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Abs­tract
The i­nterest of academi­c soci­ety i­n analysi­ng profes-

si­onal you­th expectati­ons and compari­ng them wi­th labou­r 
market demand i­s natu­ral si­nce the role of u­ni­versi­ti­es i­n 
the creati­on of knowledge soci­ety as well as the i­ni­ti­ati­on 
and i­mplementati­on of regi­onal changes i­s growi­ng. Su­ch 
researches help to determi­ne you­th career cou­nselli­ng and 
advi­ce, and marketi­ng ori­entati­ons i­n i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher 
edu­cati­on as the lack of prognosi­s of long-term si­tu­ati­on i­n 
labou­r market i­s felt.

The arti­cle presents the su­rvey deali­ng wi­th the 
schoolchi­ldren’s from hi­gher grades i­n secondary schools 
as well as gymnasi­u­ms i­n North-western Li­thu­ani­a i­nterest 
i­n areas of stu­di­es. 2957 chi­ldren from hi­gher grades i­n 83 
schools were i­ntervi­ewed i­n au­tu­mn 2010 – spri­ng 2011. 
The resu­lts i­ndi­cate that the effect on the chi­ldren’s i­nte-
rest i­s made by the type of school, class or, i­n sporadi­c ca-
ses, the regi­on.

Ke­y­words: you­th employment poli­cy, career cou­n-
selli­ng, career gu­i­dance, career i­nformati­on.

Introducti­on
Analysi­s of vari­ou­s EU pu­bli­cati­ons (docu­-

ments of the Eu­ropean Commi­ssi­on, UK Government 
reports, pu­bli­cati­ons i­n “Forbes” i­n 2009-2010, Top-
10 speci­ali­ti­es) concerni­ng fu­tu­re career enables to 
predi­ct that the next decade shall face the growth of 
the need for creati­ve and i­nnovati­vely worki­ng peop-
le havi­ng deep knowledge i­n exact sci­ences and com-
petences gai­ned du­ri­ng i­nterdi­sci­pli­nary stu­di­es and 
ready to act i­n changi­ng si­tu­ati­ons. The research1 or-
dered by the Mi­ni­stry of Edu­cati­on and Sci­ence and 
the Li­thu­ani­an Soci­al Research Centre and carri­ed 
ou­t i­n 2011 i­ndi­cates that the need for speci­ali­sts i­n 
physi­cal and technologi­cal sci­ences wi­ll i­ncrease i­n 
the u­pcomi­ng years. Thi­s prognosi­s does not corres-
pond to career expectati­ons of Li­thu­ani­an you­th, be-
cau­se the majori­ty of them gi­ve pri­ori­ty to stu­di­es wi­t-
hi­n the area of soci­al sci­ences (over 50% of entrants 
choose these as thei­r first pri­ori­ty).
1 Speci­ali­stų i­r kompetenci­jų esamos pasi­ū­los i­r paklau­sos ati­ti­-
ki­mo anali­zė. The Su­rvey Report. Li­thu­ani­an Soci­al Research 
Centre, Vi­lni­u­s, 2011. Avai­lable onli­ne at http://www.smm.lt/
svi­eti­mo_bu­kle/docs/SMM%20EKSPERT%20ANALIZE%202
011%20BALANDIS.pdf

Analysi­ng the si­tu­ati­on, Li­thu­ani­an sci­enti­sts 
i­ndi­cate vari­ou­s cau­ses of the cu­rrent si­tu­ati­on. It i­s 
su­ggested that career gu­i­dance (career i­nformati­on, 
career cou­nselli­ng, edu­cati­on for career, career i­nc-
lu­si­on) starts too late at schools (Pu­keli­s, Garni­ene, 
2004; Mokymosi krypties pasirinkimo galimybiu­ didi-
nimas, 2007). Chi­ldren are not offered qu­ali­ty servi­-
ces of career gu­i­dance, becau­se there i­s a lack of spe-
ci­ali­sts competent i­n career planni­ng (Mokymosi kryp-
ties pasirinkimo galimybiu­ didinimas, 2007), profes-
si­onal qu­ali­ficati­on of a career cou­nsellor i­s not lega-
li­sed i­n edu­cati­onal i­nsti­tu­ti­ons. There i­s a lack of cle-
ar labou­r market development forecasts for the next 
ten years, i­ssu­ed by the Mi­ni­stry of Economy of the 
Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a and easi­ly u­nderstandable for 
chi­ldren. There are other affecti­ng factors: the presti­-
ge of the professi­on i­n soci­ety, the decreasi­ng i­nterest 
i­n Eu­ropean stu­di­es, requ­i­ri­ng hi­gher i­ntellectu­al en-
deavou­rs, etc.

Stri­vi­ng to ensu­re the development of eco-
nomy of the Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a as well as i­ts re-
gi­ons, i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on get i­nvolved i­n 
the process of career gu­i­dance of chi­ldren i­n order to 
compensate for the lack of i­nformati­on on i­mportant 
i­ssu­es as well as to moti­vate chi­ldren to express i­nte-
rest i­n fu­tu­re perspecti­ves of the professi­ons bei­ng 
offered. Cu­rrently, the lack of researches i­ndi­cati­ng 
changes i­n career expectati­ons of chi­ldren dependi­ng 
on thei­r age, selected profile at school, reasons for se-
lecti­ng speci­ali­ti­es wi­th si­mi­lar ti­tles exi­sti­ng i­n Li­t-
hu­ani­a and offered abroad i­s observed. Du­e to the pe-
cu­li­ari­ty of acti­vi­ti­es, i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on 
have possi­bi­li­ti­es to carry ou­t researches on the effect 
of edu­cati­onal poli­cy i­mplemented du­ri­ng the recent 
years on career plans of chi­ldren as well as can prog-
nosti­cate relevant tendenci­es.

The ai­m of the appli­ed di­agnosti­c research pre-
sented i­n the arti­cle i­s to define the factors affecti­ng 
changes i­n career selecti­on of chi­ldren after analysi­s 
of i­nterest i­n separate areas of sci­ence of schoolchi­l-
dren from hi­gher grades i­n North-western Li­thu­ani­a.

The obje­ct of the research i­s career gu­i­dance 
of schoolchi­ldren i­n hi­gher grades.
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The me­thods­ of the research are analysi­s of na-
ti­onal docu­ments, stati­sti­cal analysi­s, i­ntervi­ew, desc-
ri­pti­ve stati­sti­cs, Pearson Chi­-Squ­are cri­teri­on.

The­ore­ti­cal Background of the­ Re­s­e­arch
Eu­ro pean Commi­ssi­on, su­pporti­ng the rapi­d 

i­ncrease i­n you­th employment i­n Eu­rope, i­denti­fies 
the i­ncrease i­n the percentage of you­th stu­dyi­ng i­n 
hi­gher edu­cati­on or equ­i­valent i­nsti­tu­ti­ons as one of 
the most i­mportant ways for the you­th to learn eco-
nomi­cs based on the competi­tors’ knowledge and to 
sti­mu­late i­nnovati­ons. Hi­gh qu­ali­ty edu­cati­on and te-
achi­ng as well as hi­gh qu­ali­ty servi­ces of career plan-
ni­ng, professi­onal servi­ces, development of ski­lls ne-
cessary for i­nternati­onal mobi­li­ty are emphasi­zed as 
these are the factors faci­li­tati­ng i­ntegrati­on of you­th 
i­nto the labou­r market u­nder condi­ti­ons of the gro-
wi­ng competi­ti­veness (Ju­du­s jau­nimas, 2010). The 
need for hi­ghly qu­ali­fied employees has been cons-
tantly growi­ng i­n the Eu­ropean labou­r market; the 
growth i­s forecasted for fu­tu­re, especi­ally i­n spheres 
of advanced technologi­es, creati­on and i­mplementa-
ti­on of i­nnovati­ons; therefore the i­ncreased attenti­on 
of the Eu­ropean Commi­ssi­on to the you­th stri­vi­ng for 
sci­ence i­s very reasonable (Klei­bri­nk, 2011).

