltese to Italy, and Romanians prefer France. 

· Subject area spread of flows

The distribution by subject area is illustrated in chart 1.10, based on table 5 in the annex:
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There are no significant changes in subject areas compared to 2000/01. In terms of subject area groups most Erasmus students study Business Management/Social Sciences and Art/Humanities/Languages (56% of the total). The single most popular subject area is Languages and Philological Sciences (17% of the total). A comparison of the distribution of subject area over the last five academic years  shows the stable nature of disciplines when it comes to mobility (see chart 1.11 below). During this period, the most significant changes have been in Business Management/Social Sciences (a decrease of 3.8%) and in Other subjects
 (an increase of 2.7%). 
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1.3
Grant policy and duration

Almost all the final reports mention the existence of some type of complementary funding used to promote the mobility of students together with the Erasmus community funds. The principal systems set in place are:

- 
grants from higher education institutions

- 
national student grants and/or loan systems which are complementary to  community funding

- 
funds specifically set up by the national or regional authorities in order to complement ERASMUS funding

- 
some Candidate countries use PHARE funds as complementary funding.

Chart 1.12 (based upon table 6 in the annex) shows the average ERASMUS grant per student month over the academic years 1994/95 – 2001/02:

Chart 1.12
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From 1994/95 the average Erasmus grant for EUR 18 has been quite stable at about 140 to 150 euros. The most notable development is the steep decrease in the average grant of the Candidate countries (from 421 €/month in 1998/1999 to 229 euros/month in 2001/02), although that decline seems to have somewhat slowed down. 

For 2001/02 Spain, Ireland and Liechtenstein give the lowest Erasmus grants (110€ per month) and Bulgaria and Cyprus the highest (500€ per month). Interestingly, the three countries with the lowest Erasmus grants are all above the EUR18 average in terms of outgoing students as a proportion of student population (see chart 1.4 above). There also does not seem to be a direct correlation between the average EU grant and the number of Erasmus students, i.e. stability or changes in the average grant amount do not seem to have had an effect on student numbers (see charts 1.1 and 1.2). It should however be noted that it is difficult to make judgements based on the Erasmus grant since it does not take into consideration the level of national co-funding. 

Table 1: Average grant per student month by country category 2001-2002

	LOW
	MEDIUM
	HIGH
	VERY HIGH

	AT
	DK
	GR (vh)
	BG

	BE
	EE
	HU (m)
	CY

	CZ (m)
	NL
	IS (vh)
	LU

	DE
	NO
	PL
	LV

	ES
	PT
	RO
	MT

	FI
	SE (l)
	
	SI (h)

	FR
	UK
	
	SK

	IE
	
	
	

	IT
	
	
	

	LI
	
	
	

	LT (m)
	
	
	


LOW :

< 150 Euro per month

MEDIUM : 
150 - 250 Euro per month

HIGH :

250 - 300 Euro per month

VERY HIGH :
> 300 Euro per month

The chart below, shows a relative stable average duration for the EUR18 of around 7 months for the last three academic years. The Candidate countries have a shorter average duration of around 5 months. The five biggest countries (Spain, Germany, France, Italy, the UK) along with Ireland have the longest duration (Spanish students have the longest duration, on average 7.5 months).
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2.
Teacher Mobility

· The number of Erasmus teachers has been steadily increasing over the last five years (7.800 in 1997/98 – 15.900 in 2001/02). 
· The number of Erasmus teachers grew by 11% this year from last year. 
· Among the EUR18 the growth rate was 8%. In Ireland, the Netherlands and the UK, numbers have risen this year, despite a decline last year. Only 4 countries have decreased – Greece, Liechtenstein, Finland and Sweden.
· A higher growth rate has been noticed amongst the Candidate countries (21%) compared with the EUR18. The number of outgoing teachers has risen in all the Candidate countries, except for Estonia and Slovakia.
· Proportionally more teachers are mobile than students within Erasmus. 
· Of the EUR18, Finland, Belgium and Liechtenstein have the highest ratio of outgoing teachers as a proportion of teacher population. 
· The Candidate countries have on average a higher ratio of outgoing teachers than the EUR18. 
· The most popular host countries are Germany, France, Spain, Italy and the UK, which account for 53% of all incoming teacher mobility.
· There have been only minor changes in the subject areas and, like in student mobility, Languages and Philological Sciences is the most popular subject area. 
· The average grant level in the EUR18 remains the same as last year, but grants for teachers from Candidate countries have decreased.
2.1
Evolution of teacher mobility 

The number of mobile teachers has been steadily increasing over the last five years, from 7.800 in 1997/98 to almost 16.000 in 2001/02. The biggest increase during was in 1998/99, when the numbers rose by 36% from the previous year, mainly due to the start of the participation of the Candidate countries. In total the increase in teacher mobility was almost 11% this year, compared with an increase of 15% in 2000/01.

