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Our core interest and aim is to map the value system of 
students in higher education. Using the database of the 2005 
and 2010 survey of the Regional University’s research team, we 
determined the „value groups”, and we explored the value 
structure of the students.  

Relying ont he data from 2016 Hungarian Youth Research 1 
we have the opportunity to compare our current results and 
categories against a considerably greater sample, namely 
against the value structure of the youth of the Carpathian 
Basin, therefore we can check the validity of the categories we 
established. 

At the beginning of the 21st century it can easily be 
perceived that social and generation changes are accelerated. 
More and more theories are published which try to give an 
explanation to the change. An important element in the 
description of the notional and real eras is that the youth’s role 
in society is changing. Generations following each other are 
much more separated from each other than before. It is 
natural, that this change can be detected in values, as well. 
Youth is forming an independent group in the social structure, 
and the basis of this is cultural separation (Zinnecker, 2006).  
Considering the process of socialization, from model followers 
they partially become model transmitters, we can witness 
„youth change of era” (Mead, 2006). One of the main stages of 
the era change is higher education, and the time spent in 
higher education, which is attended by a growing number of 
young people (Gábor, 2006). Moreover, this is the time when 
young people enter the world of adults, therefore this is the 
time for their search for identity and for their own ways. Our 
target is to study the value choice of students in higher 

                                                 
1 With the permission of Kutatópont Kft.  
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eductaion, moreover, we also focus on how „cross-border 
existence” impacts values. 

The research can somewhat contribute to understand the 
patterns of students’ value choice, and the possible deviations 
from the youth of major society. We define the values whiach 
are closely connected, therefore we locate their value system 
on the Hungarian „value map”. 

 
The methodology of the research 
 
The starting point of the research is the 2005 survey of 
Regional University’s Research Team. The survey mapped the 
graduates’ lifestlye, financial status, social network, religion, 
value choice and many other aspects. The geographical scope 
of the survey was ’Partium’, and included higher education 
institutes beyond the country borders. Therefore are results are 
not valid for students in other regions; one particular reason is 
that the region of Partium has unique economic and cultural 
characteristics.  To continue the study, in the 2010 academic 
year an other survey was conducted. With the title „The impact 
of tertiary education on regional transformation”, within the 
frame of OTKA research2. Students in masters education level, 
today Msc level, were questioned.3 During broadening our data 
source we kept the same geographical and social frame. 
Therefore, the database of the 2016 Hungarian Youth Research 
also was the sub-sample of the Northern Region. 

The values used in the survey are based on the values 
applied by the World Value Survey (WVS). Ronald Inglehart and 
his World Value Survey (WVS) longitudinal research 4 played a 
major role in spreading these values. The aim of the research is 
international and intercultural value assessment. Hungary took 
part in each wave of the survey. The different waves of the 
survey provide data on almost one hundred societies. Generally 
speaking, the significant part of value studies examine societies 

                                                 
2 OTKA number: 69160 
3 More detailed description of the research can be found in the 2017/2 issue of the 
Translyvanian Society titled Comparative Qualitative Value Assessment of Higher 
Education Students (Pacsuta, 2017) 
4 The series of research started at the same time with European Values Study (EVS). The 
two surveys were conducted by different research teams, with different questions, but 
the query is coordinated. 
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along the material -  post-material and traditional – rational 
axis (Inglehart & Welzel, 2010).  

The values listed – using the categories by Elemér Hankiss – 
more of the so called „higher-order” values, abstractions, moral 
categories (e.g. true friendship, inner harmony, love/happiness 
etc.), Other value categories are „core values”, such as material 
values. Elemér Hankiss calls the principles of nutrition, clothing, 
livelihood, race preservation, and community life fundamental 
or life-sustaining values (Hankiss, 1977). 

In our research we have tried to map value systems, 
therefore we are not only looking for the ranking of each values 
offered, and the regularities of ranking, but we are also 
examining the „correlation” and alignment of these values. By 
value system we mean a group of closely related and 
interconnected values. 

