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Assessing student experience as a tool for designing educational strategies
at the university

This article investigates how the student experience, expressed through a student's subjective understanding
of their educational and professional activities, impacts their subsequent professional development and en-
gagement in the educational process. The study aims to analyze students' experiences, exploring their influ-
ence on their successful participation in their scientific and educational activities. We evaluated student expe-
rience by examining the presence of self-educational competencies, learning preferences, and motivations.
Utilizing Qualtrics, we surveyed students from all courses in three leading universities in Kazakhstan, and the
results were analyzed using R Studio. The survey results highlight functional differences in student experi-
ence at different stages of university study. A comparative analysis of student experience indicators across all
courses indicates the need to adequately form experiences of independent activities at the university or self-
education. Moreover, without a deliberate focus in this direction, there is a tendency for students' activity to
decrease in specific parameters crucial for professional development. The theoretical and empirical findings,
conclusions, and recommendations in the article offer valuable insights for teachers and interested staff in the
universities. These insights can be applied in the educational process to enhance students' engagement in var-
ious educational practices and when designing educational strategies.

Keywords: student experience, educational strategy, engagement, educational, research, and self-educational
activities, motivation.

Introduction

Globally and in Kazakhstan, the higher education sector is experiencing significant changes. The re-
guirements for the professional qualities of a future specialist have undergone substantial changes in the
opinions of scientists, teachers, production workers, university administrators, and employers. These changes
affected the content of general scientific and professional training, the development of new models of spe-
cialists, and training processes. Today, the ability to quickly navigate the information flow, the ability to
adapt to the demand and needs of production and the changing economy and labor market, and the ability to
compete in a professional environment are highly valued all over the world in addition to the knowledge ac-
quired at the university [1].

With the expansion of the student's role in modern society by the new Concept of Education develop-
ment in the Republic of Kazakhstan [2] and the requirements of the State Educational Standards, the empha-
sis on student activity is shifting to practice-oriented, activity-competence, and health-saving learning priori-
ties. The conditions of higher education should serve as a starting point for developing the relevant profes-
sional competencies of a specialist. The discrepancy between what society expects from a graduate and what
higher education provides can be overcome if we consider the student as an adult with his inner world, which
needs to be developed and, at the same time, transfer professional knowledge to him.

Modern requirements for the educational process of a university, taking into account the psychological
and physical development of students and a new approach to the educational process, are dictated by fresh
views on the education and training of the younger generation. The problem of teaching students occupies a
significant place in the pedagogy and psychology of higher education [3-6].

Foreign and Kazakhstani educators and psychologists pay special attention to this issue, and the tech-
nology of its assessment holds research significance. It is known that in Kazakhstan, accreditations are con-
ducted and university rankings are determined by special independent national and international agencies to
assess the quality of higher education. In this process, the opinions of employers and the professional
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achievements of graduates are taken into account. We believe that both external and internal evaluations of
education quality are important in managing it. In this regard, E. Corte notes: — “A modern university
should focus on meaningful and productive education with a predominance of active, constructive, collabora-
tive and individual engagement of students” [7], which means the necessity to design models of social expe-
rience in mastering new roles and interactions in uncertain conditions or stressful situations, as well as the
ability to find a solution and be ready for action. We believe that experience is such a personality quality for
decision-making.

I.Ya. Lerner defines social experience as “the entire set of social relations and interactions of a person
in society” [8]. During their studies at a university, students have the opportunity to accumulate experience,
which transforms a person as an individual [9]. It is known that the transformation of personality depends on
many factors, such as the student’s satisfaction with the educational program, the degree of his engagement
in the educational process, interest in the learning process itself, and the quality of the organization at the
university. This is evidenced by several studies confirming our opinion that the university’s capabilities re-
garding the student’s personality are determined by the level of his self-determination in the educational pro-
cess [10, 11].

Therefore, developing a student's personal educational experience becomes an essential component of a
modern university, and the experience itself, its observation and evaluation, becomes a research problem that
requires constant research.