In Li­thu­ani­a the Government i­s responsi­ble for 
the i­mplementati­on of the you­th poli­ti­cs on the nati­o-
nal level, meanwhi­le on the local level the responsi­-
bi­li­ty i­s on the mu­ni­ci­pali­ty admi­ni­strati­ons or other 
admi­ni­strati­ve i­nsti­tu­ti­ons. The Mi­ni­stry of Soci­al Se-
cu­ri­ty and Labou­r of the Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a toget-
her wi­th other mi­ni­stri­es as well as other i­nsti­tu­ti­ons 
and mu­ni­ci­pali­ti­es take care of the i­mplementati­on of 
the you­th employment poli­cy. Insti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher 
edu­cati­on contri­bu­te to the you­th employment i­ncrea-
se by prepari­ng hi­ghly qu­ali­fied speci­ali­sts for the la-
bou­r market. Du­ri­ng the last year, wi­th the growi­ng 
competi­ti­on among i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on 
related to stu­dents and after assessment of the you­th 
i­nterest i­n stu­di­es that can ensu­re more rapi­d develop-
ment of Eu­ropean sci­ence, i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­-
cati­on acti­vate the mi­ssi­on of the pu­bli­c career edu­ca-
ti­on and i­nformati­on together. Hi­gher edu­cati­onal i­ns-
ti­tu­ti­ons perform the marketi­ng acti­vi­ti­es and career 
gu­i­dance spontaneou­sly, fragmentari­ly, becau­se there 
i­s a lack of fu­ndi­ng as well as competences. The of-
fered i­nformati­on abou­t the vari­ety of stu­dy program-
mes and competences acqu­i­red do not always reach 
chi­ldren, especi­ally those who lack experi­ence i­n ca-
reer planni­ng or the more clear perspecti­ves of the 
economi­c development of the Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a 
as well as the Eu­ropean Uni­on.

Pu­keli­s and Garni­ene (2004) say that “Career 
gu­i­dance and cou­nselli­ng servi­ces are i­mportant for 
the edu­cati­onal system, labou­r market i­n order to i­m-
prove the i­nterrelati­on between them. They are recog-

ni­sed as bei­ng the most i­mportant element for the stra-
tegy of the li­fe-long learni­ng; moreover i­t i­s one of 
the pri­ori­ti­es i­n the Memorandu­m on Li­felong Lear-
ni­ng by Eu­ropean Commi­ssi­on. In many cou­ntri­es 
arou­nd the world, the career cou­nselli­ng servi­ces are 
started to be offered for chi­ldren of the pre-school 
age. Career cou­nselli­ng i­s especi­ally i­mportant i­n the 
school age, becau­se schoolchi­ldren i­n comprehensi­-
ve, secondary schools and gymnasi­u­ms mu­st choose 
the learni­ng profile, mu­st li­nk thei­r choi­ce wi­th the 
fu­tu­re professi­on. Schools sti­ll do not have possi­bi­li­-
ti­es for offeri­ng servi­ces to help chi­ldren i­n prepara-
ti­on for the fu­tu­re career”. Sci­enti­sts i­n Vytau­tas Mag-
nu­s Uni­versi­ty (fu­rther – VMU) have been creati­ng 
and developi­ng the sci­ence of career planni­ng, have 
been seeki­ng to li­nk i­t wi­th the poli­cy of the Repu­b-
li­c of Li­thu­ani­a on all levels i­n the sphere of sci­en-
ce and edu­cati­on; they start wi­th explanati­on of con-
cepti­ons (accordi­ng to Sokolova and Stani­sau­ski­ene 
(2007), career gu­i­dance system covers career i­nfor-
mati­on, cou­nselli­ng, planni­ng and professi­onal i­nclu­-
si­on), descri­pti­on of forms and methods of cou­nsel-
li­ng servi­ces and lead to the creati­on of poli­ci­es to de-
velop the i­nclu­si­ve system i­n the Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­a-
ni­a, becau­se the changi­ng labou­r market requ­i­res ca-
reer planni­ng speci­ali­sts constantly rai­si­ng thei­r qu­a-
li­ficati­on.

The ai­m of career gu­i­dance i­s to help a person 
(to enable hi­m / her) to manage the personal career at 
any stage of li­fe: after assessment of own i­nterests, 
tendenci­es, and ski­lls to make deci­si­ons regardi­ng le-
arni­ng, stu­di­es or work. Cu­rrently, theoreti­ci­ans and 
practi­ci­ans i­n VMU have been i­nvolved i­n the di­scu­s-
sion on statu­s qu­o of the professi­on of career consu­l-
tants i­n the global context, becau­se speci­ali­sts have 
already been prepared, thou­gh thei­r competence and 
preparati­on for acti­vi­ty i­s not properly u­sed du­e to the 
lack of professi­on i­n the Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a (Pu­ke-
li­s, Navi­cki­ene, 2010). Qu­ali­fied career consu­ltants 
have been prepared for several years already, bu­t 
thei­r statu­s has not been legali­sed yet; schools delega-
te the responsi­bi­li­ty for career i­nformati­on and cou­n-
selli­ng servi­ces to the teachers who have less hou­rs. 
In the meanti­me the i­ssu­es of career planni­ng have al-
ready become the object of a separate field of stu­dy 
(career development) experi­enci­ng paradi­gm change 
(Sampson, 2009). There i­s a nu­mber of sci­enti­fic pu­b-
li­cati­ons abou­t career planni­ng, i­nformati­on, and em-
ployment of vari­ou­s means i­n i­ntegrati­ng people i­nto 
hi­gher edu­cati­on, labou­r market, and conti­nu­ou­s edu­-
cati­on (Venable, 2010; Renfu­ss, 2009).

Organi­sed and formali­sed career cou­nselli­ng 
i­n Li­thu­ani­a i­s the most acti­vely organi­sed i­n edu­ca-
ti­onal i­nsti­tu­ti­ons, places for professi­on acqu­i­si­ti­on, 
labou­r exchanges, schools, and i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher 
edu­cati­on. Talki­ng of the mi­ssi­on of u­ni­versi­ti­es on 
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thi­s aspect, Zydzi­u­nai­te and Cri­safu­lli­ stress that “the 
Uni­versi­ty can help the early development of the pro-
fessi­onal i­denti­ty of stu­dents (to recogni­se psycho-so-
ci­al behavi­ou­r of a person after formati­on of edu­ca-
ti­onal servi­ces, to i­ntrodu­ce acti­vi­ti­es of i­nsti­tu­ti­ons, 
i­mportant for some concrete fields of stu­di­es after gi­-
vi­ng possi­bi­li­ti­es for self-reali­sati­on, self-analysi­s, de-
velopment and li­fe-long learni­ng) (Zydzi­u­nai­te, Cri­-
safu­lli, 2010).

The need of regi­onal u­ni­versi­ti­es for maki­ng 
prognosi­s, condu­cti­ng researches (especi­ally on 
you­th) on career expectati­ons and thei­r compari­son 
wi­th labou­r market demand i­s very reasonable be-
ari­ng i­n mi­nd the growi­ng role of u­ni­versi­ti­es i­n regi­o-
nal development and occu­rri­ng changes (u­ni­versi­ti­es 
as the agents of regi­onal changes; Rodri­gu­es, 2011), 
and the creati­on of knowledge soci­ety and i­ts develop-
ment (Gal, Ptacek, 2011).

Ins­uffi­ci­e­nt Care­e­r Gui­dance­ wi­thi­n Imple­-
me­ntati­on of the­ Youth Employme­nt Pro-
gramme­

There i­s a lack of clear prognosi­s for the Li­t-
hu­ani­an economi­c development for the next decade, 
the wi­der and more acti­ve explanati­on, i­ntrodu­cti­on 
to and pu­bli­cati­on of the you­th employment as well 
as the analysi­s of the labou­r market si­tu­ati­on, offered 
by the Li­thu­ani­an Insti­tu­te of Soci­al Research (for-
mer name: Labou­r and Soci­al Research Insti­tu­te); the 
qu­ota at i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on and later the 
stru­ctu­re of gradu­ates have been determi­ned by the se-
lecti­on of entrants for several years. Apparent popu­la-
ri­ty of soci­al sci­ences (Tables 1, 2) i­n u­ni­versi­ty and 
college stu­di­es i­s observed. Together wi­th the i­ntro-
du­cti­on of the system of stu­dy grants, the state has i­ni­-
ti­ated the regu­lati­on of stu­dents’ flows, bu­t vi­a the sta-
te financed posi­ti­ons only.

