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1 Introduction

FE and 6™ Form Colleges are key partners in Birmingham and Solihull Aimhigher’s efforts to widen
participation (WP) in higher education. Statistically, college students are more likely to be part of the
WP cohort than their peers in school 6" forms, and also to be following vocational Level 3 programmes
that have lower progression to HE rates than A Levels.

The 9 local colleges meet on a tri-annual basis as the Aimhigher FE Forum. During 2009 colleges
identified a need for additional IAG on HE progression for students, and entered into discussions with
Aimhigher’s HEI Alliance (the five local university members of the partnership) about how to address
this. The outcome was a collaborative IAG event targeted at first year level 3 college students who were
considering progression to HE, and who it was felt needed early support and encouragement to
commence self-assessment, career planning, HE research and other preparatory work in order to
engage with UCAS and student finance processes effectively at the start of their final year. To provide
this a day-long event for up to 1250 students delivered at two universities (Aston University and
University College Birmingham) was planned. The events (Your Future .... Your Choice) provided
students with the opportunity to find out more about the UCAS system, student finance and a wide
range of higher education study options via attendance at 3 workshops. Each student would attend two
compulsory workshops (Back to Basics — An introduction to all aspects of Higher Education, and
Budgeting - How to Survive as a Student) and one subject taster session of their choice from a range of
university courses including health, law, education, youth work, marketing, pharmacy, tourism and the
performing arts. During the event students were able to talk to University staff and current students to
help inform them about their future choices.

2 Recruitment and Evaluation

Colleges were responsible for identifying and recruiting students for the event. Most bookings were
made via an online booking system developed by Aimhigher’s Central Coordination Team. The on-line
system also included a set of evaluation questions measuring attitudes towards HE, progression
intentions and understanding of HE (pre-test evaluation). After the event these questions were followed
up to establish the impact of attending. Many learners who completed the booking form provided their
emails so that follow up evaluation could be completed. The post test evaluation was e-mailed out to
these students and also included questions on the sessions they attended and what improvements
could be made. Monitoring data was also collected so that the make up of those who attended could be
analysed in terms of attendance against bookings, colleges, gender and level of disadvantage.

2.1 Event Attendance

The following tables summarise attendance at the three sessions that comprised the event and
individual workshops attended. Analysis also explores attendance levels by colleges and individual
campuses. The last few tables summarise attendance at the events by gender and how effectively the
events were targeted via an analysis of the Indices of Multiple Deprivation (IMD) of the home postcode
of students attending.



The table below shows that across all HEIs an average of 52% of those who booked attended the events.
The morning event at Aston had the highest attendance (61%).

Event No. Booked No. Attended % Attended
Aston am 461 281 61.0
Aston pm 240 94 39.2
UCB pm 328 149 48.5
Total 1029 534 51.9

Note There was no register for the UCB tourism event so attendance figures are estimates

The tables below summarise attendance at each event and session against places booked.

On booking onto the event students had a choice of 11 subject tasters. Due to low popularity 4 subject
tasters were cancelled in advance (Art History, History, English Language and Journalism). Health
Careers was the most popular subject taster, and an extra session was run to meet student demand.

Sessions No. Booked No. Attended % Attended
Business Marketing 55 34 61.8
Education 85 57 67.1
Food Marketing 16 9 56.3
Health Careers Group A 63 38 60.3
Health Careers Group B 82 46 56.1
Law 72 33 45.8
Primary Science 42 32 76.2
Youth Work 45 31 68.9
Total 460 280 60.9

Again students had a choice of 11 subject tasters. Due to low popularity 4 subject tasters were cancelled
in advance (Art History, History, English Language and Food Marketing). On the day of the event the
Youth Work subject taster, which also ran in the morning, was cancelled due to low attendance.

Sessions No. Booked No. Attended % Attended
Business Marketing 25 11 44.0
Education 36 14 38.9
Journalism 20 9 45.0
Law 50 15 30.0
Pharmacy 31 18 58.1
Psychology 64 25 39.1
Youth Work 14 0 0.0
Total 240 92 39.2

Youth work session was cancelled on the day of the event due to low attendance.



All subject taster session that were available at booking (9) were delivered at the UCB event. Data is not
available to provide analysis of attendance by session.

The table below summarises college bookings and attendance.