In our study, we explored the potential of internal assessment of the quality of education based on stu-
dents' experience. At the same time, we proceeded from the concept of “quality of higher education” as “the
degree of compliance of the results and procedural characteristics of education with regulatory requirements,
the needs of consumers and direct subjects of the educational process” [12]. Here, the compliance of the re-
sults and process of education with the requirements and demands of students as subjects of the educational
process is an assessment and condition for ensuring the quality of higher education. Therefore, to ensure
high-quality education, the students, their role, engagement in the educational process, and their perception
are significant.

Thus, the students’ views and changes in their experience influence the assessment of the quality of ed-
ucation, which in turn is confirmed by the research conducted in this area by M. Tam and P. Ashwin [13, 9].

Initially, the need to consider student experience and their perception of the quality of education mani-
fested itself as an orientation toward the consumer of educational services. However, D. Chung Sea Law,
A. Dean A., and P. Gibbs [14, 15] consider this approach limited. In their opinion, an approach that assesses
students' satisfaction and perception of the learning process, educational environment, and personal devel-
opment is productive.

It is acknowledged that the student performs different roles in the learning process. If he is positioned as
a consumer of educational services, systems, and products, according to the opinions of D. Grace,
S. Weaven, K. Bodey, and M. Ross, K. Weaven should be considered a client [16]. In this case, according to
N. Matus, C. Rusu, and S. Cano, the student experience is a type of customer experience, the analysis of
which leads to increased consumer satisfaction [17].

In pedagogical research, student experience is considered student satisfaction [18], students' readiness
for self-education and self-development, and subjective well-being [19]. Further development of the con-
cepts of student experience is associated with its use to increase happiness and satisfaction [20].

In Russian pedagogical literature, the role of the student's educational experience is considered a factor
contributing to the formation of critical thinking [21], the role of the student as a consumer in the model of
organizing education at the university [22], and how to improve the educational experience of students [23],
for example, through the development of student's personal and professional essential qualities [24].

A. Astin's work [25] outlines his student engagement theory, which allows teachers to create a more ef-
fective learning environment. Here, the author defines student engagement as the quantity and quality of
physical and psychological energy students invest in university studies. Other researchers, such as Trina J.
and Beverley O., have identified key factors that shape student experience and define a model of student ex-
perience [26].

Based on the review and analysis of studies on student experience, the attention of researchers is more
focused on skills, such as thinking, creativity, self-identification, and self-determination, than on the experi-
ence itself as a personal quality. Hence, we believe that it is important to consider student experience as the
individual’s ability and readiness for conscious, successful action throughout the entire process of studying at
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a university, and the results of its assessment will allow us to identify the necessary priorities in the for-
mation of educational strategies at the university.

The purpose of our research was to assess student experience in three universities in Kazakhstan (Ka-
zakh Agrotechnical Research University, named after S. Seifullin, Almaty Management University, and Ka-
raganda State University, named after E.A. Buketov) and on its basis to prepare proposals and recommenda-
tions for the design of educational strategies in higher educational institutions of the country.

We set the following tasks to achieve the goal of the study:

- theoretical understanding of the concept of “student experience” and its components within the
framework of domestic and foreign practice;

- study the structure of student experience of students of all courses of study in three Kazakhstani uni-
versities;

- analyzing the results of student engagement in the educational process;

- prepare recommendations for the design of educational strategies in universities, taking into account
the assessment of the student's personal experience.

The novelty of this study lies in the attempt for the first time to present the student experience that de-
termines the possibility and ability of him to act and interact, as well as in an integrated approach to the study
of the structure of student experience at the university. The study results can be helpful in decision-making
when modernizing the approach to educational and research strategies to increase their effectiveness and rel-
evance among students and the professional community.

Many psychology experts have different understandings of the college experience. For example,
M.A. Kholodnaya substantiates “the multidimensional nature of traditional indicators of intelligence and cre-
ativity and states the psychological ambiguity of these indicators” [27]. According to researchers such as
S. Meehan and K. Howells, measuring the student experience in terms of satisfaction is a national measure
prospective students use when choosing a university. For students, three things are critical about their experi-
ence: the faculty they work with, the nature of their academic learning, and their sense of belonging [28].