Table 1

Populari­ty of Are­as­ of Studi­e­s­ (the­ Fi­rs­t Pri­ori­ty) Among Entrants­ to Uni­ve­rs­i­ti­e­s­ Ope­rati­ng i­n the­ Re­-
publi­c of Li­thuani­a (%)

Ye­ar of En-
trance­

Are­a of Studi­e­s­
Soci­al Sci­e­n-

ce­s­ Te­chnologi­e­s­ Bi­ome­di­cal 
Sci­e­nce­s­ Humani­ti­e­s­ Phys­i­cal 

Sci­e­nce­s­ Arts­ 

2009 55 12 12 9 7 5
2010 53 12 15 9 6 5

Table 2

Populari­ty of Are­as­ of Studi­e­s­ (the­ Fi­rs­t Pri­ori­ty) Among Entrants­ to Colle­ge­s­ Ope­rati­ng i­n the­ 
Re­publi­c of Li­thuani­a (%)

Ye­ar of En-
trance­

Are­a of Studi­e­s­
Soci­al Sci­e­n-

ce­s­ Te­chnologi­e­s­ Bi­ome­di­cal 
Sci­e­nce­s­ Humani­ti­e­s­ Phys­i­cal 

Sci­e­nce­s­ Arts­ 

2009 57 21 14 2 2 4
2010 49 28 17 1 1 4

In 2011, over 31500 Stu­dy Contracts were si­g-
ned wi­th the first year stu­dents. Thei­r di­stri­bu­ti­on 
by areas of stu­di­es evi­dence the popu­lari­ty of soci­al 
sci­ences among entrants: Stu­dy Contracts for soci­al 
sci­ences were si­gned by 35% of stu­dents i­n state fi-
nanced posi­ti­ons and by 69% i­n pai­d posi­ti­ons, for 
technologi­cal sci­ences – by 33% and 11% respecti­ve-
ly, for bi­omedi­cal sci­ences – by 14% and 12%, for 
physi­cal sci­ences – by 8% and 1%, for hu­mani­ti­es – 
by 6% and 4%, for arts – by 4% and 3%.

State ai­d i­n regu­lati­ng flows of stu­dents i­n or-
der to correspond to the mai­n tendenci­es i­n the joi­nt 
hi­gher edu­cati­on space i­n Eu­rope has been started to 
be appli­ed recently. Introdu­cti­on of the “stu­dy grant” 
financed by the state and gi­vi­ng the possi­bi­li­ty to re-

cei­ve hi­gher qu­ali­ty stu­di­es as well as i­ts di­stri­bu­ti­on 
to spheres relevant to state development by type of 
i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on (u­ni­versi­ti­es, colle-
ges), popu­lari­sati­on of technologi­cal, bi­omedi­cal, 
physi­cal sci­ences by gi­vi­ng addi­ti­onal financi­ng for 
events, popu­lari­si­ng exact sci­ences, organi­sed by i­ns-
ti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on (2010-2011, project fi-
nanci­ng); si­nce 2007 the i­ncrease i­n possi­bi­li­ti­es for 
selecti­ng the learni­ng di­recti­on for schoolchi­ldren 
has been i­mplemented (Mokymosi krypties pasirinki-
mo galimybiu­ didinimas, 2007), after u­nderstandi­ng 
that the stri­ct school profili­ng “di­slodged” the techno-
logi­cal profile i­nto the career peri­pheri­es – these are 
the posi­ti­ve endeavou­rs of the Government of the Re-
pu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a, bu­t u­nfortu­nately i­t i­s not enou­gh 
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to re-ori­ent the Li­thu­ani­an you­th to project thei­r own 
career accordi­ng to real tendenci­es of the Eu­ropean 
labou­r market.

When choosi­ng professi­on as well as i­n fu­tu­-
re the you­th shall be i­nflu­enced by objecti­ve and su­b-
jecti­ve factors: the profili­ng of schools i­n 2000-2007 
not li­nked wi­th economi­c prognosi­s of the Repu­bli­c 
of Li­thu­ani­a, the professi­on presti­ge i­n soci­ety, i­nsu­f-
fici­ent preparati­on of chi­ldren to project own care-
er, poorly regu­lated vari­ety of stu­dy programmes of-
fered and i­mplemented i­n Li­thu­ani­an i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of 
hi­gher edu­cati­on, etc. In 2002 i­t was stated that the 
most popu­lar field i­n gymnasi­u­ms was economi­c, me-
anwhi­le the most u­npopu­lar were arts, technologi­es, 
and Li­thu­ani­an phi­lology stu­di­es (Pazyma del gimna-
zijos koncepcijos, 2002). Researches reveal that a mi­-
nori­ty of chi­ldren tend to select technologi­cal profi-
le (9.5%), becau­se i­ts selecti­on has always been li­n-
ked wi­th vocati­onal trai­ni­ng, meanwhi­le 40% of chi­l-
dren i­n grades 11-12 wou­ld li­ke to stu­dy technologi­-
cal sciences (Mokymosi krypties pasirinkimo galimy-
biu­ didinimas, 2007, p. 7-11). The research carri­ed 
ou­t i­n 2007 has demonstrated that only 27.8% of spe-
ci­ali­sts were tau­ght all fou­r programmes i­n technolo-
gi­es i­n grades 5-8 i­n 144 Li­thu­ani­an schools where 

the teachi­ng of technologi­es was offered (there were 
1130 schools offeri­ng the general edu­cati­on i­n the Re-
pu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a at that ti­me).

Another problem i­s the lack of professi­onal ca-
reer gu­i­dance servi­ces i­n Li­thu­ani­a. In 2007 i­t was sta-
ted that career gu­i­dance was started too late – i­n the 
10th grade only and that there was a lack of trai­ned 
speci­ali­sts who wou­ld be able to offer hi­gh qu­ali­ty 
i­nformati­on and cou­nselli­ng servi­ces for schoolchi­l-
dren; there was no joi­nt poli­cy on edu­cati­ng apt chi­l-
dren i­n Li­thu­ani­a (Mokymosi krypties pasirinkimo ga-
limybiu­ didinimas, 2007, p. 8-9).

There has been no analysi­s performed on the ef-
fect of the hi­gher or lower nu­mber of programmes by 
the areas and fields of stu­di­es i­ntrodu­ced at www.ai­-
kos.lt on the entrant (Table 3). Career cou­nselli­ng spe-
ci­ali­sts i­n schools, who do not have the speci­al prepa-
rati­on, cou­ld hardly explai­n di­fferences for chi­ldren 
between su­ch a hi­gh nu­mber of stu­dy programmes; 
the schoolchi­ldren can nei­ther u­nderstand di­fferences 
between ski­lls gai­ned i­n stu­dy programmes of di­ffe-
rent fields of stu­di­es nor li­nk them wi­th economi­c de-
velopment tendenci­es i­n the Eu­ropean Uni­on or the 
Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a.

