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ExXECcUTIVE SUMMARY

Education at a Glance 2006 providesarich, comparddandup-to-die collectiorof indicéors
ontheperfomancef educdon system§Vhilethefocuss onthe30 OECDcountres,the
indictorsalsaoncludenumbeof patnercountresfromthroughoutheworld. Theindicéors
looka whopaticipaesin educdon,wha isspenbnit, hav educgonandeaningsystems
operte anda widerangeof outcomedrom hav well secondgrstoolchildiencansole
prodems to the effect of etioican adulteddnces of séngremploment.

Nev maerialinthiseditiorincludeurtheranalsisfresult®fthe20@ sumey oftheOECDO
ProgamméorintendionabtudemissessméRISA;oelingthdowesperfomingtudents
andthe effectof famiy ba&gound(Indictor A6), theway classese organiseith shools
(IndictorA7) andstudentcces® anduseof Infomaion andComnunicdion Tedinology
(ICT)(Indictor D5).Othemen ddacover. tertiaty qualifidgongIndictor A3); suvivalraes
in tertiary educon (Indictor A3); theimpacbf demoraphidrendoneducidon systems
andmplicionsfor expendit@to theyear2015Indictor A1l);aerageuitionfeesharged
by eductzonalinstitutionéindictor B5);trendsn expectegeasof educion(Indictor C1);
aglobapictue of thedistrbutionof foreignstudentby destingonsandtheircontrbutionto
thegradute outpubftheircounty of stug (Indictor C3); andnstuctiortimepersubjedior
9-to-14-gar-olds (IndtcaD1).

Key findings for this editianas foles:

Bl Educational attainment is rising across the OECD area

As ever moee studentpaticipae in educgon begond compulsgrsdiooling the rae of
completioafuppesecondgeducdonhasisernoabeeeightnten andheraeofcompletion
oftertiaty eductiona thelevel of atraditionadlegeeisnov abee one-thirdHowvever, these
areragebr the OECDmaskvidevarnaionsacosscounties,especiglkt thetertialy level,
wheegraduionraesareonl aoundonein fiveinAustia,theCzeb Repulic andGemary,
andonein tenin Turkey. Thiswill hae impotantconsequendesthedistibutionof highy
qualified labour in tleas ahead.

The indi¢ars she tha

¥ InmostOECDcounties thevastmajoity of youngoeoplare completingpper-secongar
eduction,nomaly in pogammesigng access totier stug

¥ Somesountressav largeincieasesm the propotion of youngpeoplebtaininginiversity
degee-leel qualifiddonsbetveen2000and2004 Thegredestinceasesere in Italy and
Switzerlanakheetheavailabilityfnev shoterdurdiondegeesvasassodiedwitha least
a doulng in the ppotion of gung peopleagiuang

¥ Whilelargenumbes of youngpeoplaie entemgtertiary educton, notallcompletéheir
cousesin MexicoNew ZealandndtheUnitedStées,only justover halfof thoseenolled
fordegee-leelprogammesbtairacorespondingualifid@gon,wheeast leas80%doin
Ireland,hpan andokea.
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¥ Gendediffeencesn eductonalqualificgon raescontinudo shiftin faour of females
Amonghepopulaonage®5to 64, menstill hare onaeragenoe yeasof stioolinghan
womerin 180ECDcountiesmosimarledy in Switzerlarmhd<orea Hovever, females
youngecohotsarke generafldoingoetterin eduction.Theiradantagesespecigimarled
a uppersecondgtevel, whee in every county but Turkey theirgraduion rate is higher
than malesO.

Bl Country differences in student performance at age 15 are characterised
by wide variations in the number performing below international norms

Futheranajsisof PISA20( resultshavs the extentto whid studentagedl5 hae low
perfomancen mahemacs,indicinganinabilityo usenahemacalskillan straightforard
real-lifecontextsin somecountiesa largepropotion of studentsindeperfom; in othes
very fean. In Greeceltal, MexicoPortugalTurkey andtheUnitedStéesa leas25%failto
reab PISADerel 2 of mahemticsproficieng In Finlandfewer thari7%perfom belav this
thresholdAnaysis of PISA aleeals tha

¥ Under-perfenancan mahemtcs is assodied with under-perfonancean readingo
diffeentdegeesndiffeentcountiesIinBelgum,Gemary, Japan,.uembourdvexicand
theSlowakRepulic, studentwhostrugglen mahemacsarealsaeldivel likely to struggle
inreadindn FinlandGreecglrelandKorea PolancandSvedenhavever, thisassodianis
reldaively weakT hissuggestisd in thelater counties weakness mahemacshasnoeto
dowithaspecialiselifficultywiththesubjeatompaedto generdifficultiesvithsdoolor
with leaming

¥ Studentisomtheleassocio-economigatiantageda&goundsie onaeragd.5 times
adlikely to below mahemtcsperfomesasthosdromthemostadantageda&gounds
In Belgum,Gemary, Hungay andtheSloakRepulic, therdio ishighesbabee4.6t0 1.
In all OECD courds it istdeast 2 to 1.

¥ Widersocio-econondiiffeences perfomancareassodiedwithsecondgsdiookystems
tha diffeentige studentsitodiffeentstoolor progammesStuderbha&goundaccounts
for, on areragel9%o0f perfomanceanaion in countreswith four or five progammes,
compard to 14% in cours with oplone or tavpogammes

Bl Investment in education brings high social and private returns,
with completion of upper secondary education bringing a particularly
large payback for individuals

BEvidence o the public and private benefits of educaion is growing Applicaion of knowledge
and killsare atthe heart of economic growth, with the OECD atributing hdf of GDP per
cgpita growth from 1994 to 2004 to rigng labour productivity. Many nationd andyses d<o
show postive effects of educaion on physcd and mentd hedth. For individuds privae
returns (cdculated by comparing future earnings prospects to the private cog of sudying)
show arat of return aobove 8% for tertiay educaton in dl countries and generdly even
higher returnsatthe upper-secondary level. Part of thisreturnisdue to better employment
outcomes, epedidly assodated with gaining upper secondary qudificaions with the reward
greaied for mdes
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Il Demographic change will have significant implications for resourcing
education in some countries

In 23 out of the 30 OECD countries aswell asin the partner country Chile, there will be
fewer children in compulsory schooling over the next decade, and in some countries the fdl
will bedramaic. In others, eerlier demographic downturnswill efect demend for later Sages
of educaion and the numbers coming onto the labour market. For example, between 2005
and 2015:

¥ In Koreathepopulaonaged to 14 will declindyy asmud as29% reducinglemandbr
primay and secongadudaon.

¥ IntheCzebRepulic, PolancandheSlovakRepulic, thepopulaonaged 5-to-19will fall
by @ leasB0%,cutting demand for upper segoadadson.

¥In Spairthe populi@n aged 20-to-29 vall ty 34%.

Bl Trends in spending on education vary by sector, as well as by country

Whileeduciion spendingverallisrisingin one-thirdf countiesit grew moee slavly than
GDPbetveer1995an0@. Intertiaty eduction,spendingsehaebeerdrivenby expanded
studemiumbes,althougbpendingerstudenhasometimdallenjn primay andsecondgr
educton, therisehagendedo bedrivenby unit costsasstaffsalaesinceasavith general
eaningsSpecificgll

¥ Spendinger studengrew by a least30% from 1995to 20(B, & levelsbelav tertiaty
educiBon,inAustraliaiGreeceHungay, IrelandMexicotheNetherlandBplandPortugal,
the Skak Repuic andurkey as ell as the gaer counyr Chile

¥Totd goending on tertiary educaion grew by 30% between 2000 and 2003, in the
Czech Republic, Greece, Hungary, Mexico, Poland, the Sovak Republic and Switzerland.
Haf of countries saw more pronounced growth in tertiary spending in this period then in
the previousfive years

¥ The cumulative amount pent on a child® schooling (primary and secondary education)
vaiesfrom a lesg U 100 000 in Audria Denmark, lodand, Itay, Luxembourg Norway,
Switzerland and theUnited Saes to bd ow USD 40000 in Mexico, Roland, the Sovek Republic
andTurkey aswall esthe pertner countries Braal and Chile However, Hungary, Korea, Foland
and Portugd have gpent lessthan average per gudent in aboluteterms but more then average
rdaiveto GDP per caoita

Bl Private funding is slowly becoming more important, mainly
in tertiary education, but public support remains strong

Ower 90%of spendingn primay andsecondgreducton in OECDcountiesis pulbic.
Honever, in tertiatly eductzon 24%comedrom privae sourcesandthisis higheroutside
Euope Betveen1995and20@, thepullic shag acossalllevelsrosen asmary countresas
it fell. Homever, in tertiary eductiontheprivae shae hagisenoverall.lt wentup by moe
than3 percentagmintsn halfof countresrepotingdda,andoy over 9 percentagmintsn
Australialtay and the United Kingd&mecificgll
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¥ Thepropotion of tertiaty educgon fundedrivaely vaiesfromlesgshan5%in Denmark,
FinlandGreeceNorwey and Tirkey to more than50%in AustraliajaparkKoreaandthe
United Stas asell as the gaer counyr Chile

¥ Mostof privae fundingcomegrom householdsjostnotaly throughtuitionfees One-
quater of countiesdonotchargdeesandhelevel of feeamondgherestvaieswidey. All
of the sen OECD courgs with the highest feegatside Eape

¥ Pultic fundingf eductonremainasociapriority, evenin OECDcountreswithreldively
little public involvementin otherarasBetveen1995and20@B, educiontookagrowing
shae of totalpubbic expendit@in mostcounties In Denmark(reeceNewn Zealandhe
SlovakRepulic andSvederthee hae beerpaticulary significarghiftsn pubic fundingn
faour of edutian.

l Education extends well beyond compulsory schooling for most people,
with a majority now taking part in tertiary education

Educdonakxpectayd®thenumbeofyeasofstug overalifetimebasednpresenpdtems
of paticipgionDisabee 17yeasonaeragén theOECDaraandabee 20yeasinAustralia,
Svedenandthe UnitedKingdomT hisreflectgrowing paticipaion bothbefoe andafter
compulsgrprimay andsecondgistoolingfwo-thirdsof childenacosshe OECDb and
three-quaerswithinEuopebarke enplledin aneducgonakestalishmendt age8to 4. Over
halfof youngpeopleén OECDcountreswill entertertiaty progammeseadingo typeA
(degee-leel) qualifiddons In contrasipnly 2%ofyoungpeopleavill enteradancedesealt
progammesluiingtheirlifetime On areragen OECDcounties,a 17-ar-olccanexpect
to receie 3 yeasof tertiaty educgonduinghisor herlifetime Othersignificardspectsf
eductonal pdicipdion include:

¥ Theimpotanceof non-uniersity level (TypeB) tertiaty educiion vatiesacnssOECD
countiesAlthougsomeountieshaelittle ofthistypeofprovisionin Belgumandoalesser
extentin JaparandKorea,wideacced® thesgprogammesounterbalancgsmpataely
low raes of enyrinto unenrsity-leel couses

¥ A rapidy growingnumbenpf studentare enollingin tertiary educgon outsidéheirhome
county. In 2004,they compised2.7 millionstudentsvorldvide an8% inceasen the
previousyearandmote thantwiceasmamny asin 1995.Four OECDcountresb France
Gemary, the United Kingdom and the United Beceie 52% of these students

¥ Theamounbf non-fomaljob-elded trainingn whit adultsengagever theirlifetime
variesbothby county andaccordingp previousqualifidions In Greecgltaly andthe
Netherlandadultaith tertiary eduction hae areldively low chancef paticipaingand
spendnaeragaiound300housorlessn sut trainingvertheirlivesthiscompagswith
over 1 000 hosiin Denmarkjnlandi-rance and Switzerland.

