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Among the G20 countries, every fourth adult wit h a tertiary degree is in the U.S.... 

The U.S. holds close to 26% of the total pool of 255 million tertiary-educated individuals among OECD 

and G20 countries with comparable data; China and Japan come in second and third with a 12% and 

11.5% share, respectively. However, because of the rapid expansion of tertiary education both in the 

industrialized world and in emerging economies, the U.S. is fast losing its advantage (Table A1.3a). 
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Chart 1. /ƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎΩ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ tertiary attainment, percentage (2009)  
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...but while it was every third person in the older generation, it is only every fifth in the 

younger generation, because the global talent pool is changing rapidly.  

The global share of the U.S. population with a tertiary degree has slipped by over 15 percentage points 

from 35.8% among 55-64 year-olds to 20.5% among the 25-34 year-olds who have just entered the labor 

market. Other countries with a significant decline in market share include Canada and Japan, with a 

decrease of 1 percentage point or more, and Germany, with over a 3 percentage-point decline. On the 

other hand, /ƘƛƴŀΩǎ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ǘŀƭŜƴǘ Ǉƻƻƭ Ƙŀǎ expanded from 7% among the older age group to 

18% among those who have just entered the labor market ς just 2 percentage points below that of the 

U.S. Korea has seen an increase of more than 4 percentage points. 

In relative terms , too, many countr ies have now caught up to the U.S. 

Overall, the U.S. still has one of most highly educated labor forces in the OECD area. With 41% of the 

adult population having attained a tertiary degree, the U.S. ranks among the top five countries on this 

measure, and has over 10 percentage points more of its labor force with this level of education than the 

OECD average (30%). But much of this advantage stems from a high educational level among older age 

groups. The U.S. is the only country where attainment levels among those just entering the labor market 

(25-34 year-olds) do not exceed those about to leave the labor market (55-64 year-olds). This is why 

international comparisons look so different among younger age groups. Among 25-34 year-olds, the U.S. 

ranks 15th among 34 OECD countries in tertiary attainment (Table A1.3a).  



3 

 

The rate of graduation from tertiary education increased in the U.S. from 42% in 2000 to 49% in 2009. 

But here too the pace of the expansion has been more rapid in many other countries. On average across 

OECD countries, graduation rates have increased from 37% to 47%. Graduation rates from tertiary-type 

A (longer, theory-based) programs and advanced research programs in the U.S. also stand at the OECD 

average of 38% (Table A3.2).  

The global increase in highly educated workers has not led to a decline in their pay, as 

has happened for poorly educated workers.  

Tertiary education brings substantial economic benefits to individuals. On average across OECD 

countries, a person with a tertiary education can expect to earn over 50% more than a person with an 

upper secondary education. This premium is 79% in the U.S., among the highest in the OECD area 

(ranked 6 of 34 countries with available data) and provides a solid incentive for completing higher levels 

of education.  

On the other hand, the penalty for not completing high school is particularly severe in the U.S.: someone 

who has not completed an upper secondary education can only expect to receive 64% of a high school 

ƎǊŀŘǳŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŀǊƴƛƴƎǎ όтт҈ ƻƴ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ h9/5 ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎύΦ 9ŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ thus determines access to well-

paid jobs more than in other OECD countries.  

As in most other countries, the earnings premium for those with higher education has kept increasing in 

the U.S. over the past decade, suggesting that the demand for tertiary-educated workers has 

outstripped supply. In the U.S. the earnings premium has increased from 66% in 1999 to 79% in 2009, 

and the pace of the increase appears to be have intensified by the current economic crisis (Table A8.2a). 

Graduates generate more public revenue in the U.S. than in any other OECD country. 

The additional taxes and social contributions paid by tertiary graduates during their working life make 

investment in this level of education very profitable from the public perspective. The net gain over the 

working life of a tertiary-educated man in the U.S. is above USD 190,000 ς the highest in the OECD area 

and well above the OECD average of USD 91,000. Among tertiary-educated women in the U.S., the net 

gain is close to USD 90,000, also well above the OECD average of USD 55,000 (Chart A9.5). 
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These high returns to taxpayers are largely seen in income taxes paid by tertiary graduates, who have a 

particularly large earnings premium in the U.S. In addition, the public share of the direct costs for higher 

education is among the lowest in the OECD area. Further expanding higher education to meet labor-

market demands thus makes good economic sense from a public perspective (Table A9.4). 

Education also has a major impact on employment in the U.S.  

Education is generally good insurance against unemployment and for staying employed in difficult 

economic times, and this has been particularly true in the U.S. Since the start of the recession in 2007, 

employment rates among those who have not completed high school have dropped by almost 6 
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percentage points, and stand at 52.5%. In comparison, employment rates among those with tertiary 

education have decreased by only 2.5 percentage points, and the overall employment rate is still above 

80% (80.8%), over 28 percentage points higher than for those without a high school degree (Table 

A7.3a). 

