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Nidurstodur PISA 2009

NidurstoOur gefnar ut af OECD 1 sex bindum:

e . bindi: What Students Know and Can Do: Student Performance
in Reading, Mathematics and Science

e II. bindi: Overcoming Social Background: Equity in Learning
Opportunities and Outcomes

e II1. bindi: Learning to Learn: Student
Engagement, Strategies and Practices

e IV. bindi: What Makes a School Successful? Resources, Policies
and Practices

V. bindi: Learning Trends: Changes in Student Performance Since
2000

* VI bindi: Digital Readers: Performance in reading digital texts
(Kemur it 1 juni 2011)
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1)

e This volume looks at how engagement in reading
activities and approaches to learning relate to
reading performance and analyses the degree to
which engagement in reading and approaches to
learning could have potential compensatory
effects.

e The analyses seek to offer pointers on what
parents, teachers and school administrators can do
to help students become proficient and engaged

readers.
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1

Effective Learners,
Proficient Readers

This chapter examines how engaging in reading activities and approaching
learning positively relates to reading proficiency. More specifically, it looks
at how much students enjoy reading, how much time they spend reading
for enjoyment, and what they read for enjoyment. The chapter also
examines the extent to which 15-year-olds have “learned how to learn™ as
indicated by their knowledge and use of specific learning strategies, such

as understanding, remembering and summarisin.
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e Students who are highly engaged in a wide range of
reading activities and who adopt particular strategies to
aid them 1in their learning are more likely than other
students to be effective learners and to perform well at
school

e Research also shows a strong link between the incidence
and intensity of reading practices, reading motivation
and reading proficiency among adults

e Results emerging from this volume suggest that students
who read for enjoyment, who self-direct their learning
and particularly students who enjoy reading and who
know what they should do when they have to
understand, remember and summarise complex
information, are students who perform well in the PISA
reading assessment.
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® Figure lll.1.1 =
How does PISA define “engagement in reading activities”?

Enjoyment of reading

Reading for school

Time spent reading

READING HABITS for enjoyment

Diversity of on line
reading activities Diversity of reading materials
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® Figure lll.1.2 =
How does PISA define “learning strategies”?

Memorisation strategies

Understanding and remembering

Control strategies

APPROACHES TO LEARNING

Summarising Elaboration strategies

11 - .



Meelikvaroarnir

e Sjalfsmat nemenda
— Spurningalisti a0 loknu PISA profinu

— Obeinar spurningar mynda malikvarda

e Medaltal nemenda 1 OECD rikum: 0,00
e 2/3 af nemendum mulh -1,00 og +1,00
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How strong is the association between reading
performance and reading habits and approaches
to learning?

e The slope represents the score point difference
that 1s associated with a change of one unit in
reading habits and approaches to learning. This
indicator measures how powerful the association
is.

e The inter-quartile range represents the
difference between the students with the highest
and those with the lowest reading habits and
approaches to learning.
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Are reading habits and approaches to learning
good predictors of performance?

e The proportion of the variation in student
performance that 1s accounted for by engaging in
reading and approaches to learning, or “explained
variance”’, helps to answer this question by
identifying the proportion of the observed
variation in student performance that can be
attributed to reading habits and approaches to
learning.
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Anzgija af lestri
(enjoyment of reading)

Nemendur voru spurdir hve sammdla peir veeri eftirfarandi stadhcefingum um

lestur (mjog sammdla, sammadla, osammdla eda mjog osammdla):

» (1) Eg les bara pegar ég verd ad gera pad,

* (2) Lestur er eitt af uppdahalds dhugamdlum minum,

* (3) Mér finnst gaman ad tala um beekur vio adra,

* (4) Mér finnst erfitt ad kldra beekur,

o (5)Eg verd dneegd(ur) ef ég fee bok ad gjof

* (6) Lestur er timasoun fyrir mig,

» (7) Mér finnst gaman ad fara i bokabuid eda d bokasafn,

« (8) Eg les eingongu til ad fd peer upplysingar sem ég parfnast,

« (9) Eg get ekki setid kyrr og lesid { meira en nokkrar miniitur,

* (10) Mér finnst gaman ad segja hvad mér finnst um bekur sem ég hef lesio,
e (11) Mér finnst gaman a0 skipta d bokum vid vini mina.

Svorum vio stadheefningum sem eru neikveett ordadar (1, 4, 6, 8 og 9) er sniiid vio

svo a0 heerri gildi teljist til heerra gildis d meelikvardanum.
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= Figure lll.1.3 =
Relationship between enjoying reading and performance in reading
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OECD average 18
Spain 18 ,

Korea 18

United States 17 |
Slovenia 17 '
Luxembourg 17
Singapore 17

Greece 17 ,

Latvia 17 .

Netherlands 17 .
Belgium 17

Italy 16 .
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Mexico 4 G0
Argentina 4 {1 =
Indonesia 3 Lam
Kyrgyzstan 2 T :
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The association between time spent reading
for enjoyment and reading performance

 Hve miklum tima verou i lestur pér til
gamans?’
— Eg les ekki mér til gamans
— 30 minatum eda minna a dag
— Meira en 30 min. en minna en 60 min. 4 dag
— 1 til 2 klukkustundum & dag
— Meira en 2 klukkustundum a dag
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= Figure [IL1.5 =

Relationship between time spent reading for enjoyment and performance in reading

Score point difference
between students

who read up to

30 minutes a day

and students who

don't read for enjoyment

© Do not read for enjoyment
O Up to 30 minutes a day

< More than 30 minutes to less than 60 minutes a day

I One to two hours a day
B More than two hours a day
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OECD average 44 O— 118
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1)

e Results presented in Figure III.1.5 indicate that reading for
enjoyment 1s associated with reading proficiency.

e The low reading performance among students who do not
read for enjoyment calls for education systems to
encourage reading both in and outside of school.

e The existence of a threshold effect and in how fast
students of different abilities are able to access written
information means that the focus should remain on
encouraging students to read daily for enjoyment rather
than on how much time they spend reading.