Chart 2.1
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The total number of teachers from the EUR18 was 12.195, an 8% growth compared to 12% in 2000/01. Chart 2.2 shows that outgoing teacher mobility is growing in thirteen of the EUR18 countries. In many of the countries the numbers have been growing for at least a period of five years. A growth is noticed in the numbers from the Netherlands, Ireland and the UK (although in Ireland and the UK the numbers are not much higher than they were in 1997/98). Only in four countries, Greece (the second consecutive year), Liechtenstein, Finland and Sweden, have the numbers decreased.
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There is a much higher growth rate in the Candidate countries than in the EUR18, although, as in the EUR18, the growth has been slowing down. The total number of mobile teachers from the Candidate countries was 3.677, a 21% increase (compared to 28% in 2000/01). With the exception of Estonia (a minor increase) and Slovakia (same numbers as last year), the numbers of outgoing teaching staff is rising in all the Candidate countries. 
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Chart 2.4 below shows that the average EUR18 teacher mobility as a proportion of higher education teacher population is 1,4% (represented by the horizontal line). Proportionally more teachers than students are mobile within Erasmus, i.e. the average proportion of student mobility is 0,8% (see chart 1.4 above). 
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Finland has an exceptionally high ratio of outgoing teachers (4,3%) as well as Belgium and Liechtenstein. Proportionally these three countries have a high number of outgoing students. Norway and the UK have however, higher than average teacher mobility but low student mobility (see charts 1.4 and 2.4). This shows that as far as concerns the EUR18 there is no obvious interrelationship between the number of mobile teachers and mobile students. Having said that, there is a remarkable resemblance between the ratio of student and teacher mobility in individual Candidate countries (compare charts 1.5 and 2.5!). The ratios follow almost the same pattern, i.e.  countries with high teacher mobility have high student mobility and vice versa. 

The Candidate countries have also a higher average ratio (1,7%) of outgoing teachers than the EUR18. This is in contrast with student mobility, where the ratio is much higher in the EUR18 than in the Candidate countries. 
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The narrative reports do not provide as much information on reasons behind trends in teacher mobility as they do for student mobility. Many of the difficulties mentioned are also valid for the teachers. This concerns mainly the practical, financial and language problems (see p. 6-7). The most frequently mentioned obstacle to teacher mobility is that an Erasmus assignment is not valued by university/government as part of the career development of the teacher. It also seems difficult to plan teacher assignments due to differences in academic calendars.

Two countries (AT and NO) mention that during the academic year 2001/02 management for TS was decentralised to the universities (Slovakia intends to follow suit in 2002/03). In case of Norway, the increase in teacher mobility is attributed to the decentralisation, which gave more visibility to the activity.

2.2
The flows of teacher mobility 

This section examines in more detail the Erasmus teacher flows in terms of the balance of outgoing and incoming flows and geographical and subject area spread. 

· Incoming and outgoing teachers

Chart 2.6 displays a comparison between the numbers of outgoing and incoming teachers per country. 
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Chart 2.6

The most popular host countries are Germany, France, Spain, Italy and the UK, which count for 53% of all incoming teacher mobility. Greece and Italy (and to a lesser extent Finland, Ireland and Portugal) receive considerably more teachers than they send. On the other end of the scale is Belgium, which sends 51% more teachers than it receives. Most of the EUR18 have quite a good balance of outgoing and incoming teachers. 

The situation in individual Candidate countries is almost the same as last year in terms of balance of incoming and outgoing teachers, i.e. there is in general less imbalance of flows than in student mobility (see chart 1.8 above).
As is the case with student mobility, teacher flows tend to be higher between countries that have close geographical, cultural/historical or linguistic links. This is particularly evident in the case of the Candidate countries. The trends follow the same lines as student mobility, i.e. Germany is the preferred destination of teachers from 7 Candidate countries. The exceptions are Estonia (main destination Finland), Cyprus (Greece), Malta (Italy and UK), Romania (France) and Slovenia (Austria).
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· Subject area spread of flows

Chart 2.8. shows the subject area distribution of teacher flows:  

Chart 2.8
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There have been only minor changes in the subject areas in comparison to 2000/01, i.e. a 1% increase in Art/Humanities/Languages and a 1% decrease in Natural Sciences. If compared with the student subject areas, the main differences are with Business Management/Social Sciences (20% teachers vs. 31% students), Law (4% teachers vs. 8% students), Mathematics and Computing (6% teachers vs. 2% students) and Education and Teacher Training (8% teachers vs. 4% students).
 However, as in student mobility, Languages and Philological Sciences is the most popular subject area (15% of the total).

