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Figure 1.Number of students in undergraduate HE by mode of study
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Source: SORS. Legend: FT – full-time students, PT – part-time students.



Figure 2.Gap between demand for and supply of full-time places 
in the first year of undergraduate HE
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Figure 3. Public and private expenditure* on HE – percentage of GDP, 2004
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Source: OECD, 2007.
* Only expenditure to educational institutions is considered.



Figure 4. Public expenditure on HE as a percentage of GDP
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COST SHARING 

MID 1990s 2005, 2007 (??)

CURRENT
DEBATES PAST ATTEMPTS PROPOSAL OF

CHANGES

first + last extensive analysis

tuition feestudent 
loans



EQUITY IN 
FUNDING

DATA (1991-2007) IN ACCESS

PAYMENT IN 
ACCORDANCE
WITH BENEFITS

household income

education of parents

coeffficient of 
concentr.of public exp.:

Gini

% of expend.on 
household income



Figure 5. Students in undergraduate HE by household income deciles –
three joint samples of households
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Figure 6. Ratio of particular education group of undergraduate students' mother and father 
to all women and men of corresponding age groups (40-60) with relevant educat.

Sources: Bevc et al., 2001; SORS; Eurostudent 2005 and 2007 – Slovenia.
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Figure 7.Relative earnings of those with HE in comparison to those with
upper secondary education (indexes, earnings before taxes) 
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ECONOMIC ABILITY
OF STUDENTS+PARENTS
FOR INCREASING PRIV. F.

PARENTS

STUDENTS

introduction of tuition fee for
full-time st. (20-30% of instruction costs)



Does the current system of funding 
undergr.HE assure equity and internal 

econ.efficiency? NO

CONCLUSIONS

Is it necessary and possible to increase 
priv.fun. of this education (20-30% tuition 

fee+loans)? YES

ANSWER TO 2
QUESTIONS

CONDITIONS
FOR THE SUCC.

REFORM
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