Hl Different countries make very different choices in allocating resources

to school instruction
Whileall OECDrountiesharecompulsgisdioolingn primay andowersecondgeducton,
theresourcasreceiesvaly gredly. For examplen lowersecondgeducidon,thenumbeof
studentgerclasghelevelofteabersalaesreldiveto GDPpercapitandheannuatumber
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of housworkedperteaberare eab & leastwiceashighin somecountiesthanin othes
Specificglin lover secondaedudan:

¥ Thee are 30 or moe studentperclassn JapanKorea,Mexicaandthepatnercountres
BrazilChileandisraelbut 20 or fenverin Denmarkiceland,.uxembourgSwitzerlanand
the paner counyrthe Russiagderaon.

¥ Teabesean a leastwiceasmuch asGDPpercapitan KoreaandMexicobut lesghan
GDPpercapitan Hungay, IcelandNorway, Poland Svedenandin the patner county
Israel.

¥ Thenumbeofteatinghousperyearin pubic shoolsaiesfromover1 000in Mexicand
theUnitedStéesto 534 in JapanThee are alsaonsiderévaiaionsin hov teabingtime
isdistibutedthroughoutheyearwith,forexampldgeabesin lcelanavorkingnoe hous
in theyearover a36-weekstoolyearthanteabesin Denmarkvhee thesdoolyearasts
42 veeks

¥ Oneaspeatf sthoolinghd ischanmgthecontexbfinstuctionsthespeadf ICT New
analsiof daafromthePISAstuy shavstha whilecomputerare becomingioe widey
aailake in sthoolstheiraccessibilitgmainsaialle. Someountieshae moe thanone
computefor every five studentdut it islesghanl to 10in Gemary, GreeceMexico
Poland Portugal the Slovak Repulic, Spairandlurkey aswell asin thepatnercounties
Brazil and the Russaalefaon.
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EDUCATIONALATTAINMENTOF
WSICNOIEY T EADULT POPULATION

Thisindictor profilesthe educdonal atainmenibf the adultpopulton, as
captuedthroughformaleducizonalqualifidcdonsAssudi it providesaproxy for
theknavledgeandskillsaailabe to naionaleconomiesndsocietiedDda on
eductonakttainmeniy ageyroupsae alsaisedn thisindicéor bothto project
eductionalatainmenof counties@dultpopultonstenyeasin thefuture and
to view changesvertimein eab county@contibutionto theOECD-wid@ool
of tetiary-level gadutes

Key results

Chart A1.1. Educational attainment of the adult population:
averagenumber of years in the education system (2004)

The chart depicts the number c_)f years that today’s 25-to-64-year-olds

have spent in forma] education.

The average educationd atanment of the adult populaion in OECD countriesis 11.9 years
based on the duration of current forma educationd progranmes For the 17 countriesranking
above the OECD average, years of schooling range on average from 12 to 13.9 years For the
13counties belg the spreadgeaterangng from 8.5 to 11.8as

Number ofeas in education

16

1.Year of reference 2003.
Countries are ranked in descending order of the average number of years in the education system of 25-to-64year-olds.

Source: OECDTebleAL.5.Sednnex 3 for notesyw.oecd.org/ edu/eag2006).
StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/7016552075
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ The proportion of individud swho have completed upper secondary educetion hes
been growing in dmog dl OECD countries rgpidly in some: in 22 countries the
proportion ranges from 73 to 97% among 25-to-34-year-olds Many countries
with traditiondly low levels of education are catching up and completion of upper
seoondary education hes grovn dmog everywhere, becoming the norm for youth
oohorts

¥ In18 OECD countries theleve of educationd atanment anongmdesbmessured
by the average number of yearsin choolingBisdill higher then thet of femdes and
ometimescondderadly s, asin Switzerland and Korea. Nonethd essthe difference
between mdesand femdesislessthan 0.4 yearsin 10 out of these 18 countries
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CURRENTUPHERSECONIARY GRADUATION RATES

10

Thisindicéor shavsthe curentuppersecondgigradute outputof educidon
systemsg. thepercentagdéthetypicapopulionofuppesecondgsdoolage
tha follavs and succesgfatimpletes upper secgruagammes

Key results

Chart A2.1. Upper seconday graduation rates (2004)

The chart shows the number of students completing upper secondary education programmes
for the first time, as a percentage of the age group normally completing this level. Although
not all of the graduates are in this age band, this calculation gives an indication of how many

qf today’s young people are completing upper secondary education.

In 180f 22 OECDcountiesandn 2 of the4 patnercountiesfor whid comparéé
ddaar aailake, therdio of uppessecondggradutesto thepopulaonat thetypical
ageof gradution exceeds0%.In Denmarki-inlandGemary, Ireland,apanKorea
andNorwey, andthepatnercounty Israelgradutionratesequabr excee®0%The
challengisnaw to ensugtha theremaininffactiorisnotleftbehindwiththeriskof
limited job mspects thénis maentail.

OECDaverage

8
-
-
-
-
-

Icelang
Italy
Franck

Hungay
Slwak Replic

Switzerlan
RussiareBeratio
Czeb Repulz
Nev Zealan

1.Year of reference 2003.
Countries are ranked in descending order of upper secondary graduation rates.

Source: OECDTahleA2.1.Sednnex 3 for nOt@lSVW.oecd.org/edu/ea52006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/1418432466
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Femaleare nov moe likely to completeppeisecondgeducgontharmales
inalmosevery OECDcounty, areversabfthehistorcalpdatem.Todg, onlyin
Turkey ae gaduton rges for females belhose for males

¥ Thevastmajoity of studentehogradute fromuppeisecondgprogammes
gradutefromprogammethd aredesigne provideaccess furthertertiary
educion.

¥ Most student®btainuppersecondgrqualifid@gons giving them accesso
uniersity-leel stug (ISCED®A),althougtheextento whit studentgoon
to tale up surcstuyl \aries significapthetveen coungs

¥ In man counties,malesie moe likely to beonvocéionalcousessStill, in
neafy halfof thecountresrepesentetheeiseithemogendediffeenceor a
higher mpotion of females ontsuouses

¥ Insomeounties asignificargropotionof studentsroadeheirknaviedge
a thepost-secongaron-tetiary level aftercompletingfirstuppessecondgr
progammeln the Czeb Repulic, Hungar andireland20%or moe of a
typical age cohoomplete a post-secgnaan-terary pogamme

INDICATOR A2
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I Te Nre T CURRENTTERTIARY GRADUATIONAND SURVIVAL RATES

Thisindicéor first shavs the current tertialy gradute outputof educonal
systems,. thepercentagd thepopulaonin thetypicabgecohot for tertiary
eductontha follovsandsuccessfytompletetertiary progammesaswell as
thedistibutionoftertiary gradutesacosdieldsof educgon.Theindicéor then
shevssuwvivalraesa thetertiary level, i... thepropotionof newv entrantstothe
specifietibvel of educgonwhosuccessfyiompletafirstqualifidgon.Tertiary
eductioncoersawiderangef progammedut overallseresasanindictor of
therae a whid countresproduceadiancednavledgeA traditionaliniversity
degeeisassodidwithcompletionfOtypaQettiary cousesOtypB@enerall
refesto shoter andoftenvocéional orienteccousesTheindicéor alscsheds
light on the inteal efficieyoof tetiary edudanal systems

Key results

Chart A3.1. Tertiary-type A graduation rates (2000, 2004)

The charts show the number qf‘students qfan)/ age completing tertiary-type A programmes
for the first time, in 2000 and 2004, as a percentage of the age-group normally completing
each level. Although not all of those completing are in this age band, this figure gives an
indication gfhow many gftoda)/’syoung people are obtaining a high-level qualzﬁcation.

m 2000 2004

On average aorossthe 24 OECD countrieswith comparable deta, 35% of those a thetypicd age
of graduation have completed the tertiary-type A level of education Bafigure that rangesfrom
around 20% or lessin Audria, the Czech Republic, Germany and Turkey to more than 40%in
Audrdia Denmark, Finland, Iceland, the Netherlands New Zedand, Norway and Poland. In
virtudly every country for which comparisons are avalable, tertiary-type A graduation rates
increased between 2000 and 2004.
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1. Year of reference 2003.

2. Gross graduation rate may include some double counting.

Countries are ranked in descending order of the graduation rates for tertiary-type A education in 2004.
Source: OECD. Table A3.1. See Annex 3 fo(wietesd.org/edu/eag2006).

StaLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/4361456136)
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Tertiary-typeA graduton radestendto be higherin countreswhee the
progammes pvided a maiyl of shaer durtion.

¥ ThegraduBionrate is9%a thetertiary-typeB level andl.3% for progammes
leading to e@hcedaseartctqualificemns

¥ Onaeragesome30%of tertiaty-typeA studentiailto successfuiomplete
thesgprogammeshoughheee is marledvataion from county to county.
Thehighestertiary-typeA Oswival raes@re repoted by Ireland,aparand
Korea,a over 80%whilethesuwival raesfor MexicoNewn Zealandndthe
UnitedStéesare justover 50%.Tertialy-typeB suvival raesate on aerage
lower than those for typpogammes
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Il e T WHAT 15-YEAROLDSCANDO IN MATHEMATICS

14

Thisindictor examinethe mahemacs perfomanceof 15-year-oldstudents,
dravingon 20@ dda from the OECDEPogammefor IntendionalStudent
AssessmdRISA)lt desabesnahemacalproficiengin eab county interms
of thepercentagd studentseabingoneof sixcompeterydevelsaswell asin
termsofthemearscoesadiaeedby studentsntheoverallmahemtcsscaland
ondiffeentaspectsf mahem#cs It alscexaminethedistibutionof student
scoes within couinds

Key results

Chart A4.1. Distribution of student performance on
the OECD PISA mathematics scale (2003)

The chart summarises the overall pe{formance qf 15-year-old students in d{'ﬁ(erent countries
on the OECD PISA 2003 mathematics scale. The width gfthe symbols indicates the statistical

uncertainty with which the mean pe{formance was estimated.

m 95% confidence interval around the mean score
= Mean score on the mathematicay lgeate