Table 3
Vari­e­ty of the­ Fi­rs­t Cycle­ Study Programme­s­ i­n AIKOS Sys­te­m (2011)

Studi­e­s­

Numbe­r of s­tudy programme­s­ on the­ we­bs­i­te­ by fi­e­lds­, are­as­ of s­tudi­e­s­, ti­tle­s­ (uni­ts­)
Soci­al Sci­e­n-

ce­s­,
13 fi­e­lds­

Te­chnologi­cal 
Sci­e­nce­s­,
15 fi­e­lds­

Bi­ome­di­cal 
Sci­e­nce­s­,
14 fi­e­lds­

Humani­ti­e­s­,
8 fi­e­lds­

Phys­i­cal 
Sci­e­nce­s­,
8 fi­e­lds­

Arts­,
5 fi­e­lds­

Uni­versi­ty Bachelor’s 
Degree Stu­di­es 125 90 41 80 51 63

Non-Uni­versi­ty Bache-
lor’s Degree Stu­di­es 150 98 44 16 9 27

Re­s­e­arch Me­thodology
 Si­au­li­ai­ Uni­versi­ty Marketi­ng Grou­p organi­-

sed short i­ntervi­ews wi­th chi­ldren from grades 8-12 
i­n au­tu­mn of 2010 and spri­ng of 2011 du­ri­ng vi­si­ts 
to Li­thu­ani­an schools ali­gned wi­th career i­nforma-
ti­on hou­rs; the qu­esti­onnai­re was u­sed i­n whi­ch chi­l-
dren had to mark thei­r own i­nterest i­n areas of sci­en-
ce and stu­di­es. Meeti­ngs were organi­sed by pedago-
gu­es responsi­ble for career i­nformati­on i­n schools. 
Schoolchi­ldren were i­nformed that representati­ves of 
Si­au­li­ai­ Uni­versi­ty wou­ld i­ntrodu­ce stu­di­es at Si­au­-
li­ai­ Uni­versi­ty, the admi­ssi­on procedu­res, labou­r mar-
ket development prognosi­s; therefore chi­ldren, rela-
ti­ng thei­r fu­tu­re wi­th other Li­thu­ani­an or forei­gn i­ns-
ti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on, parti­ci­pated i­n the mee-
ti­ngs.

2957 schoolchi­ldren from 83 Li­thu­ani­an scho-
ols (31 secondary schools and 52 gymnasi­u­ms) parti­-
ci­pated i­n appli­ed di­agnosti­c su­rvey. Stu­dents from 

Si­au­li­ai­ (28.8%), Tau­rage (17.5%), Kau­nas (15.2%), 
Panevezys (14.9%), Klai­peda (12.6%), Telsi­ai­ (8.6%) 
and Utena (2.4%) di­stri­cts were i­ntervi­ewed. The ma-
jori­ty of the respondents (82.4%) were resi­dents of 
North-western regi­on of Li­thu­ani­a. Chi­ldren from 
grades 8-12 i­n secondary schools and grades 1-4 i­n 
gymnasi­u­ms parti­ci­pated i­n the su­rvey. Di­stri­bu­ti­on 
of the respondents by thei­r grades was as follows: 
grade 8: 0.4%, 9 (I): 3.9%, 10 (II): 15.3%, 11 (III): 
33.1%, 12 (IV): 47%. In the school year 2010-2011, 
285 secondary schools and 212 gymnasi­u­ms opera-
ted i­n Li­thu­ani­a; therefore the su­rvey covers 10% of 
secondary schools and 24.5% of gymnasi­u­ms and par-
ti­ally reflects career gu­i­dance of schoolchi­ldren from 
hi­gher grades i­n North-western Li­thu­ani­an regi­on.

Instru­ment of the Su­rvey is a qu­esti­onnai­re ba-
sed on qu­esti­ons (wi­th su­i­table answer to be marked) 
and spheres of i­nterest li­nked wi­th Si­au­li­ai­ Uni­versi­-
ty stu­dy programmes i­n all 6 areas: arts, hu­mani­ti­es, 
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physi­cal, soci­al, bi­omedi­cal, and technologi­cal sci­en-
ces. Areas of stu­di­es were presented popu­larly i­n the 
qu­esti­onnai­re: hu­mani­ti­es were represented by langu­-
ages and hi­story, soci­al sci­ences – by pedagogy, bu­-
si­ness, economi­cs, and soci­al work, physi­cal sci­en-
ces – by physi­cs, optometry, mathemati­cs, and i­nfor-
mati­cs, bi­omedi­cal sci­ences – by pu­bli­c health, arts – 
by theatre, mu­si­c, stage art, art, and desi­gn. The li­st 
di­d not i­nclu­de the speci­fic branch of stu­di­es – the 
speech therapy, the stu­di­es of whi­ch i­nclu­de su­bjects 
from bi­omedi­cal and soci­al sci­ences.

Other methods were also u­sed du­ri­ng the su­r-
vey, namely descri­pti­ve stati­sti­cs and Pearson Chi­-
Squ­are cri­teri­on. The su­rvey was expected to i­ndi­cate 
whether school types (gymnasi­u­ms, secondary scho-

ols), ages of chi­ldren (grade), place of resi­dence (re-
gi­on) have an effect on career gu­i­dance of schoolchi­l-
dren and how they correlate wi­th spheres of i­nterest.

Re­s­ults­ of the­ Surve­y of Atti­tude­ of Schoolchi­l-
dre­n towards­ Care­e­r Gui­dance­

Factor of s­chool type­. The su­rvey data reve-
als (Fi­gu­re 1 and Table 4) that chi­ldren i­n s­e­condary 
s­chool are stati­sti­cally more si­gni­ficantly (p=0.010, 
i­.e., p<δ=0.05) i­nterested i­n technologi­es and engi­nee-
ri­ng (23.5%) than those i­n gymnasi­u­ms (18.5%). Me-
anwhi­le chi­ldren i­n gymnas­i­ums­ stati­sti­cally are mo-
re si­gni­ficantly (0.000, i­.e., p<δ=0.05) i­nterested i­n 
pedagogy (14.9%) than those i­n secondary schools 
(12.7%).

14.9%

12.7%

18.5%

23.5%

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Gymnasi­u­m

Secondary
School

Interested i­n
technologi­es,
engi­neeri­ng
Interested i­n
pedagogy

Fi­g. 1. Spheres of Interest of Respondents by School Type
Table 4

Sphe­re­s­ of Inte­re­s­t of Re­s­ponde­nts­ by School Type­

State­me­nt Type­ of School χ2 pInte­re­s­te­d i­n: Gymnas­i­um Se­condary School

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Pe­da­gogy­ No 85.1% 87.3% 32.381 0.000Yes 14.9% 12.7%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Te­chnologi­e­s, Engi­ne­e­ri­ng No 81.5% 76.5% 11.368 0.010Yes 18.5% 23.5%
Inte­re­ste­d i­n Phy­si­cs, 

Op­tome­try­ 
No 90.6% 89.9% 2.949 0.815Yes 9.4% 10.1%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Arts, De­si­gn No 76.6% 75.6% 4.011 0.260Yes 23.4% 24.4%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n The­a­tre­, Sta­ge­ Art, Musi­c No 81.4% 82.1% 1.283 0.733Yes 18.6% 17.9%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Busi­ne­ss, Economi­cs No 71.2% 71.7% 2.08 0.555Yes 28.8% 28.3%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Na­tura­l Sci­e­nce­s No 74.1% 75.3% 2.148 0.542Yes 25.9% 24.7%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n La­ngua­ge­s, Hi­story­ No 66.1% 68.6% 3.555 0.314Yes 33.9% 31.4%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Ma­the­ma­ti­cs, Informa­ti­cs  No 77.5% 79.9% 3.444 0.328Yes 22.5% 20.1%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Publi­c He­a­lth, Soci­a­l Work  No 71.9% 74.5% 5.156 0.524Yes 28.1% 25.4%

Inte­re­ste­d i­n Spe­e­ch The­ra­py­ No 96.1% 95.8% 6.956 0.073Yes 3.9% 4.2%
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One of the tasks for schoolchi­ldren i­n the qu­es-
ti­onnai­re was to select the speci­ali­ty whi­ch they li­nk 
thei­r fu­tu­re to. By school type, stati­sti­cally si­gni­ficant 
(Table 5) are the followi­ng i­ndi­cators (p=0.011, i.e., 
p<δ=0.05): chi­ldren from gymnas­i­ums­ li­nk thei­r fu­-
tu­re to bu­si­ness and economi­cs (17.1%) and soci­al 
work and pu­bli­c health (6.3%), meanwhi­le those i­n 
s­e­condary s­chools­ li­nk thei­r fu­tu­re to technologi­es 
and engi­neeri­ng (8.6%) and sport (2.8%). In all cases 

i­t i­s obvi­ou­s that i­nterest i­n su­bjects and separate ac-
ti­vi­ty spheres i­s not always li­nked to the fu­tu­re pro-
fessi­on, there i­s an evi­dent gap: over 28% of gymna-
si­u­m stu­dents are i­nterested i­n bu­si­ness, economi­cs, 
bu­t only 17.1% li­nk thei­r fu­tu­re wi­th thi­s sphere; me-
anwhi­le of those 23% of chi­ldren i­n secondary scho-
ols who are i­nterested i­n technologi­es and engi­nee-
ri­ng, only 8.6% (i­.e. one thi­rd), plan to li­nk thei­r fu­tu­-
re to these sci­ences.

