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OECD Education Policy Reviews 

We provide external and 
independent assessments of 

education policy and 
practice, from an 

international perspective, to 
raise education outcomes  

 
Drawing on OECD knowledge 

and data and international 
best practices 



We provide tailored advice in education policy: 
Education Policy Reviews 

    

Knowledge from 
international 

evidence 

Contextualization 
to country’s needs 

Recommendations, 
considerations and 
specific proposals 



 

Country under 
 OECD guidance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10 day meetings  
school visits  

  

 

Provide  
comments  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Final publication 

  

 

Analysis and  
Organisation  

of visit 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

meeting with  
some stakeholders 

   

 

1. OECD pre-
visit 

2. OECD 
review team 

visit  

3. OECD 
report 

 
Ed system’s 

specific 
need 

Dissemination 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Strategy for 
action with a 

long term 
perspective 

The OECD Education Policy Review Process: 
Sweden  

Starting 
point 

Final 
objective 

OECD-Sweden Education Policy Review 

OECD review team 
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High performing systems 
combine equity with quality 

Socially equitable  
distribution of learning  

opportunities 

Strong socio-
economic  

impact on student  
performance 



Change in mathematics performance throughout participation 
in PISA, 2003-2012 annualised  
Mathematics score-point difference associated with one calendar year 
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Performance of Swedish students on PISA, 2000-2012 
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Percentage of top performers in mathematics  
in 2003 and 2012 

Across OECD, 13% of students are top 
performers (Level 5 or 6). They can develop 
and work with models for complex 
situations, and work strategically with 
advanced thinking and reasoning skills 
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Proportion of 15 year olds that do not reach a minimum level  (below level 2), PISA 
2003 and 2012 

Percentage of 15 year olds below level 2 in 2003 and 2012 
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Student motivation (15 year olds) to learn mathematics, 
2012 PISA 

Percentage of students who reported "agree" or "strongly agree" with the following statements:  
 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

I enjoy reading about mathematics

I look forward to my mathematics
lessons

I do mathematics because I enjoy it

I am interested in the things I learn in
mathematics

% 

Sweden OECD average

Fig III.3.9 

UK B 
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Student perceived self-responsibility for failure in 
mathematics, 15 year olds, 2012 PISA 

 
Percentage of students who reported "agree" or "strongly agree" with the following :  
 

0 20 40 60 80 100

I’m not very good at solving mathematics problems 

My teacher did not explain the concepts well this
week

This week I made bad guesses on the quiz

Sometimes the course material is too hard

The teacher did not get students interested in the
material

Sometimes I am just unlucky

% 

Sweden OECD average

Fig III.3.6 

US B 



Student truancy reported by 15 year old students and 
principals 2012, PISA 



Mean mathematics performance, by school location, after 
accounting for socio-economic status Fig II.3.3 
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14 
Teacher professional training needs, 2013, TALIS 

Proportion of teachers in lower secondary education that point to a need for professional 
development in the following areas: 

0 10 20 30 40

Knowledge of the curriculum

Knowledge of the subject field(s)

School management and administration

Pedagogical competencies

Developing competencies for future work

Teaching cross-curricular skills

Student evaluation and assessment practice

Student career guidance and counselling

Approaches to individualised learning

Teaching in a multicultural or multilingual setting

Student behaviour and classroom management

New technologies in the workplace

ICT skills for teaching

Teaching students with special needs

Sweden Average
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Teachers’ view of the way society values the teaching 
profession, 2013 

Fig II.3.3 15 15 

Percentage of lower secondary education teachers who “strongly disagree”, “disagree”, “agree” or 
“strongly agree” with statement: I think that the teaching profession is valued in society , TALIS 2013n  

 



Teacher availability of and participation in mentoring 
activities, 2013 
Percentage of lower secondary education teachers whose school principal  reports that mentoring is available for all teachers in 
the school and the percentage of teachers who report presently having an assigned mentor, TALIS 2013 



41% 

22% 

15% 

11% 

7% 
4% 

51% 

18% 

14% 

10% 
3% 4% 

Sweden 

Admin/leadership

Curriculum/teaching

Students

Parents/guardians

Community

Other

Proportion of time that school leaders in lower secondary education devote to selected 
activities throughout the school year, TALIS 2013   

School leaders distribution of work, 2013 



Resources:  Overall funding and equity in school resource 
allocation and mathematics performance  
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Governance: percentage of decisions taken in public 
lower secondary schools at each level of government, 
2011 
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School competition and academic performance (PISA 
2012) 



Challenges 

1. Need to raise expectations of student performance 
and develop learning environments that are 
conducive to learning for all students and address high 
variability across system  
 

2. Build the capacity of the teaching profession to 
improve teaching and learning 

3. Strenghten accountability and  gear evaluation and 
assessment arrangements to focus on continuous 
improvement 

4. Steer policy and focus on improvement to adapt to 
current governance structure.  

Strengths 

1. Public commitment to education and 
to equity is high 

2. Recognition of the need for change and 
general support for recent reforms (e.g. 
curriculum)   

3. Efforts to develop teachers underway 
(ITE, i.e. first teachers and first subject teachers) 

4. Emerging assessment and evaluation 
culture 

5. Decentralisation and autonomy can 
lead to examples of local good practice 

Strengths and challenges 
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Preliminary issues to further develop the system within 
the current reform efforts 

Consolidate the conditions to promote equity and quality across Swedish 
schools and municipalities. At the school level set high expectations, early 
interventions and use of formative assessment.  

Build capacity for improved teaching and learning through a long term  
human resource strategy. Review ITE, set standards, focus on pedagogy and 
leadership capacity.  

Steer policy to focus on improvement: Move from a culture of compliance to 
one of responsibility and accountability for improvement. Define and support 
the implementation of key priorities and follow up with evaluation  



 

Country under 
 OECD guidance 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

10 day meetings  
school visits  

  

 

Provide  
comments  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Final publication 

  

 

Analysis  
and organisation  

of visit 
 

 
 
 
 
 

meeting with  
some stakeholders 

  
 

 

1. OECD pre-
visit 

2. OECD 
review team 

visit  

3. OECD 
report April 

2015 

 
Ed system’s 

specific 
need 

 
Support 
policy 

development 
for 

improvement 
of Swedish 
education 

with  
long term 

perspective 

OECD-Sweden Education Policy Review Process: Support 
Sweden in Reform Efforts   

Starting 
point 

Final 
objective 

Sweden 

OECD review team 

 
April 2015: 

OECD-Sweden 
Review 

publication 
 

Improving 
Schools in 

Sweden: An 
OECD 

Perspective 
(tentative title) 



Thank you!  
Tack!  
    

       
 
 
 
 
 
 
The OECD-Sweden Review Team 
 
Beatriz Pont (beatriz.pont@oecd.org) 
Graham Donaldson  
Richard Elmore 
Marco Kools 
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