Three OECD countries(Finland, Koreaand the Netherlands) echieve saidicaly smilar aerege
orestha are higher than the average scoresin dl other OECD countries SudentsOwverage
scoresin these countriesBranging from 538 pointsin the Netherlandsto 544 pointsin Finland
Daeover one-hdf apraficdency leve higher than theaverage Heven other countries (Audrdia
Belgium, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, France, lcdland, Jpan, New Zedand, Siveden,
and Switzerland) have mean scoresthat are above the OECD meen. Four countries (Audria,
Germany, Ireland and the Sovak Republic) perform smilarly to the OECD mean, and the
remaining 11 coue$ perfon belay it.
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Source: OECD PISA 2003 database. Table A4.3.
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Atleast%ofstudents Belgum JaparkoreatheNetherlandsdSwitzerland
reab the higheslkevel of mahemacsproficieng (Level 6). Futhemore, in
theseountresandn CanaddinlandndNev Zealandyer 20%of students
reabd leasteel5.1nGreeceMexicoPortugabndurkey, hovever, lesghan
6% of studentsatb these twieels of wficieng

¥ With theexceptionfFinlanéndKorea all OECDcountieshae & leasfi0%
ofstudenthd perfoma Leel1orbelav, andheear 12countiesin whidh
thisexceedsne-fifttofallstudentsn Mexicandurkey, amajoity of students
perfom ory & Leel 1 or belo

¥In themajoity of countres,the rangeof perfomancen the middlehalfof
the studentexceedthe magnitudef two proficieng levels,andin Belgum
andGemayy it isaound2.4 proficieng levels Thissuggesthd educigonal
progammesstoolsandteabes needo copewith awiderangeof student
knavledge and skills

Education at a Glance © OECD2006 15



TN Te Nre ] BETWEENANDWITHIN-SCHOOLVARIATIONIN THE
MATHEMATICSPERFORMANCEOF 15-EAROLDS

Thisindictor examinethe betveen-andwithin-shool vaiidion in student
perfomancenthemahemacsscalelt alsaccompagsbetveen-dwoolvarigion
in PISA 2000 and PISA.200

Key results

Chart A5.1. Variance in student performance between
and within schools on the OECD PISA mathematics scale (2003)
The chart shows to what extent mathematics performance varies between schools. The longer
the left side of the bar, the greater the performance differences among schools. This is measured
by the percentage of the average variance in performance that lies between schools. One hundred
points on this index equals the total variation in student performance,
between and within schools, on average in OECD countries.

B Total between-school variance @ Total within-school variance

O Batweensthodl variance explaned O Within-school veriance explained
by theindex of economic, sodd and by the index of economic, sodd ad
culturd gatusof gudentsand schools aulturd gausof Sudentsand schools

The proportion of between-schoal variance is around one-tenth of the OECD averageleve in
Finland and ledand, and hdf or lessin Canada, Denmark, Ireland, Norway, Poland and Siveden.
Inthese countries performanceislargely unrelaed to the schoolsin which Sudentsare enrolled.
Canada, Denmark, Hnland, lcdland, Ireland, Norway and Sveden dso performwell or & lesst
ebove the OECD average level. Parentsin these countries can be less concerned about school
choice in order to enhance their children@ performance, and can be confident of high and
consstent performance standards across schools in the entire education system.
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StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/3324700761]
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Students all OECDcountiesshav widey varyingperfomanceout counties
vaty widey in the extentto whid studentsn diffeent shoolsperfom
diffeentl, Onareragacos®OECDcountiesdiffeences theperfomancen
mahemacsbetveenstoolsaccourfor 34%oftotalvaiaionin atielement.
However, in ninecountiesbetveen-dwoolvatiaion is abee halfthe overall
vatigion in OECD courgs,while in tlee counies it is bed10%.

¥ Whilesomdetveen-dmolvaiancésatributatte to studentsOcio-economic
bakgoundssomefit alsdikely reflectshestiucturafeauresofsdroolsand/
or eductgonsystemsind/orthepoliciesindpracticesf shooladministtars
andteabes Thusthee my be anaddedalueassodied with atendinga
paticular gwool.

¥ Somgthougmotall, countiesthd perfomedwell in PISAalscshevedlow
or modestevelsof betveen-dwoolvaiancesuggestingd secungsimilar
studenperfomancemongdioolds a poligy goalthd is bothimpotantin
itself and comiite with the goal of higérall perfanance standards

Education at a Glance © OECD2006 17



HFTEEN-YEAR-OLD STUDENTSWHO PERFORM AT THE
LOWEST LEVELSOF PROH CIENCY IN MATHBEMVIATICS(2003)

This indicator focuses on those gudents who performed a the lovest leves of
profidency on the OECD Progranme for Internationd Sudent Assessment (AISA)
2003 mathemeticsliteracy scde It showsthe percenteges of dudentsperforming &
theselevelson average and acrossindividud countries, and examinesthe influence of
sudentsackground onthelikelihood of them beingamong thelowest performersin
methematics It looksa thereeding profidency of thelowes methemdicsperformers
toexplorewhether their low perfor mancein methematicsreflectsoverdl difficulty in
schoal or only in methemetics

Key results

Chart A6.1. Percentage of students at low proficiency levels
on the OECD PISA mathematics scale (2003)

Level 2 represents a baseline proficiency at which students begin to demonstrate skills that
enable them to actively use mathematics. At Level 2, they can use direct inference to recognise
the mathematical elements of a situation, are able to use a single representation to help explore

and understand a situation, can use basic algorithms, formulae and procedures,
and can make literal interpretations and apply direct reasoning.

mBelovleel 1 mlLewell mleel2 mleel3 mlLeel4 mLeel5 [ClLeel6

A quarter or more of students fail to reach Level 2 in Greece, Italy, Mexico, Portuga
and the United States. In Finland, less than 7% of students perform below this thre:

Finland (5443 ;

Korea (542 :

Canada (5328 :

Netherlands (53 |
Japan (53

Australia (52 }

[

[

[

[

Switzerland (52‘%
Iceland (5159
New Zealand (52
Denmark (5149

Belgum 529%
Czeb Repulr (516

France (51

Ireland 550
Sveden (50
Sovek Rgﬁ!a (459086
IC
Norwey (495
Gemay 503%
Luxembourg (493
Polan (49%
Spain 248 )
_Hungary 49%
United States (482
Portugal (466
Italy (466)
Greece (445
Turkey (423)%#1
Mexico (38E\\ ! ! ! ! ! ! \ \ \
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N

Countries are sorted in ascending order of the percentage of students at Level 1 and below.

Source: OECD PISA 2003 datal A4.1.

StaLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/1331601118
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ AciosOECDcounties studentsomtheleassocio-economigaltvantaged
ba&goundsare on aerage3.5 timesmoee likely to be low mahemtcs
perfomes,i... & orbelavLeell,tharthoséromthemossocio-economigall
ad/antaged bapounds

¥ Countresvaly in thepercentagef studentsvhoperfom boththeleasivell
in mahemacsandreadingandin the mearnreadingcoesfor thesdowest
mahemacsperfomes Insixcountires studentwhoperfomtheleastvellin
mahemacshaereadingcoeshelavtheaeragéorallthelomestmahemacs
perfomesacpssllcountiesand thee are higher-thanerageercentages
low mahem#acsstudentehoare alsaamonghelonestperfomingreades In
sixothercountiesthesituéionisreversedthelonvesperfomesinmahemacs
haeabee-aerageeadingcoescompardtotheirpees,asvelladower-than-
aerageapesention among thevest perfaning eadex
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INDICATOR A7

INSTITUTIONALDIFFERENTIATON, SOCIO-ECONMIC
STATUSAND 15-YEAROLD STUDENTSMATHEMATICS
PERFORMANCE(2003)

Aspreviousanalse®f ddafromPISAhae shavn, socio-econonba&gound
account®r asizedb propotionof vaiiancen mahemacsperfomanceSome
socio-econonba&goundinfluenceatre atributale to theimpaciof student
sotingor selectioanthebasisfdiffeentiionpractices shoolsThisndicéor
examinethereldive influencef socio-economia&goundandthreeforms
of institutionatliffeentiéion on studentmahemtcsperfomancenthe PISA
20 mahemacsliteray assessmeatdprovidesvidencenvarnousformsof
institutionadiffeentidionandthepropotionof vaiancen studenmahemtcs
perfomancéehd is assodiad with thesegoracticegeldive to the propotion of
variance thas &ributalte to students@rio-economic kmpounds

Key results

Chart A7.1. Rerformance andvariance in mathematics attibutable
to socio-economic gatus, by prevalence of graderetention in OECD countries
In countries in which larger proportions gf 15-year-old students have repeated the school year,
the impact that social background has on mathematics pe{formance tends to be stronger.

Grade retention rate at age ¥5>:Less than 7% Between 7% and 1%9More than 15%

Switzerland

Mean mathematics performance \ New Zealand
550 Finland 5 Tapan OKdrea Denmark.
| .
530 Canadag < | ONethngands Belgium
olceland Australiall  Austria & Czech Republic
510 Sweden reland Olfrance o Germany
Norway¢, o Luxembourg <&
490 Spaind T Slovak o
P Poland BUnited  Republic Hungary
470 States
Italy H 9]
Portugal
450 <
Greece
430
OTurkey
410
390 —
Mexico
370
350
5 10 15 20 25 30

Percentage of variance
the mathematics score explained by

Source: OECD PISA 2003 datalbakeA7.1.
StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/65064 77034
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥The reldionshipbetveen mahemacs perfomanceand betveen-dwool
diffeenceisstongemcountieghd offermosedistinceducdonprogammes
For examplein countreswith oneor two progammesthe propotion of
valiancénmahemacsperfomancassodiedwithdiffeencebetveerstiools
is 19.2% compearwith 42.2% in coueasroffeng four or fevppgammes

¥ Onaeraggediffeencebetveengradegreldedlargef to thedegeeto which
studentbae beerretained someointduiingtheirsdoolcaees)account
forlesofthevaiancen mahemacsperfomancéhandodiffeencebetveen
shoolandliffeencebetveerprogammediovever; thereldionshifpetveen
mahemtcsperfomancendbetveen-gadediffeencess generaflstonger
amongountiesin whid highepercentage$studentsae repetedasdiool
yeareventhouglin someountresdiffeentstatingageforsdoolsn diffeent
regons also pla ole

¥ AciossOECD counties, asthe numberof distincteducgon progammes
availake to 15-yar-oldéncreaseshe propotion of vaiancen mahemacs
scoesassodiad with socio-econonba&goundalsotendgo increaserhe
aerageropotionofvaiancén mahemtcsscoesaccountedrby diffeences
in studentsfdcio-econonba&goundrangefrom 13.8%in countieswith
one or tw pogammes to IPs in counies with four or &pogammes

Education at a Glance © OECD2006 2 1



INDICATOR As

LABOUR FORCEFARTICIPATION BY LEVEL
OFEDUCAIONALATTAINMENT

Thisindictor examineeldionshipbetveeneductionalatainmenandiabour
forcestaus forbothmaleandemalesndconsidechangaatheseeldionships
over time Themach betveenworkersGkillsandthe skill requiement®f the
labour maek is a dical issue for pglimakrs

Key results

Chart A8.1. Employment rates by educational attainment (2004)
The chart shows the percentage qfthe 25-to-64-year-old population that is employed

Compared to people who have not completed upper secondary education, people who have
completed upper secondary education are much more likely to bein work, but the employment
advantage of upper secondary attainment varies across countries.