College No. booked No. attended % Attended
Birmingham Met 305 130 42.6
Solihull College 236 134 56.8
University College Birmingham 95 37 38.9
City College 53 17 32.1
Solihull 6th Form College 154 57 37.0
South Birmingham College 140 76 54.3
Bournville College 58 52 89.7
Total/Average 1041 503 48.3

The table below summarises attendance by gender for Aston events only.

Number %
Male 123 33.6
Female 243 66.4
Total 366 100.0

The Aimhigher Birmingham and Solihull partnership classifies IAG activities attended by large groups as
low intensity activity, as learners are not selected for attendance on an individual basis. HEFCE guidance
states that at least 66% of students attending such activities should meet the targeting criteria for
Aimhigher. Analysis shows that 76.8% of students who attended events were target by disadvantaged
IMD. This analysis is based on students attending Aston events only (29% of postcodes were not
provided or were not valid).



3 Impact on Attendees

Students completed an online questionnaire to identify their attitudes, knowledge and understanding of HE as part of the booking process. This
included rating statements on a 5 point scale (“definitely” to “probably not”) to express the extent to which they agreed with statements.
Students were invited to complete the same set of questions again at the end of the event via an online questionnaire (post evaluation). This
post evaluation also included questions on the event content. In total 63.3% (588 out of the 929) of students completed the pre event evaluation
guestions and 15% completed the post event evaluation (70 out of the 467 students who attended). Data to measure impact of the events was
only analysed for students who completed the impact questions on both he pre and post event evaluations. In total 53 students (11.3% of those
who attended) completed the pre and post event evaluations. Caution must be applied when interpreting these evaluation findings, as the low
response rates mean that findings cannot be always be regarded as representative.

3.1 What was the Impact?
Before and after the event all of students were planning/considering on going to HE before they were 30 years old. Post event there was an
increase (+7.6%) in the proportions of students who were definitely planning on going to HE.

Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 45 86.5 135 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Post 48 94.1 3 5.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Change 3 7.6 -4 -7.6 0 0 0 0 0 0

Before the event the majority (86.8% definitely/probably) of students felt that they understood what student life would be like in HE. Post event
there was an increase (94.2%) in the proportions of students who felt they understood what life would be like in HE. Post event greater
proportions (+33.1%) of students felt that they definitely understood what life would be like, with fewer who probably (-25.7%) or were not sure
(-7.4%) what student life would be like.

Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 11 20.8 35 66.0 13.2 0.0 0.0
Post 28 53.8 21 40.4 3 5.8 0.0 0.0
Change 17 33.1 -14 -25.7 -4 -7.4 0 0




Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 13 24.5 31 58.5 15.1 1.9 0 0.0
Post 29 55.8 16 30.8 11.5 0 0.0 1.9
Change 16 31.2 -15 -27.7 -2 -3.6 -1 -1.9 1 1.9

Before the event few (28.3% definitely/probably) of students understood how the UCAS application process works. Post event there was a significant
increase (69.3% definitely/probably) in the proportions of students who understood how this works. However, post event 21.2% of students

expressed they were still unsure, 7.7% probably not and 1.9% definitely not sure how the UCAS application process works.

Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 3 5.7 12 22.6 22 41.5 11 20.8 9.4
Post 12 23.1 24 46.2 11 21.2 4 7.7 1.9
Change 9 17.4 12 23.5 -11 -20.4 -7 -13.1 -4 -7.5

The most significant impact of the events would seem to relate to improving students understanding of how the UCAS application process
works, as post event significantly greater proportions of students understood this (+41% definitely/probably.) Post event findings also show that
the events helped to significantly increase students’ understanding of what HE life would be like (+33.1% definitely), help provide the
information required to decide whether or not to go to HE (+31.2% definitely). All students were intending to go to HE before they were 30 years
old. Post event there was a slight increase (+7.6%) in the proportions of students who were definitely planning on going to HE.

3.2 Concerns About HE

Previous local and national evaluation has shown that many students have concerns about going to HE. The progression event aimed to provide
students with impartial advice so that they could be better informed and in turn could make the right decisions in the future. The sessions that
students attended included information on student finance, subject sessions delivered by HE lecturers, information on the types of jobs and
benefits in terms of employment that that could be gained with a higher education qualification, and information on application processes. The
intention was that students would gain a better understanding of the costs / benefits of HE, the grades required for entry, the mechanics of
application and the nature of teaching and learning in HE.



