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A Critique of Teacher Professional
Development Evaluation Program
for Senior High School
Teachers in Taiwan

Hsin Jen Chen*

Abstract

Using the literature analysis and documentary analysis method, the study
is a critical analysis of the Teacher Professional Development Evaluation
Program (TPDEP) implemented in senior high schools (including
vocational high schools) in Taiwan. There were 371 senior high schools
participating in the TPDEP in 2012, which was connected to the project
of Senior High School Quality Enhancement. It is found in the study that,
with the implementation of TPDEP, the spirit of teacher professionalism
for senior high teachers has been trasnsformed from classical
professionalism to flexible professionalism. The emergence of neo-
professionalism has legitimized the intensification of teachers' workload,
which, however, has not brought substantial benefits to the teachers. Last
but not least, the over emphasis of TPDEP on the accountability may have
undermined the spirit of voluntary participation of the teachers in their
professional development.

Keywords: teacher professional development evaluation program
(TPDEP), senior high school quality enhancement projects,
accountability
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Small High School Educational Reform
Movement in the United States

June S. Chen*

Abstract

There has been widespread agreement in the United States that traditional
comprehensive high schools are no longer able to prepare students
for the rapidly changing world. A series of studies have identified
many shortcomings in the organization, curriculum, and instructional
practices of traditional comprehensive public high schools. A growing
body of evidence, on the other hand, is showing that small schools are
demonstrating positive influences on students, families, and communities.
This paper examines the small high schools movement in the United States
that has emerged since the mid-70s. It begins with the development of
large public high schools in the U. S., their shortcomings and the origins
of the small high schools movement. By examining four cases of small
high school movement in urban school districts in the U. S., the paper
continues to analyze the features that have led to the effectiveness of small
high schools. The author hopes that the study can serve as a reference for
policymakers, researchers, and practitioners in Taiwan in their effort to
develop small scale high schools.

Keywords: small schools, high schools in the United States, educational
reform
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Communities, SLCs) ( Cleary & English, 2005) -

2 RURAY RS IR s SRR B s
FOSTLI) BB S B s
IRE - o A BRI ]~ mb SR ] T B
FLUS T80 7 o [ =5 ,?ﬁ °

EUCEN ﬂ'%’zﬂ%ﬁﬁ.’mi ( comprehensive high school ) El@éﬁ%q{ulﬂ%i@

.[
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For AR e F Y ko

PSR D«'“" A #WFI ?Z (3= nl ~ :"T?FT f‘ | (U. S. Department of
Education, Offlce of Vocational and Adult Education ) (2008) i Jﬁ'gr[ ]
FBIE [T 70% gufé ALES JEREG S 1,000 UL > s #ﬁu‘%‘sfﬁ‘ﬁ:
;za%;@lSOo Hr*iguﬁ Flvo B ﬁ*ﬁqu%[ﬁ;@* s 4,000
= 5,000 i 2% 1 % & BT BB FIVE T 119 ff] Al 3 Al ) 9
ARSI PO o E L H T L I Wt (factory model)
Eifj%»ﬁggf’;r?] ﬁﬂ;{:]“si 7 FL B — 6 Fi;;ﬁ’orpfﬂl@%fﬁuJ (failing institution )
(Cleary & English, 2005 ; Lee & Ready, 2007) o
WBIEILJ'“E]:F[ﬁJHIEA 20 ] sl 1 HH SR [7 BRI U Lee =
Ready (2007 ) [iviiss » lpimkm Fgp= [ﬂ"‘ =
- BT SR EEE RS S SR 1918
E7 1930 F (¥ CEFEPEAT EPURYE > 7 % ’*?:g@,']@%’%m
@i@ﬁy:@%ﬁﬁf 9 A R ASTY o R B
BV SRR F'ﬁji@?&ﬁ’ T 1930 F = 1970 = fif] - SR ES (7 (85
FURRY= 53— o 27 1980 &F F i » o SA By B PUSEAL HiRSE -
IR ﬁﬁ#’/rmtzfﬁ%]ﬁﬁ ﬁ(@]ﬁt Fﬁ%o«%rjéﬁm R P 20
BIORBE - T RSB 4 S SR & PP [y
(T4 @L@EN%W@%°
. _F,ﬂj P fpEe < g IEIfJf@?”D gylﬁuﬂ[‘g H[Lyﬁ)‘rf%’rg JDT—?E%J pF
T * T E éjg‘ﬂ’f: = HERLNEFE NS M IR R bl h
*“Ameﬁ@w%g’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁvw*wwéﬁw*ﬁ
= B CRBUHRE | NEIRE A SRR
L 2=0E ﬁTV[H AR > 5 - F’?ﬁ I R %ﬁi AN PRI R R R
I3 > PlIRIE) RLSWpSE S © B e *”J[ﬂﬂ*lgﬁr%* Jaﬁ%\’ﬁﬁqfliﬁfﬁf
TR =
T3 2 A T BRI 8 ORI e
CE N 2 ﬁf%aw“*ﬁwJ*ﬁW@$\WW%ﬁ\WWk@
WS S OSSP PR R SR B ST iy &
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iﬁﬂ*ﬁgﬁ[ﬂ’éﬁﬁ}kﬂ\ B ﬂjﬁ"@; %+ iﬂﬁ\ N YR EYIE VLG o D]
ELTIRER R K 5 T 5 U £ 9 2 1 Ve

RS (RS EIR st P s 45 JT‘@ = ﬂﬁ‘i"?ﬂk HE]
%EWW¥ ) 5 75 wm@ﬁ@ yﬁﬂg TR TN
,;? k’/ff fﬂjiﬂ & (Kelly & Sheppard, 2010 ; Lee &
Ready, 2007)

"EJ%LJH{‘U—Hs =r 4 ﬂﬁf?gﬁ ﬁF[ZEI#/H SETTEIE Imjjlaﬁrflﬁ F]Iﬁjﬁ?ﬁﬂ
PTG A d=st Rl e ORt L j%*ﬂﬁ%ﬁ
ATHL ][RIV SP AR s AR o BT L*ﬂﬂ%ﬁlﬁl?ﬁlf AL Y
P B T T RIS R SR bm@¢ﬁ
LR = > 2 S SRS R S OB B
HL S PO T I SRS DRI 5 7]
ﬁlfﬁﬁfﬁ > (French, Atkinson, & Rugen, 2007 ; KeIIy&Sheppard,
2010) -

>~ FR AR Y T REFE R

P b B[R S (R T S
W 2o J%% A AR VIR TSR ERTRT eSS P AR
MR T TR TSR e R
fﬁff)u%gﬁu | B2 (small by design) > ﬁlJ?[Ef’FTJﬁf%EﬁWYt e~
[ 17 J, fipggr sk E IR ] BEEAE (small by default) (Lee & Ready,
2007) o 1 P By L P By e S R
73 Bl

— ~ RN PR ER
T BT IEI‘J*FJTQVE%E'%’J‘??E@ E PRI R S
B LA E L T ﬁ plid '/ Y [v James Bryant Conant'éfﬁ’]ﬁﬁ EESAN

ﬁ&ﬁufg flio IE' ,itl 1959 F fiy <<FJ rjguﬂ\[as«lfg fl1)  (The American
High School Today )  [*=lIA[IFRE] - iyl * B, 7 455 400 = (RIK
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BOHTERIRTI 576200 2014 1S

TEEECT & 100 1) o ST R gy L Tfﬁ gﬂﬁ*ﬁfﬂ'ﬁ%} (Lee
& Ready, 2007) - fij Fine % Somerville (1998) “Jﬁ—fﬂ“ il
OB HEAHLT | 200 % 350 f5 K5 - iy B - BETIIT) 400 =
500 KL » S L ISR J/F ST ) RLSfORS % 2
= ijéﬁ

I 1 B PRERBREA 2 F 12 RO R RIS A
T ()3~ > 2000 : Cotton, 2001 ; Lee & Ready, 2007) :

(=) FHL % (house plan) & 7~ FPHIUEEA [ 15 5
SHPHLF S WP Y FRPE - @R - L R
B R A F»?[;ﬁ@jﬂﬁﬂfri (host school ) [iUFKAL= jﬁgﬁ‘ﬂ* 1= flet
FHYFAE Fre PSS FrsaRz P22 g R -

(=) K™= (minischool) 3K M ERFE T Fie TRUFAE W 558
R (HE P R AR S R SRR R

=) M (schools-within-a-school) : T’ﬁﬁﬁ%‘t}’?‘fr ([ A ABLE
VSRV PSR o~ SRR e bR - R A TR
[ T S A AL 7F§E lﬁﬂﬁ' EpFTe TESSEET > M T e E0E - (E
PR E PRSI BRI R T R R R R
B o Rl AR R P B A = mﬁ °

(p4) JEEP Fi2 o] BS54 (autonomous small school ) : ﬁ@g’]
SR ETE F e DB pumf R RLEEE PR T e T [l R SE
PoR o (T S SEETEPOE SRS, RUSRUES F12 s E
o TSR e ]~ A S5 ]

2~ AR R v B0 SR S ) 1Y 98 e e
,qur‘;fzéf’y??'g\E[’Sl‘L',}:E'igw:ﬁ E[’?‘E%?jf\ljli[fjl:ﬁj 4. 'QFETFH ey 3 F‘gﬂ_ il 2 &
1 SRR PG R ) ¢ fYe
£, 58 4 F”E}pﬁHF ﬁl - FUS ee?m;s,gwq;%ﬁ% o T‘ij%aFrench .
Atkinson =* Rugen (2007 ) f J’ﬁll‘d“ | F'Jﬁ Hur?] el5 el 32T B | E
FAELWTE(] 1970 F Ui FEHIE Deborah Meier & Z[[ 3£ H, = ﬂﬁjgh
(Progressive Movement) [URERVEYEY » 2 RG] BISPAL T ﬂ?glgl

[RITE T 28 2 EJJ%% =t %ri;ﬁ’ Eﬁ&t U%’%i* o S RIEE Rl G A
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ATRUFSH A %lj fi J]JFWFE% ﬂj% DN Y RS 22 (Central Park
East Elementary School ) ; [#& % Deborah Meier 7+ Teodore Sizer F;l@#‘
%m"%‘ﬁEJJ ( Coalition of Essential Schools ) fufs=™ » =g =" Tl
HH\ 15, (Central Park East Secondary School) - 7 ?ﬂ [“I'—“
s ELSCB BT [t | RIS e R t'fﬁlﬂiﬁ%“‘aﬁa =T
IR ST PR RS R RO T RIS F e
BP0 (U85 ~ o o 21 ﬂﬁﬁ*)v&%wma
) RO S SRR -
=gt > BT T ﬂ | (Microsoft) gJ&E* Bill Gates Frery = fiu T2,

?i‘fﬁLﬁ 1 ; (Bill and Melinda Gates Foundation ) 90 = {4 H§[4¢ F‘
AT Wfi;ﬁiﬂ LR aEERT ﬁ 15 l%r?:t%?%i[ﬁﬁ'*ﬁﬁqfll 'J%ﬁ
waﬁﬂﬁoﬁPﬁﬂﬁﬁw%ﬂ"E“%$¥%Eﬁ®@Béﬁfﬁwrl
B f T2 XA IR O SR
ipJH[@[?W/uﬂﬁﬂjéj{?:ﬁ%& F e %p‘}‘ﬁ%{ ) 'f‘Tf»FI PPy
%ﬁ:’}%ﬂ?_‘?ﬁ* riJTiHl’gH?r“@ s - #W’“EJFUFTJM 5
el U m[T’ T OE L SRR
E#‘%r‘%& ui F[ y = 7’5 ?;é&&%}%gu s $HENE J"Eﬂjg[
E I > SR 5 flkfﬁ‘j‘i ELQFW[%] ) RS WHJH
ity S W (R ﬁg%ﬁﬂmﬁ SR 2t T AN A XA O
=1 & 2,000 Fef ] BT EIUS iy FrEE SR D B
AU8 (- sy R E ISR A 0235 H (Kelly & Sheppard, 2010 ; Lee &
Ready, 2007 ) -

R R A O 5] 9 SO AT - S5 i AR L
S PO CRTLRLS 5 ik 3 ORI JRL01H7Y
2001 & spp vy R o T = &) (No Child Left Behind
Act, NCLB) A[HEFHAGES ™ A BRI AT YV I 20w G 1,000 &2
ES F[\H\#JFQ,J PR dikg o] F'J@E?%ﬁ'frh;i ; (Smaller Learning
Communities Program) > ﬁﬂiﬂlﬂﬂ*ﬁ Fl vz epo g = e 28 2 R
ANIEGI F”*ﬁ%ﬁw T2 R RS pUEE %ﬂ* lﬁﬂﬁ AR
EIES SEkE t[Jf Eﬁ%&#]ﬁx (block schedulmg) + = f=' (theme-based )
2R AYE (academy) SV S UMD RIS = PRIV 2B
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2 (career academy ) ~ I'] R&LIEZE4E (magnet school ) =7 (28~
2000 ; United States Department of Education, Office of Vocational and
Adult Education, 2008) -

N PR R N

KBIF L B 90 F A& e || RS ERUEIY

oA Bk ﬁﬁ FIPSSEL e P f g Pt ) BTl pl B T E ] -
: T <5 ﬂfﬂ fl1, (Talent Development High Schools )

L Legters Balfanz = McPartland (2002) I'] & [as«l T4 A Jr;g ﬁﬂ
(United States Department of Education) (1998) FIJ%F[ ) Fj/—ﬁ‘::gg
ey FIT fcméﬁkﬁllﬁg,ﬁi_’%’\* (John Hopkins University ) rﬁ | e
EEW‘L'HI‘L“ , (Center for Research on the Education of Students Placed
at Risk, CRESPAR ) Frf[=t pra— %Ejﬁ,rjflm’srﬁ'. E & F’[?‘ﬂfﬁj?ﬁﬁiﬁj\ ]
SR O T~ B e S B rmeggmgpgg%
B AT L SR S OSSR T
FEP) o Ry R RIS g o e e %ﬁ!,’ﬁ]l (Patterson High
School ) PRE&FEE T ol N5 e 7 > HORLES 1995-06 577 W] 7=
CRESPAR %@r [Pl R %Eli‘fiﬁfﬁﬁ’?%%w [ e SR EL IR T
R J*W}""ﬂ[%ﬁ;lrﬁ.ﬁ;f

rj,F :ﬁ%lﬁ FlT e R pu ST {&E‘Fg:fd;,ﬁe%@ﬁ(pﬁ”;ﬂ —,ﬁ':?[flf
e PR I 2 MRBEOF RS TR
F‘[b%?i f;ﬂiﬂrfu = R R B SR s Ad s, FRER
A e O SRR RS U - ey
aﬁyn PUIEIT