Below upper secondary education

1. Year of reference 2003.
Countries are ranked in descending order of the employment rates.

Source: OECD. Table A8.3. See Annex 3 fo(wietesd.org/edu/eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/0158307648]
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Emplgmentraesrisewith educonalatainmenin mostOECDcountres
With few exceptiontheemplgmentae for gradutesoftertiaty eductonis
marledy highethartherate for uppersecondggradutes For maleshegap
is paticulary widebetveenuppersecondgigradutesandthosewithoutan
upper secongayualifi¢eon.

¥ Diffeencesn emplgmentraesbetveenmalesandfemaleare wideramong
lesseducted groupsThechancef beingn emplgmentis 23 pointshigher
for maleshanfor femaleamonghosevithoutuppeisecondgqualifidéons,
falling to 10 points for the mosygghlified.

¥ Thosewith low eductionalatainmentie bothlesdikely to belabourforce
paticipantandmote likely to beunempliged. Unemplpmentraesfall with
higheeducdonakttainment hegredestgendediffeences unemplgment
rates a& seen amongdo-qualified adults (TAS3).

¥ Unemplpmentaesarehigheforfemaleg eablevelofeducdonakttainment
in 120ECDcounties Unemplgmentaesare highefor malest eablevel of
eductional slainment in gnthee counies (ChaA8.3).
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INDICATOR A9

THE RETURSTO EDUCAION:
EDUCAIONAND EARNINGS

Thisindictor examinethe reldive eaningsof workers with diffeent levels
of eductionalatainmenaswell asthefinanciatetumsto investmenst these
levels Raes ofetun ae calculad for ilestments undghen as a paf initial
eduction, aswell asfor the casef a hypotheticadO-year-oldvhodecideso
retuntoeducgoninmid-cagerThigndicéor alsgresentddathd desdbethe
distibutionofpre-taeaningsvithinfive (ISCEDipvelsofeducdonakttainment
to helpshev hawv retunsto eduction valty withincountiresamongndividuals
with comparkbleels of edutanal #lainment.

Key results

Chart A9.1. Privateinternal ratesof return (RoR) for an individual obtaining
a university-level degee (ISCED 5/6) from an upper secondgarand
post-seconday non-tertiary level of education (ISCED 3/4) (2003)

u Males m Females

Indl countries for mdesand femdes privateinternd ratesof return exceed 8% on aninvesment
in tertiary-level education (when completed immediaely following initid education). Private
internd rates of return are generdly even higher for investment in upper secondary or post-
secondary non-tertiary education.
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Source: OECDTebleA9.6.Sednnex 3 for Not@syw.occd.org/edu/eag2006).
StaLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/8150102584
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Attainindnighetevelsof eduction carbevievedasaneconomicvestmenin
whidtheearecostpaidiy theindividugincludingeductionseaningsvhile
receivingduction)thd typicalf resulin higheeaningswver theindividuaO
lifetime Inthiscontexttheinvestmenib obtairauniersityleveldegee when
undetalenagat ofinitialeduction,camproducerivade annuaketumnsashigh
as 22.6%yith all countrs shwing a ta of etun abee 8%.

¥ Countreddiffersignificantin thedispesionof eaningamongndividualwith
similadevelsof eductionalatainmentAlthoughndividualwith highetevels
ofeducionaremoelikely to bein thehighestaninggroup thisisnotaivays
the case

¥ Countresdifferin thereldive shae of menandavomerin theuppermndower
cdegores of eaings

¥ Femalesan lesgshanmalesvith similadevelsof eductionalatainmenin all
countres(Tabbe A9.3). For agivenlevel of eductionalkttainmenthey typicalf
ean between 50 and 80% oftwhales ear
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THE RETURSTO EDUCAION: LINKSBETWEEN
ISICORIAYY - CATION, ECONDIIC GROWTH

AND SOCIALOUTCOMES

Thigndictorfocusesntheroleofhumarcapitahsadeteminanoftheleveland
rate of growth of outputpercapitavithincountres Theindictéor complements
IndictorA9,whidhhexamindhlereldionshippetveerhumacapitahnceconomic
retumnsa theindividuaandoubic levelsWhilelndictor A9depictsvha happens
to theeaningofanindividuadshisor herlevel of sthoolingisesindiciorA10
seek® captuetheeffectsfchangeis acountySoverallstok of humarapital
on labour pductivity and healthusta
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Key results INDICATOR A10

¥ Theestimiedlong-tem effecton economioutputof oneadditionayearof
eductionin theOECDareaisgeneraflbetveen3 and6%.Anayse®f human
capitabhcossl4 OECDeconomie® basean literay scoesb alsosuggest
significant posdieffects omagth.

¥ Ananalsidy theOECDsecetara ofthecausesfeconomigronvthshavstha
risindabouproductivityaccountefdr & leashalfof GDPpercapitarowthin
most OECD couigts fom 1994 to 2004.

¥ Maly ndionalanatsesndicte a positie causaleldionshipbetveenhigher
eductional slainment and better mental aysicphhealth.
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INDICATOR A11

IMPACT OF DEMOGRAPHIC TRENCSON EDUCATION
PROVISON

Thisindictor examinehetrendsn populaonnumbesoverthenexttenyeas
andillustréestheimpacthd thesgopulaontrendanhae onthesizeof the
studenpopulaon andthe corespondingrovisionof educionalsewicesin
counties

Key results

Chart A11.1. Expected demogaphic changes within the yuth population
aged 5-14¢ver the next decade (2005-2015)

The chart shows the projected change between 2005 and 2015 in the population
aged 5-14, broadly corresponding to the age of students in primary
and lower secondary education, between 2005 and 2015

In 23 of the 30 OECD countriesaswell asin the partner country Chile, the 9ze of the gudent
popultion in compulsory schooling is set to dedline over the next ten years with Sgnificant
implicationsfor thedlocation of resourcesand the organisetion of sthooling in countries Thistrend
ismog drametic in Koreawhere the population aged 5-14 yearsis projected to dedine by 29%.

Ages 5-14 (indicatie of trends in primary

iOZOOS =100 and lower seconday education enrolments)
110
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Countries are ranked in descending order of the change in the size of the 5- to-14-year-old population.

Source: OECDIdbleAl11.1.Sednnex 3 for nOt@iSVW.oecdorg/edu/eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/8501423747|
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Sharp downward trendsof 30%or moreareprojectedinthe populaion aged 15-
to-19yeas, broady coresponding uppesecondgstoolageintheCzeb
Repulc, PolancandheSloakRepulic andn thepatnercounty theRussian
Federion,withlikely impactenthenumbesgraduingfromuppesecondgr
eduction and thefoe on the pool of studentsiagtestialy edudeon.

¥ Insomeountresthepopulaondeclinentheshoobhggopuliionhasccured
earlierandtenyeas fromnaw will beimpactingntheadultpopuléion and
corespondingto theflow of nev gradutesandhighy qualifiegheoplen the
populaon. For instangen Spainthepopulaon age®0-to-29/easis setto
decliney34% oer the next teegs

¥ Talen togetherthe populion trendsover the nextten yeas presentoth
oppotunities anchallenges to coussrfor@sourcing edtioa sevices
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INDICATOR B1

EDUCATIONAL EXPENDITUREPERSTUDENT

This indicator provides an assessment of the invesment mede in eech gudent.
Expenditure per gudent islargdly influenced by teecher Haries (see Indicators B6
and D3), pendonsygems teschingmaeridsandfadlities theprogranmeorientaion
provided to pupild gudents(see Indicator C2) and the number of sudentsenrolled
in the education sygem (see Indicator C1). Rolides put in place to dtract new
teechersor to reduce a/erage dass Sze or gdfing paterns (selndicaor D2) hae
a0 contributed to changesin expenditure per Sudent.

Key results

Chart B1.1. Annual expenditure on educational institutions per student in
primary through tertiary education (2003)

Expenditure on educational institutions per student gives a measure of unit costs in formal
education. This chart expresses annual expenditure on educational institutions per student in
equivalent US dollars converted using purchasing power parities, based on full-time equivalents

OECD countriesasawhole spoend USD 7 471 per gudent annudly between primary end tertiary
education, USD 5 055 per primary sudent, USD 6 936 per secondary gudent and UD 14 598
per tertiary Sudent, but these averagesmesk abroad range of expenditure acrosscountries As
represented by the Smple average acrassdl OECD ocountries countriesgoend twice ssmuch per
dudent & thetertiary lee then & theprimary leel.

Expenditure per student
(in equialent US dolacoverted using PPPs)

OECDIotal —
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1. Pultic institutions gnl
Countries are ranked in descending order of expenditure on educational institutions per student.

Source: OECDTable B1.1aSeénnex 3 for nOt@ﬁvw.oecd.org/edu/eag2006).
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Excludin®&Dactivitieandancillay sevicesexpendit@oneducizonakoe
sewricesntertiary institutioneepesentsnaerag®) SD7 774andangegom INDICATOR D1

USD4 500or belav in GreecegPolandtheSlaakRepulic andlurkey to mose
tharlJSDO 000in Canad&enmarklorway, SwitzerlantheUnitedKingdom
and the United t8&

¥ Theprogammeorientéion providedto studenta secondgtevel influences
thelevel of expendit@perstudenin mosoftheOECDandpatnercountres
Thel4OECDcountiesorwhidhddaareavailakespendnaeragé) SDL 130
mote per studentn uppersecondgnvocdonalprogammeshanin general
progammes

¥ OECDcountiesspendnaeragd&SD77204perstudentver thetheoetical
dura@ionof primay andsecondgstudie§ hecunuldive expendit@for eab
primay andsecondgistudentangefromlesshanUSD40000in Mexico
PolandtheSloakRepulic andlurkey, andthepatnercountresBrazilChile
andthe Russiafederaon, to USD1000000or moee in Austia, Denmark,
Icelandital; LuxembourgNorvway, Switzerland and the UnitedsSta

¥ Lower unit expendit@ doesnot necessér leadto lower adierementand
it wouldbemisleadint equee lower unitexpendit@generatiwith lower
gualityof educgonalsewices For examplethe cunuldive expenditer per
studenbetveerprimay andsecondgeduconof KoreaandheNetherlands
ar belov the OECDaserageandyet bothwere amonghe best-perfoning
countres in the PISA 260ikey.

¥In someDECDcounties,low annuaéxpendit@perstudent thetertiary
level still transtgesinto highoverallcostpertertiaty studenbecausstudents
paticipae in tetiary studiesver a long ped of time

¥ Countreswith low levelsof expenditer per studentanneserthelesshaov
distibutionsofinvestmenteldive to GDPpercapitaimilato thoseounties
with highlevelsof spendingerstudentfor exampleHungay, Korea,Poland
andPortugabcountieswithexpendit@perstuderandsDPpercapitéelav
theOECDareraget primay, secondgandpost-secongaron-tetiary level
of educionbspen@highepropotionof mong perstudenteldiveto GDP
per capita than the OE@&age

¥ Expenditeroneducdontendsgo riseovertimein realterms asteabes@y
(themaincomponertf costsjisesn linewith generataningsHowever the
rae oftherisema indicée theextento whid countiescontaircostandaise
productivityr hidiffesconsidergbacosseductionakectos Expendit@per
studen#t primay, secondgiandpost-secongaron-tetiaty levelsincieased
by 30%o0r moke betveenl995and20@ in AustraliaireeceHungay; Ireland,
MexicotheNetherlandBplandPortugaltheSloakRepulic andlurkey, and
inthepatnercounty ChileAt thetertiary level,hovever, spendingerstudent
hasn someasekllenasexpendit@doesotkeepupwithexpandingtudent
numbes
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INDICATOR B2

EXFEENDITUREONEDUCATIONALINSTITUTIONS
RELAIVETO GROSS MMESTIC PRODUCT

Education expenditure as a percentage of GDP shows how a country prioritises
educationinrdaiontoitsoverdl dlocation of resources Tuition feesand investment
in educetion from privete entities other then households (see Indicator BS) hae a
grongimpact on differencesin the overdl amount of finandd resourcesthat OECD
countriesdevoteto their educetion sygems expeadly & thetertiary leve.