Before the event the majority (81.1% definitely/probably) of students were confident that they would obtain the grades required to enter
HE/university. Post event there was a slight decrease in students confidence (76.9% definitely/probably). Post event more students seemed to

become unsure (change +6.1%).

Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 19 35.8 24 45.3 8 15.1 2 3.8 0 0.0
Post 18 34.6 22 42.3 11 21.2 1 1.9 0 0.0
Change -1 -1.2 -2 -3.0 3 6.1 -1 -1.9 0 0.0

Before the event the majority of students (92.4% definitely/probably) felt confident in their ability to cope with learning in HE/university. Again
post event there was an overall decrease in confidence (82.7% definitely/probably). However, findings are mixed as post event similar
proportions were definitely confident they would cope (change +0.8%), but fewer were probably confident (change -10.5%). The shift in
attitudes seems to have led to more students (change +7.8) becoming unsure in their ability to cope post event.

Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 21 39.6 28 52.8 4 7.5 0 0.0 0 0.0
Post 21 40.4 22 42.3 8 15.4 1 1.9 0 0.0
Change 0 0.8 -6 -10.5 4 7.8 1 1.9 0 0.0

Before the event the majority (64.1% definitely/probably) of students felt that they would miss their friends/family/home if they went to
HE/university. Post event overall there was a very slight increase (change +0.8% definitely/probably). Results are very mixed, as post event more
students expressed they would definitely (change +4.9) miss their friends/family, fewer selecting probably (change -4.3%), more selecting
probably not (+2.6%) and fewer selecting definitely not (change -3.7%).

Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 13 24.5 21 39.6 7 13.2 9 17.0 3 5.7
Post 15 29.4 18 35.3 7 13.7 10 19.6 1 2.0
Change 2 4.9 -3 -4.3 0 0.5 1 2.6 -2 -3.7
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Before the event many (62.2% definitely/probably) of students had concerns about money if they entered HE/university. Post event there was a
slight increase (67.3% definitely/probably) in students concerns. The major changes that occurred were that post event there was a decrease in
the proportions of students who were definitely not concerned about money (change -15.0%) and a decrease in those who were probably
concerned (change -10.8). The shift in attitudes resulted in more students becoming definitely concerned (change +15.9%) or not sure (change

+8.0%).
Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 14 26.4 19 35.8 8 15.1 10 18.9 2 3.8
Post 22 42.3 13 25.0 12 23.1 2 3.8 5.8
Change 8 15.9 -6 -10.8 4 8.0 -8 -15.0 1 2.0

Before the event the majority (94.3% definitely/probably) of students felt they would fit in at HE/University. Overall post event 92.1% felt they
would fit in. Despite this small overall increase, post event more (change +9.5%) students felt they would definitely fit in.

Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 23 43.4 27 50.9 5.7 0 0.0 0.0
Post 27 52.9 20 39.2 5.9 2.0 0.0
Change 4 9.5 -7 -11.7 0.2 1 2.0 0.0

Before the event the majority (88.4% definitely/probably) of students felt they would find work after they graduated. Post event overall there
was a slight decrease (84.3%) in the proportions of students who felt they would find work. However, results are mixed as post event more
students felt they would definitely find work (change +4.8%), fewer selected probably (-8.9%) and more felt they would probably not find work

after graduating (+3.9).




Definitely Probably Not Sure Probably not Definitely not
No % No % No % No % No %
Pre 23 44.2 23 44.2 115 0 0.0 0.0
Post 25 49.0 18 35.3 11.8 3.9 0 0.0
Change 2 4.8 -5 -8.9 0.2 2 3.9 0.0

For some impact measures attending the progression event seemed to increase students’ concerns about HE. Post event slightly fewer (-4.2%)
students felt confident they would obtain the required grades for HE, with more students becoming unsure (+6.1%). Also post event fewer
students (-9.7%) felt confident in their ability to cope with learning in HE, again with more becoming unsure (+7.8%). Post event more students
(+15.9%) were definitely concerned about money. Post event slightly more (+9.5%) of students felt they would definitely fit in at HE. Pre and
post event, similar proportions of students felt that they would miss their friends/family/home or would find a job after graduating. This
suggests that attendance may have acted as a prompt to students, causing them to consider in more depth the full implications of their
aspiration to enter HE, and heightening the need for them to begin to firm up their progression planning and focus on their level 3 studies.

4 Student Feedback on the Delivery of Events

Ninety students completed the post evaluation. Of these 70 Students attended one of the events and another 20 did not attend but provided
feedback on why they did not attend. Feedback on the event in terms of organisation and content is summarised below.