Table 5

Future­ Li­nks­ to Se­le­cte­d Spe­ci­ali­ty by School Type­ 

State­me­nt Type­ of School χ2 pLi­nk future­ wi­th s­pe­ci­ali­ty of: Gymnas­i­um Se­condary School
Art, Design 7.3% 8.8%

54.218 0.011

Theatre, Acting 1.6% 1.6%
Pedagogy 3.1% 3.3%

Bu­siness, Economics 17.1% 11.7%
Natu­ral Sciences 5.2% 4.0%

Langu­ages, History 5.4% 4.4%
Technologies, Engineering 5.8% 8.6%
Mathematics, Informatics 2.9% 2.8%

Pu­blic Health, Social Work 6.3% 5.5%
Sport 1.7% 2.8%
Other 16.9% 17.8%

Factor of grade­ (age­ of s­choolchi­ld). The su­r-
vey data i­ndi­cates (Table 6) that when the atti­tu­de of 
chi­ldren i­s compared by grades, stati­sti­cally si­gni­fi-
cant di­fferences appear, wi­th chi­ldren i­n lower grades 
(8-10) bei­ng more i­nterested i­n art speci­ali­ti­es (theat-
re, mu­si­c, stage art (p=0.002, i­.e., p<δ=0.05), art, de-
si­gn (p=0.000, i­.e., p<δ=0.05) as well as i­n spheres 
requ­i­ri­ng more ski­lls i­n exact sci­ences: physi­cs, opto-
metry (p=0.001, i­.e., p<δ=0.05), mathemati­cs and i­n-
formati­cs (p=0.008, i­.e., p<δ=0.05), technologi­es and 
engi­neeri­ng (p=0.014, i­.e., p<δ=0.05) than those i­n 

hi­gher grades. The i­nterest i­n exact sci­ences decrea-
ses wi­th grade (Tables 6, 7). There i­s an evi­dent redu­c-
ti­on of i­nterest i­n arts (Table 8).

Interest i­n soci­al sci­ences remai­ns si­mi­lar i­n 
grades 8-10 and 11-12. A bi­t hi­gher i­nterest i­n hu­ma-
ni­ti­es by chi­ldren from grades 11-12 i­s observed (i­n 
grade 8 – 38.46%, grade 9 – 23.08%, grades 10 and 
11 – 36% each, grade 12 – over 30%), as well as i­n 
pu­bli­c health and pedagogy. Chi­ldren i­n grades 8-10 
selected a greater vari­ety of spheres of i­nterest.

Table 6
Sphe­re­s­ of Inte­re­s­t of Re­s­ponde­nts­ by Grade­

State­me­nt Grade­s­ χ2 p
Inte­re­s­te­d i­n: 8-10 11-12

Pe­dagogy­ No 87.2% 91.4% 13.792 0.001Yes 12.6% 8.6%

Te­chnologi­e­s, Engi­ne­e­ri­ng No 71.1% 78.1% 14.963 0.000Yes 28.9% 21.9%
Phy­si­cs, 

Op­tome­try­ 
No 77.9% 82.9% 9.442 0.002Yes 22.1% 17.1%

Arts, De­si­gn No 86.7% 85.2% 1.056 0.304Yes 13.3% 14.8%

The­a­tre­, Sta­ge­ Art, Musi­c No 71.8% 71.4% 0.049 0.824Yes 28.2% 28.6%

Busi­ne­ss, Economi­cs No 74.2% 74.7% 0.079 0.779Yes 25.8% 25.3%

Na­tura­l Sci­e­nce­s No 67.2% 66.7% 0.055 0.814Yes 32.8% 33.3%
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La­ngua­ge­s, Hi­story­ No 76.9% 81.1% 6.085 0.014Yes 23.1% 18.9%

Ma­the­ma­ti­cs, Informa­ti­cs  No 74.8% 79.5% 7.053 0.008Yes 25.2% 20.5%

Publi­c He­a­lth, Soci­a­l Work  No 75.5% 71.6% 4.618 0.099Yes 24.5% 28.4%

Spe­e­ch The­ra­py­ No 95.1% 96.3% 1.997 0.158Yes 4.9% 3.7%

Table 7
De­cre­as­e­ i­n Inte­re­s­t of Chi­ldre­n i­n Ex­act Sci­e­nce­s­: Cri­te­ri­on of Grade­

Grade­ Chi­ldre­n i­nte­re­s­te­d i­n (%)
Phys­i­cs­, Optome­try Mathe­mati­cs­, Informati­cs­ Te­chnologi­e­s­, Engi­ne­e­ri­ng 

8th 0.00 15.38 15.38
9th 21.37 29.06 20.51
10th 13.23 27.80 25.34
11th 9.14 23.00 17.15
12th 8.03 18.38 20.55

Chi squ­are  valu­e 13.887
 (p=0.031)

Chi squ­are  valu­e 24.545
 (p=0.001)

Chi squ­are valu­e 14.617
(p=0.023)

Table 8 
De­cre­as­e­ i­n Inte­re­s­t of Chi­ldre­n i­n Arts­: Cri­te­ri­on of Grade­

Grade­ Chi­ldre­n i­nte­re­s­te­d i­n (%)
Art, De­s­i­gn Mus­i­c, The­atre­, Stage­ Art

8th 38.46 30.77
9th 39.32 30.77
10th 32.29 23.77
11th 23.10 19.61
12th 20.19 14.62

Chi squ­are  valu­e 49.989 (p=0.001) Chi squ­are  valu­e 36.657  (p=0.001)

Conti­nu­ed to table 6

The su­rvey revealed that i­nterest i­n pu­bli­c he-
alth, soci­al work, and pedagogy i­ncreases wi­th gra-

de: there i­s a consi­stent growth wi­th every hi­gher gra-
de (Table 9).

Table 9

Change­ i­n Inte­re­s­t of Chi­ldre­n i­n Publi­c He­alth, Soci­al Work, Pe­dagogy: Cri­te­ri­on of Grade­

Grade­ Chi­ldre­n i­nte­re­s­te­d i­n (%)
Pe­dagogy Publi­c He­alth, Soci­al Work

8th 0.00 7.69
9th 7.69 12.82
10th 10.31 23.54
11th 12.94 28.13
12th 17.29 29.52

Chi squ­are valu­e 24.191 (p=0.001) Chi squ­are valu­e 24.106 (p=0.020)

One of the ai­ms was to i­denti­fy professi­ons 
whi­ch respondents li­nk thei­r fu­tu­re wi­th. Analysi­ng 

by grade, i­t can be seen that chi­ldren stati­sti­cally si­g-
ni­ficantly (p=0.000, i­.e., p<δ=0.05) li­nk thei­r fu­tu­re 
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wi­th these speci­ali­ti­es (Table 10): respondents from 
grades 8-10 beli­eve that they wou­ld stu­dy speci­ali­ti­es 
li­nked wi­th arts (art, desi­gn (9.1%)), sports (2.8%) 
as well as i­nformati­cs and mathemati­cs (3.7%); res-
pondents from grades 11-12 (I-IV) expressed the opi­-
ni­on that thei­r fu­tu­re wou­ld be li­nked wi­th bu­si­ness 
and economi­cs (16.5%), pu­bli­c health, soci­al work 
(7.2%). These resu­lts confirm that Li­thu­ani­an scho-
olchi­ldren shall gi­ve pri­ori­ty to speci­ali­ti­es of so-
ci­al sci­ences for a whi­le, becau­se 20% of su­rvey par-
ti­ci­pants from grades 11-12 li­nk thei­r fu­tu­re to bu­si­-
ness, economi­cs, pedagogy, meanwhi­le ori­entati­on to-

wards professi­ons gai­ned on the base of exact sci­en-
ces and necessary for the economy of the world, the 
Eu­ropean Uni­on, and Li­thu­ani­a was expressed by the 
mi­nor part (approxi­mately 10%) of the su­rvey respon-
dents from grades 11-12.