(=) JeE % pu TRy =R (Ninth Grade Success Acade-
my) :fli%fd ”’é%;l@guﬁgﬁ_m | I fxgm[gu[;gggg ol w5
A7 6 F“L"ﬁb*{'ﬁ REFS VI 0 SRR [ PR 2 iy
wtwr—] T 'F”v*[ﬁﬁﬂ RIS o T ‘f/*t'i{éﬁﬁ URETE R
IR 4 5 L (R ) ot R © BB 1
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B e PIBE S Y -

(=) g e py THIESPGI,  (Career Academies for the Upper
Grades) * EUSAHITOPFHS - [[IOIRLIG - 52 Ry 3
SRR T FIFVBVES HUR 10 2 12 F Rpuse 2 SR FIpOREE - B
(0% 5 [ F) 250-350 &% dkegh > Py [l VR R (R
oz b~ PR BURRISEET) o BRELE SR BHEA T [R
BVFL PV SR - DS F s SR

(=) = ﬁﬁgﬁliﬁ EFH (Core Curriculum for a Four-Period
Day) : 504 5% PHafFN > 2 afFiss 80 = 90 5364 - (R Z [SF9t -

FFI"E Eiﬂj: FlF[DL[?F?BEAIIT%,IMIH,F?L‘W\;E(W [grﬂ %Ilj’i‘i%g’
R FREE] 2R RIS & d;;ﬁg%ei o 1
i

_-EI

(P FiF15 8 (Twilight School ) = 7% # By (1478 2 15 HL ]
Egm§§ﬁﬁ§&uﬁw&ﬁu+#§,}%Jﬂﬁﬁ E$J (S D  ZEpY
P e o S PRI AT R

=~ PEfr E 4 (First Things First, FTF) @ 1§ Legters -
Balfanz == McPartland (2002) I'] ¥ = [ﬁ)‘i'%’afﬂ ?"fﬁ\ ﬁﬂ (United States
Department of Education) (1998 ) Elfﬂ%@f, » DEIV R ERUSRY TS
ﬁa’yﬁ'@?’ﬁwﬁ[[@\ ; (Institute for Reform and Research in Education,
IRRE ) Frrgif B i 781 = ol S et 18 > BT I | B 7 K
%:Mﬁﬁ*mw*i R P B DAL P E SRy

}JFTJ" ﬁﬁ'izrj:*fjﬁ%i‘?’[[ﬁ ﬂfiy‘;‘;'z:\’ﬂ el r,ﬁgﬁ, flT (Wyandott High
School) FEHE: JHW 1998 F [l 8 FTR AL > Sk oz
EVER LB S ) T L R (RTPAE HH‘*¢?>WTW%?
TR I—QIEJTELJ EeE D o (B ?%ipj]}ﬁ ST IR EAE A
Mpmg%,mW*Fw?%@ﬁxﬁWJﬁiwm@%ﬁﬁ e
F“‘TF:':@ 2o SUEHIVTEIN S H F“@_Iﬁ Fol o puse 2 fgpup” 259% > =
B | TRIRERV S & SR ST b= {ye (557 57% » 0y = %"“»Eﬁ EIUH'.?“J%E?
FR SR IR o B e F#i\@tﬂﬁrﬁj ( Ewing
Marion Kauffman Foundation) * 3 [ES«I‘“%E*‘[ ) ?‘ ELJ%:‘Q""‘L > FTF
A= = = 2 A I i glﬁj&#‘cu?ﬂ ( Legters, Balfanz, &
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McPartland, 2002 )
(=) Bﬁf%fif?“g'%ﬁ'lﬁﬁﬁﬁ”iﬂr
(=) B Ao ?F'J%EFHTJrﬁ*FFIJfHTHI R e
(=) T*i[ﬁ\}‘ﬂﬁ e~ P S 2 USRI
(Y ) L gy o ngﬁﬂ ?ig&cf fﬂ'ﬁ ‘PEIE'I ( perfo-

%’
rmance-based assessments) BRI *f#?f

() ) * H iy 22 e iudn s » W0 T IRy £
El@%”sr%%fﬁj‘ﬁié‘, ;

(5 USSR pusp = SR  BPEPR Y TRR T R R
U TP

(=) SFE W 0P~ RS S 2 R
fi
S WpEpe T FIJHIQ ;ﬁl%*i-ﬁg, , (Chicago High School
Redesign Initiative, CHSRI) @ /i kL= SCav = AAvEl » ¢ ?F’IH
42 f’ AU o fglfjﬁ} R PUES E R FI R T RS Ti 2000 =
2001 2 7 B e R E o [E) BAG T M &iﬁ&ﬁ o iy 7 %
Sl BB ) T e 3 2 e VA L= FIJH[%&E?[K@,&[&I%“P ApE ﬂj%&@‘ﬂj%&
= 4 ,ﬁ LSS & &H“Jrrg;“@{gaﬂ_{ Eienuﬂ,wjj A By > H[;Ey”
A S QL DRI PHC- TR TRAS
K [ﬂjlg AUSFFRUBpRTED™ 0 S 2002 = 2007 # fi] - 4
5 VFJ HI;I%%‘“{‘“{‘E,J » ng‘ﬁ 23 B Jﬁ flo> Ep12 B ik
B s«ﬁuﬂmr AR o IS 1L TSR R )
JFJ fl1T> ] 2008 ﬁF UEFRYS T RLAORYEE o R 1T F] F'Jﬁ I[F
ﬁqghﬁjrﬁ ( Kahne, Sporte, de la Torre, & Easton, 2008 ) -
f-48<Kahne ~ Sporte - de la Torre * Easton (2008) puiptse » 5[l
RN ngﬁ@?%—f—f%u Wl e o T B LR ] RIS .
i E 2% R PI[*IH[J[ F”q'ﬁ s FU”'?“} R RIS S gk
T SOSERIAR AR ST (e A T
k‘a’%’@%%“@ﬁ“' IR E | RSV SR S FISJ%“??’?“)W‘*JP‘JL%'J?E%'J °
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5 B P R Joel Klein fud ffV T TR ZGLE G AT
RE S5 ﬁ’ﬁr 4 (Carnegie Corporation of New York) FYAEHYH > [l
7;[ tj—%@%i‘f’ﬁj'yj FUF AN T [‘ﬁﬁ EJZrLH&F[Ja:jL[N » T+ 2002 =
2008 A Wf " 31K rrfuwjﬁ il > [11'] 200 Fifrs ] F‘Jﬁ HrryP l* N
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From The Future Euro-Classroom-
Lab: the Advantage of Technological
Learning

Fu Yuan Chiu*

Abstract

Since the founding of European Schoolnet in 1997, the use of e-learning
has increased rapidly in European Union. The “Future Classroom Lab”
was established with a main objective of promoting the use of Information
and Communication Technologies (ICT) for educational activities, and of
creating a new learning environment to stimulate and enhance the teaching
and learning process. The full implementation of electronic textbooks and
cloud assessment, ICT would affect academic achievement and stimulate
competitiveness. Based on personal visit of the “Future Classroom Lab”
(which includes the technology of Interact, Present, Investigate, Create,
Exchange, Develop and 3 ICT of Innovative Technologies for Engaging
Classrooms, Continuing Professional Development Lab, Living Schools
Lab, etc., this paper is introducing the successful experience of the future
classroom-lab in industry, government, and academia. An application of
the future classroom-lab may be able to deal with educational issues in a

multicultural urban-rural differences.
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The Inclusive Education for Disabled
Students in Italian Schools

Valentina Della Volpe*

Abstract

The school inclusion of students with disabilities is a special characteristic
in the Italian education system. In Italy there are about 63,000 specialized
teachers that are involved in inclusion processes, and about 139,000
disabled students attending ordinary schools. Italy has developed the
awareness that unbiased acceptance of the disabled is essential for the
growth of society itself. In fact, the Italian school is a community that
welcomes all students, regardless of their functional diversities, to carry
out experiences of personal and social growth. There are many strong
and well-structured projects with internal and external resources to
facilitate the realizaiton of the ideal goal. The inclusion encompasses the
involvement of all the participants, namely, the students, their parents,
the teachers and students of the whole school and the territory network.
In the first part, we focus on lItalian legislation from the point of view of
historical evolution of the concept of inclusion in the education. In the
second part, we present and discuss a case study of an inclusive Italian
junior high school. This paper examines the major elements, regarding
resources and tools that portray the Italian school environment, in which
disabled students are legally recognized as a resource for the growth and
social-educational development of every citizen.

Keywords: inclusion, Italian school, disability, legislation.
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Historical Evolution and State of the Art

In Italy, the National Institute of Statistics, together with the Ministry
of Education, University and Research, and the Ministry of Work and
Social Politics realized, between the 26™ of April and the 10" of June 2011,
a study about the inclusion of students with disabilities in both private and
public junior and junior high schools.

The result is that in the academic year 2010-2011 in Italy there were
139,000 students with disabilities (3% of the total of the students), of
which about 78,000 in junior schools, (2.8% of the total of the students in
junior schools) and a bit more than 61,000 in junior high schools (3.4%
of the total of the students in junior high schools) (National Institute of
Statistics[ISTAT], 2012). In addition, about 35,729 were in upper schools
and about 16,000 in universities.

The effective inclusion of people with disabilities is a necessary
and fundamental condition for the development of society. In Italy, the
awareness of that was developed starting from the *70s through a new
approach to the disability concept, the diffusion of medical and scientific
knowledge regarding handicaps and psychic disorders and with the
normative national and international support (de Anna, 1983; 1996a;
1996b; 1998).

The World Health Organization, in the International Classification
of Functioning, Disability and Health (2001), provides a definition
of disability and health condition in a non-favorable environment,
considering the individual not only as a health subject, but also suggesting
the adoption of a global approach to the person, giving attention to the
overall potentialities, the various resources of the subject, also considering
the personal, natural, social and cultural environment that has an influence
on the person’s health.
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Figure 1  Percentages of students with disabilities in junior
and junior high schools in Italy
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Source: National Institute of Statistics. (2012). The inclusion of students with disabilities in
state and private schools. Retrieved from: http://wwuwv.istat.it/it/archivio/50280

In the pedagogical environment, the concept of “un-expressed and
contextual potentialities” was already studied in Italy and internationally in
comparative and consideration studies about the rules from Lucia de Anna.
In one of these studies we can read:

The fundamental point about the handicap problem is the expression
of potentialities that the handicapped subject has! Any disabled
person, in my opinion, can show un-expressed capacities and
potentialities, the challenge is to create the necessary conditions for
such development from teachers and operators (for operators | mean
every individual from teachers, directors and pedagogies, including
all those who operate and interfere with the educative process)” (de
Anna, 1991, p.19).

The Italian laws about the inclusion and the education in schools of
students with disabilities have had a wide development that allowed our
country to be one of the most relevant examples, in juridical laws, about
issues relating to disabilities (de Anna, 2000; 2001).
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Table 1
Academic year 2010/2011: Students with disabilities by nature of problem

Problem kind Junior School Junior High School
Blindness 0.9 0.9
Hypovision 4.2 3.6
Deafness 11 14
Hypoacusis 34 35
Motor limitations 13.9 104
Learning difficulties 22.6 26.9
Language 24.6 154
Development 17.6 11.6
Mental 40.0 47.1
Attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorders 26.5 221
Affective and relational disorders 18.8 18.6
Behavior disorders 17.2 16.0
Psychiatric 0.7 1.0
Other disabilities 17.0 15.5

Source: National Institute of Statistics. (2012). The inclusion of students with disabilities in
state and private schools. Retrieved from: http://www.istat.it/it/archivio/50280.

The evolution of the disability concept has gone through three
different phases in our country, that have eventually lead to three key
words that appear in the pedagogical reflection scene and show the story of
special pedagogy, namely, schooling, academic insertion and inclusion.

Let’s see these more in detail

1. First phase: Schooling, from 1923 to 1970

It’s been defined the right and duty of schooling for everybody,
including children with disablements, disabilities and deficiencies. Such
schooling was initially available only in special institutions.

The Italian school initially started to deal with the issue at the
beginning of the 20th century, through (the Royal Decree n.3126) from
1923 where were given the first instructions to establish rules for the
schooling of blind and deaf-mute students, along with other rules about
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the assistance to abnormal children and about the organization of special
classes in junior schools.

Not much has been done for people with physical and psychical
disablements, and only with the {Royal Decree n.653) from 1925, at
paragraph 102, it was established that the mutilated people or handicapped
people due to the war and those who were born with disabilities or
disabled for other causes that don’t have full functional capabilities of the
organs to complete all the examinations, can get total or partial exemption
for single tests, with the duty to undergo to tests that are deemed
equivalent by the commission.

{(The Royal Decree n.577) from 1928 establishes that people
in school age with behaviour or intelligence abnormalities, and easily
recoverable with a specific educational assistance from teachers with
special educational qualifications, can be included in differential classes,
while people with higher deficiencies, not recoverable, can attend special
schools with teachers who own educational titles of physiopathology.

Such (Royal Decrees) have a big importance, not only because they
show the interest in Italy, in regards to disabilities, but also because they
help to overcome the status of the link with social assistance and charity
with which disabled people were treated until then.

An important step that marked a change is surely given from the

(Constitution of 1948) in which it is underlined, at paragraph 34 that
“school is open to everybody” and in paragraph 38 “disabled and impaired
people are have the right to education”. However we can see that the word/
concept of “inclusion” is not yet contemplated.

2. Second phase: Academic insertion, from 1971 to 1993

In the second phase, the benefic effects of schooling were noted, and
the duty of including disabled students in common schools started.

The concept academic insertion refers to the presence of students
with disabilities in common schools and it’s linked to the recognition of a
right: the right that each person has to feel equal to others, with the same
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rights and aspirations, regardless of the physical, bio-psychical, social and
cultural conditions. The recognition of such right brings to the choice (at
the beginning of the x’70s) to close with the experience of special schools
and classes, and to welcome students with disabilities in normal schools.

3. Last phase: Inclusion, from 1994 onwards

It was outlined the current situation in ltaly, where we reached the
school inclusion of each child, including those with complex disabilities.