Twenty students who completed the survey did not attend any of the events. Eighteen of these students provided an explanation on why they
did not attend. Eleven students could not attend as they had other trips/events/meetings to attend (2 of these were revision conferences). Four
students could not attend due to illness. One student did not attend as none of the events included anything he/she was interested in. One

student commented that b h dzZNJ INR dzLJ AaA Iy SR dzLJ T2 NJ (G KS S @& by fudheziaboiit k& evéhehiericSviie S

were unable to attend".

The majority (69.1%) of students felt that they were provided with adequate information about the events in advance. Despite this almost a
quarter of students did not feel they received adequate information prior to the event.
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Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree Disagree Strongly disagree
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
17 25.0 30 44.1 6 8.8 9 13.2 6 8.8

The majority of students who attended the events felt welcome when they arrived (88.2% across all HEIs). There was little variance between
HEls (range 93.4% to 81.8%).

Strongly agree Agree Neit:ic;;;f;eee or Disagree Strongly disagree
Event No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Aston (Morning) 4 26.7 10 66.7 0 0.0 1 6.7 0 0.0
Aston (Afternoon) 13 41.9 15 48.4 3 9.7 0 0.0 0 0.0
University College Birmingham 7 31.8 11 50.0 3 13.6 0 0.0 1 4.5
Total 24 35.3 36 52.9 6 8.8 1 1.5 1 1.5

The majority of students felt the information given on arrival was clear and helpful (77.9%). There was variance between HEls, with 68.2% of
students strongly agreeing/agreeing with this at UCB compared to 83.9% and 80.0% at both the Aston events. 18.2% of students attending the
UCB event did not feel (disagreed/strongly disagreed) that information provided on arrival was clear and helpful.

Strongly agree Agree Nelt:ies ;:rg:e or Disagree Strongly disagree
Event No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Aston (Morning) 6 40.0 6 40.0 3 20.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Aston (Afternoon) 14 45.2 12 38.7 5 16.1 0 0.0 0 0.0
University College Birmingham 9 40.9 6 27.3 3 13.6 2 9.1 2 9.1
Total 29 42.6 24 35.3 11 16.2 2 2.9 2 2.9




Students were asked to rate how helpful the subject taster session was that they attended. Response rate are low and should not be seen as
representative of all students who attended. For some subjects no students responded to the post event questionnaire.

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree Disagree Strongly
Aston am sessions or disagree disagree Total
Education 0 2 0 0 0 2
Food Marketing 0 1 0 0 0 1
Health Careers 3 2 0 0 0 5
Law 2 0 1 0 0 3
Marketing 3 1 0 0 0 4
Total 8 6 1 0 0 15
No response was received for Primary Science and Youth Work sessions
) Strongly agree Agree Ne|th.e e Disagree SFroneg
Aston pm sessions or disagree disagree Total
Education 3 0 0 1 0 4
Journalism 0 1 0 0 0 1
Law 3 4 0 0 0 7
Pharmacy 4 2 0 1 0 7
Psychology 3 2 0 0 0 5
Marketing 3 3 0 0 0 6
Food marketing 0 1 0 0 0 1
Total 16 13 0 2 0 31
. Strongly agree Agree Nelth.e ol Disagree SFroneg
UCB pm sessions disagree disagree Total
Careers in Tourism 1 4 0 0 2 7
Health Careers 1 4 0 0 0 5
Acting 1 1 0 0 0 2
Sports Therapy 1 1 0 0 0 2
Languages 3 0 1 0 0 4
Total 7 10 1 0 2 20

No response was received for Salon/Spa Management, Business Management, Radiography and Primary science
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The table below summarises the response to all subject taster sessions. The table shows that overall the majority of (90.9% strongly

agree/agree) students felt that the subject taster sessions were helpful.

Strongly agree Agree Neither agree or disagree Disagree Strongly disagree
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
31 47.0 29 43.9 2 3.0 2 3.0 2 3.0

Within each event students were registered to attend two mandatory workshops. Again students were asked to rate how helpful these sessions
were. Across all HEIs, 91.1% of students strongly agreed/agreed that the back to basics session was helpful. Individually all three events scored
highly, with 80-100% of students attending Aston events and 86.4% of students attending the UCB event expressing that they strongly
agreed/agreed that the session was helpful.