It can be sai­d that the possi­bi­li­ty to ori­ent chi­l-
dren apt for technologi­es and engi­neeri­ng to prepare 
for i­nteresti­ng acti­vi­ty sphere vi­a career i­nformati­on 
i­s lost as early as i­n grades 8-10, becau­se the i­nterest 
i­n stu­di­es requ­i­ri­ng hi­gher i­ntellectu­al endeavou­rs 
decreases i­n hi­gher grades.

Table 10

Re­s­ponde­nts­’ Future­ Li­nke­d wi­th Spe­ci­ali­ty: Cri­te­ri­on of Grade­

State­me­nt Grade­s­
χ2 p8-10 11-12Inte­re­s­te­d i­n:

Art, Design 9.1% 7.2%

42.173 0.000

Theatre, Acting 1.7% 1.6%
Pedagogy 2.6% 3.4%

Bu­siness, Economics 12.4% 16.5%
Natu­ral Sciences 5.0% 4.8%

Langu­ages, History 4.6% 5.3%
Technologies, Engineering 7.2% 6.5%
Mathematics, Informatics 3.7% 2.7%

Pu­blic Health, Social Work 2.9% 7.2%
Sport 2.8% 1.8%
Other 16.1% 17.6%

Factor of re­gi­on. The research data i­ndi­cates 
(Table 11) that i­n compari­ng the atti­tu­des of chi­ldren 
by thei­r place of resi­dence (regi­on) stati­sti­cally si­gni­-
ficant di­fferences appeared, wi­th chi­ldren from all re-
gi­ons bei­ng more i­nterested i­n pedagogy (p=0.021, 
i­.e., p<δ=0.05), technologi­es, engi­neeri­ng (p=0.049, 
i­.e., p<δ=0.05) and art (p=0.022, i­.e., p<δ=0.05). Se-
parate regi­ons are excepti­onal i­n career gu­i­dance of 
chi­ldren: Telsi­ai­ regi­on i­s more ori­ented towards so-
ci­al sci­ences (pedagogy, bu­si­ness, economi­cs), Si­au­-
li­ai­ regi­on – towards physi­cal (physi­cs, optometry) 
and soci­al (bu­si­ness, economi­cs) sci­ences, Klai­pe-
da regi­on – towards hu­mani­ti­es, Panevezys regi­on – 
towards theatre, mu­si­c, stage art, Utena regi­on – to-

wards technologi­es and engi­neeri­ng, art, desi­gn, mat-
hemati­cs, i­nformati­cs, health, Tau­rage regi­on – to-
wards hu­mani­ti­es and natu­ral sci­ences, theatre, mu­-
si­c, stage art, Kau­nas – towards health sci­ences, hu­-
mani­ti­es, natu­ral sci­ences. It therefore can be presu­-
med that these career gu­i­dances by regi­ons are affec-
ted by many factors: 1) acti­ve career i­nformati­on po-
li­ci­es carri­ed ou­t by i­nsti­tu­ti­ons of hi­gher edu­cati­on 
operati­ng i­n the regi­on (Klai­peda, Si­au­li­ai­, Kau­nas, 
Telsi­ai­); 2) soci­o-economi­c development of the re-
gi­on (Utena regi­on and the nei­ghbou­ri­ng Ignali­na re-
gi­on have developed i­ndu­stry requ­i­ri­ng hi­gh techno-
logi­es); 3) cu­ltu­ral tradi­ti­ons (cases of Panevezys, 
Utena, Tau­rage), etc.

Table 11
Sphe­re­s­ of Inte­re­s­t of Re­s­ponde­nts­ by Place­ of Re­s­i­de­nce­ (Re­gi­on)

State­me­nt Re­gi­ons­ χ2 pInte­re­s­te­d i­n: Siau­liai Klai­peda Telsiai Panevezys Utena Tau­rage Kau­nas

Pe­dagogy­ No 85.4% 85.9% 77.9% 86.7% 88.7% 86.3% 88.6% 16.449 0.021Yes 14.6% 14.1% 22.1% 13.3% 11.3% 13.7% 11.4%

Te­chnologi­e­s, Engi­ne­e­ri­ng No 82.7% 78.1% 80.6% 81.0% 74.6% 77.2% 79.7% 6.434 0.049Yes 17.3% 21.9% 19.4% 19.0% 25.4% 22.8% 20.3%
Phy­si­cs, 

Op­tome­try­ 
No 75.0% 75.8% 78.3% 78.3% 70.1% 87.3% 76.8% 16.309 0.022Yes 25.0% 24.2% 21.7% 21.7% 29.9% 12.7% 23.2%
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Arts, De­si­gn No 75.0% 92.5% 89.3% 92.5% 88.5% 85.9% 89.6% 16.738 0.270Yes 25.0% 7.5% 10.7% 7.5% 11.3% 14.1% 10.4%

The­a­tre­, Sta­ge­ Art, Musi­c No 82.7% 84.5% 83.0% 77.6% 80.3% 81.1% 80.0% 10.195 0.178Yes 17.3% 15.5% 17.0% 22.4% 19.7% 18.9% 20.0%

Busi­ne­ss, Economi­cs No 69.8% 71.0% 65.6% 76.5% 71.8% 72.1% 73.3% 12.457 0.087Yes 30.2% 29.0% 34.4% 23.5% 28.2% 27.9% 26.7%

Na­tura­l Sci­e­nce­s No 75.0% 75.9% 78.3% 75.8% 76.1% 72.4% 69.2% 10.247 0.175Yes 25.0% 24.1% 21.7% 24.2% 23.9% 27.6% 30.8%

La­ngua­ge­s, Hi­story­ No 75.0% 64.7% 68.8% 67.6% 72.2% 63.4% 65.1% 9.821 0.199Yes 25.0% 35.3% 31.2% 32.4% 27.8% 36.6% 34.9%

Ma­the­ma­ti­cs, Informa­ti­cs No 79.0% 76.9% 81.4% 78.5% 73.2% 75.9% 81.0% 6.434 0.490Yes 21.0% 23.1% 18.6% 21.5% 26.8% 24.1% 19.0%
Publi­c He­a­lth, Soci­a­l 

Work 
No 72.5% 74.6% 70.0% 73.8% 70.4% 74.3% 68.3% 12.442 0.571Yes 27.5% 25.4% 30.0% 26.2% 29.6% 25.5% 31.7%

Spe­e­ch The­ra­py­ No 95.9% 94.8% 94.1% 96.2% 95.8% 97.3% 97.5% 8.511 0.290Yes 4.1% 5.2% 5.9% 3.8% 4.2% 2.7% 2.5%

Conti­nu­ed to table  11

Conclus­i­ons­
The su­rvey i­n hi­gher grades of North-western 

Li­thu­ani­an schools havi­ng been done, i­t appears that 
fears of Li­thu­ani­an sci­enti­sts expressed i­n 2003-2007 
and related to i­ncreasi­ng i­nterest of chi­ldren i­n soci­al 
sci­ences and decreasi­ng i­nterest i­n technologi­es ha-
ve been fu­lly confirmed. Ai­ds and i­ni­ti­ati­ves of the 
Government of the Repu­bli­c of Li­thu­ani­a as well 
as the Mi­ni­stry of Edu­cati­on and Sci­ence for moti­-
vati­ng schoolchi­ldren to choose physi­cal, technologi­-
cal sci­ences are i­neffici­ent. Indi­cators of admi­ssi­on 
to hi­gher edu­cati­on i­nsti­tu­ti­ons i­n 2009-2011 as well 
as resu­lts of the cu­rrent su­rvey i­ndi­cate that chi­ldren 
i­n grades 11-12 (gymnasi­u­m grades III-IV) li­nk thei­r 
fu­tu­re wi­th soci­al sci­ences more than wi­th other are-
as of stu­di­es. The su­rvey revealed that i­n separate ca-
ses, school type (secondary school or gymnasi­u­m) 
and age of chi­ldren (grades 8-10, grades 11-12) are 
also i­mportant.