The word inclusion Please note that in Italy we use the word
integrazione. Only more recently we started to use it along with
inclusion. The first focuses on the individual with disabilities with his/her
potentialities, while the latter focuses on the environment that is modified
to welcome such student underlines the transition from the academic
insertion of the disabled child, but essentially isolated and shunned, to
the phase where there is a proactive commitment to get the child actively
participating within a context of authentic relationships with his/her peers,
school and environment.

The word inclusion represents in our national experience an important
step forward. Within a few years, it was noted that including students with
disabilities in normal classes was not enough to grant them an authentic
welcome and a promotion of individual potentialities. It was necessary to
operate on the organizational and operative plan. School has to change to
be capable of granting welcome.

Inclusion represents the preliminary availability to welcoming, we
could say unconditioned, with which it’s possible to think at academic
insertion as a right to every individual and at the inclusion as a school
responsibility.

It’s not the consequence of some deficiencies or a response to
problematic provocations, but it represents the background of values a
priori that makes welcome policies and inclusion procedures possible.

As seen, inclusion becomes a pedagogic paradigm born from the
recognition of the common right to diversity. A diversity that is not
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only identified by disability, but it encompasses the variety of personal
situations, so that heterogeneity becomes normality (lanes, 2005a).

Such transition is supported by a state-of-the-art legislation, founded
on the passing of the difficulties that prevent people from attending a
common school, not reserved, in the awareness that each individual builds
his/her own knowledge in a social environment. The school inclusion has
its basis in the (law n.118) from 1971 that establishes the obligation of
schooling for people with disabilities in normal classes, with the exception
of individuals affected with severe intellectual deficiencies or physical
disablements, for which the law considers the inclusion in particular
structures, because they were considered detached sections from public
common schools.

Only in 1977, with (the law n.517 par.2,) were introduced for the
first time forms of inclusion and support favoring “handicapped students”
within the common classes of junior and junior high schools (Junior
students are 11-13 years old and Junior high students are 14-18 years old).

In the second half of the "80s the educative action favoring students
with difficulties and their inclusion became stronger. This was because
disability was perceived as a good occasion of civil education, but
also as an opportunity, a resource for schools, to start researches and
introduce innovative methodologies. It was also understood that students
with disabilities could be an additional occasion for the qualification of
formative objectives for the entire class.

It seems important then that the legislative and judicial perspective
opens to the idea of an educatonal intervention as a unitary process, a life
project that (the Constitutional Court) in paragraphs 34 and 38, ask that
it should be built according to specific parameters of each individual with
difficulties.

{The sentence n.215) from {the Constitutional Court) from 3
June 1987 establishes that students with disabilities cannot be considered
unrecoverable and that inclusion helps them not only in socializing, but
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also in education, and that its interruption might lead to a risk of stopping
of favorable factors of the development of personality.

The inclusion culture has acquired energy, and it finds an additional
point of strength in the principles stated in (the framework law on
handicap n.104) from February 1992, and in its administrative orders.

To recap, today the full development of people, their equality
regardless of the presence of psycho-physical difficulties, and their right
to education, recalled in paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 34 of our Constitution, are
guaranteed by either (law n.517/77) and by (law n.104/92) .

{Law 104/92) is the framework law for assistance, social inclusion
and the rights for people with disabilities. It gives detailed directions about
the fulfillment of school inclusion in clauses 5, 6, 7 and 8 of paragraph
12, and in paragraphs 13 and 14. This law, other than guaranteeing the full
respect of dignity of people with disabilities, insists on the necessity of
removing invalidating situations and prearranges interventions that help
avoid marginalization processes (right to education—specific placement—
removal and passing of architectural barriers—mobility and transport—
removal of obstacles for the exercise of sport, touristy and recreational
activities etc).

More recently, with (law n.18) from March 2009, the Italian
Government has rectified and accomplished the “United Nation
Convention on Rights of Persons with Disabilities” and its optional
protocol (United Nation, 2006) and founded the National Observatory on
the conditions of people with disabilities.

Paragraph 1 states the following:

e The purpose of this Convention is to promote, protect and guarantee
the full and equal usability of all human rights and all fundamental
freedoms by people with disabilities and to promote the respect of their
own dignity.

e [For people with disabilities we mean all those people who present
long-lasting physical, mental, intellectual or sensorial disablements
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that, together with barriers of different nature, can impede their full and
effective participation to society on the basis of equality to others.

Such rule represents an additional moment that underlines the
constant attention that Italy has shown for the process of inclusion of
people with disabilities, and a never ending scientific debate fuelled by the
opening to the international context.

The Observatory is presided by the Ministry of Work, Health and
Social Politics, and is in charge three years with the following tasks:

a) Promote the fulfillment of the Convention and elaborate a detailed
report on the measures taken as per the paragraph 35 of the Convention,
according to the inter-ministerial Committee of human rights;

b) Prepare a bi-yearly program for the promotion of rights and
inclusion of people with disabilities, according to national and international
laws;

c) Promote the collection of statistical data that show the condition
of people with disabilities, also according to different environmental
situations;

d) Prepare a report on the state of application of the politics about
disabilities.

Promote the realization of studies and researches that can contribute
to detect priority areas towards which address actions and interventions for
the promotion of rights of people with disabilities.

Table 2
The Italian Framework of Inclusion

Rule Date Subject
Law n.1859 31.12.1962 |Foundation and setting of rules for junior high
Par. 11, 12 schools—Creation of differentiated classes
Law n.118 30.03.1971 | Rules favoring mutilated and civil disabled people

Presidential Decree | 31.10.1975 |Rules about schools with particular purposes
n.970
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Rule Date Subject
Law n.517 04.08.1977 |New evaluation and didactic planning grids.
Par. 2,7 Introduction of integration activities. Removal of
differentiated and special classes
Law n.270 20.05.1982 | Revision of the recruitment process for specialized
Par.12 teachers
Presidential Decree | 25.06.1983 |Rules for employees employed in local institutions
n.347 as per the agreement from 29 April 1983
Constitutional Court | 03.06.1987 |Right to attend upper schools for students with
Sentence disabilities
n.215
Ministerial 22.09.1988 |Enrolment and attendance in upper schools of
Newsletter n.262 handicapped students. Fulfillment of the sentence
from the Constitutional Court n. 215 from 3 June
1987
Law n.341 19.11.1990 |Reform of university didactic set of rules
Par. 3,4
Law n.148 05.06.1990 | Reform of junior school set of rules
Par. 1,3,4,5,6
Law n.176 27.05.1991 |Ratification of the ONU Convention on the
children’s rights from 20 November 1989
Law n.104 05.02.1992 | Framework law for assistance, social integration and
Par.3,4,12,13,14,16,42 rights for handicapped people
Presidential Decree | 24.02.1994 |Rules about coordination between health system and
Par.4 schools
Law n.449 27.12.1997 | Measurements for stabilization of public finances—
Par.40 1/138 specialized teachers/students
Law n.17 28.01.1999 | Access to universities of students with disabilities
Integration of Law 104/92
Law n.68 12.03.1999 | Specific placement, with school and work paths
including access to work for students with
disabilities
Law n.62 10.05.2000 |Recognition of comprehensive schools, run by local
Par.1 entities or privately owned, that are part, as well as

public schools, of the national education system
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Rule Date Subject

Law n.53 08.03.2000 | Instructions in support of maternity and paternity,
for the right of health and educational assistance —
Integration law 104/92

Law n.328 08.11.2000 | Framework law for the realization of the integrated
system of interventions and social service

Law n.16 09.01.2004 | Instructions favoring the access to information
technologies to students with disabilities

Law n.244 24.12.2007 |Financial law 2008—Redefinition of criteria of the
Par.2, clauses 413- number of support teachers
419,422,427,443,444,
462, 474
State-Regions 20.03.2008 | Criteria for the welcoming and taking into account
Agreement of students with disabilities—As per article 8, clause

6, law n.131 from 5 June 2003

Law n.18 03.03.2009 | Ratification and fulfillment of the NU Convention of
the rights of people with disabilities—13/12/2006

MIUR note n. 4274 | 04.08.2009 |Guidelines on school inclusion of students with
disabilities

In table 2 “The Italian framework of inclusion” we report the most
relevant steps of the Italian legislation regarding the development of the
concepts and principles of integration/inclusion.

Instrumental and Humane Resources
for Inclusion in Italy

The World Health Organization (2001) in The International
Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health (ICF) gives the
guidelines for the development of projects aiming at improve the quality
of life of individuals with disabilities. The purpose is to help increase
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potentialities, competences and activities of people with disabilities,
favoring social participation in consideration of the environmental factors
that can help.

This essay aims at make people understand that the real inclusion is
not limited to the school environment, but it is built through all institutions
around the individual and it is based on the network of all human and
instrumental resources offered by the environment and their rules
(Canevaro, 2007).

The individual educational program is at the beginning of this
process. It explicates the educational dimension of the Italian school that is
looked after by all institutional components as per the guidelines released
by the Ministry of Education, University and Research on 4 August 2009.

The individual educational program starts from the real understanding
of the needs of students with disabilities and comes from the comparison
of all institutions, school, local healthcare (ASL) and local authorities that
coordinate the necessary interventions through the network of the human
and instrumental resources available, as per the rules Atto d’Indirizzo from

(Presidential Decree) (PD) from 24. February. 1994.

The analyses provided by such organization, once the clinical
diagnosis is clarified, are: Functional Diagnosis (FD), Dynamic Functional
Profile (DFP), Handicap Work Group (HWG), Individualized Education
Plan (IEP), the test and the assessment of such educational interventions
(lanes, 2005b).

Given the above, families have a more active role that is recognized
in either the formulation of the DFP and the IEP and in their ongoing tests.

We also need to remember the high incidence of the Italian
associations of parents and relatives of people with disabilities. Thanks
to them, the first laws about social assistance, social welfare and health
care were approved, as well as paths about school education (Mura, 2004;
Pavone, 2009).

The functional diagnosis is being looked after by the health care
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and from other local entities (par.3 PD 24/02/1994), and it analytically
describes the functional development of the psychophysical state of the
student with disabilities. The functional diagnosis is handed to the parents
of the student who will in turn hand it to the school, according to the
rules indicated by the first minister, {Law 185/2006) and in time before
making a request for a specialized teacher and his/her appointment by the
education superintendent.

If the Functional Diagnosis is not available, {the Ministerial
Newsletter n.363/1994 ) clause 1 and 2, states that the certificate of the
specialized medical doctor or the one from the psychologist working in the
local healthcare or agreed upon the same, (paragraph 38 of law 448/98)
can be accepted on a provisional basis.

If the student has been certified on the basis of paragraph 3 of (the
law 104/92) the financial law from 1999 allows parents to replace the
medical certificate with a self-certification included in the admission form.
The specialized doctor who formulates the functional diagnosis has to
gather all necessary data to clarify the weak and strong points of students,
on which they need to work on.

The Functional Diagnosis has to include:

e Clinical, family and social anamnesis data of the student;

e Clinical diagnosis from the medical doctor specialized in that
particular pathology;

e The levels reached in the characteristic areas of the development
(language, cognitive, metacognitive skills, social and inter-personal skills,
personal and social autonomy, sensorial and motor-praxis skills, playing
and expressive skills.)

e The levels reached in regards to the prearranged goals for the
class attended, the response to the affective, psychological, relational and
behavioral dynamics (lanes, 2004).

The Dynamic Functional Profile is created on the basis of the
Functional Diagnosis elaborated by the specialized medical doctor. This
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highlights the skills and difficulties of the student through his/her physical,
psychic, social and emotional characteristics. This helps understanding the
actual recovery chances of the student with disabilities.

Through the definition of short, medium and long term goals,
the necessary tools to help support, stimulate and gradually strengthen
the stronger points of the student with disability are identified. This is
done with regards to the resources of the medical and social needs and
the cultural choices of the student. The DFP helps in a positive way by
highlighting the skills of the student and it helps promote development and
progress, beyond a pathological perspective about handicap.

After that, the below operations are defined based on a pedagogical
and psychological perspective, and not a medical and prognostic one, and
on the accepted methods of school programming that are really helping
teachers involved in the inclusion process (lanes, 2005b, pp.164-165).

The Individualized Education Plan is then based on the Dynamic
Functional Profile. To elaborate the IEP it is necessary to program the
interventions based on an interdisciplinary collaboration that involves
specialized teachers, operators from the healthcare and families. The IEP
has to be defined by the second month of the academic year and has to
be verified frequently, on a quarterly basis or even more frequently in
particularly difficult cases.

The IEP aims at integrating school and extra-school activities, starting
from didactic and educational projects. It is connected to the projects from
the school and to the didactical projects of the class. It is a project for a
specific student according to his/her qualities.

The aspects that have to be defined in the IEP are: purposes and
didactic goals; working paths; methods, tests and assessment; intervention
fulfillment timing; ways of family involvement; possible support tools;
testing and assessment methods

Therefore, the IEP has to be seen as a pedagogic and flexible
operating tool that operates a modification of the language of the Dynamic
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Functional Profile in pedagogic actions and does the following:

e Suggests hypothesis on the development of helping relationship;

e Highlights strategies and methods (environment, school setting,
people, situations);

e Has specific operational cores (according to specific goals);

e Encompasses areas of development and support coordinated by the
teachers of the class;

e Gives directions on the modifications of projects of the class
according to the presence of the student with disabilities;

e Indicates tools and resources that integrate the textbooks and justify
their choices;

e Contains the timing of the intentional learning situations developed
for the student in a flexible and planned manner;

e Includes a plan for homework;

e Provides cooperation areas with the families;

e Gives directions on possible tasks for teachers and co-operational
aspects with other operators.

The IEP is part of the educational plan offer of the school attended by
the student with disabilities. Its purpose is to fulfill the right of all children
to be educated according to their skills, regardless of their psychical and
physical conditions, paragraph.12, clauses 1 - 4 of (the law.104/92) .
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Figure 2 Development process of the individualized
education plan (IEP)
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The last resource over which the educational programming is based
is the Handicap Work Group (HWG), paragraph 15 from law 104/92,
which consists in the periodical meetings between teachers, students
parents and other operators from the health care, whose purpose is to
verify the efficacy of the educational interventions put in place through
the Individualized Education Plan. These meeting have to be set up on a
quarterly basis.

HWGs have organizational and planning tasks. They are a study
and work group made by normal and specialized teachers, operators
from the healthcare (local entities and ASL), family members of all the
students with disabilities and students (only in upper schools) with the
task of cooperating with educational and integration projects set up in the
Individualized Education Plan.