 
The result of the quantitative research 
 
Comparing the students’ results, we can see that the 
preference of the values shows a very similar picture at the 
time of the two querries. (Even though there had been some 
changes in the values offered – e.g. literacy; diverse life; 
politics; public life). Of the possible answers marked as „very 
important”, in 2005 respondents chose love most often, while 
in 2010 the safety of the family was the most common. Among 
the students attending masters studies love was less important 
than in the 2005 sample. In the fourth place in both samples 
we find inner harmony. In both samples we find the value of 
power and control over others in the last place. Religion shows 
the same distribution in both databases – with low averages 
but high standard deviations. 
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Figure 1. 

 
 

In terms of the distribution of responses to each value, the 
most typical are „the most important” and „very important” 
value categories. One exception is the value of „power and 
control over others”, this category of values was strongly 
rejected compared to other values. As a result of Kálmán 
Gábor’s research, it is known that the youth accept less the 
traditional control factors such as state and power, and those 
values are replaced by peer groups and friends. (Gábor, 1993). 
This result can also be considered as and age-specific feature, 
as this age group is charaterized by the search for ways and 
rejection of authoritarian power. Perhaps we could have got a 
more accurate picture if we had not asked then to „score” on a 
scale of one to four, but if we had asked students to rank 
values.  
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Figure 2. 

 
 

If we compare the results of the data taken at different times, 
it is visible that with each value the results of students in higher 
education are closer to each other, except for values of social 
order, traditional and respectable habits, and power and control 
over others. (The 2010 database does not include the valu of 
„diverse life”.  To replace that, we find values for education and 
politics. Values that were not included in every query are not 
included in the graphs.) Therefore, it can be assumed, that the 
value structure of students in higher education differ from their 
peers in the same age group but not attending higher 
education. As we learnt from the sample of students in higher 
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education, the biggest difference can be found between the 
values of power (s=1.027) and religious belief (s= 1,11). So to 
say, young poeple are most divided along these values. 

In both student databases, we used exploratory factor 
analysis to determine the individual potential value groups5. 
Based on the correlation matrix we decided that we had enough 
conjunctions to conduct the study6. The „exploratory” Kaiser-
criterion, which we had run previously, identified 4 factors. 
According tot he elbow rule, we should determine 5 factors.  
We examined both cases and based on the factors we got, we 
decided to determine 4 factors, to make interperatation easier. 
We needed „rotation” during the procedure, so we used 
varimatrix method to get the results which are considered to be 
final.7 The procedure run on the 2010 data proved to be more 
explanatory, the factors explain the 52% of the total standard 
deviation. The naming of each factor is party based on the 
categories of other researches, and sometimes we used our 
own terms. 

In the first category we find the values of Diverse life, 
Interesting life, experiences, Originality, fantasy, Freedom, 
Literacy, Inner harmony named „Individualist”. In the second 
category of values we find The safety of the family, Love and 
happiness, True friendship under the name of „Human 
relationships”. In the third category we find Keeping 
respectable habits and traditions, Protecting and preserving the 
country and the nation, Religious faith, Peaceful world, Social 
order and stability, this category is names „Tradition”. Lastly, in 
the fourth group there is Power and control over others, 
Material goods, money, Politics, public life named „Material- 
Authority factor”.  
 
  

                                                 
5 R type factor analysis was made, we aimed to analyze the variables (Sajtos & Mitev, 
2007) 
6 the coefficient above 0,3 was considered to be of adequate 
7 The more detailed description of the procedure can be found in: Magister 13/3, titled 
Value Systems of Students in Higher Education (Pacsuta, 2013) 
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Figure 3. 

 
 

Comparing the results of the sub-samples, it can be seen that 
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Summary 
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that feedback from „others”, the importance of close 
environment  are reflected in these values – or in the 
importance of these values. 

The next larger „value category” is the group of resource 
based values. „Material goods, money”, „freedom”, „diverse 
life” are are explicitely instruments, and necessary conditions 
for the individual to shape his everyday life according to his 
own ideas. 

It can be seen that student’s value choices are difficult to 
arrange along seemingly contradictory, previously used value-
axes. By this we mean the individual-collective axis (see 
Ingehart et.al.), It seems that for the student cultivating 
community relations and seeking their own experiences and 
realizing themselves are both important. As opposed tot hat 
their peers who are not students are more material and their 
value choices are more traditional. 

The contraction of the individualization process, which was 
conceived as a starting point, is less accurate than the 
quantitaive data suggested.  
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