Foreign studies use the concept of student experience, which means the experience of students (student
experience, individual learning experience) and its connection with student satisfaction, as an indicator of the
quality of education. It is worth noting the recent increased interest in world science in research on student
experience. The term “student experience” has become one of the main ones in the documents of many uni-
versities. The work of Douglas J., et al. [29] presents a conceptual model of student satisfaction with their
experience based on identifying the variables that determine student perceived quality and the influence of
these variables on student satisfaction and dissatisfaction with the learning process. Other researchers [30]
have identified trends in research on student experiences in higher education, explained how areas of re-
search on student experiences have been constructed, and explained how major research trends have
changed. Some scientists believe that a student is an active subject of the educational process, a user of prod-
ucts, systems, and services of higher educational institutions [17]; others confirm the existing relationship
between student engagement and the types of activities they choose [31].

Thus, based on the above, we have defined student experience as an expression of the student’s subjec-
tive idea of their educational and professional activities, of themselves as subjects of this activity, and of
their readiness for self-education, self-development, and subjective well-being. Many tools are available,
such as questionnaires, to study student experiences. Many of them reveal the quality of teaching, goals, mo-
tivation, and expectations of students, activity in learning, engagement in educational activities, the comfort
of the learning environment, interaction with teachers, satisfaction with all aspects of education and student
life, and much more. By analyzing data on student experience, it is possible to assess whether educational
programs are adequate to the needs of students, the quality of teaching, etc. Based on such an assessment,
universities design educational strategies, develop academic programs, improve the educational environment,
and determine ways to support students.

Methods and materials

Our study used a questionnaire developed by T.N. Korneenko and I.A. Shcheglova [31]. We placed all
survey questions into the Qualtrics platform, which supports the creation of anonymous surveys and conduct-
ing them online. The empirical basis of the study was made up of data from a survey of students at three Ka-
zakhstan universities: S. Seifullin University, Karaganda Buketov University, and Almaty Management Uni-
versity. The survey included 496 students, with 165-166 students from each university enrolled in six educa-
tional programs. It was conducted anonymously and voluntarily via email correspondence. Of the 496 partic-
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ipants, 103 were first-year students, 154 were second-year students, 128 were third-year students, and 111
were fourth-year undergraduate students.

Considering T.N. Korneenko, we also divided all questionnaires presented to students into five sections:

- the first section, which determines the degree of student engagement in educational activities;

- the second section, which determines the degree of student engagement in scientific activities;

- the third section, which determines the degree of self-educational activity of students during their
studies at the university;

- the fourth section, which determines the educational preferences of students in practical classes at the
university;

- the fifth section determines the degree of motivation of students in the learning process [31].

According to A. Astin, a student's engagement in the educational environment characterizes the degree
of development of his educational experience [25] and is also a measure of its formation in the student [32,
33]. Therefore, the content of the questionnaire consisted of questions aimed at determining the extent of
students’ involvement in science, education, self-education, their preferences, and motivations [31].

Analytical strategy

To study the structure of the experience of students of four years of study in three Kazakhstani universi-
ties, we conducted a descriptive analysis of respondents’ educational, scientific, and self-educational experi-
ence. A statistical program R Studio was exploited as a tool.

Results and Discussion

1. Learning Experience

To assess the learning component of the student experience, we determined how involved students are
in the educational environment. Descriptive statistics based on the survey we conducted, characterizing the
educational engagement of students of all courses, are presented in Diagram 1.

Analysis of the data obtained showed that students have weak indicators of their educational engage-
ment (below the average level). The trend of engagement is decreasing from course to course. So, if in the
1st year it is higher, then by the 4th year it decreases significantly. Students of all courses are of particular
interest in working on an interesting academic task (Question (Q) 3) and participating in discussions in class
(Q1) but discussing meaningful issues in the course with the teacher outside of class time (Q5), on the con-
trary, is not attractive to them. The survey results demonstrate that the learning activity of 1st-year students
in class is higher than that of others, and they are more often involved in many types of educational practices.
Still, at the same time, they are less likely to participate in discussions with the teacher outside of class (Q5)
(“often” 22.5 %). There is a decrease in student activity closer to the 2nd year, a noticeable increase in the
3rd year, and a reduction in the 4th year.