Key results

Chart B2.1. Expenditureon educational ingitutionsasapercentage of GDP
for all levels of education (19952003)
This chart measures educational investment through the share of national income that each
country devotes to spending on educational institutions. It captures both direct and indirect
expenditure on educational institutions from both public and private sources of funds.

0 2003 ¢ 1995

OECD countries gpend 6.3% of their collective GDP on educetiond ingitutions The incresse
in gpending on educetion between 1995 and 2003 fell behind the growth in nationd incomein
goproximately one-third of the 22 OECD and partner countriesfor which dataare avalabdle.
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Countries are ranked in descending order of total expenditure from both public and private sources on educational
institutions in 2003.

Source: OECDTeble B2.1aSeénnex 3 for not@srw.oecd.org/ edu/ eag2006).
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Aroundtwo-thirdsof expendit@ron educgonalinstitutionsor 3.9% of the
combine&DPin the OECDarea,is desotedto primay, secondgiandpost-
secondgmon-terary edudaon.

¥ Tertiary educionaccount®r more thanone-quaer of thecombine@ECD
expendit@r on edutianal institutions (1.9% of the combined GDP).

¥ Canad&oreaandthe UnitedStéesspend.4, 2.6 and2.9%of their GDP
respectely ontertiaty institution3 heséhreecountres alongviththepatner
county Chileshavthehighegtropotionsofprivaeexpendited thetertiary
level of edutan.

¥ More peoplaae completingppersecondgmndtertiaty educion thanever
befog, andin man countrestheexpansionaseeraccompaniéy massev
financiahvestmentsn total,expendit@oneducgonalinstitutionscieased
inallcountiesbetveeril 995and20@. Theincreasesusuayllargefortertiary
eductiontharforthecombinedrimaly to post-secongaron-tetiary level of
educton.

¥ At thetertiaty level of educion, over the peiiod 1995-208) theincreasef
expendit@ris moe pronounceffom 2000thanbefoe 2000in halfof the
countres Betveen2000and20@, expenditerinceasedy more than30
percentagmintsn theCzeb Repulic, GreeceHungayr, MexicoRolandthe
Slowak Repuic and Switzerland.

¥ Thesizeof the shool-ag@opulion shapethe potentiabemandor initial
eduction and training and theefoe affectsexpendit@ on eductonal
institutiondf thestructue of thepopuldonin eab county were adjustetb
theOECDareragdevel, totaleductionalexpendit@rasapercentage GDP
wouldbeexpectetb bemoetharil5%highem Gemary, Italy andlpanwhile
it wouldbelower by appoximaely 30%in Mexicaandlurkey. Expenditerat
thetertiary level asapercentagd GDPwoulddeceaséy 25%inTurkey and
increaseybup to 18% in Saen.

INDICATOR B2
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INDICATOR B3

PUBLICAND PRIVATE INVESTMENT IN EDUCAIONAL
INSTITUTIONS

Thisindictor examinethepropotion of pullic andprivate fundingalloctedto
eductonalinstitutionfor eab level of educiaon. It alsgrovideshebreakdan
of private fundingbetveenhouseholeixpendit@andexpendit@from private
entitiegtheitharhouseholdhisndictor shedsomdightonthewidey debted
issuenf haw thefinancingf educionalinstitutionshoulde shaed betveen
private entitiesandthepubic, paticulany thosed thetertiary level. Thehigher
the amounbf householdxpendit@requied for eductionalinstitutionsthe
stiongethepressweonfamiliesThusacceds tertiaty studiemg beinfluenced
bothby theamounof private expendit@neededndoy thefinanciaubsidigs
households tlzee angked in Indica B5.

Key results

Chart B3.1. Share of pivate expenditure on educational institutions (2003)

The chart shows private spending on educational institutions as a percentage of total spending
on educational institutions. This includes all money transferred to such institutions through
private sources, including public funding via subsidies to households, private fees for educational
services or other private spending (e.g. on accommodation) that passes through the institution.

O Primag;, secondary and post-secondarytiag-éstucation
m Tertiary education

Over 90% of primary and secondary educetion in OECD countries and nowhere lessthan 80%
(except in Koreaand in the partner country Chile), ispaid for publidy. However, in tertiary
education the proportion funded privately varieswiddy, from lessthen 5%in Denmark, Finland,
GreeceNorwey andurkey, to morethan 50%in Australialapan and the United Statelsto
abee 75% iKorea and in the wear country Chile
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1. Some \els of education are included witk &bfar t&x€ode ificble B1.1a for details
Countries are ranked in descending order of the share of private expenditure on educational institutions for
tertiary education.

Source: OECDTables B3.2a and B3&kAnnex 3 for nOt@ﬁvwoecd.org/edU/eag2006).
StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/4037516863|
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Betveerl995nd®0@, amongountiedorwhidhicomparabddaareavailake,
theshae of pulbic fundindor all levelsof eduction combinedeceaseth as
maly counies as it ireased.

¥ Theshae of tertiary spendinffom privae sourcessesubstantiglin some
countiesbetveen1995and20@, but thiswasnotthecaset otherlevelsof
educion.

¥ Onareragamonghel8OECDcountiesforwhidtrendddaare aailake, the
shae of pubic fundingn tertiaty institutionslighty deceasetetveen1995
and 2000 aneks year beteen 2001 and 200

¥ Theshaeof pubic fundingt thetertiary levelin OECDcountresrepesentsn
arerage 76% in 200

¥ Compagdto otheldevelsofeduction, tertiaty institutionando alesseextent
pre-pimay institution®btainthe largespropotionsof fundsfrom privae
sourcesespectaly 24%and19%of fundsat thesdevelscomefrom private
sources

¥ In tertiatly eduction, householdsver 76%of all private expenditer Private
expendit@fromotherentitieghanhouseholdsstill significantepesenting
10%or moe in AustraliaCanaddjlungay;, Korea,theNetherlandSveden,
the United Kingdom and the Unities Stal the ptaer counyr Israel.

INDICATOR B3

Education at a Glance © OECD2006 35



INDICATOR B4

TOTAL PUBLICEXPENDITUREONEDUCAION

Public expenditure on education asapercentege of totd public expenditureindicates
the vaue placed on education rdaive to tha of other public invetments such as
hedth care, sodd security, defence and security. It provides an important context
for the other indicatorson expenditure, particularly for Indicator B3 (the public and
private sheres of educationd expenditure), sswell as quartification of an important
policy lever initsown right.

Key results

Chart B4.1.Total public expenditure on education as a percentage
of total public expenditure (1995,2003)

The chart shows direct public expenditure on educational institutions plus public subsidies to
households (which include subsidies for living costs) and other private entities, as a percentage
gf total public expenditure, by level qf education and year. This must be interpreted
in the context of public sectors that differ in the size and breadth of responsibility
from country to country.

m 2003 01995

Onaverage, OECD countriesdevote 13.3% of totd public expenditureto educationd ingtitutions
but the alues for individual coestrange from held0% in the CreRepulr, Gema,
Greece and jtab more than 20% in Mexico andZBaland.
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Countries are ranked in descending order of total public expenditure on education at all levels of education as

a percentage of total public expenditure in 2003.
Source: OECDTable B4.1Sednnex 3 for notesvw.oecd.org/edu/eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/0865540117
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Pultic fundingof eduction is a sociapriority, evenin OECDcountieswith

little pulic inolvement in otherears
¥ In OECDcountres,pubic fundingof primas, secondgrandpost-secongar

non-tetiaty eductgonisonaeragéhreetimeshd oftertiary eductgon, mainy

dueto large} uniersalenolmentraeshbut alsobecausthe privae shag in

expendit@tendgo behighea thetertiary level. Thisrdio vatiesby county

fromlesghandoulte in Canadd&)enmarkndFinlando moe tharfive times

in Koreaandpatnercounty ChileThelaterfigueisindictive ofthereldively

highpropotionof private fundgha gointotertiary eductionin Koreaandthe

patner counyr Chile

¥ Betveen1995and20@, pullic budgetsasa percentagef GDPtendedo
declineEducizon, hovever, tookagrowingshae of totalpullic expenditwin
mosicountres althougit didnotonaeraggrow asfastasGDPIn Denmark,
Greece Newv Zealandthe Slowak Repulic and Sveden,thee hae been
paticulany significant shifts inligulanding imbur of edutan.

¥ On areragamon@ECDcountres,83% of pullic expendit@on educiion
istransferedto pubic institutiondn three-quders of theOECDcountresas
wellagnthepatnercounty Braziltheshaeof pullicexpendit@oneducion
transferedto pullic institutionexceed®0% Theshae of pubic expenditer
transfeedto theprivae sectorslargera thetertiary level thang primay to
post-secongaron-tetialy levelsandreabes28%on arerageamondECD
countres withwailake déa.
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INDICATOR Bs

TUITION FEESCHARGED BY TERTIARY INSTITUTIONS
AND SUPRORT FOR STUDENTSAND HOUSEFEHOLDS
THROUGH RUBLIC SUBIDIES

This indicator examines the relaionghips between annud tuition fees charged by
inditutions direct andindirect public goending on educationd inditutions and public
ubgdiestohouseholdsfor sudent livingoods It congder swhether finanad subgdies
for householdsare provided intheform of grantsor loansand posesrelaed quesions
centrd to this discusson: Are scholarshipd grants and loans more gopropride in
countries with higher tuitions fees charged by inditutions? Are loans an effetive
meansto help increese the effidency of finanad resourcesinvesed in education and
dhift some of the cogt of education to the bendfiaaries of educationd invesment?Or
are gudent loanslessgopropriae then grantsin encouraging low-income gudentsto
pursuether educetion?Whilethese questionscannot be ansvered here, thisindicator
presentsthe polidesfor tuition feesand subgdiesin different OECD countries

Key results

Chart B5.1. Average anmial tuition fees charged
by tertiary-type A public institutions (school year 2003-2004)

The chart shows the annual tuitionﬁes charged by tertiary-type A public institutions
_for full-time national students in equivalent US dollars converted using PPPs.
Countries in bold indicate that tuitionﬁes rgfer to public institutions but that

more than two-thirds of students are enrolled in private institutions.