2.2
Grants and duration 

The average Erasmus grant for a teacher has decreased to 594 euros, mainly due to a decrease in the grant of teachers from the Candidate countries (from 500 € to 444 €). According to the narrative reports, where teachers have received complementary grants they have almost exclusively come from university sources. Only a few countries (mainly Candidate countries) mention other sources, such as national or Phare funds.
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Chart 2.9

The average duration of an Erasmus teaching assignment is 7,2 days. Teachers from the Candidate countries stay a bit longer - 8,3 days – compared with their EUR18 colleagues - 6,8 days (chart 2.10).
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Annex: Statistics

Tables: 

Table 1: Erasmus student mobility: 1987/88 to 2001/2002

Table 2: Erasmus student mobility 2001/2002: Total number of students by country

Table 3: Erasmus student mobility 2001/2002: Free-movers
Table 4: Erasmus student mobility 2001/2002: Zero-grant students
Table 5: Erasmus student mobility 2001/2002: Subject areas

Table 6: Erasmus student mobility: Average grants 1994/95 to 2001/2002
Table 7: Erasmus student mobility: Average duration 1994/95 to 2001/2002
Table 8: Erasmus mobility 2001/2002: Proportion of student and teacher population,

 
   EUR 18

Table 9: Erasmus mobility 2001/2002: Proportion of student and teacher population,

 
   Candidate countries
Table 10: Erasmus teacher mobility: 1997/98 to 2001/2002

Table 11: Erasmus teacher mobility 2001/2002: Total number of teachers by country

Table 12: Erasmus teacher mobility 2001/2002: Subject areas
Table 13: Erasmus teacher mobility 2001/2002: Average grant and duration


































� The Institutional Contract (IC) system took over from the ICP system in 1997/98. Thus 1996/97 was a year of preparation for the new IC system, which may have contributed to a decrease in mobility that year.


� Hungary attributes the decrease to a loss of Phare funds as a source of complementary funding.


� To reach the target of a 10% participation rate specified by the Socrates decision (meaning that 10% of a university graduation cohort should have gone on an Erasmus exchange), the proportion of Erasmus students of the total student population should be 2% (based on the presumption of a formal study period of 5 years). Only LI, LU and MT are currently above the 2%. 


� The chart shows number of Erasmus students in 2001/2002 as a proportion of student population in EUR18 in 1999/00, the latest data available from Eurostat. 


� The student population data from CY, HU, MT, PL and SI is from 2000/01. Data for BG, CZ, EE, LT, LV, RO and SK is from 1999/00. Source: Eurostat. 


� In its report Norway gives a interesting example of why Erasmus mobility to the UK has decreased: Despite widespread cancellations of Erasmus bilateral agreements by UK institutions, exchange schemes are often continued in a similar framework, but with Norwegian students going to the UK as non-Erasmus full fee-paying students. 


� It is interesting to see Spain as the most popular Erasmus destination if compared to OECD data on foreign students enrolled (not exchange students) in tertiary education. There, Spain ranks as number 13 out of 15 EUR18 countries in terms of percentage of foreign students enrolled in higher education (defined as students who are not citizens of the country of study). Of the EUR18 countries, the UK (14%), Germany (12%) and France (8%) receive the most foreign students from the OECD area. See Education at a Glance, OECD Indicators 2002.


� Other subjects comprise agricultural sciences, education/teacher training, geography/geology, communication/information sciences and other areas of study. 





� If a country has moved between categories as compared to 2000/2001 it is indicated in brackets behind the country abbreviation. (vh) stands for very high, etc.


� The teacher population data is from 1999/00 (latest Eurostat data), except DK (96/97) and LI and LU (DG EAC estimates). Note that the data on the Netherlands is based on full-time equivalents (headcounts not available). 


� Except for BG, CZ, LV, RO and SK (2000/01) the data on teacher population is from 1999/00. Note that the data on the Czech Republic is based on full-time equivalents (headcounts not available).


� In chart 2.8, other subjects comprise agricultural sciences, geography/geology, communication/ information sciences and other areas of study. 
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