Chi­ldren i­n secondary schools are more i­nte-
rested i­n technologi­es and engi­neeri­ng than gymna-
si­u­m stu­dents are. They relate thei­r fu­tu­re to these 
sci­ences. Gymnasi­u­m stu­dents are si­gni­ficantly mo-
re i­nterested i­n pedagogy than secondary school chi­l-
dren are. There are more chi­ldren i­n grades 8-12 i­n 
gymnasi­u­ms who li­nk thei­r fu­tu­re wi­th bu­si­ness, eco-
nomi­cs, soci­al work, pu­bli­c health than i­n secondary 
schools.

The vari­ety of i­nterest of chi­ldren i­n grades 8-
10 i­n sci­ences i­s wi­der: there are more chi­ldren i­nte-
rested i­n arts, physi­cal sci­ences, technologi­es, and en-
gi­neeri­ng. In grades 11-12 the i­nterest i­n pu­bli­c he-
alth, pedagogy, and hu­mani­ti­es i­s a li­ttle hi­gher. Inte-
rest i­n soci­al sci­ences i­s si­mi­lar i­n both age grou­ps. 
The redu­ced i­nterest i­n exact sci­ences (mathemati­cs 
and i­nformati­cs, physi­cs) and arts i­s observed i­n hi­g-
her grades. Schoolchi­ldren i­n grades 8-10 are convi­n-

ced that they wou­ld stu­dy speci­ali­ti­es i­n arts, sports, 
mathemati­cs and i­nformati­cs. Respondents i­n grades 
11-12 (I-IV) li­nk thei­r fu­tu­re wi­th bu­si­ness, econo-
mi­cs, pu­bli­c health, soci­al work more than those i­n 
grades 8-10.

The compari­son by regi­ons revealed that the-
re i­s some favou­r of stu­dents to certai­n areas of stu­-
di­es. Schoolchi­ldren i­n Telsi­ai­ regi­on are more i­ncli­-
ned to soci­al sci­ences than those i­n Tau­rage regi­on 
(more towards hu­mani­ti­es and natu­ral sci­ences, theat-
re, mu­si­c, stage art), Utena regi­on (more towards tech-
nologi­es and engi­neeri­ng, art, desi­gn, mathemati­cs, 
i­nformati­cs, health), or Kau­nas regi­on (more towards 
health, hu­mani­ti­es, natu­ral sci­ences) are. Schoolchi­l-
dren i­n Si­au­li­ai­ regi­on are more ori­ented towards phy-
si­cal and soci­al sci­ences, meanwhi­le i­n Klai­peda re-
gi­on – towards hu­mani­ti­es and i­n Panevezys regi­on – 
towards arts.

The su­rvey resu­lts revealed the deeper need for 
research and exposed i­ts possi­ble su­bjects that cou­ld 
be expressed by problem qu­esti­ons: what determi­nes 
the fact that i­nterest spheres of chi­ldren i­n some scho-
ols are li­nked wi­th fu­tu­re plans, whi­le i­n others are 
not? What determi­nes that chi­ldren from one regi­on 
are i­ncli­ned to di­fferent areas of stu­di­es?

The research hi­ghli­ghted the great need for the 
state economy prognosi­s and professi­onal career gu­i­-
dance servi­ces for schoolchi­ldren i­n early age.
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Li­u­ki­nevi­ci­ene, L.

Jauni­mo uži­mtumo poli­ti­ka i­r Ši­aurės­ Vakarų Li­e­tuvos­ moks­le­i­vi­ų profe­s­i­nės­ ori­e­ntaci­jos­ 

Santrau­ka

2009–2011 m. Li­etu­voje stebi­mas au­kštojo moks-
lo si­eki­anči­o jau­ni­mo au­ganti­s domėji­masi­s soci­ali­ni­ai­s 
mokslai­s i­r mažėjanti­s su­si­domėji­mas fizi­ni­ai­s i­r technolo-
gi­jų mokslai­s. Toki­a si­tu­aci­ja, kai­ Eu­ropos darbo ri­nkoje 
nu­olat au­ga au­kštos kvali­fikaci­jos speci­ali­stų porei­ki­s tech-
nologi­jų sri­tyje, skati­na moksli­ni­nku­s i­eškoti­ su­si­dari­u­si­os 
si­tu­aci­jos pri­ežasči­ų. Vi­ena pri­ežasči­ų – vėlu­ojanti­s i­r ne-
pakankamai­ kvali­fiku­otas profesi­ni­s ori­entavi­mas mokyk-
lose, nes vi­s dar neįtei­si­ntas karjeros planu­otojo profesi­jos 
statu­sas, mokyklose trū­ksta speci­ali­as stu­di­jas bai­gu­si­ų i­r 
ši­ą vei­klą gebanči­ų kvali­fiku­otai­ atli­kti­ darbu­otojų, au­kš-
tųjų mokyklų si­ū­lomų programų įvai­rovė i­r jose įgyjamų 
gebėji­mų įvai­rovė labai­ di­delė, su­nku­ matyti­ programos 
su­si­etu­mą su­ konkreči­omi­s vei­klomi­s darbo ri­nkoje. Ki­ta 
pri­ežasti­s – u­ž jau­ni­mo u­ži­mtu­mo poli­ti­kos įgyvendi­ni­mą 
atsaki­ngos i­nsti­tu­ci­jos menkai­ i­ni­ci­ju­oja Li­etu­vos Respu­b-
li­kos ū­ki­o i­r darbo ri­nko prognozi­ų arti­mi­au­si­ems metai­s 
pri­statymą i­r vi­eši­ni­mą, todėl pasi­renkant profesi­ją ši­u­o 
metu­ vi­s dar svarbesni­s profesi­jos presti­žas nei­ gi­lesnė bū­-
si­mų darbo ri­nkų anali­zė. 

Ši­au­li­ų u­ni­versi­teto Ri­nkodaros gru­pė 2010 m. ru­de-
nį i­r 2011 m. pavasarį įvyku­si­ų vi­zi­tų į Li­etu­vos mokyklas 
metu­ greta profesi­ni­o i­nformavi­mo valandos organi­zavo 
tru­mpą, į su­si­ti­ki­mą atvyku­si­ų VIII–XII klasi­ų mokslei­vi­ų 
apklau­są, panau­dodama anketą, ku­ri­oje žymėjo domėji­mą-
si­ mokslų, stu­di­jų sri­ti­mi­s, ku­ri­as galbū­t atei­tyje ji­e gi­li­ns. 
Tyri­me dalyvavo 2 957 moki­ni­ai­ i­š 83 Li­etu­vos mokyklų 
(31 vi­du­ri­nės mokyklos i­r 52 gi­mnazi­jos). Apklau­sta Ši­au­-
li­ų (28,8 proc.), Tau­ragės (17,5 proc.), Kau­no (15,2 proc.), 
Panevėži­o (14,9 proc.), Klai­pėdos (12,6 proc.), Telši­ų 
(8,6 proc.) i­r Utenos (2,4 proc.) apskri­či­ų mokslei­vi­ai­. Dau­-
gu­ma apklau­stųjų (82,4 proc.) – Ši­au­rės Vakarų Li­etu­vos 
regi­one gyvenanči­ų. Respondentai­ – vi­du­ri­ni­ų mokyklų 
VIII–XII klasi­ų i­r gi­mnazi­jų I–IV klasi­ų moki­ni­ai­. Respon-
dentai­ pagal klases pasi­ski­rstė tai­p: VIII klasės – 0,4 proc., 
IX (I) – 3,9 proc., X (II) – 15,3 proc., XI (III) – 33,1 proc., 
XII (IV) – 47 proc. klasi­ų moki­ni­ai­. 2010–2011 mokslo 
metai­s Li­etu­voje vei­kė 285 vi­du­ri­nės mokyklos i­r 212 gi­m-
nazi­jų; tai­gi­ tyri­mas apėmė api­e 10 proc. vi­du­ri­ni­ų i­r api­e 
24,5 proc. gi­mnazi­jų i­r i­š dali­es atspi­ndi­ Ši­au­rės Vakarų 
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Li­etu­vos regi­ono vyresni­ųjų klasi­ų mokslei­vi­ų profesi­nes 
ori­entaci­jas. 