Regarding graduate students, it should be noted that there is a decrease in their participation in practices
and group discussions to defend certain positions in the classroom (Q6) (“often” only 22.8 %) and in discuss-
ing substantive issues on the course with the teacher outside of class time (Q5) (“often” only 15,7 %).
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Diagram 1. Learning experience
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2. Research experience

To assess the scientific and research aspects of students' experience, we analyzed their engagement in
university-level research. Students were asked about their participation in searching for scientific resources,
working on research articles, presenting their findings at seminars, engaging in discussions with professors
and peers, and so on [31]. The results of the study are presented in Diagrams 2.1-2.3.
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Diagram 2.1 The scientific component of the student experience

The findings from a questionnaire survey in this area enabled us to derive the following conclusions.

To begin with there is a feeble scientific communication activity of students of all courses in many
types of scientific activities, namely visiting a scientific club (Q2), participating in research projects (Q3) and
scientific conferences (Q4), assisting teachers in conducting scientific research (Q1), conducting a scientific
literature review (Q6), participating in scientific discussions with doctoral and master students (Q10), attend-
ing popular science lectures (Q11), conducting independent scientific research (preparing an article) (Q12),
attending a research seminar (Q13), independently selecting complex topics (Q14), working with a teacher
on a project (Q15). At the same time, students tend to participate more often in group mini projects (Q7),
independently access scientific sources (Q9), use scientific literature in classes (Q5), and complete assign-
ments on topics of interest (Q8).
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Diagram 2.2 The scientific component of the student experience
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Diagram 2.3 The scientific component of the student experience

Secondly, despite the general passivity of students towards scientific work, first-year students show
greater interest in this direction, unlike senior students. More than 40 % of first-year students use scientific
literature in class (Q5) and complete assignments on topics of interest (Q8) [57.4 %]. 2nd-year students pre-
ferred to choose the answer “never” or “rarely” for such variables as helping teachers in conducting scientific
research (Q1) [“never” 44.3 %], attending a scientific club (Q2) [“never” 64.0 %], participating in research
project (Q3) [“never” 52.8 %], conducting a scientific literature review in front of an audience (Q6) [“never”
35.2 %], attending popular science lectures during the learning process (Q11) [“never” 35.9 %], independent
selection of complex topics (Q14) [“never” 30.3 %]. That is, they need more engagement in research work.
3rd year students are more actively involved in group mini-projects (Q7) [44.1 %] and completing assign-
ments on topics that interest them (Q8) [48.3 %]. Graduate students showed the lowest engagement in scien-
tific activities.

Thirdly, there is a negative fact of deficient activity of all respondents in participation in scientific con-
ferences (Q4), scientific discussions with doctoral and master's students (Q10), and work on scientific pro-
jects that go beyond the scope of educational programs (Q15).

3. Self-education experience

Considering the experience of self-education as the experience of self-determination of students in pro-
fessional independent educational activities during the period of study at a university, which, according to
M. Balyasin, L. Karvalkho, G. Mikhut, is a resource for self-development and self-determination of the stu-
dent, we conducted a questionnaire to determine the self-educational component of student experience stu-
dent survey [23]. Diagram 3 below presents the results of our survey, which shows that students' self-
education experience is at an average level. It should be noted that students of all courses indicated that when
they have difficulties, they independently try to figure it out with the help of scientific and educational litera-
ture and presentations of data by the teacher (Q1), resort to the help of classmates (Q2), or search on the In-
ternet for a similar lecture from another university and videos of the teacher (Q5). 3rd and 4th-year students
mostly prefer to take advantage of teacher consultations (Q3). And almost all students showed little interest
in online courses (Q4).
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4. Study preferences of students

The questionnaire included questions regarding their educational preferences to understand how the
university's educational activities meet students' expectations. The results, reflected in Diagram 4, indicate
that all types of work presented are essential for students of all courses. At the same time, first-year students
give particular preference to participating in discussions and the opportunity to ask questions (Q3) (“im-
portant” 50.6 % and “significant” 22.9 %). 2nd-year students, unlike students of other courses, believe that
working in a group on an interesting task is more important for them (Q2) (“important” 37.9 % and “very
important” 29.2 %). 3rd-year students also prefer working in a group on an interesting task (Q2) (“im-
portant” 52.5 % and “very important” 27.9 %) and participation in discussion and the opportunity to ask
guestions (Q3) (“important” 43.2 % and “very important” 29.6 %). Graduate students prefer to work in a
group on an interesting task (Q2) (“important” 54.0 % and “very important” 16.0 %) and solve problems in-
dependently (Q4) (“important” 60.0 % and “very important” 15.0 %).