There are large differences between OECD and partner countriesfor which dataare avalable
in the average tuition fees charged by tertiary-type A public inditutions There are no tuition fees
charged by public ingitutionsin seven OECD countries, but one-third of countries have annud
tuitionsfeescharged by publicinditutionsfor nationd sudentstha exceed USD 2 000.

the BU19 countries only the Netherlands and the United Kingdom have annud tuitionsfeesthet
represent more than USD 1 000 per full-time student; these relate to gover nment-dependent
institutions

UsD
5000
4 500 United States
4 000
Chile, AustraliaJapan, Korea
3500 Canada
3 000
2 500 New Zealand
Israel
2000 T
United Kingdom Netherlands
1 500
1 000 : P
Austia, Itay, Portugal SpainSwitzerland
500 Belgum (Frand Fl.)
FranceHungay, Turkey
0 L Czeh Repulz, Denmarkinlandiceland\orway, Sloak Replio, Sveden

Note: Thischert doesnot teke into aocount grants subsidiesor loansthat partidly or fully offset the
studengQuition fees

1. Public inditutions do not exig & thislevel of education and dl the sudents are enrolled in
gorernment-dependent institutions

Source: OECDTeble B5.1Sedénnex 3 for not@srw.oecd. org/ edu/eag2006).

StaLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/5408452733
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥In OECDcountieswhee studentsie requied to pa tuition fees putiic  LNICA(C/2E=S
subsidieare of paticularimpotancein providingstudentsvith accesso

eductionaloppotunitiegegardless theirfinanciaituéion.In, forexample
AustraliaNew ZealandndheUnitedKingdomandhepatnercounty Chile

closel regulted pubic subsidiesie eamarled for pymentdo eductonal
institutions

¥ Lowv annudlitionfeeshargedy tertiary-typeA institutionare notassodiad
systent@all/withalowpropotionofsubsidiggovidedohouseholds/students
Exceptcelandall theNordiccountreswith notuitionfeede/ote moe than
10%of total pubic expendit@on tertiaty educiion for stolaships/gants
designed to help studerts tweir living expenses

¥ An arerageof 17% of pubic spendingn tertialy educidon is dewotedto
suppding studentshouseholdand other private entities In Australia,
DenmarkiNen Zealandorwey andSvedenandthepatnercounty Chile
pubic subsidigs househol@dscourfor aboul8%or more of puldic tertiary
eduction ludgets

¥ Subddised dudent loan sygems operade in some countries with high levesof
paticipaion & thetertiaty level. It is notale, for instangehd Australia,
Newv Zealandjorwey andSvedenwhiharamon@ECDcountresrepoting
thelargessubsidign theform of studenkanst tertiary educton,alschae
some of the highests@®f enyrinto tetiary edudan of OECD couids
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INDICATOR Bs

EXHENDITURBN INSTITUTIONSBY ER/ICECATEGORY
AND BY RESOURCECATEGORY

Thisindicator compares OECD oountries with respect to the divison of goending
between current and capitd expenditure, and thedidribution of current expenditure
by resource caegory. This indicator is largdly influenced by tescher Haries
(seeIndicator D3), pendon sygems teecher egedidribution, Szeof thenon-teeching
gdf employed in educetion (see Indicator D2 in Education at a Glance 2005) and the
degree to which expangon in enrolmentsreguiresthe congruction of new buildings
It e compareshow OECD countriesCpendingisdigributed by different functions
of educetiond indtitutions

Key results

Chart B6.1. Distribution of cur rent expenditure on educational institutions
for primary, seconday and post-seconday non-tertiary education (2003)
The chart shows the distribution of current spending on educational institutions by resource category.
Spending on education can be broken down into capital and current expenditure. Within current
expenditure, one can distinguish resource categories compared to other items and service categories
such as spending on instruction compared to ancillary and R&D services. The biggest item in
current spending, teacher compensation, is examined further in Indicator D3.

@ Compensation of all staffOther cuient expenditar

In primary, secondary and pogt-secondary norHertiary education combined, current expenditure
aooountsfor an average of 92% of totd spending across OECD countries Indl but three OECD
and partner countries 70% or more of primary, secondary and pog-secondary non-tertiary
curent expenditure is spent on staéssalar
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Countries are ranked in descending order of the share of compensation of all staff on primary, secondary and post-
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Source:. OECDTable B6.2Sednnex 3 for nOt@\SVW.oecd.org/edu/eagZOOé).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/0281356352
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ OECD countes spend ariage d5% of cuent expenditeird the tetiary
level onpumosesthertharthecompentian of educionalpeisonnelhisis  LBLCA (O/28=T
explainedytthe higher costatilities and equipment in highetieduca

¥ On average, OECD oountries poend 0.2% of their GDP on subddiesfor andllary
srvices provided by primary, seconday and pod-secondary non-tertiary
inditutions Thisrepresents 5% of totd goending At the high end, Finland, France,
Korea the Sovek Republic and Sveden dlocate about 10% or more of totd
goending on educdtiond inditutionsin percentage of GDP on andllary services

¥ A distinctig feaure of tertiaty institutionss highspendingn R&D whid on
arerageompisesver one-quaer of spending thislevel. Thefacttha some
countiesspendnuch mote on thisitem thanothes helpsexplairthe wide
diffeencesn owveralltertiaty spendingsignificandiffeenceamong®ECD
countiesin theemphas@ R&Din tertialy institutionalsacontibuteto the
obseved waidion.

¥ The payment of indructiond g&f isnot as great a dhare of goending in tertiary
inditutionsasa other levds because of the higher cogt of fadllitiesand eguipment.
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INDICATOR C1

ENFOLMENT IN EDUCAION FROM
PRIMARY EDUCAIONTO ADULT LIFE

Thisindicéor depictshestuctue of theeducon systemis termsof student
paticipaion. It examinesnolmenta all levelsof educion: first by usinghe
numbenofyeas,or educgonexpectancof full-timeandoat-timeeducionin
whid a5-year-olccanbeexpectetb enol over hisor herlifetime andsecond,
by usingnfomdiononenolmentaesa vaioudevelsof educgonto examine
educigonalacceskinal), trendsn enolmentsie usedo compatheevolution
of access to ediocafiom 1995 to 2004.

Key results

Chart C1.1.Educdion expectancy

This chart shows the average number of years a 5-year-old can expect to be formally enrolled
in education during his or her lifetime. The education expectancy is calculated by adding
the net enrolment rates for each single year of age from five onwards.When comparing data
on education expectancy, however, it is important to note that the length of the school year,
intensity of participation and the quality of education vary considerably across countries.

In240f 260ECDandLl of 4 patnercountieswith compardéddda,individualpaticipde
in formal edutian for beteen 16 and 2dag

Number ofear
A

21
United Kingdom (20 A)stralia (20.73veden (20)
20 | Finland (20.0)

Iceland (19.7Belgum (19.6)

19 | New Zealand (19.Denmark (19.0)

Norvey (18.4)

18
Hungayr (17.6)Netherlands and @ary (17.4)

17 | Irdandand Soan (17.2), Fortugd (17.1), Poland, Italy and Czech Republic (17.0)
Greece and United&td16.9)-rance and Switzerland (16.8)

16 | Brazil (16.7Korea (16.6ustia (163)

Israel and 84 Replib (15.7)

15 | RussiareHerion and Chile (15.0)

Lwembourg (14.2)

14
Mexico (3.4)
13 Explanaion:
Turkey (12.6) In Portugal,
12 a 5-gar-oldaild

can expect to beatiad
duiing 17.1sas
over his or her lifetime

Source: OECDTalle C1.1.

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/5555531546
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥In mostOECDcountres, virtualyy all youngpeoplehae accest a least
12yeasofformaleduciion.Atleas90%ofstudentaieenolledin anagdand
spanningi4 or moe yeasin Belgum,Czeb Repulic, Francdcelandpan
andSpainBycontrastylexicaandiurkey hare enolmentaesexceeding0%
for a peod of oyl nine and si@ae For pamer counies BraziChile Israel

andtheRussiaRederaion, thecorespondingumbenf yeas isrespectely
10,9,12 and %®gs

¥ InmoetharhalibftheOECDcounties,70%ofchildenage®to4areenolled
in either @-pirmay or pimay pogammes

¥ Achildcarexpectobeenpllect agelandindemoreofteninthel9Euppean
countiestha are membes of the OECD(EU19)thanin the otherOECD
countres Onaeraggtheenolmentae for childenaged to 4 is 73.5%for
the EU19 whesais the OECizeage is 686.

¥ Eductionexpectarydor alllevelsofeducioncombinethcreaseby 1.5yeas
betveen1995and2004in all OECDcountiesrepoting comparab dda.
A gudent in an OECD member country can expect to receive 0.6 yearsmore
pre-primayy;, primas, secondgandoost-secongaron-tetiaty eductionand
0.9 yas moe tetiary edudan in 2004 than in 1995.

¥ InOECDcounties a5-year-oldarexpecto hae 17.4yeasofeducdon,with
femaleseceiving.8moe yeasof eduction,onareragghammalesfustralia,
SvederandUnitedKingdonwhid hare educionalexpectayof moe than
20 yas count beeen thee and siegs of paftime edudian.

¥ A 17-year-old can expect to oend an akerage of three yearsin tertiary educetion.
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INDICATOR C2

PARTICIPATION IN SECONDARY
AND TERTIARY EDUCATION

Thisindictor shevspadtemsof paticipéion a thesecondgtevel of eductzon
andthepercentage theyouthcohot tha will enterdiffeenttypesof tertiary
eduction duiing their lives Ently and paticipaion rates reflect both the
accessibilif tertiary eductzon andthe perceigd valueof datendingertiary
progammed hisindictor alsdocusesnthecompatave roleplaredby pullic
and pwrae povides of eduttan aarss OECD andtpar counies

Key points

Chart C2.1a.Entry rates into tettiary-type A education (20002004)
Sum of net entry rates for each year of age

The chart shows the proportion of people who enter into tertiary-type A education for the first
time, and the change between 2000 and 2004. Entry rates measure the inflow to education
at a particular time rather than the stock of students who are already enrolled. They have
the advantage over enrolment rates in that the comparability between countries
in not distorted by different course lengths.

0 2000 m 2004

InAugrdia, Finland, Hungary; lcdand, New Zedand, Norway, Poland and Sveden, aswell esthe
partner country the Russan Federation, more than 60% of young people entered tertiary-type
A programmesin 2004. Entry retesin tertiary type A incressed by more then 10 percentage
points between 2000 and 2004 inAudrdia, the Czech Republic, Denmark, ledand, Ireland, Itdy;
the Skak Repuic and Seden.
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Countries are ranked in descending order of the entry rates for tertiary-type A education in 2004.

