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to learn about Slovenia, museums, culture that they do not have any knowledge
of. To put it differently: it is because they have little or no knowledge about the
country and/or culture and find it so different to theirs, they are curious about it.
Openness to the unfamiliar or unknown, identified in this study, is a new research
finding.

Conclusions
One of the greatest benefits of studying abroad is a greater understanding of
other cultures. “Discovery”, “change” and “curiosity” are not cultural concepts per
se, but are involved in the cultural dimension of Erasmus experience.
Erasmus students are motivated to learn about new, different, unknown or not
experienced cultures (discovery); they want to change the environment or culture
in order to live in a different one (change); they know nothing or very little about
the host country and are open to the unfamiliar (curiosity). The research, done
from the perspective of cultural heritage, additionally indicated how geography
shapes the cultural experience of Erasmus students and what role museums and
heritage site visiting play in it.
Some critical consideration of the findings needs to be made. Firstly, as already
pointed by Krzaklewska (2008), students‘ statements of motivation sometimes fit
into more that one of the main categories. Secondly, also pointed by the same
researcher, the respondents scan manipulate their answers and redefine the value
of the experience every time depending on the research context, personal situation
or even interviewer.
There are further limitations to the claims this study can make. The qualitative
research does not allow for indentifying how many or what proportion of students would fit into each of the categories in this study. Repetition of this study
in a different context, like Erasmus students of other programmes, may provide
other perspectives of their motivation. Further comparative studies in different
countries may create a more comprehensive platform concerning what directs
Erasmus students‘ choice of destinations and particular courses.
The value of this research is that it involved students from 8 European countries
(Croatia, the Czech Republic, Finland, Germany, Italy, Lithuania, Spain, Turkey),
that the categories are based on the respondents‘ experience, and that the data
was gathered also at the beginning of their stay and with the use of different techniques. The findings of this research can be used in two ways. They are informative
for the realisation of culture-related policy objectives, introduced at the beggining
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of the paper. The findings can also be used strategically for the “capacity-building”
of Central European countries.

References:
Altbach, P.G. (2013). The International Imperative in Higher Education. Rotterdam, Boston,
Taipei: Sense Publishers.
Feyen, B. & Krzaklewska, E. (eds.) (2013). The Erasmus Phenomenon. Symbol of a New
European Generation? Frankfurt Am Main: Peter Lang.
Fombona, J., Rodriguez, C., & Pascual Sevillano, M. (2013). The Motivational Factor of
Erasmus Students at University. International Education Studies, 6 (4), 1 – 9.
Gričar, S., & Neary, G. (2016). Consequences of Mobility: the New EU Paradigm. Journal
of Economic and Business Sciences, 3 (1), 18 – 32.
Knight, J. (2004). Internationalization Remodelled: Definitions, Approaches, and Rationales. Journal of Studies in International Education, 8 (1), 5 – 31.
Krzaklewska, E. (2008). Why Study Abroad? An Analysis of Erasmus Students‘ Motivations. In F. Dervin & M. Byram (eds.), Students, Staff and Academic Mobility in Higher
Education (pp. 82 – 98). Newcastle: Cambridge Scholars Publishing.
Lauritzen, P. (1998). Intercultural Learning – One Big Bluff or a Learning Strategy for
the Future? Concepts, Objectives and Practices of Intercultural Learning in Informal
Education. European Journal of Intercultural Studies, 9 (Supplement), 35 – 48.
Lesjak, M., Juvan, E., Ineson, E., Yap, M., & Podovšovnik. E. (2015). Erasmus Student
Motivation: Why and Where to Go? Higher Education, 70 (5), 845 – 865.
Rodríguez Gonzáles, C., Bustillo Mesanza, R., & Mariel, P. (2011). The Determinants of
International Student Mobility Flows: An Empirical Study of the Erasmus Programme.
Higher Education, 62 (4), 413 – 430.
Teichler, U. (2013). The Event of International Mobility in the Course of Study – The
European Policy Objective. In P. Zgaga, U. Teichler, & J. Brennan (eds.), The Globalisation Challenge for European Higher Education: Convergence and Diversity, Centres and
Peripheries (pp. 55 – 78). Frankfurt am Main: Peter Lang Edition.
Van Ginkel, H. (2011). More than a Tradition and Ambition: Internationalisation and
Higher Education. In K. Miklavič (ed.), Paths to Internationalisation: Higher Education
Policies Trends and Strategies in Europe and Slovenia (pp. 8 – 27). Ljubljana: Centre of the
Republic of Slovenia for Mobility and European Educational and Training Programmes
– CMEPIUS.
Van Hoof, H.B., & Verbeeten, M.J. (2005). Wine Is for Drinking, Water Is for Washing:
Student Opinions About International Exchange Programs. Journal of Studies in International Education, 9 (1), 42 – 61.

