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— The myth of class size

— It learning 1s the real concern?
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Australia
Italy

Japan
Korea
Switzerland
UK

US

Hong Kong

Average Class Size of Public Schools

Primary
Yr 2000 Yr 2005

24.9 24
18.1 18.3
28.9 28.3
36.5 32.6
20.2 19.5
26.8 25.8

-- 23.6
33.6 324

Source: OECD, 2002, 2007; Ed Comm., 2006

Lower Secondary

Yr 2000
23.6
20.7
34.5
38.7
18.9
24.7

38.3

Yr 2005

24.5
20.9
33.4
36
19.1
24.3
249

38.1

(S1-S5)
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VvV “Teachers do not teach most effectively when they are
hampered by the burden of too many students in the
classroom.” (Richard Riley, 2000)

X “I'd rather have my child in a room of 40 students with a
quality teacher, than in a room of 20 students with a
mediocre teacher.” (Rod Paige, 2001)




Florida: Amendment 9 (2002)

e To reduce class sizes across the board

« Class size limits by 2010-11:
— Pre-K to 3: 18 students
— Grade 4 to 8: 22 students
— Grade 9-12: 25 students

« Cumulative cost of $20-%$27 billion

 Require 30,000 more classrooms, and
31,000 more teachers between 2004 and
2010.
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< ﬁ:ﬁ PEOPLE

FOR THE

— People For the American Way (PFAW) AMERICAN
— Coalition to Reduce Class Size Florida

E/a:\j-:g
— Council of 100
— Florida Tax Watch
— American Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC)

— Presidents of , community colleges and
independent colleges and universities

— Florida Association of School Superintendents
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Florida’s overcrowded classrooms are
hurting our students and our state.

Florida ranks poor in most measures of
educational performance:

— 49th in high school graduation rates

— 46th in SAT scores

— 44th in student-teacher ratios

— 50th in per-capita spending on education

CSR is among the most effective and most
cost-effective ways to strengthen schools.

Affordable
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Hiring of even more unprepared/
uncredentialed teachers

Teacher qualit¥ and school readiness
should be the focus, not reducing class
size.

Inadequate classrooms result in double
sessions and the elimination of art and
music

No guarantee it would result in
measurable academic achievement
Improvement
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 Threaten to reduce or eliminate
funding for the many competing

needs within the education system >
e.g. higher salaries for good teachers.

Florida
. TaxWat
. “Lower-graded schools" on avi “\
had lower median class sizes than
higher-graded schools
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 The evidence is overwhelming that
reducing class size is among the most
effective and most cost-effective ways to
strengthen schools. (Supporters)

« Education researchers who studied the
impact of similar mandates in other states
found little, if any, correlation between
smaller class sizes and improved student
performance. (Opponents)



R B R 1 | T

s dbh0% A 2304 5+

3 7 d 454 1 284

o s d Hh04A mr 32354 » R R334
@ iF d 804 2354 (¥ ] 8)
Frivl 0 o d 404 2304 (- F D)

ok
E:t

g 32-37 % g1 204






(£ %> 2003)




Pf’fgln{/%vi%l ko
ﬁ]“*m? za;g

B AE 2L 2 1996) (1996)



R

> 32 8 TR TR R ST ALK
g 53‘:’%&*’7&\?4 2l ARC I AT a‘;!}:}ﬁvgm
4 i ﬁvft’ixﬁ °
@' A I A VA T
[ FIRE s BHRECFIE AR KB K
’Wﬁ‘r% FRELKEDPHF B2 NEF
IE FE— R oo

}

BT EFER (AR ED LIRS R RS T (2003)



P~

e 2001 : WiEE B 0 s E IEF A #i
g 2 %ﬁﬁ.@f ZANK 3% g5 2204 o

e “Through this legal amendment, teaching that 1s
detailed 1n 1its attention to the interests and
proficiency of each student can be further promoted.”

Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology
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