Source: OECD Teble C2.1Sednnex 3 for Not@siw.occd. org/ edu/ eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/2303274416
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Todg, 53% of youngpeoplen OECDcountreswill entertertiary-typeA
progammeduiingtheirlifetimewheeaf%ofyoungpeoplénthel7OECD

countresfor whith dda are comparddy will enteradancedandreseatc

progammes dung their lifetime
¥ Thepropotion of studentarhoentertertiary-typeB progammesgs generall

smalletharfor tertiary-typeA progammesn OECDcountieswith availake

daa, 16%0f youngpeopleonaeragewill entertertiary-typeB progammes

Thefiguesrangdrom 4% or lessn Ital, Mexico Norway, Polandandthe

SlowakRepulic to more than30%in Belgum, JapanKoreaandNewn Zealand.
Changesoim 2000 to 2004 agher contrasted beem counts

¥ InBdgum, and to alesser extent in Jgpan and Kores, wide acoessto tertiary-type B
programmes counterbdances comparaivey low raes of entry into tertiary-type
A programmes By contrad, lodand, Norway, Poland and Sveden hae entry rates
above the OECD aerage for tertiary-type A progranmes and comparaivey very
low raes of entry into tertiary-type B progranmes New Zedand dandsout asa
country with entry ratesa both levelsthat are the highest among OECD countries

¥ Traditionay) studentsypicalf entertertiaty-typeA progammesnmeditely
afterhavingcompletedppersecondgeducdon. Thisremaingruein mary
OECD couns

¥In 14 OECD counties, the majoity of uppersecondgrstudentsttend
vocdionalor appenticeshiprogammegs/bcaéionaleducton is stoolbased
in most OECD couety

¥ Aaross OECD countries education & dl levdsis Hill predominantly a pubdidy
provided serviceD89% of gudentsin primeary educetion arein publicingitutionsb
though the private sector is becoming more prominent beyond compulsory
education. Privately maneged sthools now enral, on arerage, 11% of primary
gudents 15% of lower secondary sudentsand 20% of upper secondary sudents

¥ Onareragamon@ECDcounties 12%ofstudentsnollede tertiary-typeA
eduction (includingadiancedeseatcprogammesyill follow theirstudies
inindependeptivate institutiong hispropotionistwo timeshighethanthe
EU19 countraerage
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INDICATOR C3

STUDENTMOBILITY AND FOREGN STUDENTS
IN TERTIARY EDUCATION

This indicaor provides a picture of gudent mobility and the dgnificance of
internationdisgtion of tertiary education in OECD and partner countries It shows
dobd trends and highlights the mgor degtingtions of internationd sudents and
trendsin market shareson the internationd educaion market. Some of the fators
underlying studentsOchoice of a country of study are dso examined. In addition,
the indicator looks & the extent of gudent mohility in different deginetions and
presentsthe profile of the internationd sudent inteke in termsof ther digribution
by countriesand regionsof origin, typesof programmes and fiddsof education. The
digribution of sudentsenrolled outsde of their country of atizenship by dedtingtion
isds0 examined. Legly, the contribution of internetiond gudentsto the graduae
output is examined dongdde immigraion implications for their hod countries
Thepropotion of intemaionalstudents tertiary enolmentgprovidesagood
indicéion of the magnitude of student mobility enditfarntes

Key results

Chart C3.1. Student mobility in tertiary education (2004)

This chart shows the percentage of international students in tertiary enrolments.
According to country-specific immigration legislations and data availability constraints,
student mobility is either defined on the basis of students’ country of residence
or the country where students received their prior education.

Note that the data on the mobility (zf international students presented in this chart are not
comparable with data on foreign students in tertiary education (defined on the basis of citizenship)
presented in previous editions qf Education at a Glance or elsewhere in this chapter.

Sudent mohility Bi.e. internetiond gudentswho travdled to acountry different fromtheir own
for the purpose of tertiary udy Brangesfrom below 1 to dmost 17% of tertiary enrolments
Internationd sudentsare mos numerousin tertiary enrolmentsin Audrdia, Augtria, Caneda,
Switzerland and the United Kingdom.

OoONRO
L]
IreIancJ—LL
:

Australid
United Kingdol
Switzerlan
Austia
Canad
Belgum
Netherland
Denmarl
Svedern
Finlang
United Statg
Hungay
Japar
Norvwey
Spaim

Countries are ranked in descending order of the percentage of international students in tertiary education.

Source: OECDTable C3.1Seénnex 3 for not Woecd.org/edu/eag2006).
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥1n 2004, 2.7 million tertiary dudents were enrolled outsde therr country of
dtizendhip. Thisrepresanted a8% increasein totd foreign sudent intake reported

to the OECD and the UNESCO Inditute for Saigicssncethe previousyear.
o _ _ INDICATOR C3
¥ FranceGemary, theUnitedKingdonandtheUnitedStéesreceig morethan

50% of all fergn student®rkdvide

¥ In absolutaumbes, intemdionalstudenterom FranceGemary, Japarand
KoreaepesenthelargestumbesfromOECDcounties StudenfsomChina
andindiacompisethelargeshumbes of intemdionalstudentfompatner
counties

¥ In FinlandSpaimndSwitzerlandnore thanl4%of intemdionalstudentare
enolledin highy theoeticabdancedeseatgprogammed hesaméolddor
foreign students elhed in France

¥ Asfaradieldofeducionareconcaned 30%or moeofintemdionaktudents
areenpllednsciencesagicultueorengneemginAustraliginlandzemary,
Hungay SvedenSwitzerlandheUnitedKingdonandtheUnitedStéesThe
same holds foreign students elted in tugal and the BlkRepulic.

¥ Intendional gradutes contibute to 20% or more of the gradute output
for tertiay-typeA or adancedeseatt progammesn AustraliaCanada,
SwitzerlanandtheUnitedKingdomTrhesaménoldgor foreignesgraduang
fromadancedeseatcprogammes Belgum, FrancandtheUnitedStées
Thecontrbutionof intemdionalandforeigngradutesto thetertiary gradute
outpuisespeciglhighforadiancedeseaitprogammes Belgum,Canada,
FranceSwitzerlanthe United Kingdom and the United Sta
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EDUCATION ANDWORK STATUS
OF THEYOUTH POPULATION

Thisndictor shavstheyeasthd youngpeoplareexpectetb spencheducion,
emplgmentandnon-emplanentandexaminetheeducdon andemplgment
stausofyoungpeopldéy gendeDuringthepastiecadgoungpoeopldae spent
mole timein initialeduct#on, delgingtheirentry into theworld of work. Part
of thisadditionaimeis spentombiningvork andeducon, a practicehd is
widespradin somecounties Onceyoungpeoplehae completedheirinitial
eduction,acceds thelaboumarletisoftenmpedeby spell®funemplgment
or non-emplonentalthouglhissituéion affectsnaleandfemalediffeenti,.

Basedn the curentsitugéion of pesondetveenthe age®f 15 and29, this
indictor gves a pictarof majorénds in the transitiamnirsbool to wrk.

Key results

Chart C4.1. Share of the 25-to-29ear-olds who are unempbyed
and not in education,by level of educational attainment (2004)
In this chart, the height of the bars indicates the percentage
of 25-to-29-year-olds not in education and unemployed, for each level of attainment.

O Belav upper secondary education
m Upper secondary and post-secondaryiagne@ucation
B Tertiary education

At the end of the trangtion period, when mogt young people have finished sudying, accessto
employment islinked to the educetion leve atained. Not ataning an upper sscondary quidificetion
isdearly aserioushendicap. Conver sy, tertiary educetion offersapremium for mogt job seekers
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Countries are ranked in descending order of the ratio of the population not in education and unemployed to the
25-t0-29-year-old population having attained upper secondary and post-secondary non-tertiary education.
Source: OECDTable C4.3Sedénnex 3 for not@syw.oecd. org/ edu/eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/2447414620)
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ On areragecosOECDmMembecountres,ayoungpesonaged5in 2004
carexpecto continuén formaleductionfor alittle undeseenyeas In 180of

the29countiesfor whid ddaare aailake, includingsraelthispeiodranges
fromfive anda halfyeasto seenandahalfyeas Hovever, therangeof this  JUNBIL®EYIO C
figue is widdrom a v of3 yeas to a high of 9&ag

¥ In additiorto theexpectedumbenfyeasspentn educidon,ayoungpesson
aged 5carexpecto holdajobfor 6 ofthel5yeasto cometo beunemplged
for a total of 0.@s and to be out of the labouetrfarki3 yeas

¥ Thepercentagd 20-to-24-gar-oldaotin educgonrangefom50to 70%in
190utof270ECDcountresorwhidddaaaraailabe. INn190ECDcounties,
ahighepropotionoffemald 5-to-19-gar-oldtale pat in educonthando
malesfthesamageyroup Malesn thel5-to-19-gar-olcdigeyroupare moe
likely to be empled.

¥ Insomeountres educdonandiorklargel occuconsecuedy, whileinother
countiesthey ae concurent.Work-stug progammegieldively commorin
Euopearctounties,offercoheentvocgéionaleducton routeso recognised
occup#onalqualifidgons In othercountres,initial eductgon andwork ae

rarely assocde.
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INDICATOR Cs

PARTICIPATION IN ADULT LEARNING

Thisindictor examinethe paticipdion of the adultpopulaon in non-fomal
job-elded educion andtrainingThisyeara nev estimion of the expected
numbeiof hous in non-fomaljob-elded educdon andtrainingoetveenthe
agesf25ando4isincludedrhiscalculégonrefesto thetimetha ahypothetical
individua(facingcurent conditiongn termsof adultleaningoppotunitiesa
diffeentstagem life) is expectetb give to sut educdon andtrainingover a
typical wrking life (a fiyryear peod).

Key results

Chart C5.1. Expected hours in non-fomal job-related training (2003)

This chart shows the hours that people in dgﬁ’érent countries can expect to spend in non—ﬂarmal
job-related education and training over the course gfa typical working Ig'fe.

There are major differences acrosgsonikre time that individuals can expect to s|
non-fomal job-related education and traieimgtypicalosking life
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1.Year of reference 2002.
Countries are ranked in ascending order of the expected hours in non-formal job-related education and training.

Source: OECDTeble C5.1aSeénnex 3 for not@sw.oecd. org/ edu/eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/5583175233]
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Adultswith highetevelsof eductionalatainmenbwhetheupper-secongar
andpost-seconganon-tetiary educgonor tertiary-leeleducdonbaremore

likely to paticipae in non-fomaljob-eldedcontinuingducgonandraining

than adults witiwier edudimnal siainment. INDICATOR Cs
¥ Thee are majordiffeences thenumbenf houstha individualsanexpect

to spendh non-fomaljob-eldaededucgonandrainingveratypicaivorking

life At thetertiary level, thisrangefrombelaov 350housin Greecegltaly and

the Netherland® more thanl 000hous in DenmarkkFinlandFrancend
Switzerland.

