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1.1.1. Where we are today
� UK in the international comparison

2.2.2. Where we can be
� Examples of the best performing

countries
3.3.3. How we might get there
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Compelling incentives
for tertiary education

❒ University graduates in the UK
� Markedly higher labour force

participation
� Markedly higher earnings
� Markedly lower unemployment
� Differentials in UK significantly larger

than at OECD average
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❒ Result for UK men
-2.1%  Higher taxes (OECD -1.3%)
-2.4% Tuition (OECD -1.5%)
+18.1% Study length (OECD +11.4)
+0.7%  Lower risk unemployment (OECD +0.7%)
+3.0%  Public student support (OECD +2.5%)
+17.3%Rate of return (OECD 11.8%)

   



Expansion of education systems

❒ Education systems have responded
with a significant increase in the
output of tertiary institutions
� Graduation rates
� Enrolment rates
� Entry rates
� “Survival rates”
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Expansion of education systems

❒ In the UK, progress has been more
limited at the upper secondary level*

* equivalent to 5 or more GCSEs at grades A to C
or NVQ Level 2 or higher
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Percentage of the population that has attained at
least upper secondary education, by age group (2001)
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� Serious consequences for those who have not

completed this level
– For a 30-44 year-old only 68% of the earnings

of an upper secondary graduate
– Likelihood of unemployment almost twice as

high as for upper secondary graduate
– Education combines with other influences to

make adult training least common among those
who need it most
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Quality and Equity
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The learning environment
Intended instruction hours in England
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The learning environment
Instructional climate

❒ Percentage of 15-year-olds who report teacher:
� shows interest in every student‘s learning: 75%

(OECD 56%)

� gives students an opportunity to express
opinions: 76% (OECD 66%)

� helps students with their work: 80% (OECD 59%)

� continues teaching until the students
understand: 75% (OECD 60%)

� does a lot to help students: 75% (OECD 60%)

� checks students‘ homework regularly: 69% (OECD
54%)

� Significant relationship with performance

❒ Also fairly positive picture
concerning broader
engagement with school

❒ Absolute and relative
perspective

❒ Students and school
principal’s perspective



The learning environment
Disciplinary climate

❒ Percentage of 15-year-olds who report that:
� students cannot work well: 17% (OECD 19%)

� students don‘t listen to what the teacher says:
20% (OECD 24%)

� there is noice and disorder: 27% (OECD 30%)

� at the start of class, more than 5 minutes are
spent doing nothing: 41% (OECD 39%)

� Significant relationship with performance



The learning environment
Homework policy

❒ Percentage of 15-year-olds who report that most
of the time or always:
� My teacher grades my homework: 74%

(OECD 39%)
� My teacher makes useful comments on my

homework: 50% (OECD 24%)
� I am given interesting homework: 14%

(OECD 14%)
� My homework counted as part of my marks:

22% (OECD 50%)



The learning environment
Achievement press

❒ Percentage of 15-year-olds who report that most
of the lessons:
� Teacher wants students to work hard:

91% (OECD 68%)
� Teachers tells that students can do better:

49% (OECD 48%)
� Teacher does not like it when students deliver

careless work: 55% (OECD 49%)
� Students have to learn a lot: 63% (OECD 57%)
� Significant relationship with performance
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Spending per student
United Kingdom
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Further information

� www.oecd.org
� www.pisa.oecd.org
� email: pisa@oecd.org

� Andreas.Schleicher@OECD.org

… and remember:

Without data, you are just another
person with an opinion









Investment in education

❒ Across countries, public expenditure
on education tended to grow faster
than total government spending
� but not as fast as GDP
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Cumulative expenditure on educational institutions
per student over average duration of tertiary studies
Annual expenditure on educational institutions per student multiplied by average duration of

studies, in US dollars converted using PPPs
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The Learning Environment

❒ Countries also differ significantly in
terms of student learning conditions,…
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Further information

� www.oecd.org
� www.pisa.oecd.org
� email: pisa@oecd.org

� Andreas.Schleicher@OECD.org

… and remember:

Without data, you are just another
person with an opinion
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❒ Advantages
� Flexibility

❒ Disadvantages
� Limited collective control by

Member countries
– Implicit setting of priorities through

availability of ad-hoc funds
� Diversion of voluntary

contributions to production work