In the below table (Tabe 3) we can see the tasks and purposes of
Operational HWGs.
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Table 3
Tasks and roles of the operational handicap work group
Entity Institutions | Tasks Purposes Timing Members
| After initial | Medical
Description units,
.. . |school
. of difficulties | - normal and
Editing . inclusion -
. and potential . specialized
Dynamic period and
. development teachers,
Functional . after the
: in short and o parents of
Profiles (DFP) . transition to
medium 2 new school students
Operational | ASL, School, terms rade with
Handicap | Family, g disabilities
Work Group | Associations
Beginning | ASL
Develooment of Description | of each employees,
L P . of specific academic norrr_1a|_and
Individualized — specialized
. didactic- year +
Education Plan ducational erl teachers,
(EP) educational | quarterly or | .o
interventions | four monthly | 514 other
tests operators

Other than the school and operational HWGs there are also HWGs
from the education agency, whose tasks consist in expert advice and
proposals to the education superintendent, schools and collaboration
with local authorities and local healthcare for the fulfillment and check
of the program agreements, in accordance to paragraphs 13, 39 and 40
from (Law 104/92) (Nocera, 2006). They also check the settings and
fulfillment of Individualized Education Plans, and any other activities
regarding the integration of students with learning difficulties.

An education agency HGW is made of:

e a technical inspector appointed by the education superintendent;

e a school expert utilized according to paragraph 14, clause 10 from

(Law 270 of 20 May 1982) ;

e Two experts appointed by the local authorities;

e Two experts from the local healthcare;

e Three experts from the major associations of people with
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disabilities appointed by the education superintendent on the basis of the
criteria from the Ministry of Education.

The headmaster coordinates all initiatives inside the school along
with all operators involved. The headmaster also defines the level of
services and the financial availability, according to the current rules,
104/92, DPR from 24 February 1995, the regional law for the right to
education and the program agreement defined by the local authority, the
healthcare and the education agency.

The headmaster guarantees the formative offer that is planned
and fulfilled by the school. This is for all the students, hence including
those with disabilities. The Formative offer Plan is inclusive as it gives
precise answers to individual educational needs, based on daily actions
and projects; hence, the presence of students with disabilities is not an
issue or an emergency, but an event that requires a re-organization of
the system that was already highlighted previously and it represent a
development opportunity for everyone. The school integration/inclusion
is hence a fundamental value, a cultural assumption that requires a strong
management leadership by the headmaster, which is a key figure in the
construction of such system.

The Key Role of the Specialized Teac-
her: Formation, Competences and
Professional Profile

At the core of the italian school inclusion system is the specialized
teacher for inclusive processes (or “support teacher” as per the ministry
newsletter 199 from 28 July 1979), which is a specialized teacher,
introduced by (law 517/77 par. 2 & 7) and in the further (law 270/1982
par. 12) . The specialized teacher is a teacher who holds a master degree
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and a qualification certificate in one of the following subjects: literatures,
sciences, mathematics, philosophy, technologies, and law, etc. and with a
further certificate in special education. {Law 517/1977) states that in the
junior and junior high school, if there are students with disabilities, then
specialized teachers are needed to develop students’ inclusion.

The specialized teacher operates in primary schools, junior high
schools and, since 1992 in Junior high schools. He/she participates in the
didactic and educative programs along with other teachers integrating
activities with specific interventions to help develop skills of students with
disabilities. The amount of working hours is the same as the other teachers
from all kind of schools (25 in nursery schools, 22 in junior schools, 18 in
junior high and upper schools, spread out over at least 5 days).

The specialized teacher is appointed by the province education
superintendent, in a ratio of 1/138 out of the number of students, on
the basis of the requests from schools that have students with certified
handicaps. Each year, based on the number of pre-registrations of students
with disabilities, each school determines the situation and needs of each
single student and requests the relevant amount of specialized teachers to
the Education Agency.

The specialized teacher cooperates fully with his/her colleagues
in planning and realization of the educational and didactic projects for
students with disabilities. It makes his/her competence available, as well
as his/her didactic specialization and helps prepare the relevant tools and
paths. The specialized teacher is co-responsible for the whole educational
activities of the section, module or class that is assigned to, collaborates
with families and local healthcare agencies (ministry newsletter 184 from
3/7/1991).

The amount of working hours is based on the teacher/student ratio
and it is established by the Educational Project that is based on the needs
of each single student in regards to the nature of the handicap. The
specialized teacher has the same responsibilities as other teachers and fully
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participates in the assessment process of the class that he/she is assigned
to. Paragraph 315, clause 5 from the (Testo Unico 297/94) states:

Specialized teachers have co-ownership of the sections and classes
in which they operate. They participate in the educational and
didactic programming and in the development and assessment of the
activities of the inter-sections, inter-classes, and classes boards and
in the teachers’ board.

Moreover, thanks to them, the school develops all interventions
aiming at an effective inclusion, including the below: organization of
educational and didactic activities based on a criterion of flexibility in
the setup of sections and classes, in relation to the individualized school
programming.

Guarantee of the educational continuity between different school
levels, including communication between teachers from schools of
different levels to promote the maximum development of the school
experience of students with disabilities.

Activation of orientation courses specific for students with
disabilities.

A specialized teacher has to be able to identify and asses skills and
knowledge of the students with learning difficulties, with disabilities or
belonging to un-comfortable areas. In particular he/she has to be able to
use procedures and tools that help outline a precise profile of the student,
through tests, data sheets and diversified assessments. It is indeed essential
that the specialized teacher understands predispositions and potentialities
of the students and is able to see their interests to establish the goals that
have to be achieved through the education program.

The specialized teacher has to constantly assess the students that he/
she looks after through a systematical observation of the results achieved
(de Anna, 2007).
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In the past, normal teachers used to play the specialized teacher role,
one in each class, where there were students with disabilities. Further
qualifications were requested by (law 341) from 19 November 1990, and
in 1997 the specialized teacher role was introduced (par. 40, clause 3, law
449) .

Until 2010 to become a specialized teacher in nursery schools and in
junior schools, teachers had to attend a 400 hour specialization course at
the faculty of Science of Primary Formation. For junior and junior high
schools it was also necessary to attend one of the specialization schools
for Junior and Junior High Schools teaching (called SSIS) after the master
degree. Those schools, other than qualifying teachers, gave the specific
title of “specialized teacher”.

{(The Ministry Decree 249/2010) introduced substantial changes
in the formation of teachers for all school levels. Starting from academic
year 2012/2013, to be a specialized teacher, in addition to the above
gualifications and requirements, it is necessary to attend a training course
(minimum 60 credits) to achieve the specialization in didactic inclusion
activities of students with disabilities. The course is limited to a predefined
amount of candidates. Candidates need to be qualified teachers and have to
pass an admission test. The course is structured in specific didactic paths
for each different school levels and it encompasses 300 hour training.
The training is a fundamental part of the formative path of the university
student and its goal is help get the necessary professional competences.
At the end of the course, candidates need to pass a test to achieve the
specialization diploma.

Currently the specialization for supporting activities can only be
achieved through Universities. The formation of teachers is currently being
reviewed by the government. The Ministry of Education, universities and
research will create specific qualification classes for support activities and
will release guidelines that specifically define the formative path of this
professional figure.
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Going back to the pedagogic level, we need to remember that
inclusion processes are not predefined, but are evolving continuously,
because they deal with people and require training and competences (de
Anna, 2007).

To better define the competences of the specialized teacher, the
technical committee of the permanent observatory for the school inclusion
of people with disabilities elaborated a formative path split into seven
modules (de Anna, 2007) that has to be fulfilled for the creation of a highly
qualified professional figure.

In the below table 4 we report the split of the seven modules. Lucia
de Anna (2007) states that they have to be considered in a circular and
interconnected way, although they are presented as a sequence.

Table 4
Teachers training and the seven modules

Title Competences to develop

1) Acknowledge diversity of - Manage information, arranging them within a
needs in the class and know the | historical institutional cultural framework
possibilities offered by the rules | - Identify issues

and by the current inclusion - Manage the relationship between teaching and
procedures learning with competence and flexibility

2) Know the student with - Read a clinical diagnosis and a functional diagnosis
disabilities - Effective use of an observation checklist

- Identify appropriate formative goals

- Identify if learning difficulties derive from physical,
intellective, emotional or social issues

- plan and build learning units with adequate methods,
tools and technologies

3) Create learning environments | - Build communication and interaction relationships
and a network of relationships - Organize the class as a learning and didactic
communication environment

- Act in a didactic way

- Create connections with the physical environment

(D
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Title Competences to develop

4) Utilize inclusive didactic
strategies

- Build along with other colleagues an educational path
attentive to the needs of the student with disabilities

- Monitor, verify and assess progresses, knowledge and
goals achieved

5) Utilize methodologies,
methods and specific materials

- Know (historically, in either positive and negative
aspects) the various methods used didactically in
regards to students with disabilities, their implications
and effects

- Test and search solutions and adaptations more
suitable to the needs of students with disabilities

- Establish with families of moments of continuity
and discontinuity in the educational and re-enabling
activity

6) Support in the school and
life project

- Know problems about work and specific job
placement

- Identify formative paths to help build the job
placement

- Translate in a professional profile a task, a duty to
complete as a job in a didactic project and program

- Create connection paths between school and
professional training to help the student with disability
acquire professional competences

7) Build and strengthen working
relationships with colleagues,
personnel, stakeholders and
families

- Acquire ability in collaborating

- Engage in open communication with colleagues in
regards to the teaching activity

- Address conflict

- family empowerment

- continuity and discontinuity with families

- Identify relationships between the school environment
and other educational entities

- Work on common projects

Source: de Anna (2007). The training of teachers and the seven modules. Educational and
Social Inclusion, 6(5), pp.437-453.

The task of the specialized teacher is to collaborate with other
teachers in order to develop a specific program keeping in mind the needs
of all students and the possible issues that could arise, and developing
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teaching methods that can help overcome such issues. In doing so, the
specialized teacher deals with difficulties of the students with disabilities
on the whole, not just those of a specific student. Hence, the specialized
teacher always constantly cooperates with other teachers: participates
in the traditional educational programming, contributes to the choice of
teaching strategies that can be used for the whole class. Has an important
role in the arrangement of didactic and support materials that help the
learning of all students, actively participates in the supply of precepts for
the entire class.

Normal teachers, who are expert in specific didactic disciplines,
should instead operate in a personalized way, especially in presence of
more difficult cases.

The joint work of the specialized teachers and normal teachers favors
the inclusion and the stimulation of positive attitude towards the inclusion
itself, without prejudices and stereotypes. Given the above, specialized
teachers have a great importance and are part of decision process within
schools.

Others Aid Roles in the Inclusive Process

The specialized teacher is not the only figure in the school system
that deals with students with disabilities. School operators such as janitors
have a great importance in supporting everyday activities and needs of
individuals with difficulties. They help, as part of their specific functions,
“in assisting students with disabilities, giving them the necessary support
to access external schools’ structures areas, within such structures and
to exit them, in the use of hygienic services and help in the personal
hygiene”.

Their tasks are divided into ordinary and additional. Janitors are
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appointed by the headmaster after choosing them within the technical
administrative staff, they have to be qualified and they receive an
additional compensation.

In case of a student with severe disabilities, the local authorities
(municipality or province) can appoint one more professional figure:
the operator for personal autonomy, following a request that has to be
forwarded to the relevant municipality for students attending junior
or junior high schools, while the same request has to be forwarded to
the province (Office of Social Services Department) for those students
attending upper schools.

The task of the operator for personal autonomy is to favor school
inclusion by:

e Supporting in the projects aiming at reach personal autonomy in the
daily school activities (eating, walking, use of services, dressing up, etc.)
along with the help of a janitor;

e Supporting the student in reaching his/her own autonomy
regarding the surrounding environment and the social inclusion that are
reached through the didactic-educational internal activities (laboratories,
recreational and motor activities) and external activities (school trips,
guided tours, etc.);

e Collaborating with both normal and specialized teachers for the
school activities program in accordance with the IEP and the HWG.

The main rules dealing with the above are:

e Par. 13, clause 3 (from Law 104/1992) ;

e Ministry of Instructions, university and research, newsletter 3990
from 30 November 2001.
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Table 5
Mean hours per week of operators for personal autonomy

Junior School Junior High School

Independent in

at least one of the
three activities
(moving, going to
the toilette, eating)

Not independent
in any of the three
activities

Independent in
at least one of the
three activities

Not independent
in any of the three
activities

4,0 10.0 5.0 10.6
41 14.3 2.4 7.2
1.9 7.6 1.9 4.0
3.3 9.8 3.4 7.0

Source: National Institute of Statistics. (2012). The inclusion of students with disabilities in
state and private schools. Retrieved from: http://www.istat.it/it/archivio/50280

If a student has a sensorial deficiency (blindness, hypo vision,
deafness, or hypo acusis), the school, following the family’s request, can
forward to the local authority a request to appoint a further professional
figure: the communication assistant for deaf students and the typhlology
expert for blind students.

They are social-educative assistants that support students with
sensorial disabilities and interact with them in order to compensate their
communicational difficulties, due to deafness or blindness. They are a sort
of mediators and help facilitate communication, learning, inclusion and
the relationship between the student, the family, the class, the teachers and
specialized services.

To help the inclusion and the learning process, such operators use
strategies, communication models, and specific tools for each student, to
help him/her access all didactical contents. If necessary, they use the Italian
sign language and the Braille. At school, they interact and co-operate with
other people, including normal and specialized teachers, helping reach the
goals set by the IEP.
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The classroom is the environment where the development of the
student factually takes place; hence, it is necessary that the inclusion of
the student with disabilities is carried out by agreeing to all the necessary
conditions that will guarantee the accomplishment of the goals set up by
the IEP (Canevaro, 2007). Initially, classrooms including students with
disabilities were made of at most 20 people (par. 7, clause 3, law 517/77;
par.13, clause 1, law 104/92). However, in 1997 (Law 449, par.40), with
the abrogation of the previous rules, the number of students per class had
increased to an unacceptable level.

Following (law 448/1998) par.26 and the subsequent {Ministry
Decree n.141) from 3 June 1999, the limit of students per classes has been
set to 20 (including disabled students). As a result, an inclusion project has
to be carried out by the whole class board and not only by the specialized
teachers.

