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Education at a Glance 2002

Where we are today
o UK In the International comparison

Where we can be

o Examples of the best performing
countries

How we might get there
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Compelling Incentives
for tertiary education

(Y o0 University graduates in the UK

=
= o Markedly higher labour force
participation

o Markedly higher earnings
o Markedly lower unemployment

o Differentials in UK significantly larger
than at OECD average
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Private rate of return to tertiary education

Taxes
M Tuition fees
O Pre-tax earning
B Unemployment
B Public student s
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Expansion of education systems

0 Education systems have responded
with a significant increase in the
output of tertiary institutions
o Graduation rates
o Enrolment rates
o ENtry rates
e “Survival rates”
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Graduation rates in tertiary-type A education
by duration of program

Ratio of number of graduates to the population at the typical age of graduation

B All programmes M 3 to less than 5 years M5 years M 6 years or more
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Entry rates to tertiary education
Sum of net entry rates over single years of age in tertiary-type

M Tertiary-type B education

A and tertiary-type B education

© Tertiary-type A educ
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“Survival rates” in tertiary-type A education

by duration of programme
Number of graduates divided by the number of new entrants in the typical year
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Distribution of students who are not citizens of the
country of study, by host country (2000)

Other OECD
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Expansion of education systems

0 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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Participation rate in continuing education and training
and ratio of participation based on educational
attainment for 25 to 64-year-olds (2001)

M Total participation in continuing education and training

Ratio of participation in continuing education and training for individuals with tertiary
education relative to individuals who have not completed lower secondary education
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Quality and Equity

High
Performance
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Low
Performance
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Stunden

The learning environment
Intended instruction hours in England
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The learning environment

0 Percentage of 15

e« Shows interes
(OECD 56%)

e gives student
opinions: 76%
o helps students

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

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

o checks students' homework regularly: 69% (OEcD
SYL%)
o Significant relationship with performance
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The learning environment
Disciplinary climate

0 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 i1s 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

0 Percentage of 15-year-olds who report that most
of the time or always:

o My teacher grades my homework: 74%
(OECD 39%)

. « My teacher makes useful comments on my
homework: 50% (OECD 24%)

o | am given interesting homework: 14%
(OECD 14%)

o« My homework counted as part of my marks:
22% (OECD 50%)
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-
-
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The learning environment
Achievement press

0 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 1t 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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75th percentile

€ 50th percentile (median)

Ratio of students to computers (2000)

Total number of students enrolled in the school divided by the total number of computers
for the school in which 15-year-olds are enrolled, weighted by student enrolment, by quartile

¢ 25th percentile
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Availability and frequency of the use of computers
for 15-year-olds at home and at school (2000)

Distribution of mean percentages of 15-year-olds who reported having a computer available
to use and those who reported using computers at home and at school
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few times each week or at least between once a week few times each week or at least between once a
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Spending per student
United Kingdom

USD 12,000 -

USD 10,000 -
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USD 6,000 -

USD 4,000+

USD 2,000+
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Expenditure on educational institutions per student

Annual expenditure on educational institutions per student in US dollars converted using
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PPPs, by level of education, based on full-time equivalents

Tertiary education

B Total expenditure per student
B Research and development in tertiary institutions
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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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Distribution of public and private expenditure on
educational institutions, by level of education (1999)

|

N
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B Private payments to educational institutions excluding public subsidies to households and other private entities
Total public subsidies to households and other private entities excluding public subsidies for student living costs

M Direct public expenditure on educational institutions
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Index of change in public and private expenditure on
educational institutions between 1995 and 1999
(1995=100)

M Public expenditure (left scale)
M Private expenditure (left scaleg_
A Share of private expenditure (right scale)

Tertiary education
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Further information

o WWW.0ecd.org
www.pisa.oecd.org
o email: pisa@oecd.org

o Andreas.Schleicher@OECD.org

... and remember:

Without data, you are just another
person with an opinion
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Investment In education

0 Across countries, public expenditure
on education tended to grow faster
than total government spending

o but not as fast as GDP
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Expenditure on educational institutions per student

Annual expenditure on educational institutions per student in US dollars converted using

PPPs, by level of education, based on full-time equivalents

Tertiary education
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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

equivalent US dollars converted using PPPs
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Differences in expenditure on educational
Institutions per student relative to primary education

Ratio of expenditure on educational institutions per student at various levels of
education to educational expenditure per student in primary education,
multiplied by 100

M Tertiary education B Secondary education [0 Pre-primary education
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Distribution of public and private expenditure on
educational institutions, by level of education (1999)

B Private payments to educational institutions excluding public subsidies to households and other private entities

Total public subsidies to households and other private entities excluding public subsidies for student living costs

M Direct public expenditure on educational institutions
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Index of change in public and private expenditure on
educational institutions between 1995 and 1999
(1995=100)

M Public expenditure (left scale)
M Private expenditure (left scaleg_
A Share of private expenditure (right scale)
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The Learning Environment

0 Countries also differ significantly In
terms of student learning conditions,...
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Ratio of students to computers (2000)

Total number of students enrolled in the school divided by the total number of computers

4- ) for the school in which 15-year-olds are enrolled, weighted by student enrolment, by quartile
75th percentile € 50th percentile (median) @ 25th percentile
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Availability and frequency of the use of computers
for 15-year-olds at home and at school (2000)

Distribution of mean percentages of 15-year-olds who reported having a computer available
to use and those who reported using computers at home and at school
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Number of teaching hours per year (2000)
Net contact time in hours per year in public institutions, by level of

education

@ Primary education

Upper secondary education, general programmes

H Lower secondary education
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Further information

o WWW.0ecd.org
www.pisa.oecd.org
o email: pisa@oecd.org

o Andreas.Schleicher@OECD.org

... and remember:

Without data, you are just another
person with an opinion
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Upper secondary graduation rates (2000)
Ratio of unduplicated count of all upper secondary
graduates to population at typical age of graduation

M Total graduation rate

100

©
(@]

80 -

70 -

60 -

50 -

40 4 -

30 -

oECD ((@ oCDE

20 - - - - - O I S N N ECEECEEEEEE
A0 el faad  laac ---B------ -
0_

> c > 3) ) c > u ) — — i

C I c =2 = 2 o () e = 2 2 ) o = 2

= o < < o < = o + I [ [~} Q S ] e

2 S £ S = = S o - = I3 T o 3 <3 o

= ) o = o = o = n = o o n a

T O o ol [}

@ ) (04

o = X -

g c 3 3}

° > %

n O



oECD (@) OCDE

(@) a1 = w

Switzerland
Sweden
Germany
Finland
Austria
United Kingdom
United Statesl
Australia
Francel
Netherlandsl
Denmark
Portugal

Norway

‘aydm

(00T Aq paldiynw)
abe Jo saeaA a|buls 19A0 Sajeld uolyenpelb Jo wng

Irelandl
Belgiuml
Canada

New Zealand

Koreal

“ENNNf
uesw O30

Japanl
Czech Republic
Hungary

Slovak Republic
Spain

Italy

Turkey

(0002)
soawwe.aboad yoaeasaa pasueApe 10) Sa)ed uoljenpe.s



~aano @) anuo