5. Motives as a factor of engagement

The fifth section of the survey was related to identifying the connection between students’ learning mo-
tives and their level of engagement in the educational process. According to E. Ilyin, who claims that a mo-
tive is an internal reason that determines a person’s behavior [31, 33], we are inclined to assume that the mo-
tive is directly reflected in the manifestation of a student’s activity or engagement in active university life.
The motives that guide students are divided into external ones that provide career growth and internal ones
that provide the desire for new knowledge and self-education, actively involving them in the educational
process, leading to a change in the initial structure of motives.
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Cepus «[lMeparorvkax». 2024, 29, 2(114) 167



B. Khamzina, Zh. Abiyeva et al.

Diagrams 5.1 and 5.2 present the statistically significant indicators we obtained during a survey of stu-
dents from 1st to 4th year.

The presented results indicate that for all students, the cognitive motive is dominant, i.e., study and
learn new things; in second place is the professional motive associated with the acquisition of deep profes-
sional knowledge and skills, and in third place, it should be noted the social motive related to material well-
being. In last place is the motive of self-affirmation — “I study to prove to myself that | am an intelligent
person”.

The results indicate that 1st- 3rd-year students choose the answer “like to study and learn new things”
for all types of work, i.e., they are driven by a cognitive motive and a “professional motive™. In their final
year, they are more driven by cognitive and material motives in practical classes.

We conclude that students' engagement in active educational activities directly depends on their own
motivation in the learning process, highlighting the necessity of deliberate actions when designing manage-
ment strategies within the university [31].
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Diagram 5.2 Motivational component of student engagement

This study does not offer models for designing educational strategies and their verification, only some
recommendations. It is known that the primary approach to designing modern educational strategies in uni-
versities is to meet the educational needs of students and effectively correlate them with the objectives of
social development. Our research has shown that student experience has three components: educational ex-
perience, scientific experience, and self-education experience, to which some attention should be paid. Low
student engagement in educational activities means the underdevelopment of the educational component of
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the student experience and the imperfection of the educational practices or strategies presented by the univer-
sity.

Based on the analysis of the results of the study, we made the following conclusions:

- the presence of more excellent educational activity among first-year students, associated with the lack
of experience of mistakes in the university educational process among first-year students, a particular inspi-
ration by them in the new educational environment, and the desire to experience a new status as a university
student;

The results obtained require work to enhance the educational component of the student experience in
years 2-4, for example, revising the format of classes with an emphasis on group discussions, making
presentations in class, and discussing questions about the student course with the teacher outside class.

- the presence of low indicators of scientific activity compared to educational activity among students of
all four years is associated with their weak engagement in research activities. In this regard, the teaching staff
needs to more actively involve students in scientific projects, scientific circles, conferences, popular science
lectures, scientific seminars, and scientific discussions, teach them to independently work with scientific lit-
erature and carry out complex tasks and projects;

- the experience of independent activities, the so-called knowledge of self-education, is mainly formed
at universities. Addressing academic challenges through dialogue with classmates and instructors, online re-
search, and scholarly literature confirms this [31].

- it is necessary, already from the 1st year, to involve students in independently acquiring additional
professional knowledge and completing the required specializations through online courses for further self-
determination in a professional educational environment during their studies at the university;

- Considering the particular importance of the factor of students’ engagement in the educational pro-
cess, there is a need to purposefully develop their educational experience and increase their motivation to
learn.

- in connection with positive changes in the teaching experience of students from course to course, there
is a need to revise the university’s strategies at certain stages;

- to increase the motivation of students for active educational activities at a university, it is necessary to
increase the share of interactive technologies in the design of educational strategies, which in turn will in-
crease cognitive activity in individual, group, professional, and research communications;

- when planning educational strategies for a university, it is necessary to strengthen their focus on in-
creasing the overall communicative component, which is the basis for stimulating and enhancing the en-
gagement of students in meaningful activities.