The headmaster has to send the school inclusion project to the HWG
of the education agency, explaining the reasons of the number of students’
reduction, highlighting the formative needs of the disabled student as well
as the strategies and methods used by the class board.

The HWG of the education agency has to be a motivated letter to
the education superintendent, who can then approve the project. If such
project hasn’t been forwarded or approved, the classes of junior and junior
high schools, attended by students with disabilities, can’t have more than
25 students. The number of students in the range 21-25 will be determined
by the seriousness of the student’s disability, the overall conditions of the
students with disability, the organizational issues of the school, and the
professional resources available. More than one student with disabilities in
the same class is allowed only in exceptional cases of minor disabilities.

In Italian state others entity commits to fulfill specific tasks according
to their competences (par.13 (law 104/1992) ):

e The education agency appoints the specialized teachers for
inclusion activities; activates school and professional orientation courses;
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provides on-site training and learning opportunities for normal and
specialized teachers: guarantees the use of supporting personnel for the
school integration process; promotes and favors the experimentation of
new forms of inclusion between school, territory and professional training,
in respect of the applicable rules.

e The province administration commits to progressively eliminate the
architectural barriers of the school buildings they manage, according to the
plan in place; facilitates the use of school operators in the school inclusion
process; co-ordinates with other entities the necessary interventions
regarding the right to education; guarantees the co-operation with the
school administration regarding school and professional orientation for
disabled students; promotes continuous training opportunities in support of
occupation and professional reconversion of disabled workers; favors the
experimentation of new ways of integration between school, territory and
professional training, in respect of the applicable rules;

e The local healthcare drafts the certificate of the recognition of the
handicap, the functional diagnosis and every other documentation aiming
at detect the characteristics and needs of the students, with the purpose of
identifying the resources, tools and supports needed for school inclusion;
guarantees the presence in the school of the operators for the revision
of the dynamic functional profile and for the periodical assessments of
the Individualized Education Plan; send one of their representatives in
the workgroup for the integration, as stated in (par.14, clause 2, law
104/92) : co-operates with the school administration in expert advice
activities for the realization of the training projects, as outlined in M.N.
137/90; co-operates with the province administration and the centers for
professional training, orientation and support to inclusion; when needed,
arranges for rehabilitation personnel to be sent to the schools; drafts the
functional Diagnosis and the DFP;

e The municipality further proceeds in the elimination of the
architectural barriers from the school buildings they look after; ensure
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the presence of the supporting staff, the personal independence and the
communication of the students with physical and sensorial disabilities
and the non-independent students: guarantees the transportation for
disabled students; provides schools with a map of the resources available
for the schools in the territory (sport, educational, cultural, spare-time
infrastructures, etc.), favoring their use.

The Inclusion: an Everyday Reality

The access to the junior high school represents a particularly complex
moment in the life of the persons with disabilities and their families. The
type of school, the assessment of the educational programme proposed, the
consistency with the disabled student’s life project, the teachers’ expertise
in relation to the educational programme, represent only some of the
many aspects which must be assessed when choosing the most appropriate
educational path (Folci, Maggiolini & Zampieri, 2011).

It is in such considerations that the professional figure of the author
of this article is included, serving as a specialized teacher in a junior high
school in Rome.

In the following part, we will deal with the actual on-site work,
describing an Italian meaningful situation.

The junior high school “G.G.Belli” is in the North part of Rome, in
the quarter Prati-Della Vittoria and it is included in historical buildings,
particularly valuable from an architectural point of view, that bear witness
of a school idea that is typical of people belonging to the medium-upper
class, who will attend university after finishing the junior high school.
This school welcomes both students coming from the local areas and the
neighboring quarters, and in some cases, even from further areas, often
associated with the commuting of the parents working in the many offices
of the areas, and foreign students whose parents are employed by the local
families.
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Figure 3 The public junior high school “G.G.Belli” of
Rome

Photo taken by Valentina Della Volpe, 2012

The social and cultural environment is rather homogeneous, made
up mainly by people belonging to the medium-upper classes, employed
in tertiary activities with a generally high educational level (most of the
students’ parents hold a degree) and there is also a big amount of social
infrastructures (theatres, cinemas, libraries).

The educational requests, qualitatively considerable, represent the
multiple interests and knowledge hunger of the students and their families.
Bearing in mind the needs of the users and the needs of the community,
the school has developed to a constant enrichment and improvement of the
formative offer, in accordance to the goals set up on a European level. (The
school’s website is available from http://www.scuolabelli.it/home_belli.
php, 2012).

Given the context, the school has developed a differentiated formative
offer, made up by the traditional music sections, the strengthening of
German courses, the introduction of Spanish courses, two full time
sections, and elective afternoon and summer activities, realized thanks to
the commitment of the parents association “Noi del Belli”.

The school has 34 classes, of 30 weekly hours (normal time) and
5 courses, made up by 3 classes each, 32 hours for the 2 music sections
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and 36 hours (full time) for the other 4 courses, with a total of about 850
students (aging 11-14). The 2.4% of the total is made up by students with
disabilities. Together with me in the school there are 8 other specialized
teachers, 4 operators for autonomy and 4 typhlology experts.

My task is to guarantee and experiment a good level of
personalization in the didactic activities, favoring the social inclusion of
all students involved and ensure collegiality and sharing of ideas between
stakeholders (lanes, 2005a). Moreover | contribute in favoring the chance
to take back a pedagogical vision highlighting the needs of the students,
and plan actions and interventions in adherence to the principles of
inclusion and to the organizational models from the school set of rules.

This means that the specialized teacher works with his/her colleagues
on four different factors:

(@) The mood of the class

Teachers have to be fair and not discriminatory, they have to be
attentive to the needs of everybody, accept the diversities of the students
with disabilities and value them as enrichment for the whole class, they
have to favor the set-up of a sense of social identity, and build up positive
social and emotional relationships.

(b) The didactic strategies and the tools

The didactic planning aiming at inclusion entails the use of favoring
strategies and methods, such as the co-operative learning, the work or pair
group, the tutoring, the learning by discovering, the division of the time
into multiple times, the use of didactic mediators, tools and informatics
aids, software and other specific aids.

It is important that teachers prepare the study documents or
homework in electronic format, so that students using aids or computers
can easily access them in order to carry out their learning activities.
It is important therefore that the new technologies are well known in
order to favor school inclusion, also considering the potentialities of
electronic books. Therefore all teachers need to be familiar with the new
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tools and can avail of training opportunities carried out by the Ministry
of Instructions and Local Entities, in order to support the activities of
disabled students even when the specialized teacher is not there.

(c) Learning and teaching

An inclusive system considers the student as the protagonist of
the learning process regardless of his/her capacities, potentialities or
limitations. Therefore, it is necessary to build up the knowledge by
activating personal strategies of approach, in respect of the pace and style
of learning and supporting the mechanism of self-regulation.

The method of the co-operative learning seems to be a good approach
in this regard, along with an educational individualized plan, which is
constantly monitored.

(d) The awareness of the incremental value of the teachers’ competences

The educational activity has to be able to demand and not only to
protect. But, in order to do so, it has to have a certain credibility, which
has to be achieved day by day (Canevaro, 2006) hence, the collegiality of
teachers have to be able to:

e Organize and give life to learning situations; this implies knowing
the contents to teach for a given subject and their translation into learning
goals; start working based on the students skills, with a view to the issues
and obstacles related to the learning process; build up and plan didactic
systems, engage students in research activities and knowledge projects;

e Manage the progress of the learning process, i.e. create and manage
problematic situations that are suitable to the level and potentialities of
the students; acquire a thorough view of the teaching goals; get a full
understanding of the theories regarding the teaching activities; observe and
evaluate the students in the learning situations according to a formative
approach; carry out periodical assessments of the competences and decide
on how to progress;

e Create and put in place differentiation methods; manage the
heterogeneity of the class and develop the co-operation between students
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and particular form of learning;

e Engage students in their learning process and in their work; raise
the desire to learn, the sense of school work and develop the capacity of
self-appraisal of the students, negotiate with students the different types
of rules and contracts, offer formative activities that are attentive to the
educational needs of everyone especially those of disabled students and
favor a personal development project;

e Group work; elaborate a group project and common goals where
diversity is not isolated or excluded, but perceived as an added value; build
up and renew a pedagogical group; face and analyze complex and practical
situations, as well as professional issues; manage complexity;

e Participate in the school management; organize and develop the
participation of all students within the school, no one excluded;

e Inform and involve the students’ parents in the build-up, fulfillment,
monitoring and assessment of the IEP;

e Use the new technologies; effectively use the didactic potentialities
of software regarding teaching goals; communicate through telemetric; use
multimedia tools in the teaching process;

e Deal with duties and ethical dilemmas regarding the profession;
fight prejudice and discrimination; participate in building up common rules
of life; analyze the pedagogical relationship, authority and communication
within the class; develop the sense of responsibility, the solidarity and the
sense of justice;

e Manage own continued training; draft a balance of own
competences and negotiate a development project along with colleagues.

The monitoring of the individualized education plan is particularly
important for the work that is carried out by the specialized teacher, in
accordance with all the other teachers.

It represents a form of research and is split into six parts:

(a) the organizational quality: assessment of the quality and general
efficacy (timing, environment and tools)
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(b) the didactic quality (or quality didactic): didactic analysis, in
relation to both the formative contents offered and the class management
and teaching strategies used (lanes, 2005b);

(c) the quality of relationships within the class: observation of the
relationships between teachers and students (Canevaro & lanes 2008);

(d) the students’ satisfaction: this is assessed by gathering feedback
and defining indicators regarding the level of appreciation of the past
school experiences;

(e) the families” satisfaction: this is assessed by analyzing the ideas
and points of view of the parents of the students with disabilities;

(f) the satisfaction of the teachers of the class board: this is done by
gathering data in relation to the professional and personal satisfaction of
the teachers involved.

e The tools that are normally used to gather the above information
are: Log-books;

e Semi-structured interviews to teachers, non-teaching school staff
and families;

e Exchange of ideas, information, considerations with teachers and
other school staff involved in the integration process;

e Direct observation of the relational and didactic dynamics, during
laboratory courses and other de-structured moments.

Through a constant and attentive monitoring of the inclusion process,
we want to try to shed light on the aspects that characterize what Canevaro
(1996; 2004) call best practices. These are procedures that make the
school a real inclusive environment.

The best practices are not just good single actions, but they are:

A complex organization for everyone, that can be used over time,
they are a quality indicator. Within school, best practices represent
also the factual possibility that there is a regular presence of
specialized teachers for support and integration [...] with a higher
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stability, with the chance that one teacher is not associated with
one disabled student, but they are a resource for the whole school
structure (Canevaro, 2006, p.139).

By monitoring we then try to investigate also the aspects regarding
the organization structure of an inclusive class, which can be useful for
future projects.

Everything starts from a good organization of the physical spaces
of the school. In particular, we want to highlight how the classrooms
have to completely fulfill the needs of the students: brightness, ease to
reach the place where the students sit and lack of architectural barriers;
with a position of the desks that favor group works, but also a good view
over students from the teachers, also facilitating the interaction with the
students.

The disposition of the seats has to guarantee a perspective view on
the whole environment and favor a good mobility of all students, disabled
or not, so to enhance relationships and communication.

Figure 3 Major elements of an inclusive class

Diversity
Equality
Equity

Positive
Interdependence
Co-responsibility

The inclusive
class

Proactive
Relationships

Self-efficiency
Empowerment

Generative
learning

Meta-cognitive
Self-regulation

Individual and
Social Identity
and Autonomy

Source: Della Volpe (2012) Inclusive online learning environments: Pedagogical reflections
and possible applicable models (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). Department of
Motor, Human and Health Science, Foro Italico University.
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The organization continuity, cannot however be guaranteed by the
specialized teacher only, but it has to be achieved through the collaboration
with the class coordinator, which represents the binding agent between
each teacher and an important go-to person for both teachers and the
disabled students and their families.

In particular, the specialized teacher has to be able to deal with the
needs of the families that, in past experiences haven’t been looked after:
they have instead to be looked after and constantly kept up to date about
the progresses and issues of their children (Pavone & Tortello, 2002).

Therefore we can say that a good, organized school is a school that
carries out good procedures, it is an organization that takes into account
the differences of the students and their diversity.

Conclusions

The inclusion of students with disabilities is an essential goal of the
Italian school system, as it represents the effective objectification of a
pure, shared social value and the fulfillment of a specific constitutional
rule based on the principle of equality (par.3).

The school plays an essential role in helping the growth and the
social integration process of the student with disabilities (Moliterni, 2010;
Mura, 2011).

It is important to remember that along to the right to education
(par.34), that has to be granted to everyone, the right to health (par.32), to
support, to placement into work (par.38) and to education (par. 30 and 38)
have to be granted as well, as part of the inclusion project.

Hence, the inclusion of students with disabilities takes place through
the co-operation and inter-relation of all the available services specifically
set up (law 104/92) . Their complexity needs therefore a careful
evaluation from all the people involved.
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The knowledge of all issues related to the integration of services and
the development of helping procedures, represent an important way of
work, especially during the current period of reduction of the resources
available. This is particularly important as the scientific and social focus
increases the sensitivity regarding disorders and disabilities. And this
increases the number of students that are recognized as in need of specific
interventions.