Fjolbreytni 1 lesetni

 Hve oft lestu eftirtalio vegna pess a0 big
langar til bess?

O Aldrei eda neestum aldrei

o ,  » .

— Timarit O U.p.b. einu sinn i mdnudi

_ Telkmmynda sb’gur O Nokkrum sinnum i mdnudi

O Nokkrum sinnum i viku

— Skdldsogur
— Bokmenntir adrar en skdldsogur
— Dagbloo.
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The association between the material
students read and reading performance

e The results from PISA suggest that, although the students
who reported reading fiction are more likely to have higher
scores 1n the 2009 PISA reading assessment, it is the
students who read a wide variety of materials who perform
particularly well in reading.

e In all countries except for Turkey and the partner country
Kazakhstan, these students perform better on the PISA
reading scale than students who show less diverse reading
patterns.

e reading comic books 1s associated with little improvement
in reading proficiency in some countries, and with lower
overall reading performance in other countries.
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= Figure lll.1.6 [Part 1/2] =
Relationship between the types of materials students read and performance in reading
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= Figure llIl.1.6 [Part 2/2] =
Relationship between the types of materials students read and performance in reading
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Online reading and reading
performance of print texts

e Hve oft gerirou eftirfarandi (Pekki pad ekki, Aldrei eda
neestum aldrei, Nokkrum sinnum i mdnudi, Nokkrum
sinnum i viku, Nokkrum sinnum d dag):

— Les tolvupdst

— Spjalla d netinu (t.d. MSN®)

— Les fréttir d netinu

— Nota ordabok eda alfreedirit d netinu (t.d. Wikipedia®)

— Leita ad upplysingum d netinu til ad freedast um dkvedio efni
— Tek patt i umredum d spjallprddum d netinu

— Leita ad hagnytum upplysingum d netinu (t.d. dagskrd, vioburdoum,
rddleggingum, uppskriftum)
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= Figure [1.1.9 =
Relationship between reading on line and performance in reading
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Hversu utbreidd er malorvun a

s, /

Internetinu hja islenskum unglingum?

Hve Oft geriréu eftirfamndi: _ Aldrei eda Ngkkrun? N_okkrun"l A{okkrun?
bekki pad naestum | sinnumi sinnum i sinnum a
ekki aldrei manudi viku dag
-Les t@'lvupo’st 1,4 11,1 23,5 46,2 17,9
-Spjalla d netinu (t.d. MSN®) ,6 4,6 58 23,8 65,2
~Les fréttir d netinu 1,4 16,9 22,4 35,2 24,1
~Nota ordabdk eda alfrcedirit d netinu 3,8 19,0 38,9 29,2 91
~Leita ad upplysingum d netinu til ad freedast 1,3 10,2 39,0 36,7 12,7
—Tek pdtt i umreedum d spjallprddum d netinu 8,1 38,5 20,4 20,7 12,3
~Leita ad hagnytum upplysingum d netinu 3,5 19,3 40,4 28,8 8,0
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Approaches to learning

® Figure lll.1.2 =
How does PISA define “learning strategies”?

Memorisation strategies

Understanding and remembering

Control strategies

APPROACHES TO LEARNING

Summarising Elaboration strategies
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Approaches to learning and
reading performance

e This section examines the relationship between
awareness and the use of learning strategies and reading

performance. The learning strategies examined in the
context of PISA 2009 are:

* awareness of the most effective strategies to understand
and remember information

* awareness of the most effective strategies to summarise
information

e use of control strategies
* use of memorisation strategies

* use of elaboration strategies
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The association between strategies to
understand and remember information and
reading performance

o Hvernig metur pu gagnsemi eftirfarandi adferoa
vid ao skilja og muna texta?

— (a) Eg einbeiti mér ao peim hlutum textans sem
auovelt er ao skilja

— (b) Eg les tvisvar hratt { gegnum textann

— (c¢) Eftir ad hafa lesio textann reedi ég vio adra um
innihaldio

— (d) Eg strika undir mikilveega hluta textans

— (e) Eg geri samantekt d textanum med eigin ordum
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— (f) Eg les textann upphdtt fyrir einhvern

cde > abf : niu samanburdarpor: c>a, c>b, c>f, d>a, d>b, d>f, e>a, e>b, e>f I
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The association between strategies to
understand and remember information and
reading performance

e High-performing countries are also those where students
generally know how to summarise information.

e Countries where students have a better understanding that doing
things like checking whether the most important facts in the text
are represented in the summary, underlining the most important
sentences and then rewriting them in a reworded format are
useful ways to summarise information, while copying accurately
as many sentences as possible is not particularly useful, are
countries where students are generally more proficient readers.

* The positive relationship between the awareness of effective
summarising strategies and reading performance is also clearly
evident within OECD countries.
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= Figure L1110 =

Association between awareness of effective strategies
to understand and remember information and performance in reading
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» Figure lIL1.10

Association between awareness of effective strategies
to understand and remember information and performance in reading
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= Figure [ILT.17 =

How students' awareness of effective strategies to understand
and remember information relates to their reading performance
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