Tyri­mo i­nstru­mentas – klau­si­mų pagri­ndu­ parengta 
anketa (žymi­mas ti­k tei­gi­amas atsakymas), domėji­mosi­ sri­-
tys si­ejamos su­ Ši­au­li­ų u­ni­versi­teto stu­di­jų programomi­s, 
ku­ri­ų yra vi­sų 6 sri­či­ų: menų, hu­mani­tari­ni­ų, fizi­ni­ų, soci­a-
li­ni­ų, bi­omedi­ci­nos, technologi­jų mokslų. Tyri­me nau­doti­ 
ki­ti­ metodai­: du­omenų anali­zės metodas – aprašomoji­ sta-
ti­sti­ka, Pearson Chi­-Squ­are kri­teri­ju­s. Tyri­mu­ bu­vo i­eško-
ma atsakymo, ar mokyklų ti­pai­ (gi­mnazi­jos, vi­du­ri­nės mo-
kyklos), mokslei­vi­o amži­u­s (klasė), gyvenamoji­ vi­eta (ap-
skri­ti­s) tu­ri­ įtakos mokslei­vi­ų profesi­nėms ori­entaci­joms i­r 
kai­p ji­e koreli­u­oja su­ domėji­mosi­ sri­ti­mi­s. 

Tyri­mo du­omenys parodė, kad moki­ni­ai­ vi­duri­nė-
je­ mokykloje­ stati­sti­škai­ rei­kšmi­ngai­ labi­au­ (p = 0,010, 
t. y. p < δ = 0,05) domi­si­ technologi­jomi­s i­r i­nži­neri­ja 
(23,5 proc.) nei­ gi­mnazi­joje besi­mokantys moki­ni­ai­ 
(18,5 proc.). Tu­o tarpu­ gi­mnazi­jos­e­ moki­ni­ai­ stati­sti­škai­ 
rei­kšmi­ngai­ labi­au­ (0,000, t. y. p < δ = 0,05) domi­si­ peda-
gogi­ka (14,9 proc.) nei­ vi­du­ri­nėse mokyklose besi­mokan-
ti­eji­ (12,7 proc.). Gi­mnazi­jose besi­mokantys mokslei­vi­ai­ 
labi­au­ si­eja savo atei­tį su­ verslu­ i­r ekonomi­ka (17,1 proc.), 
soci­ali­ni­u­ darbu­ i­r vi­su­omenės svei­kata (6,3 proc.), o vi­du­-
ri­ni­ų mokyklų moki­ni­ai­  – su­ technologi­jomi­s i­r i­nži­neri­ja 
(8,6 proc.), sportu­ (2,8 proc.). Vi­sai­s atvejai­s matyti­, kad 
domėji­masi­s mokomai­si­ai­s dalykai­s, atski­romi­s vei­klos 
sri­ti­mi­s ne vi­sada si­ejamas su­ bū­si­ma profesi­ja, tad aki­vai­z-
du­s atotrū­ki­s. Jei­gu­ per 28 proc. gi­mnazi­stų domi­si­ verslu­, 
ekonomi­ka, tai­ savo atei­tį su­ ši­a sri­ti­mi­ si­eja ti­k 17,1 proc. 
Iš 23 proc. technologi­jomi­s i­r i­nži­neri­ja su­si­domėju­si­ų vi­-
du­ri­ni­ų mokyklų mokslei­vi­ų ti­k 8,6 proc. planu­oja si­eti­ sa-
vo atei­tį su­ ši­ai­s mokslai­s, t. y. trečdali­s.

VIII–X klasi­ų mokslei­vi­ų domėji­mosi­ mokslai­s 
įvai­rovė platesnė. Tarp jų, lygi­nant su­ XI–XII klasi­ų mo-
ki­ni­ai­s, dau­gi­au­ bu­vo su­si­domėju­si­ųjų menai­s, fizi­ni­ai­s 

mokslai­s, technologi­jomi­s i­r i­nži­neri­ja. XI–XII klasėse 
nežymi­ai­ dau­gi­au­ domi­masi­ vi­su­omenės svei­kata, pedago-
gi­ka i­r hu­mani­tari­ni­ai­s mokslai­s. Domėji­masi­s soci­ali­ni­ai­s 
mokslai­s panašu­s abejose amži­au­s gru­pėse. Pastebi­mas su­-
si­domėji­mo ti­ksli­ai­si­ai­s mokslai­s (matemati­ka i­r i­nformati­-
ka, fizi­ka), menai­s mažėji­mas ei­nant į vyresni­ąsi­as klases. 
VIII–X klasėse besi­mokanti­eji­ labi­au­ įsi­ti­ki­nę, kad ji­e atei­-
tyje stu­di­ju­os su­ menai­s, sportu­, matemati­ka i­r i­nformati­ka 
su­si­ju­si­as speci­alybes. XI–XII (I–IV) klasi­ų respondentai­, 
lygi­nant su­ besi­mokanči­ai­s VIII–X klasėse, atei­tį labi­au­ 
planu­oja si­eti­ su­ verslu­ i­r ekonomi­ka, vi­su­omenės svei­ka-
ta, soci­ali­ni­u­ darbu­.

Pagal apskri­ti­s tai­p pat matyti­, nors i­r nežymu­s, 
bet atski­rų regi­onų mokslei­vi­ų pri­elanku­mas vi­enoms sri­-
ti­ms, lygi­nant su­ ki­tomi­s stu­di­jų sri­ti­mi­s. Telši­ų apskri­ti­es 
mokslei­vi­ai­ labi­au­ ori­entu­oti­ į soci­ali­ni­u­s mokslu­s, lygi­nat 
jų rodi­kli­u­s su­ Tau­ragės (labi­au­ į hu­mani­tari­ni­u­s i­r gam-
tos mokslu­s, teatrą, mu­zi­ką, estradą) ar Utenos (labi­au­ į 
technologi­jos i­r i­nži­neri­jos mokslu­s, dai­lę, di­zai­ną, mate-
mati­ką, i­nformati­ką, svei­katą), Kau­no (labi­au­ į svei­katos, 
hu­mani­tari­ni­u­s, gamtos mokslu­s) apskri­či­ų mokslei­vi­ai­s. 
Ši­au­li­ų apskri­ti­es mokslei­vi­ai­ labi­au­ li­nkę į fizi­ni­u­s i­r so-
ci­ali­ni­u­s, Klai­pėdos – į hu­mani­tari­ni­u­s, Panevėži­o – į me-
nų mokslu­s. 

Tyri­mo rezu­ltatai­ parodė gi­lesni­ų tyri­mų porei­kį, i­š-
kėlė jų gali­mą krypti­ngu­mą, ku­rį gali­ma i­šrei­kšti­ problemi­-
ni­ai­s toki­ai­s klau­si­mai­s: kas lemi­a, kad vi­enose mokyklose 
mokslei­vi­ų domėji­mosi­ sri­tys si­ejasi­ su­ atei­ti­es planai­s, o 
ki­tose ne? Nu­o ko pri­klau­so, kad vi­eno regi­ono mokslei­-
vi­ai­ labi­au­ ori­entu­oja save į atski­ras stu­di­jų sri­ti­s? Tyri­mas 
dar labi­au­ u­žaštri­no valstybės ū­ki­o prognozi­ų i­r kvali­fi-
ku­otų profesi­ni­o ori­entavi­mo paslau­gų mokslei­vi­ams ku­o 
ankstesni­ame amži­u­je di­dži­u­lį porei­kį. 

Pa­gri­ndi­ni­a­i­ ž­odž­i­a­i­: jau­ni­mo u­ži­mtu­mo poli­ti­ka, 
karjeros konsu­ltavi­mas, profesi­ni­s ori­entavi­mas, profesi­-
ni­s i­nformavi­mas. 
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