The effort and commitment that are required to the headmaster and
to the teachers within schools to allow the actual inclusion of the students
with disabilities are increasing. While the headmaster is directly involved
in the specific organization within the school, teachers, on the other hand
need to improve their competence in the inclusive education process,
as this represents the most important factor for the inclusion and the
development of the students with disabilities.
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An Analysis and Its Implication of the
Compulsory Education Development in
the Netherlands
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Abstract

Extending the length of compulsory education is a global trend and also
a major educational policy of Taiwan currently. By means of literature
review, official documents and relevant research paper analysis, this paper
discusses the development and implementation of the 13-year compulsory
education system in the Netherlands. The special characeristics of
the Dutch education system, such as the world’s longest compulsory
education, the maximum range of parental choice, the vigorous private
schools, and the early tracking system are introduced. Meanwhile,
the challenges such as the high dropout rate, unequal opportunities,
segregation, and culture of mediocrity are discussed, along with some
measures taken by the government as an effort to seek solutions. Finally,
referring to the Dutch experience, this paper reflects on the recent 12-
year Basic Education policy in Taiwan. It is concluded that extending the
length of compulsory education is by no means a panacea for educational
problems. Educational reforms have to consider both issues of quality and
equity at the same time.
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B o BGIRFL 0 MEL B 'iﬁfﬁ&’i‘_ AT o E T A 1E,[ﬁ
f}’g"]ﬁﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁi’?ﬁ (Amsterdam) ﬁIJ”F“‘Eﬂz (red light district ) 9‘ E'
fi%%ﬁﬁffiﬂllf?u IR ED © puSCEEe A0 5 B H T IR ‘#F[
:**W*T'FUY“ fE xﬂﬂﬁ’ﬁ 77FFUET [?“E T”’F%F“” ?ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ*ﬁ”@ﬂﬂ [Eik
IR o ECRVRE R A B E ‘ﬁ%,érff” 17 P qymul&% M~
Y o ?f’gr"@‘%?'*?"[‘ﬁi%’?‘ﬁpgf J/?‘I?%%L“’L EEEJJ: ﬁf&éﬁéﬁj‘féﬁﬁ"l‘i?fﬁ
A= YV DY S AR b E RS T OF W‘[’F} ’
2013) o kI fh LR l’%ﬂfﬁ R =5 (PSS By e F R 2

e Y SR e 2 wﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ?@ﬁw e o
—Fuﬁ%}lﬂﬁp “{»;ﬂ.;‘ﬁ?&:ﬁxﬂﬁg%{; Sy o i AR SR ,;I

BT = o BB P BT RO - B
B ~;r2r; = [ [Ty E I [F[J o

s R

TP BRTST ?;Iﬂju‘l‘&ﬁzég%i BEVE) q&@ﬁgﬁgwﬁﬁ;@gg%
ﬂoﬁ%mﬂMﬁ?#sm&w‘wmmaf H18 5 > FIEE
4 BRI > F1 12 5 0 57 8 W S - {6 4 BRI TR g
# iwﬂ'PFiwﬁﬁ SET R CET 125 R
iﬁjﬁ ERES ?FE”H*F”’T asEd UL Ry iERe , (Cent
raal|nstltuutvoortoetsontW|kkelmg CITO) - Aritf Flfi’?%iﬁéiiﬁllr,%% il
IR G

12 = 18 muplfl1%" fsr?g EES » plﬁ”:“r:g NIRRT f' l%*;'?"srﬁ"ﬁj
STEERE L BT o “'ﬁFTFUEJ““"&i Hif77) (pre-vocational secondary
education, fir i ¥ {7 VMBO ) FA»T'?J"\E’H A&7 (junior general
secondary education, fi [ ¥ 7 MAVO) F1% F 5 i) 77 (pre-
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vocational education - fir [ ¥ i LBO) [q7E 5 572 » T F ﬁjuglfjfggj
Ab = %Tf—”f?] (senior general secondary education, [ [ ¥ 7%
HAVO) ; 31= > %‘Eﬁjﬂﬁsji%’giﬁﬁﬁj?’?} (pre-university education, [
B RPE VWO) > ﬁ%&l%fﬁﬂﬁl%ﬁlﬁ 1-

W1 B

s [=IE 6
(W0) e BT
(HBO) (MBO) 18 55 —
Ll | o | [P RO
(VWO) (HAVO) tha s (E)]{S W
(6 4F) (5 ) (MAVO) a4 )) “
445) i
& #
CITO "
12 5%
2
[ RV (8 4F) ;‘;
G
4K

HPRIKE : Tieben,N & Wolbers, M. H. J. (2010). Transitions to post-secondary and terti-
ary education in the Netherlands: A trend analysis of unconditional and
conditional socio-economic background effects (p.87), High Educ, 60.

P

Netherlands Website, 2013) - = Eﬂjﬁkﬂ pu (full-time) #5555 F =
16 7% > 16-18 @ypj—;nwmﬂﬁ HIpe I

=5 7R 18 ry&a}’ﬂi U EIRIGFEE) (Government of the

HES T 4 F (part-time) | ’m%?ﬂ

A ARSI M
EEF IR VRS QR BOBE ST
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(Scheerens, etal., 2011) -

FEPTIS BT R e Sk [ )
PR B TR ) T RS ?J\
E?E%ﬁﬁé&? ﬁ“gyiéjjwi F[ﬁﬁgﬁﬁFjﬁﬁjwﬁxﬁﬁ§§§{ﬁ*m§~fﬁ

E A 50 IR E T ISR (MBO) - ISR 2
PRI REISRE T IS (HAVO) B s iy
SFHF) (HBO) W [l 5+ 3 ) (VWO)
pugsd > JIR A E T A (WO) };ﬁ;ﬁ[?j"rﬁfpﬂ%?”% » JUIH
=4 %}F4 F&ﬁ# = (zilé‘;m . ﬁQFJ%\ » 2011b) -

- AR RIS S R IR )
IS I B % SR TR O S FHRAIFR
ﬁ%\?igu%gﬁwdﬁ@* R S R

o TJF%“F[LJF“ JfLI;fW IS R BT #iﬁ}%&ﬁl ;r?FI e
F‘FJEH[ SR

SR P R VR R R AL S A R
;"ﬁfl ] Elfffﬁ'j A
—  EEHREHERE

(i [T T 1900 & £ 6 ~ 12 5% 0 £ 1969 F (AN
*%) (the Compulsory Education Act) {11 > (ﬂj IR =6~ 167%
1985 & [iv (FJEFEE L) (the Primary Education Act) F[[fi| ™ &=
£5 5 ~ 16 my > H 11 &+ (Education Encyclopedia - StateUniversity.com,

2013) -
142008 35 [T, + o AT TV IR S 1850 B
Tl sk 13 5« AU 5 B *I%b@ [“32# (United Nations

Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization - UNESCO ) [NakF] »
FURT= PS5 S pupsi s B e i~ B~ DA e A
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£3 13 # (UNESCO, 2013) -

ﬁg@@g«;&?\ F15 I B ST ST o Fvd b
4 pRAl 2 T o) IEIIHF URLER M 2285 - 2 HnE
g TH%FJ%‘;* CHTE R SRR 4 500 " 5 (Scheerens et al.,
2011) -« [T HRRIEH S T ER I R T g
o PR 2007 7 8 K| L pIE s A EATE] 18 mRS N A
LTI R S IS 165 W T BB
1= 18 oR9t - ARG 18w - (R e IS SRR
TR S BIET)  BINEAE AER FWFiF'F Y 2= g ?E[ﬁ#
- #?ﬁ SRR Uiﬂfﬁ Y DS RS RETHE (B

i~ FFEIS 0 2011a) -

RS EARCR I E HNE RS

Fgfsr?ﬁg[f}g[plié? A TR R SR A IFEAETY ) RLf
WS TIIE RO R 1 o SRS RS TR
T “"L'I (=PI Sk Jlﬂfﬁﬂ

Gl <<;uii>> 5723 {5 © (The Constitution of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands, Article 23) FIEJFgT DB N NGRS A E %L»’E’E
’I%*H“i;"?lﬁl”ﬂﬁﬂﬁ (5 AR FIEER T AR SR
LSFF{]‘QZ?F S E A SR ATETRUAEEY (Government of the Netherlands
WebS|te 2013) -

F '*FJ‘(“J ] ﬁg%@ 6,800 A7 > ([15755F% 700 45+ ( Government of
the Netherlands Website, 2013) -~ Xl {1 2/3 pruS8fE B (A e & FF*
iR B o IH'&F%J' S ?FHIEE“L‘TWT%* SRR Ty OB
ot *F o EA T‘i?%t#\fflﬁfrﬂfbﬁfﬂﬂzﬁ ‘AF’?%* FVEAL - Y=

r'%‘gﬁz JF’J\—SFE’EW [HETBF5208, i"#ﬁ?‘ ﬂj?ﬁf ( De Boer,
Minnaert & Kamphof, 2013 ; Scheerens et al., 2011 ) - = [l = T:E’KE
U HERST T PRI F95PE » 1 e i 572 B e 3 > 40 f/lﬁ%ﬁmég
rF’jlil st “?F,ﬂ 200 7] 2 (Fiske & Ladd, 2010) -

ST PO I P PP A SRR AR B ¢
ﬁ%&'*ﬁfﬁ—’ﬂlﬁﬁﬁlé %‘/}?IEO P pvErE f SRS M YA
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BOHTERMER) ST6241 72014 KIS

TR~ FENETR - R fﬁfﬁﬁ FIrErF VABEFEET (Weighted
student funding ) =& B 0 53 P TR B VR (Fiske & Ladd,
2010) -

=~ RGBS

Al A s Ll
TR Lt e G I L R
PTE RN AR T B0 E ) ﬁ”@H‘ rerl B I | PR Y
ﬂjﬂ%lﬂ%j‘ﬂjﬁj‘[‘d{[ ﬁkﬁl aal %?fﬁ*r@[‘ap‘/ﬁ'ﬁﬁf% N
SRS R (| DRSS SR RIS S - e ) 3 VR A
Fq@l P A8 A (1255) [ > 2 GUE|SRURH IS T
) {j?%kffaff pUS i~ AR AGA CITO ?Eu&“|j)?}y:l’ﬁ s S fE "7#%«%

%? UW%%W’@$@E&ﬂ,:¢%ﬂww’%iﬁiwuw
IR PR H ISR - [ Il**&plﬁﬁ 1’54 CITO FWF? » P
e RE OBl ff?;gé "ﬂﬂﬂ{%'ﬂ‘ e ETTIRAI=

s |:1:r LhBCHE T (B ﬁ‘?lq\ » 2011a Government of
the Netherlands Web3|te 2013) - ok F{fﬁg&}ﬁfu fli o T”i—g@i iy =
FEHE e Z PV 1% > 0] CITO ﬁ'ﬂﬁAE‘hFJEHItﬂ;}i’Fﬁ&*ﬁEUH'@ fel
Elfj’if:%@ﬁg °

2 A S CITO YilBR =% ERE VIR - P Wiy 00
E’”FM J*lTJrrf’*vt[l%S ( Scheerens, Ehren, Sleegers, & Leeuw, 2012) -

CITO ’?%'Fii_%ai = Hl\ﬁffﬁ puFERE = (HAVO ~ VWO ~ MAVO &
LBO) [ FI I WA 13 ™ 1A S S5 o5 | g
%[Eﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬂrﬁ fl1Zs (VWO) ﬁ‘/ﬁ ke — A& ]l:;jrﬂ (HAVO) - 'Y
ARSI 2R Eﬁﬁ SFTQ E F ARk IRk~ )13 fFT (MAVO) ¥
BHHHFT) (LBO) - I3 F MR Y= (Scheerens et al.,
2011) - fa RS v ) SRR R SO T R S S D
UYL » RSP SRS ] A 2 7]
£FIJ§E%m i FVEW ) IHFF [:#E[[éﬁ.ﬁ*}f—:’fﬁ\ ~ ﬁ,”m %\'&;"ﬁﬁ\ ,. ﬁ:ﬂ@
B DRSS S ISR P e S b VIS
1) (VWO) YIRS T EARE T S5 (WO) i (Tieben &
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Wolbers, 2010) -

2RO EI T R (1206 58D - T 8058 65% o b
%‘J[lﬁf&ﬁﬁfﬁﬁgfﬁ BHET B ﬂlﬂ N (MBO) (Onstenk &
Blokhuis, 2007 ) ﬁj:gl?:ﬂf [ESTHE R '@fmjuﬁs%gﬁ _i"y‘:’g’l\]f[fjﬂﬁgfl

(OECD, 2008a) * Tieben # Wolbers (2010 ) ﬁuﬂ/ %‘ﬁjﬁF,L“ [ [ 2

FJEE T PO T 2 50% - R RO E ?WA43m%$
va[ﬂ F *‘“‘Tjii’:"sr? Ftt (HBO) - 13 HrSf oty I | ik F‘

> npf IR A, LIE £ A FrEE 2% (Open University )

(Government of the Netherlands Website, 2013) - & i [ itk 5 ;ETJJ E 4
E‘V[F[Jﬁ.'J%*;JJ PPIVEE L 203 WP RN SV S (LT 13
( Statistic Netherlands, 2013) -

TR R RS T R O B R
ik ﬁ%ﬁiwainﬂ?w*i%@ﬂ%<umymm> Wi
BT R A SR T [ (e T SRR T
%ﬁ??ﬂﬂﬂﬂ@“d LRSS TIES SR AN S S TIiER

iy

B AT s AR

— MR R B LR
PRABT T CE A CE R
W@ﬂfmﬁwawﬁms#’ﬂwyf Ei
]g| Jﬁj;]ﬂffﬂﬁﬁ S I PEIJV:“%EiF” F?['lf
FAFFPF PYCRAHEE TR i TR e FE
v BRI 7 4 BT AR SR 9 0 1 AT 18 B VT
i B&*’Hw¢wgthﬁ@zmmaw<ﬁp%@ﬁaw
R PR3 S PR R AR
T v[ﬁjﬁy A1 273 f? (HAVO) Y 5P FIITF —r;g (VWO) iy
E = %?‘ ] ﬁ?%&’ﬁ‘} 2 F IR %”ﬂgj\ puEL % Rt (Ministry of Education,

B e Jpwﬁaﬁdsﬁ?