¥In all but six countresb FinlandFranceGreeceHungay the Netherlands
andPortugalb mencanexpecto spendanoe housin non-fomaljob-elded
continuing and ediaraand training thaonven.
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TOTAL INTENDEDINSTRUCTIONTIME FOR STUDENTS
IN PRIMARY AND SECONIARY EDUCA'ION

Thisindictor examingkeamounbfinstuctiontimethd studentale supposed
toreceiebetveertheagesf 7 andl5.1t alsadiscussésereldionshigetveen
instuction time and studeniii@groutcomes

INDICATOR D1 Key results

Chart D1.1. Cumulative number of intended instruction hours
in public institutions between the ages of 7 and 14 (2004)

Sudentsin OECD countries are expected to recelve, on average, 6 847 hours of ingruction
between the ages of 7 and 14, of which 1 570 hours are between ages 7 and 8, 2 494 hours
between ages 9 and 11, and 2 785 hours between ages 12 and 14 years The large mgority of
intended hosiof instrction are compulsor

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9o00C
Total number of intended urtsiton howr

Countries are ranked in ascending order of total number of intended instruction hours.
Source: OECDTeble D1.1.Seénnex 3 for not@sw.oecd.org/ edu/eag2006).
StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/0768222202)
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥In OECDcounties,studentbetveentheage®f 7 and8 receie anaerage
of 758hous peryearof compulsgrinstuctiontimeand785hous peryear
of intendednstuctiontimein theclassrom.Studentbetveentheagef 9
andllreceigaboubOhousmoe peryearandhoseagedetveenl2andl4

receie neayl 100 hogrmoe per gar than those ageddmiv® and 11.
. . . y INDICATOR D1
¥ On arerageamongOECD counties, the teabting of readingandwriting

mdhemacsandscienceompisesnearnf 50%o0f the compulsgrinstuction
time of studentaged to 11 and41%for studentagedL?to 14.For 9-to-
11-yar-oldsthee is grea validion amongcountresin the propotion of
compuls@rcuriculumdenotedto readingandwriting: from 13% or lessn
AustraliamndpatnercountresChileandisraeto 30%in FranceMexicoand
the Netherlands
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CLASS ZEAND RATIO OF SJUDENTS
TO TEACHING JAFF

Thisindicéor examinethe numberof studentper classt the primay and
lower secondgitevels therdio of studentt teabingstaffa all levelsandthe
breakdan of classizesandraio of studento teabingstaffbetveenpulic

andprivae institutionsT heindicéor illustréesa much discussegkpecdf the
INDICATOR D2 educonstudenteceieandsoneofthedeteminantsfthesizeoftheteabing
forcewithin counties, alongwith the total instuctiontime of studentgsee

Indictor D}),teahelsé/eragavorkingtime(sedndictDr D4)andhedivision
of teabes@me beteen tedntng and other duties

Key results

Chart D2.1. Average class size inVeer seconday education (2004)

The arerage dasssze in lower secondary education is 24 sudents per dassbut variesfrom 30
or morein Jgpan, Korea, Mexico and partner countries Brazl, Chile and Igradl to 20 or lessin
Denmark, lodand, Luxembourg and Switzerland, and the partner country the Rusdan Federation.

Number of students per classroom
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1. Pultic institutions gnl
Countries are ranked in descending order of average class size in lower secondary education.

Source: OECDTable D2.1Seénnex 3 for nOtGSVW.oecd.org/edu/eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/1083234480]
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Theaeragelassizean primay educonis 21, but variesbetveencountres
from 34 studentperclassn Koreato halfof tha numbeior lessn Iceland,
Luwembourg andiugaland the paer counyr the Russiaaderaon.

¥ Thenumbeofstudentgerclasscreasedy anaeragef nearf threestudents
betveenprimay andlower secondgreducdon, but raios of studentso
teabingstaftendto deceasevith inceasinggvelsof educgon dueto moe
annual ingtction timethough thistpem is not unifor among couiets

¥ Onareragacos©ECIountiestheaailabilitpfteabingesourcesldiveto
studembumbesin secondgeducionismoefaourakein privateinstitutions
thannpubicinstitutiong hisgsmosstiikingin Mexicavheeg, & thesecondgr
level, thee ale aloundl3 mote studentperteaberin pullic institutionghan
theearin privae institutiongConsistentla thelower secondgtevel, thee
is onestudentnoee perclas®n aeragen pullic institutionshanin privae
institutions
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INDICATOR D3

TEACHERSBALARIBS

Thisindicéor shavs the stating mid-cager andmaxinum stautory salaes
of teabes in pullic primay andsecondgreducizon, andvaliousadditional
pymentandincentig shemesisedn teaberrevardssystem3ogethewith
areragelassize(seelndictor D2) andteabes@vorkingtime (seelndictor
D4), thisindictor presentsomekey measwsof theworkinglivesof teabes
Diffeencein teabes@alades alongvith otherfactos sut asstudento staff
ratios(sedndictor D2), providesomexplartsonfor diffeences expenditer
per student (see INGIcB1).

Key results

Chart D3.1.Teachers' salaes in lover seconday education (2004)
Annual statutory teachers' salaries in public institutions in lower secondary education,
in equivalent US dollars converted using PPPs, and the ratio of salary
after 15 years of experience to GDP per capita

Saries of teecherswith a least 15 years experience a the lower secondary level range from
about USD 10 000 in Poland to USD 48 000 or more in Germany, Koreaand Switzerland and
even exceed USD 80 000 irrhbrurg

Equialent US dol&ar
cawverted using PPPs

90 000 Teachers®alaies

Saiesfor teacherswith & leagt 15 years experience in lower secondary education are over
twicethelevd of GDP per capitain Koreaand Mexico wheressin lceland and the patner country
Israel sales are less than 75% of GDP per capita.

Ratio Ratio of salay after 15 yars of experence to GDP per caita

w
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Countries are ranked in descending order of teachers' salaries in lower secondary education after 15 years of
experience and minimum training.

Source: OECDTeble D3.3.Sed\nnex 3 for notesyw.oecd. org/ edu/eag2006).
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ TeabesB@alaeshae risenin realtermsbetveen1996and2004in virtualy
allcountres withthelargesinceasea/idenin FinlandHungarandviexico
Salaesa theprimay anduppesecondgtevelsin Spairellin reattermsover
the same ped,even if the remain abe the OECDverage iel.

¥ Onarerageuppersecondgteabies@alay perteatinghourexceedhid of  EINIleNie zR DL
primay teabesby 42%thouglhediffeenceslowertharb%in New Zealand

andPolandandis greder than75%in the NetherlandsndSpainywhee the
diffeencebetveenteabingtime & primay anduppersecondgrlevel is
gredest.

¥ Salaesa thetop of thescalare onaeragamound70%highethanstating
salaedorbothprimay andsecondgeducidon,thoughhisdiffeentialsuajl
varniesbetveencountieslargef in linewith thenumbepof yeasit talesfor a
teaberto progesghroughthescaleFor instangeaop-of-the-scadalaesin
Koreaate almosthreetimestha of stating salaes,but it tales37 yeasto
reabithetopofthescalen Portugalhavever, theraio of salaiesa thetopof
thescaléo statingsalaesiscloseo thd in Koreaputteabesreabthetopof
salay after 26eas of sefice
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TEACHING TIMEAND TEACHERIONORKING TIME

Thisindicéor focusesnthestautory workingtimeofteatesa diffeentlevels
of educthion aswell astheirstautory teatingtime Althougworkingtimeand
teabingtimeonly patly deteminetheactualvorkloadfteabers,they dogve
somevaluale insight#nto diffeencesmongountresin wha is demandeaoff

teabiess Togethewith teabesGaldes (seelndictor D3) andaerageclass
INBIONIOZEBEY  si7(seandiceor D2), thisindictor presentsomekey measesof theworking

conditions of téwss

Key results

Chart D4.1.Number of teaching hours per gar
in lower seconday education (2004)

Net contact time in hours per year in public institutions

The number of teaching hoursper year in public lover sscondary schoolsaverages 704 hoursbut
ranges from 534 hours per year in Jgpan to over 1 000 hoursin Mexico (1 047 hours) and the
United States (1 080 &pur

Houss per gar

1200

1100

1000 i

900 in

800 W B ]

600 1 L EL

500 1 ML

o B EE N

2 i

200

200 B

o BN SNENN AN NN NSNS E
B S EES5CT550583F 5853088
U)wgoO‘g,‘ﬂEgEEEEHOB%QCIIEE—,_U)ME.E}
g=Na 2 5 33 R2TcE8TTE O %
T 3 2 33 g3
) Pz m o N

©]

Countries are ranked in descending order of the number of teaching hours per year in lower secondary education.

Source: OECDTable D4.1Seénnex 3 for I’]Oteﬁvw.oecd.otg/edu/eag2006).

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/4214727852]
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ Thenumbepf teabinghous peryearin public primay sdhoolsavrerage805
hous (10 moee thanin 20@), but range$rom around650hous or lessn
Denmarkhpan ardrkey to 1080 how in the United ®&s

¥ Theareragenumbepfteatinghousin uppersecondgigeneratductonis

663 hous,butrangesomlessharb00in parf466hous)tomoetharl 000 FINs{leyje =2 DY/
hous in the United & (1080 hows).

¥ Thecompositiofin termsof dgys, weeksinchousperdg, ofteabes@nnual
teabingtimevailiesconsidergbForinstangavhileteabesin Denmarkeab
for42weeksn theyear(a allISCEDevels)compardwith 36 weekperyear
inlcelandhetotalteabingime(inhous)forteabesinlcelantgrederthan
for tealbess in Denmark.

¥ Regukionsof teabes®orkingtimealsovary. Inmostcounties teabesase
formaly requiedto workaspecifiaumbeofhous;in othes,teatingtimeis
onl specified as the number of lessoeskper w
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ACCESSTOAND U&EOF ICT

Thisindictor focusesn accest® informaion andcomnanicéion tecinology
(ICT)insdoolsacosOECDcountres usinghePISAZ0@ ddadravnfromthe
responsed 15-yar-oldstudentandtheirsdoolprincipalsT hisdda provides
infomaiononICTaccedsr bothstudentandstafivithinsdoolsTheresulting
analsiconsidasthenumbeofcomputesin shoolperls-gar-olgtudenthe

availabilityof computesto staffandtheperceptionsf principalsoncemingthe
level of ICTesources in theincal.

Key results

Chart D5.1.Number of students per computer (2003)

Virtudly dl gudentsin OECD countriesand partner countriesare in schoolswith & leest one
computer, but thereissubgtantid variation in the number of computersavalade to sudents
aound one computer for nearly 3 sudentsin the United Satesand Augtrdiaagaing one computer
for 42 students in thenpar country Brazil.
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1. Response rate taw o ensure comparability
Countries are ranked in ascending order of number of students per computer.

Source: OECD PISA 2003 datalbae D5.1.

StdLink: http://dx.doi.org/10.1787/2038142160
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Other highlights of this inditar

¥ OnareragamongECDcounties thenumbenf computeyperstudenin
sdooldrasnceasedincd’1SAR000Thisnceasdaoccuredinallbutthree
OECD counts (Denmarkyland ancdRugal).

¥ Theeissubstantighiiaionin thelevel of accesstudenthae to computer
a sdools SomeDECDcountieshare moe thanonecomputefor evety  RiNlp|lo N 10 =8 DL
five studentsyhile eight OECDcountreshae, on aeragelessthanone

computepertenstudent§Gemary, GreeceMexico Poland Portugal the
SlwakRepulic, Spain afdrkey).

¥ Ewenthouglacceds computesisgreder a shoolthanst homel5-year-old
studentsseaheircomputesat homeamoefrequenyl Nean three-quadersof
students @using computerhome seral times daoeek.

¥ Twenty-siyercentofsdoolprincipalbelieetha ICTresourcese & alevel
tha doesot hinderinstiuctionin OECDcountres Butthee is substantial
vandion withinandbetveencounties On arerageacossOECDcountres,
11%of sthoolprincipaldeliee tha aladk of ICT resources theirsdool
hindes the instiction of studei@s lotO.
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