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本次OECD/Japan Seminar的主要目的是邀請參與2003年Program for International Student Assessment的國家，針對各國的學生表現及其對教育所造成的衝擊迴響，進行報告與討論。由於芬蘭的學生（年滿15歲的在學者）不但在數學的成績表現最佳，而且學生對學科的態度也非常正向，因此其教育部長及該國學者都在會中報告其國家的教育現況並分享其成功的經驗。亞洲國家如日本，香港，韓國的學生，雖然數學的學習成就非常亮麗，分居前幾名，但是這些國家學生對數學的興趣卻在OECD所有參與國家的平均值之下，而這些國家學生對數學的焦慮感也高出所有參與國平均值甚多。因此如何讓學生快樂學習，喜歡學習，並能擁有良好的學習成就，引起熱烈的討論。
OECD的Indicators and Analysis Division Head, Mr. Andreas Schleicher的報告之中指出，雖然教育經費的投資與學生的數學學習成就呈現正相關，但是並不代表投資越多經費就能使學生的學習成就提升。他由具體的數據指出不少教育經費高投資的國家，學生的數學成就卻在全體參與國家的平均值之下。整體而言，教師相關的因素，如良好的師生互動，對學生的高度期望等，似乎是較為關鍵的因素。
我國並未參加PISA2003，因此沒有具體的資料與他國進行比較。不過目前正在施測的PISA2005 Field Trial Test，很快將有初步的結果。第二天的分組討論時，本人建議未來PISA的國際評量，可以針對目前正在施測的電腦化評量方式及其試題研發加強改進，未來這種多元化的評量方式，將會引起很大的共鳴，並對教室教學的評量方式，吸引一般教師的注意與興趣。另外，除了評量學生的學習成就之外，其實，教師的專業能力，教學實施情形也可以是未來國際之間比較的重點。因為有了學生的學習成就，加上教師的教學實施及專業能力評量，更能具體地描繪出各國的教育系統運作情形。國際間的比較，更能襯托出where we are, where we can be, and how we can get there。
會議之議程如下：

10th OECD/Japan Seminar
on
Raising the quality of educational performance at school:
The role and impact of internationally comparative evaluation and assessment
Held on 23-24 June 2005 in the National Centre of Sciences Building, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo
Agenda
(as of 13 June 2005)
Open Forum - Thursday, 23 June 2005 
(Hitotsubashi Memorial Hall)
1. 
9:30 - 10:00
Introduction

1.2.

Welcome and introduction to the Forum.
 Mr. Nariaki Nakayama, Minister of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology, Japan.
1. 
10:00 - 11:00
Keynote address

1.2.

Learning for tomorrow’s world - future directions for establishing and monitoring educational goals.
 Ms. Tuula Haatainen, Minister of Education and Science, Finland.
1. 
11:30 - 13:00 
The OECD Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA)
1.2.

What PISA shows about the performance of Japanese 15-year-olds, what the results suggest can be done to further improve educational performance in Japan, and how teachers, schools and education policy makers are responding.

 Mr. Shinichi Yamanaka, Deputy Director-General, Elementary and Secondary Education Bureau, Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology (MEXT).
1.2.

Seeing school systems through the prism of PISA and connecting results to qualitative evidence on public policy measures – an internationally comparative perspective on quality and equity in education.

 Mr. Andreas Schleicher, Head, Indicators and Analysis Division, Directorate for Education, OECD.

1. 
14:30 - 16:00
Using international benchmarks for improving national performance – examining where we are today, where we can be – and how we can get there

1.2.

Perspectives from OECD countries – invited presentations and discussions
 Ms. Satya Brink, Director, Policy Research Learning Policy Directorate, Strategic Policy, Human Resources and Skills Development Canada 

 Mr. Jouni Ensio Välijärvi, Professor, Director of the Research Institute, University of Jyväskylä/ Institute for Educational Research

 Ms. Cordula Artelt, Research Scientist, Max-Planck Institut for Human Development 

1. 
16:30 - 18:00
Using international benchmarks for improving national performance – examining where we are today, where we can be – and how we can get there

1.2.

Perspectives from OECD countries – invited presentations and discussions continued. 
18:30- Reception (Invitation Only)

Expert seminar - Friday, 24 June 2005 
(National Centre of Sciences)
1. 
9:00 - 10:30
Establishing educational standards and monitoring student performance – relating national and international perspectives and instruments
 Introduced by Mr. David Hopkins, former chief Advisor to the Secretary of State on School Standards, Schools Directorate, United Kingdom and Mr. Peter Hill, Secretary General of the Hong Kong Examinations and Assessment Authority.
How can educational standards best be harnessed to raise educational aspirations, establish transparency over educational objectives and content, and provide a useful reference framework for teachers to understand and foster student learning - while avoiding the risks of narrowing the curriculum and teaching to the test? What role can international assessments play in this context and how could such assessments be further strengthened? 
How can results from evaluation and assessment be used effectively? Some see them primarily as tools to reveal best practices and identify shared problems in order to encourage teachers and schools to improve and develop more supportive and productive learning environments. Others extend their purpose to support contestability of public services or market-mechanisms in the allocation of resources, e.g. by making comparative results of schools publicly available to facilitate parental choice or by having funds following students. What type of performance benchmarks have proved to be effective to provide feedback to the various stakeholders involved, including parents, teachers and schools, and how do international assessments feed into educational improvement?
1.2.
11:00 - 12:30
Beyond cognitive performance – student interest and engagement in science studies 
 Introduced by Mr. Jean-Jaques Duby, President of the Observatoire des Sciences et des Techniques, France, Mr. Frédéric Sgard, OECD Global Science Forum and Mr. Yasushi Ogura, Senior Researcher on Science Education, National Institute for Educational Policy Research. 
Strengthening public awareness of human resource development issues in the fields of science and technology is now a common priority in OECD countries, and one area in which international comparisons could significantly contribute to national policy development. Declining interest in science studies among young people is of particular concern in many OECD countries and being investigated in the OECD Global Science Forum. What are effective indicators for assessing students interest and engagement in science and technology studies, what is the predictive value of such indicators, and what can be learned from these to improve science education? What could future international assessments contribute to support national policies designed to strengthening student interest in science and technology?

1. 
14:00 - 16:00
Working groups - strengthening future international assessments

1.2.

Working Group 1: Establishing educational standards and monitoring student performance – policy insights expected from future international assessments.

 Chaired by Mr. David Hopkins.
1.2.

Working Group 2: Establishing educational standards and monitoring student performance – directions for methodological improvements in international assessments. 

 Chaired by Mr. Peter Hill.
1.2.

Working Group 3: Monitoring student interest and engagement in science studies in future international assessments.

 Chaired by Sjoerd Evert Wendelaar Bonga, Dean of the Faculty of Science, Mathematics and Informatics, University of Nijmegen, The Netherlands.
9. 
16:30 -
17:30
Conclusions

1.2.

Report from the working groups.

1.2.

Concluding remarks.
 Mr. Bernard Hugonnier, Deputy Director for Education, OECD.
 Mr. Masayuki Inoue, Director General for International Affairs, MEXT.
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