L
SRR - A5

Fl
:’1:135
i
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Culture, and Science, 2011 ) -

RS B 0 g L 159 O i s JRLR By 9
[« k) NOSTRR E OERSE
2% (Scheerens et al., 2011 ) “J?IH', J ri[ES«[[S]?F EFf[1> 1 PISA ~ TIMSS
A1 PIRLS (B«'M‘Fﬂ%ﬂi%“rf“ progress of international reading literacy
mw>%ﬁ%WW%’ﬂ$§@%Emmm’%mﬁ%wwggw
FAIEE » (6P (191 I SR (SR 54 1) 18 = 25
IV B LA SR P E o (2000 # (19 15.49% [ 2 2010
F10.1% > [ By S RLIE17% [ = 14% (Ministry of Education,
Culture and science, 2012 ) - [# 1728 % {jdl * AU E=F] I%?ﬁfé L NERI
A RN Fﬁjﬁ N H‘@f} REPI R P (e fLA
1) > iﬁﬂjf_mdﬂﬁé I/F;\:]‘Tuﬁfﬁ% srT;T AN A RO

Y £6-1090 (TG RE L o g F1 2000 2 i
PP I (R L) - BB P (R
Be$8<2007-2011) (Key figures 2007-2011) ( Ministry of Education,
Culture and Science, 2012) f’ﬁi' Hl@fﬁt&‘ b Rk EJE&”‘“ AN AL
g,rT;lJp\J?‘JEF il e Iel [j:n—frﬁ%p j B E- [[%ﬂ'fF,' [RIF= > i
F%EJF@T{]‘E’IEE?J'E[EJ%F £l fﬁﬁliéﬁ»’jﬁtl[ S AT (early school-
leavers) » & = %@%@%@?’fﬁ FHIRE - I8 (5l < Rl L E
IOy > P = R Al 2V A R (RS O 2y
T r‘g@ﬁi 2 (4 (P E] S 5 32 Jpﬁﬁ]n/:hpfj?rﬁ BNEVR R
}

ot NI ERCHEIE =TS il ER I E £

(MBO) [ (Ministry of Education, Culture, and Science, 2011;
2012) » k& fi[ﬁtz%lé”r’*ﬁﬁﬂ H’jﬁrﬁﬂj ( Rotterdam ) F‘H\ﬁ%‘ﬂ ] ]I@i
FOESRI) o fE3 L) (§-2001~2010 & o (it fogipsl =15
OV PR AR RS 2016 5 IR S B S 2 45 T
~ (Ministry of Educatlon Culture, and Science, 2011) -
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*1
2002 ~ 2010 #fuf Bl s A N\ BB BiL pE AR

2002  2004/05 2005/06 2008/09 2009/10 2010/11

Bl S Q) 71,000 58,600 52,681 41,785 39,941 38,568

sk (%) 55 46 41 32 30 29
H(I%ﬁ:; Z%lJ : 7.8 5.3 6.1 5.0
H([%%Z(J?) 70 63 60 60

HRIRIR : From Key Figures 2007-2011 (p.47), by Ministry of Education, Culture, and Sc-
ience, 2012, Netherlands: Author. Copyright 2012 by Ministry of Education,
Culture, and Science.

T““F%%’rﬁﬁ‘fi“ ?E_ﬁ“ s [ T LS55 e P 5 2 g

LI PR e R ’?*f%‘aﬁi L e R A ik e
?T’??" FJFVHF' Eﬁﬁ%ﬂf[liﬁi Slg > o E?ff’ﬁ“' T2 ﬁ S
B PR 18 5% 30 i (i [l SR IR ﬁﬁwﬂmﬁ?ﬁ@’%
FHPE P ABIEGE (FIFT ~ AFEIC > 20108) 5 Pl T B
F SRR RIS T T e BOBE SR SR T
I %@%&“??‘ﬂ'j =E ?ﬁ'?f?ﬁ‘}ifi %‘%‘E‘@%i’?fﬁ%%f‘ﬂﬁ?ﬁ%’
F1% ; Onstenk #[I Blokhuis (2007 ) }JF'LI' » l"EIEi%%?? (workplace
learning ) fLE [l;lglgu VIEL iJ*F[ = %F[J:&i‘gjw L] 2
RGBT ‘Eﬁﬁwf’?ﬁf“ﬂ'? Bl
F”Eﬁﬂ?"rﬁ'? T Fﬁ% 7‘“*‘*?”&# FUHEA [9RE fﬁ?‘

fo JrR R L NS B PR HEL R [
?‘F'[?F%?‘/f i B AL DT g o By ]@gl%’ﬁ”jﬁ?ﬁ@
Vupl = sl [ R opsenpAg Sk o ) T BLRESE) RS d R
(CITO) » QLR py Ay 1 [ RLS: %’?ﬁ'éﬁ EVERIRE -
1998 = & ,}[ﬁ’]; fgll?iy?\F:jjf' ”m"f-ﬁ[ hg fm@;ﬁ%ﬁﬁrﬁ”ﬁ’{[mﬁfjﬁl
R UL ST £ 5 P MG -
F'Fﬁ’*[‘“ﬂii P=9F > FR T E RS “J?‘i*jg‘gf?fg“ ’ ﬁ‘lF““E‘UﬁA’?‘?
1FJ}LJ7[“E[F'[VT:5F¥J&%FE IJF,FH* ( Luginbuhl, Webbink & Wolf, 2009) -



106 HAETRHER 5y628H 2014 SR

IR [@l‘[ﬂ: N ER=ERE § ;#?JEZJ;%FJ [ﬁ:ﬁ?%ﬁ;ﬁidfﬁ FF# WY
9t > 1§-1998 F Bl o f AT IS fﬁ PETEE A 7 il ﬁbﬂ@ (inspection
regime) -4 = 13% ) Ffr ] Eﬂpus@ﬁ}ﬂﬁlﬁwﬁ , ﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁ:ﬁf“‘w?ﬁﬁl &)
B PSR  SPL (R ST RS
%‘affi#!ﬂ ) Fﬁﬁ@?cl%%ﬁ%é'fo '} 2002 F EL ] 0 ) 2% ~ 3% [V
%wﬁ%m@T“ﬁ’r Tbﬁﬂ.ﬁf% S ETT RRE S
(RIS b B %ﬁiﬁ:f A L#%*Jﬁjji%fﬁjﬂ@
TP URLETOP SR PR 0 R IR S BV R (Luginbuhl,
Webbink & Wolf, 2009) -

o HHBEAR VR

it =] P 2B > SER R AT 2 (quality and
equity ) fLE! 'JQ[TE[?T:[Q m“?[[clsrﬁ'lﬂ JPBFF JFJj% s IJ,;SF:F'I\ﬂ—ﬁQ ,
[ |[*Bplrﬁ7ut EH?F, E*F/%"SJEJ& R a}’ihﬁif“ﬁﬂ R
SPTTPLE

P R REPENIT  WREN R S S S -
2009 = fir [l (Statistics Netherlands, 2013) & > i [
DU 328 Py A ij 20% - £ 11166 R A
50 162 ﬁ SEREYT PRI IFRA ST R R PR A T 45%
4 I E E‘;‘J?\’%‘FW 11.5% ~ @iﬁ H 7 (Morocco) f[l%ﬂji ( Suriname )
b F{F'— 10.3% ~ [ g B Er=efe £42 1 (Neth. Antilles and Aruba) 5%
[ 4% - 1£-1980 5 (SRl » 7 L [FTRIE B KT IO
ST 7J(/|[ MI[EIE ~¥F&|}I_H—F§§Jﬁr, Gl srpplﬁi%;};:pj

R J@rﬁfa R AET PRSI o Z g &

kN é{ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ% & 5 E-PISA 2006 = e Y] 55 # (OECD, 20074;
2007b) B - SFENTTRIVER S TS ?%‘}’a“ﬁés AU Y

UL et N
(disadvantaged ) futs [irsﬁj/ﬁij L %%Z WA o FENE T [ *F
%JFN%,; ;,7 ﬁﬁ[gm@ﬁ%gﬁ ﬂjﬁsf[ s PET Eﬁﬁf%’g*éj—ér‘/ ZrEE M
T[[ﬁ’[a;:l%‘?]spfjfvﬁiﬂ"y ]£Iu~J~ﬁF1 MBS AT ﬁ fFT DA

E'[Jf?ﬂzﬁfl ELEE & E’??"T FIpuf = (Scheerens et al., 2011) © Y75 s >
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ﬂw¢m%ﬁ’wﬁﬁwwvﬁﬁe%%%EW%?*ﬁﬁﬁT%@

[ EFE NI S s A Fﬁ?lxﬁl%ﬁ”ﬁﬁf’ft MpugE o ,9[
FEEREdiad aat il e L%V‘Ei?ﬁf”“?i*iﬁ?

T POBFBE (T S 2L PR R
H (CITO) pusbsg - [iyns g vt = wﬁl@'@y ,F,J?ﬁ?fi uj“FJ
HifRL 1970 & [RAE fEA 2RI E‘P P2 T[JT”’F%?,E[ (X% T (guest
worker ) [ R ﬂ%ﬁ’i‘ﬁ*’“”“ﬁ S

HESR1E-1995 & £ 2008 F U R €1 - FENFTRIZ S 03 B A
ELETON o SR i B O3 B SB[ o (EUEIRRS T A S
E ﬁjﬂ;j TJ Fl[fF FIE (VWO ® HAVO) fub=akis Hi F50% » =72
”“EJ fuss 595 1% 20-30% (Scheerens etal., 2011) o HER(A » 75K
BT E T H ORGSR I E‘?‘Lhﬁﬂd.ér}%ﬂ:[—!f] S -
e TFJ;‘H USEE 1> 37 én‘ij’sr? IJF}QI{[‘FFII G JFng
o o S D o H ) F%EH$W’@ﬂu
SRFIRPESE W] O
Tieben {1 Wolbers (2010) 73 #7IF=sfl Gupo] i sk 5825 - H - L

[&pY A~ (& f@ (low-cost-low-risk) [ &, a:f[%TJr%':”F“fFJ fUss 4
ST CUS o PR S5 4L <2 SRR T IR (U VR > PR
[FREEtEEs Sog v SR Ie EAN Moot oI N S
”’Fﬁi’i& ot ’JE”’I%EF’?%TH”’U’?‘fiﬂ”ﬁffﬁ“lﬁ‘ﬁﬂl% LA

— —J?IHT IR A R [ﬂ[l—ﬁl TJﬁ;:»FvFJFUaei FRfsEL
ﬂ*EIF‘ f J~sr7FT A o A IEEﬂ—;:'F"’FJFu%E&I: Ij\.,ﬂ—‘}ajt Pt R A
ﬁ pkﬁfl Al =y Pﬁ&,gﬁﬁ wq%ﬁ' o YPFEFT o TR
U R R T %?M“Fm FlI%  podfdl ~  Tieben A
Wolbers (2010 ) IJTJIZI‘*“J#'[LI' ,'_5:‘?” J\pjé;;"wt%w“ AL T

7§14
AT P o R TR

‘?f—qu‘EL



108 BEHE#H

ORI

57 62 Bt

r2014 F,[E;S«'H

it

%2
i B 1995 ~ 2008 A i/ & AR A SREE #H (CITO) PIgisr—
Bik
4 2HE WERE BAIRE el CTAD Dutch iR (- 45)
Turklsh Moroccan Surinamese  ( disadvantaged ) Dutch (others)
1995 524.1 525.1 527.1 531.9 538.0
1997 525.2 526.4 527.4 531.2 537.4
1999 526.9 526.9 529.2 530.6 536.9
2001 527.3 527.4 529.8 530.5 537.3
2003 527.9 528.3 529.9 531.0 537.4
2005 527.0 527.7 527.9 528.9 536.2
2008 527.0 5290.1 529.1 529.2 536.2

HRIR IR : Perspectives on educational quality: Illustrative outcomes on primary and

secondary Schooling in the Netherlands (p.94), by Scheerens et al.,

2011,

Dordrecht: Springer Briefs in Education. Copyright 2011by Springer Briefs in

Education.

%v%i@%ﬁé
Fo TR RG]

lJ"‘lﬂj‘E[Ei?"f:’g (MBO) [ EE » l‘l 7J%F[[§§;~iﬁjﬁﬁj?wfj
qﬂ*J“FJ@%i ]l@gl%guﬁ @ﬁlﬁ% o fEA 3T 'F[}T”QJJ'«FJ

zt’
E

EIrJ/\ '

.io

éz,_’”ﬁﬁ@gf& E ﬂﬁ" sl

I ﬁ'ﬁﬁ

u‘iﬁ&kgr{ﬁfg%%%*&k £ EIF,J fYf ][@} T E R ER s 2 L gl
Bk 17.7% ﬁﬁ. PR EL [ A BYER A Y 2 |f, (Scheerens et al., 2011) o

% 3
fni B 2005 ~ 2008 fEHERH (MBO) B JERET it 2 A itat &
HHE %
SEHE wEEE AR B B
(Turkish) (Moroccan) (Surinamese) (Antillean) (Dutch)
2005 18.6 17.7 19.5 20.1 11.7
2006 155 15.7 16.5 17.0 10.0
2007 147 15.9 15.6 17.4 9.6
2008 135 15.8 15.7 17.7 9.4
HERHR P : Perspectives on educational quality: Illustrative outcomes on primary and

secondary schooling in the Netherlands (p.95), by Scheerens et al.,

2011,

Dordrecht: Springer Briefs in Education. Copyright 2011by Springer Briefs in

Education.
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Herwuer (2008) Filt > DEEHRFES & e & pIURLET e ) e
P=" e R gt P TIRE F”ﬁﬁ’ﬁ%i’?ﬁﬂ“’i@ﬁﬂ%**iﬁ?ﬂj |
40% RIS > FEN T RIS S B E s A o [ R TR
B g o EL T pOfIRE R “JE@%E‘Y% ( Scheerens et al.,
2011) -

Uit @%@wf PRI R PO )0
}hjg{g (R BRI SRR AU G o P IET %Jﬁﬁfﬁg{ s Sy g
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=) OECD gt fj| Vi gh =i & Az = & > 1) (2013
F I MR - OECD ?"[TE‘> FLi] - (B **E%EJL 2011 F ARFF VR o
TR PR ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ Fy == OECD 4 7 i [Fil-=+ @ﬂ/ﬁ'%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
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Table 1

Ratio of students to teaching staff in secondary educational institution
(2011): By level of education, calculations based on full-time equivalents

FIRR I P Egill
(1) (2) (3)

rhaE R 13.7 18.5 16.1
Py x (3) x (3) 12.0
RSF] 9.1 9.8 9.4
A 8.1 10.1 9.4
RN 15.9 14.2 15.3
L)% 11.8 — —
B 9.3 16.3 13.1
e 14.8 10.0 12.3
fel 14.2 13.8 14.0
FAF 2 11.5 12.8 12.2
FI 14.2 12.2 13.1
L 18.8 15.8 17.2
il 15.3 18.2 16.7
EyiL 16.3 13.9 15.1
i 2 10.0 9.7 9.8
B 10.3 9.8 10.1
S 11.3 13.0 12.2
o 15.2 17.3 16.3
W 15.2 15.3 15.2
OECD 7*¥j 13.3 13.9 13.6
EU21 71 11.2 12.7 12.0
1. & cpyF ﬁ, ;&H[Jfﬁ P o

2. (B W S

3. WA A

4. %% 2010 FEvF -

I ABIVREVE ] N (2013) -
ﬂﬁéﬁﬂ[as«l T¥R[ZVE T OECD (2013) -
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Table 2

Gender distribution of teachers (2011): Percentage of females among
teaching staff in public and private institutions by secondary education,
based on head counts

i g
FRPE B FH Edil
(1) (2) (3) (4)