Unemployment rates for those without a high school education have shot up to 15.8% in 2009, more 

than 4 percentage points above the OECD average. Some 9.8% of those who have completed high 

school are unemployed (3 percentage points above OECD average), while unemployment rates have 

stayed below 5% (4.9%) for college graduates, just half a percentage point above the OECD average 

(A7.4a).  

The proportion of individuals employed in full-time jobs tells a similar story: only 58% of those employed 

without an upper secondary education are in full time-jobs (the OECD average is 66%); 69% of those 

employed with an upper secondary education are in full-time employment (the OECD average is 72%); 

and 76% of those employed with a higher education are in full-time jobs (the OECD average is 75%) 

(Table A7.5). 

As a result, the job market in the U.S. is particularly difficult for those without a college degree. Higher-

educated individuals have fared substantially better in this recession and face a job market that is no 

worse, on average, than in other OECD countries. 

The incentives for individuals to invest in education remain strong  in the U.S.... 

The large earnings premium and better labor-market prospects for higher-educated workers in the U.S. 

translate into substantial economic gains over the working life. A tertiary-educated man can expect to 

receive, in present value (3% discount rate), more than USD 600,000 in additional earnings over 

someone with an upper secondary education ς the highest gross earnings amount in any OECD country 

and almost twice as much as the OECD average of USD 338,000.  

After taking into account investment costs, additional income taxes and social contributions paid, and 

better employment prospects, a man with a tertiary education will still have a net gain, over his working 

life, of over USD 320,000 and a woman tertiary graduate can expect to have a net gain of close to USD 

160,000, both well above the OECD average of USD 175,000 for men and USD 110,000 for women (Chart 

A9.3). 
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...but the financial burden to acquire  a college degree is heavy... 

Higher education is costly, and direct costs in the U.S., such as tuition fees, are by far the highest in the 

OECD area. On average, a graduate can expect to spend USD 70,000 in direct costs (the OECD average is 

USD 11,000) and lose an additional USD 39,000 in earnings foregone while in studies. The U.S. and Japan 

are the only countries where the total investment costs exceed USD 100,000. On average across OECD 

countries, an individual can expect to invest USD 50 000 to acquire a tertiary qualification, when direct 

and indirect costs are taken into account (Table A9.3). Chart B5.2 shows the annual costs for student 

going to higher education in public institutions across OECD countries. 
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While the public side can expect to receive these average returns, outcomes for educated workers can 

vary greatly, and thus investing in higher education carries substantial financial risk for the individual. 

The risk of a poor earnings outcome for a highly educated worker is relatively high in the U.S., where 

13% of those with a higher education earn half or below half of the median salary. Only Austria, Canada 

and Germany have larger proportions of higher-educated workers in this low-income group (Chart A8.4).  

...and financial support for student s is thus more important in the U.S. than elsewhere. 

Because of the large investment and uncertainty in outcomes, the decision to continue education at the 

tertiary level is a more difficult one to take in the U.S., particularly for young individuals from less-

affluent backgrounds. To alleviate the financial burden, most countries provide loans and grants to 

students. Income-contingent loans and loans with low interest rates are important, as they bring more 

people into higher education, reduce risk, and provide access to education while still maintaining 

studentsΩ stake in their own investment and keeping direct costs for education under control. 

Despite the high private costs for education, public subsidies for financial aid to students in the U.S. are 

similar to that of other OECD countries. In the U.S., 20.3% of public expenditure is channelled to 
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financial aid, compared with the OECD average of 19.4% (Table B5.1). Some 15.5% of these subsidies are 

geared towards scholarships and grants (the OECD average is 11.4%), and only 4.8% of public 

expenditure is directed towards student loans (the OECD average is 8.9%). 

The U.S. also faces significant challenge s in the supply of future students ȣ  

With 42% of 15-year-old students scoring below proficiency Level 3 in reading (PISA 2009), it will 

become increasingly difficult to supply institutions of higher education with students who are able to 

follow and complete their studies. For most students, performing below proficiency Level 3 on the PISA 

reading scale means that they lack the skills necessary for secondary-level studies (Chart D6.1). 

 

Although many countries face a similar problem (on average across OECD countries, 42.8% of students 

perform below Level 3 in reading), a number of countries do substantially better in providing baseline 

education to all students. Fewer than a quarter of the students in Finland (24.8%) and Korea (21.2%) 

perform below this level, and in Shanghai-China, only 17.3% of the students fail to reach this proficiency 

level in reading (Table D6.3). 