Conclusions

Human experience is essential to a successful life in the modern world. The student’s learning experi-
ence is formed in the scientific and educational environment of the university in the process of mastering the
corresponding educational program [31]. Success in this direction depends on many human qualities, such as
critical thinking, emotional state, creativity, self-regulation, volitional efforts, etc. Our study monitored
changes in the student experience in three significant components: educational, scientific, and self-
educational. The parametric characteristic was the student’s engagement in educational activities, character-
izing the level of formation of the educational experience and reflecting the directions of its further devel-
opment.

Our research results showed that students' experience, according to the competency model, is developed
statically and functionally, with the dynamic aspect remaining stagnant. This suggests that when crafting
new educational strategies, mandatory screening and monitoring of the educational process within the uni-
versity's management system are essential. Furthermore, a decline in students' interest in learning was ob-
served, underscoring the necessity of designing the educational environment based on the university's moni-
toring data. Also, when designing educational strategies for a university, it is necessary to emphasize
strengthening their communicative, meaningful, and reflective components.
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CryaeHrrepain T3:Ripubecin 0arajiay yHMBEpCHUTETTE
0is1iM Oepy cTpaTerusijiapbiH 33ipiey KypaJjbl peTiHae

Makanaza CTyAEHTTIH ©3iHIH OKy J>KOHE KOCiOM ic-OpeKeTiH CyOBEKTHBTI TYCiIHYI apKbUIBI KOpPCETUIreH
CTYAEHT ToXipuOeci OHBIH KeifiHTr1 KociOu mamyblHa KOHE OKY INPOILECiHE KAaTBICYbIHA Kajall ocep eTeTiHi
3epTTeNreH. 3epTTeyAiH MakcaThl — CTYISHTTEpAiH TOXKIpMOECiH Tanmay, OoNapAblH FBUIBIMU JKOHE OiliM
Oepy KpI3METIHE COTTI KaTBICYBIHA dcepiH 3epTrey. biz o3 OeriHme OimiM aimy KY3BIPETTLNIriHIH, OKyFa
OeHiMALTIri MEH MOTHBAIMSCHIHBIH Oap-)KOFBIH TEKCEpy apKbUIBI CTYACHTTEPIiH ToXipuOeciH OaranampIk.
Qualtrics kemerimen KazakcTaHHBIH VI )KETEKIII YHUBEPCUTETIHIH OapIiblK KypC CTYACHTTEpiHE cayanHaMa
Kyprisimin, an HoTmkenepi R Studio xemerimen Ttanmanasl. CayaiHama HOTHIKENEPi yHHBEPCHUTETTETd
OKBITYIBIH 9PTYPJIi Ke3eHJEPIHACTI CTYIEHTTepAIH TaXipuOeciHae GpyHKINOHAIIBIK aibIpMaIIbUIBIKTap 0ap
eKeHJITH KepceTTi. bapiblk KypcTap GOHMBIHINA CTYIEHTTEp TOKIpUOSCIHIH KOPCETKIIITEPiH CaIbICTHIPMAabl
Tangay yHHBEPCUTETTE 03 OETiHIIe opeKeT eTy HeMece o3iH-031 TopOueney ToxipubeciH Oapabap AamMbITy
KaXeTTUTTiH Kepcereni. OHBIH ycTiHe, Oy OaFbITTa MakcaTThl Oarmapchl3, KociOM AaMy YIIIH MIEUTyIIi
MoHTe e Oenrini O0ip mapameTpiep OOWBIHIIA CTyIEHTTEpAiH OCICEHALTIriH TOMEHACTY YpAici OaiiKamambl.
Makanaga KaMTBUIFAH TEOPHUSJIBIK JKOHE SMIMPUKAIBIK TYXKBIPHIMZAAP, KOPBITHIHABUIAD MEH YCBIHBICTAp
YHHUBEPCUTETTiH OKBITYIIBIIAphl MEH MYJUISIi KbI3METKepIIepi YIIiH KYHbI aknapar oepeni. by unesitapast
6iniM Oepy ypaiciHae OiniM anymblLIapbH 9pTypili OiiM Oepy TaxipuOeciHe OeNCeHALTITiH apTThIPY JKOHE
6inim Oepy cTpaTerusuapbIH 3ipiey e KongaHyFa Oonasl.