Strongly agree Agree Neit:;;;f:e or Disagree Strongly disagree
Event No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Aston (Morning) 4 26.7 8 53.3 1 6.7 1 6.7 1 6.7
Aston (Afternoon) 15 50.0 15 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
University College
Birmingham 10 45.5 9 40.9 0 0.0 4.5 9.1
Total 29 43.3 32 47.8 1.5 2 3.0 3 4.5

Across all HEIs, 87.9% of students strongly agreed/agreed that the student finance session was helpful. Again individually all three events scored
highly, with 93% of students attending Aston events and 77.3% of students attending the UCB event expressing that they strongly agreed/agreed
that the session was helpful.
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Neither agree or

Strongly agree Agree e Disagree Strongly disagree
Event No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
Aston (Morning) 6 40.0 8 53.3 1 6.7 0 0.0 0 0.0
Aston (Afternoon) 17 58.6 10 34.5 2 6.9 0 0.0 0 0.0
University College
Birmingham 8 36.4 9 40.9 4 18.2 0.0 1 4.5
Total 31 47.0 27 40.9 10.6 0.0 1 1.5

Student Feedback: How Could the Event Be Improved in the Future?

In total 40 (57.1%) out of 70 students responded to this question. The main themes that emerged are summarised in the table and comments

box below.
Suggested improvement No % Suggested improvement No %
Tour of University 15 37.5 Meet/talk to students 5 12.5
Wider choice of subject tasters 15 37.5 Provide more information before the event 3 7.5
More interactive sessions 6 15.0 Breaks between sessions 2 5.0
Improvement content of sessions 6 15.0 More printed materials at the event 2 5.0
Make sessions longer/more in depth 12.5
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GThere should be a tour of the university and perhaps take you to the different subject laboratories for pharmacy, |ettasecaihe actually see what univer
is like not just lisning to the informatiorg. (Aston)

OA tour of the university would have been a greatapmity to get a feel for the uréi.(Aston) dTours of the Uni would be a good idea as then people woul
the idea of how bigaunids 6| / . 0

Most students (11) requested specific subject tasters such as IT (3 responses), economics (1), politics (1), optometry (2) and journalism (1). Four students
suggested that they should be able to attend more than one session,

a aybe including avider range of subject areas would make it appeal to more people to go, such as Economics arid Politics

a llow us to attend more than one specific subject tadtgkston) & ption of doing more than oneavkshop courseEg. you could do sports therapg well as
heath careers course(UCB)

There should have been more interactive or group work, rather than lecture based all throughout.

| think the subject sessions could be longer and more detailed about other information in relétierstdbject, also perhaps a taster lesson or something tc
what studying the subject could be like instead of just what you can do with it.

L y O f stinfeBts< an courses to give their own real viesv@ston)

&Provide more information to colleaes. befdvand, and what the event involves. So we can prepare some auestions to ask befofabtm
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5 Partnership Evaluation

Many partners involved in the event felt that it was an excellent example of cross sector collaboration between
Colleges and HEls. Partners provided additional feedback on the event in terms of how it could be improved in the
future:

Some colleges suggested that it was sometimes difficult to get senior managers, curriculum
heads and tutors to engage with the event. This made it more difficult to recruit students and
ensure that those who were recruited attended.

The event was very time consuming in terms of planning and preparation for all partners
involved.

One college suggested that before the event students should be e-mailed their schedule for
the event, to serve as a reminder to their attendance.

One college commented that there was quite a long wait between applying and the actual
event.

One college commented that: ¢6so much more time is needed to promote and recruit for an
event like this in the future.€

A tutor from one college commentedthat: ¢ (1 KS (0 & 21 2\WRY R
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Another member of staff at one of the participating colleges suggested that: & A ¥ A
hosted again it would be better to just do a generic session that students could attend with
the back to basics and finance workshops included and then a market place of universities
with staff/students on hand to answer any questions about specific courses. This would also
make therecrdzA G YSYy G LINPOSaada YdzOK SFAASNI FyR Al
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Some partners suggested that a wider range of vocational subjects should have been available.
This is supported by the fact that demand for some of the more academic subjects tasters
(History etc) was lower than for vocational subjects (e.g. healthcare) where extra sessions had
to be booked to meet demand. Recruitment and attendance may be increased next time by
asking colleges what subjects they would like to be included in the event. This would also
enable colleges to target recruitment more easily at a departmental level.

Ends
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