GRE N 68.2 60.6 52.5 58.0
B F] 70.8 62.3 49.8 535
il 62.0 x (4) x (4) 60.6
gt 72.6 x (4) x (4) 72.6
Bl 72.3 69.8 53.3 58.3
&l 64.9 55.2 51.3 54.1
ol s 64.2 53.2 429 50.0
FHAF 2 77.7 74.8 56.2 63.0
[l 417 x (4) x (4) 28.4
Pyl 68.8 48.1 41.4 46.7
T e 545 53.1 44.0 485
B 51.4 45.7 48.2 45.9
[ i 2 48.9 48.9 50.0 49.5
T 65.2 59.4 54.6 58.6
s 2 74.4 x (4) x (4) 50.2
R 70.7 x (4) X (4) 67.5
717=p 57.4 x (4) X (4) 50.1
S 66.4 49.2 54.0 52.3
A z 52.4 44.2 37.8 40.0
ol 59.9 59.9 59.3 59.7
EqE 65.6 x (4) x (4) 56.5
OECD ¥ 67.5 59.7 52.6 56.5
EU21 288y 68.5 63.7 55.5 59.6

1. %4 2010 # ¥R -

2. {5 S

TR : wﬁw@@ﬂWHwﬁtwﬁ?ﬁ<mm>
ﬁ%ﬂ =R FVE T OECD (2013) -
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Table 3

Percentage of the population that has attained at least upper secondary
education, by age group (2011)

HIEb 2 g
R
25-64 5, 25-34 35-44 75, 45-54 755 55-64 %
B RE I 73 92 84.7 64.3 42.8
Py 74 84 78 69 61
BRSF] 82 88 86 82 72
i 71 82 79 68 56
EII~EN 89 92 92 88 83
5[ % 77 80 82 76 70
Bl 84 90 89 86 71
e 72 83 78 68 58
1ol el 86 87 87 87 84
7% 67 80 74 64 47
HAFH 56 71 60 52 40
Py 81 98 96 75 45
T A 2 77 83 78 75 71
B 36 44 37 34 23
[ 72 82 77 71 60
Syl 74 80 78 73 64
el 82 84 85 78 81
W 89 94 92 90 80
IR 35 56 39 24 18
U= 54 65 61 50 34
e 87 91 91 87 78
H 86 89 87 85 81
4 32 43 30 25 19
Rl 77 84 80 75 67
¥ 89 89 89 89 90
OECD 73 75 82 78 73 64
EU21 7y 76 84 80 75 65

PERRARUR = (120 S BRREVE 1 N (2013)
H g% & BIEPR[2VE T OECD (2013) -

& ﬁ,%f‘[ BlEPR FVE T OECD (2008) -
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Students enrolled in public and private institutions in secondary education

(2011)
e
FIR 13758 R

- Ft— Fi— - i — Ei—
T BRI OB RS T PR OHER

) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
v [ 89.6 — 10.4 53.5 — 46.5
Pyt 64 36 — 65 35 —

BEF 91 9  x(2) 90 10 x(5)
PRI ! 39 61 — 43 57 —

pgE A 2 91 9 x (2) 94 6 x (5)
L)% 73 26 1 98 2 —
B 95 5 — 82 18 —
s 78 22 — 69 31 1

Tl ! 91 9  x(2) 92 8 x(5)
FAF 96 — 4 89 6 5
i 93 — 7 69 — 31
EL 82 18 — 55 45 —
i 81 10 8 84 7 9
P 97 — 3 92 — 8
e T 95 — 5 83 9 8

b 97 3 x(2) 88 12 x(5)
BIEP 84 6 10 78 5 17
[z, 69 28 3 79 12 9
S 87 13 — 83 17 —
A 92 3 5 89 7 4
Eq: 71 23 6 48 46 5
LI 92 — 8 92 — 8
OECD ¥ 86 1 3 81 14 5
EU 21 7’43 86 11 3 83 13 4

L B R R

ER

2. %4 2010 # E¥f -
lg‘l l:

PERLARR :

s

»§<

!

BRIV T 5

Ei«'jf'ﬁ ﬁ (2013) -

B[ ZVE T OECD (2013) -
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Average class size, by type of institution (2011): Calculation based on
number of students and number of classes

TEH SRS
Et
= et
AR ool F R R

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
HRE Y] 30.7 — — 417 316
PP 226 25.0 25.0 — 235
BRSF] 21.2 222 x (2) x (2) 21.3
)% 20.9 20.1 20.1 — 20.8
Bl 20.2 21.7 21.7 — 20.3
eyl 245 255 25.7 14.0 24.7
fel 245 24.9 24.9 x (3) 24.6
i 21.6 23.4 — 23.4 21.7
Ll 21.2 20.1 20.1 — 21.1
ZAH| 21.6 222 — 222 216
Fi g 326 34.4 — 34.4 32.7
L 34.1 33.2 33.2 — 34.0
Bk 19.3 21.9 19.6 25.6 19.7
By 27.4 24.0 — 24.0 27.1
W 228 17.6 238 15.8 225
BER 22.4 26.0 25.7 26.4 22.8
U=z 238 25.3 25.7 21.8 243
o 211 16.4 19.2 10.1 19.5
EqEl 237 19.4 — 19.4 23.2
OECD 7*#j 23.4 22,5 22.8 21.2 23.3
EU21 71 218 22.0 22.4 19.9 21.8

BRI ¢ (112 SNBIERRIVE T A as«lffg?z (2013) -

H %%f BB TVET OECD (2013) -
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Organization of teachers’ working time (2011): Number of teaching weeks,
teaching days, net teaching hours, and teachers’ working time over the

school year
it PR
35) 225 5 P s A S =
PEGEN P “J(%T E)ﬁ%r R H t‘;ﬁg;'
¥k ﬁ;ﬁ& ¥k ﬁ;ﬁ& Tk ﬁ;ﬁk’: ¥k fg,rj;x& ¥k ;J,;j&
FiET s fhET HET fhE fhE HhiET HiET fhE
G Wi i} M W | i R W Wi
640 560
g 40 40 200 200 | | - = = —
880 720
R 40 40 196 195 811 802 1,228 1,228 - —
BRESF] 38 38 180 180 607 589 — — 1776 —
FFHR (FI) 37 37 179 179 671 626 — — @ —  —
FFIF (Fr.) 37 37 181 181 661 601 @— — @ —  —
L)% 42 42 200 200 650 369 — — 1,680 1,680
gia 38 38 189 189 595 553 709 629 — @ —
E3d 3 3 — — 648 648 —  — 1607 1,607
ol ! 40 40 193 193 757 715 —  — 1793 1,793
ik 31 31 153 153 415 415 1,176 1176 — = —
HAH| 39 39 175 175 630 630 — — —  —
FI g 40 39 200 19 602 510 —  — 1,883 1,883
i 40 40 220 220 621 609 —  — 1,680 1,680
P 39 38 193 190 848 760 1,255 950 — @ —
s 38 38 190 190 663 523 1,225 1,150 1,688 1,688
R 38 38 176 176 774 774 1,332 1,322 1,508 1,508
U= 37 36 176 171 713 693 1,140 1,140 1,425 1,425
Bl o 38 38 190 190 695 695 1,235 1,235 1,265 1,265
W 36 36 180 180 1,068 1,051 1,381 1,378 1,977 1,998
OECD ¥ 38 37 185 183 709 664 1,219 1,154 1,667 1,669
EU21 713 37 37 181 181 665 635 1,118 1,109 1,598 1,585
L (A5l 101 & 1 5] 20 I '%}aﬁﬂj;'/[aﬁ'?dfll'ﬁ P T@F*ﬁifﬁ F1100

FEREY25
40 14)
BRI ¢ 1l

S HAE I 1] ﬂﬁﬁ*y Eﬁ%ﬁ}%{ﬁf 16 % 20 AERUH (S 1 205G
TaT, LR -
EGENIEA b S ) EIH [ErEN) [ES«'?’SVTE'J\%{S (2013) -

° PRAFEIEOE BT )
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Teachers’ salarles (2011): Annual statutory teachers’ salaries in public
institutions at starting salary, after 15 years of experience and at the top
of the scale by secondary education, in equivalent US dollars converted

using PPPs
ek - SR
FRR S S Y PR ST P Y
25 F 25 &
o s I g 25z IpT
w7 e BEE e ¥, BEE
Frivdk Pk
(%) (%)
-1 20618 30,365 36,100 1.75 20,618 30,365 36,100 1.75
e > fE: 23,910 36,609 39,232  1.64 23910 36,609 39,232  1.64
fit 26,368 39,886 39,886  1.51 26,368 39,886 39,886  1.51
WP 34,746 49,144 49,144 141 34,746 49,144 49,144 141
BEF 32,973 45105 64,510  1.96 33,398 46,317 67,444  2.02
FHIE (FD) 32,095 45413 55619  1.73 40,102 58,398 70,430  1.76
FHR (Fr.) 31,515 44,407 54,360  1.72 39,230 57,071 68,803  1.75
L% 43,461 50,332 50,332  1.16 44,710 58,347 58,347 131
By 33,034 40,917 43372 131 34,008 43,302 45900  1.35
sl 28,653 36,159 52,090  1.82 28,892 36,398 52,352  1.81
fol ! 53,026 64,419 70,332  1.33 57,357 69,715 79,088  1.38
HAH 29,418 35922 44,059 150 29,418 36,928 46,060  1.57
i 26,031 45741 57,621  2.21 26,031 45741 59,197  2.27
it 27,476 48,146 76,423  2.78 27,476 48,146 76423  2.78
il 38,941 63,695 66,117  1.70 38,941 63,695 66,117  1.70
s 33,350 37,585 42,055  1.26 36,712 40,430 44595  1.21
A 30,571 35495 40,025 131 31,978 37,584 42,775  1.34
o 30,289 44,269 44,269  1.46 30,289 44,269 44269  1.46
=4z 37,507 45950 56,364  1.50 38,012 49,414 56303  1.48
OECD 7#j 30,216 39,934 48,177 159 31,348 41,665 50,119  1.60
EU21 ¥ 30,510 40,526 47,283  1.55 31,738 42,834 50,175  1.58

L SO R ST (RSB A TG
2. F (T 12 [l EJE[F B LB (i E ] F AT (B R 1 E]
BRI ¢ (112 NBRRZVE ST (2013) -

RAREZS

£

!

R SVF 1 OECD (2013) -

YRGEAL o
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Age distribution of teachers (2011): Percentage of teachers in public and
private institutions, by age group.

Hltk 2 9
FIRE1E [ HIRE
<30 30-39 40-49 50-59 =60 <30 30-39 40-49 50-59 = 60
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5 (&) (7) (8) (9) (10)
GRE N 148 430 321 94 07 113 387 345 134 21
BRESF] 70 160 309 433 29 61 198 343 354 44
FeFRg 17.7 262 242 285 34 146 260 258 297 38
5] % 76 313 245 271 96 — @ — —  — —
Tt 104 299 293 258 46 53 213 313 305 116
el 9.8 343 272 251 36 50 261 340 302 46
fol ! 52 199 235 383 130 39 213 286 345 117
ZAF 2 04 105 280 504 106 02 67 307 532 93
Frg! 130 253 342 262 13 91 237 334 300 38
i 139 315 361 178 07 131 307 326 224 11
Wi A2 189 369 227 182 33 103 276 300 262 59
[ 144 216 214 321 104 95 172 227 386 120
Sl 114 235 244 278 130 106 222 238 291 144
s 2 125 293 239 230 113 52 204 264 302 179
Bp ! 72 336 344 224 24 89 362 328 196 24
U= 52 290 357 256 46 49 285 359 263 45
S 6.9 306 272 220 133 6.7 234 257 267 175
EURi 120 271 252 292 64 59 233 317 313 79
o 227 303 219 219 32 187 274 245 237 56
Eq:] 184 266 231 251 67 156 258 231 267 88
OECD7P¥J 113 272 276 274 65 91 249 286 290 84
EU217P#y 104 269 277 287 63 82 247 292 300 79
ST [ [ S JEH), E2 1 o
ity TR
‘gﬂw,% : ]lﬁﬁ' SNBERR[ZVE T &Jgﬁljﬂfl g{ (2013) -

'é%%r,[a&' PR SVET OECD (2013) -
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Upper secondary enrolment patterns (2010): Enrolment in upper
secondary programs in public and private institutions, by program

orientation
§HA G
ETEE IR B FHH H PG [
(1) (2) (3) (4)
v A 52.3 = 47.7 —
PP 51 — 49 —
RESH] 24 6 70 35
PR 27 — 73 3
e 94 x(3) 6 —
2% 54 — 46 45
B 30 — 70 12
R 55 — 45 12
frl sl 51 — 49 43
G 68 — 32 —
] 40 — 60 —
FI 77 1 22 —
iRt 79 — 21 —
e 31 — 69 —
il 71 6 23 —
it 47 — 53 15
R 58 4 39 —
[ 55 — 45 2
s 44 1 55 _
Eﬁj 35 — 65 60
4= 56 — 44 _
o el 64 — 36 _
OECD ¥ 54 2 44 12
EU21 ¥ 47 3 50 13

1. 2# 2010 F 9
POREACTR ¢+ (1250 SR IV = MRl (2013) -

ﬂﬁ?f BIEHRZVE 1T OECD (2013) -
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Annual expenditure on secondary education per student for all services,
relative to GDP per capita (2010)

#it g

KRR P ;S%ﬁ

(L) (2) (3)

rhaE R 22 18 20
P 26 24 25
REH] 31 31 31
a1 x (3) x (3) 29
gt 22 28 _
L% 28 29 29
B 32 22 25
F 27 37 32
P 2 27 28 27
FAH 2 27 27 27
FIA 28 29 28
Jiates 23 33 28
e 29 28 28
Syl 25 30 28
g 28 33 31
i 2 33 37 35
[UES 29 33 30
e 25 27 26
A 29 32 31
A s 30 29 30
F 26 28 27
OECD 7}¥j 26 27 26
EU21 78y 25 27 26

1. 3% 2008 & T¥f -

2. B s o

FEREARUR « (1120 SRRl 0 il S AT (2012)
ﬁ%ﬁ[as«' ¥R SVET OECD (2012) -
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S0 (2013) - BoE Hat R ERZ BIER R (2013 4R - SV
https://stats.moe.gov.tw/files/ebook/International _Comparison/2013/
i2013.pdf

OECD. (2013). Education at a glance 2013: OECD indicators. Retrieved
from http://www.oecd.org/education/eag.htm
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