Kinm co30ep: cTyAeHTTIK Taxipube, OiiM Oepy CTpaTeruschl, Katbicy, OiLTIM Oepy, 3epTTey KoHE ©3iH-e31
TOpOHeney KbI3MeTi, MOTHBAIIHS.

b. Xam3una, XK. A6uesa, C. Kaprun, b. A6apamesa

OneHkKa CTyAeHYeCKOro OnbITa KAK HHCTPYMEHTA IPOeKTHPOBAHHUA
o0pa3oBaTe/IbHbIX CTPaTeruii B YHMBepcHUTETE

B craTbe uccnenoBaHo, Kak CTyJEHYECKH OMBIT, BRIPXKCHHBIH Yepe3 CyOheKTHBHOE IIOHUMAHHE CTYJCHTOM
cBoel yueOHOH M mpohecCHOHAIBHOM eI TeBHOCTH, BIHSET Ha ero mocienyolee npodeccuoHanbpHoe pas-
BUTHE M y4acTHe B oOpa3oBaTeNnbHOM mporiecce. Llenpio uccneqoBaHus sSBISETCS aHAIU3 OIBITAa CTYCHTOB,
M3ydeHHe ero BIWSHUS Ha MX YCIEIIHOE yJacTHe B Hay4HOU M 00pa3oBaTeNbHOM NeaTeNbHOCTH. MBI OlleHH-
BaJIM OMBIT CTYAEHTOB, PaCCMaTPHBasi HANNYHE KOMIIETEHINH caMo00pa30BaHus, yIeOHBIX PEAIOYTEHHI 1
motuBarmy. C noMoreio Qualtrics Mpl onmpocHiIn CTYAEHTOB BCEX KYPCOB TPeX BEAYLIMX YHHBEPCHTETOB
KaszaxcraHa, a pe3yJbTaThl MpoaHAIM3UpOBaIn ¢ momoreio R Studio. Pesynbrarhl ompoca moJYepKUBAOT
(yHKIMOHAJIBHBIC Pa3iIM4Ms B ONBITE CTYAEHTOB Ha PAa3HBIX dTalax oOydeHus B yHuBepcureTe. CpaBHUTENb-
HBII aHAJIU3 MOKa3aTelNeil OmbITa CTYJCHTOB MO BCEM KypcaM CBHIETEIBbCTBYET O HEOOXOAMMOCTH aeKBaT-
HOro (hOpMHUPOBaHMS OMBITA CAMOCTOSTEIBHOMN SITEILHOCTH B By3e WM caMooOpa3oBanus. bonee Toro, 6e3
IeICHANPaBICHHOI OpHEHTAllMM Ha ATO HampaBleHHE HAONIOAAeTCsl TEHICHUMWS K CHIDKCHHIO aKTHBHOCTH
CTYJICHTOB MO OT/AEJBHBIM MapaMeTpaM, UMEIOIIUM pellarollee 3HaueHHe Uil MpoGeCcCHOHAIBHOTO Pa3BH-
Tust. TeopeTHueckie W SMIMPUIECKHE BBIBOABI M PEKOMCHIAINH, COJCPIKaIIUecs B CTAaThe, MPECTaBISIOT
c000if IIeHHYI0 HHPOPMALHUIO UL TIpenoAaBaTeNel ¥ 3anHTEPECOBAHHBIX COTPYIHHKOB YHUBEPCUTETOB. JTH
UJIeH MOTYT OBITH NIPHMEHEHBI B 00pa30BaTeIbHOM IPOIECCEe JUIS MOBBIIMICHNST BOBJICUYEHHOCTH yJalIuXcsl B
pa3nudIHBIe 00pa3oBaTeNbHbIE IIPAKTUKY U P pa3paboTKe 00pa30BaTeNbHBIX CTPATETHil.
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Kniouesvlie cnosa: onbiT CTYICHTA, 06pa3013aTem>Haﬂ CTpaTerus, BOBJICYCHHOCTD, O6pa30BaTeJ'II>Haﬂ, HCCIICI0-
BaTCJIbCKasA U CaMOO6pa3OBaTCJ’ILHaH JACATCIIBHOCTh, MOTHUBAILIUA.
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