 Slide one  
 Hello today this presentation will be comparing a global curriculum meaning 
 “a curriculum specifically designed with the future in view, with the idea that our future will be an interconnected” (Harvod, 2017)
To explore Finland’s Early Childhood Education and Care (ECEC) ages 0 to 7 years that arguably has become the envy of other countries since its performance ranked at the top of the Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA) results in 2000 amongst other top-ranking countries, scoring 546 in reading, 536 in maths and 546 science (Statista, 2018). The statistics were turning the heads of the teaching professionals across the globe who investigated how or just what makes the Finnish education model one of the best in the world, with only a 5.5 million budget that just falls under the UK 6.0 million (Studies, 2019). Currently 93% graduate from secondary school, 66% of pupils go to university -evidently an education system that works (Gotcheva, 2020). Even though Finland seem to have the golden ticket to education, Criticism of Finland’s international test scores recently have declined in 2018 scoring reading 520, maths 29 and science 522 (Statista, 2018) and are now being questioned whether the education system truly is a system that sets an example globally (Dickinson, 2019).  
[bookmark: _Hlk61358832]Dr Gabriel Heller Shalgren research titled “ Real Finnish Lessons “ argues that their success is from earlier  education models instituted in the 1980s and is not from the headline making success it appears to be enjoying now (Sahlgren, 2017). Additionally, (Teachers, 2018) and (Aalto, 2020) both suggested how dangerous it is throwing out authority in schools suggesting it can be harmful for cognitive achievement. 
To exploring the Finnish curriculum, this presentation will discuss the advantages and disadvantages and it then will be comparing any differences and comparisons to England’s Early Years Foundation Stage (EYFS) which sets standards for the learning, development, and care of children from birth to 5 years old (Education, 2014), a national curriculum meaning “The subjects studied in school, college and what each subject includes” (Education, 2013).
The question being asked is whether other countries including the UK should aspire to the Finnish education system? 
Although criticism of the English education system had been evident in recent years. Evidently, they now seem to be catching Finland up (Whittaker, 2019). PISA scores showed a previous ranking of 22nd which moved up the table in 2018 to a ranking of 14th , reading has improved from 22nd to 14th, science from 15th to 14th and maths from 27th to 18th (Gurria, 2016) .

To consider this question this presentation will explore the Finnish education system considering the increased criticism which is emerging and compare it to the EYFS in the UK.



Slide 2   The learning outcomes.
Please note the learning outcomes shown on this slide.   

Slide 3  So why is the curriculum important? 
It is important because it provides a framework for education to be central that links with society’s values (Education, 2014) 
Investing in a curriculum means a shaped future for children and citizens to create successful learners, make good progress while enjoying their learning creating confident individuals who can live safe, healthy, and fulfilling lives (Education, 2014)

Slide 4  Finland curriculum 
Compulsory age of school is at age 7, the Local Authority ((LA) provides day care for all children under the school age, depending on how many children one family has or their income on the amount of fees paid (OECD, 2020). In August 2001 the LA enforced that free preschool at the age of 6 years with a maximum class of 20 children, with two assistants and 3 teachers, children with Special Educational Needs or EAL pupils (mainly Russian 6%) have a 1 to 1  (Federick, 2020). This represents a much higher staff pupil ratio to those seen in English classrooms and is something that would arguably make a difference to those working in education in England (Saloviita, 2018). Childminder day care centres at their homes, and in the rural areas, even Lutheran churches so it caters for all with Education policy,OECD policies and practices (OECD, 2020). In 2018, the Act for Early Childhood Education and Care(ECEC)introduced new regulations for providers (OECD, 2020). 
Finland’s hallmark of its educational system is made up of supporting every child as an individual regardless of their social background and economic background. Teaching profession is highly respected and almost 93% of teachers stay within their career until retirement (Federick, 2020), they help developed the curriculum without the stress of high state testing or even inspections, instead they do inhouse testing keeping results within the school walls (OECD, 2020). In 2014 a reformed curriculum of the education system had strengths but had to think about the changes to meet the needs of the evolving world, promoting lifelong learning to enhance more interactive process between learning and teacher in the environment (OECD, 2020). In 2012 (Jackson, 2019), The Finnish  National  Agency  for  Education  (EDUFI), approved the National  Core  Curriculum  for  Basic Education(NCCBE)  and  for  Pre-Primary  Education  at  the end of 2014 (Education, 2014). 
While in 1800’s schools followed Froebel approach to integrated and structured teaching but more recently in 2014 changes were made to development in Finland  over theoretical frames for children in preschool and have been outlawed by Bronfenbrenner an ecological approach (Rissanen, 2017), didactic theories and the psychological theories of learning.  Additionally Constructive Theory has played a massive role in the latest to be implied with the classroom the backbone and emphasis on cultural and history background, experience should influence the process to develop to suit the needs of the child in preschool (OECD, 2020) (Rissanen, 2017). Strategic programmes enforced by the Ministry of Education and cultural strategy 2020 currently based on vision of a country in the knowledge of inclusion and creativity (Teachers, 2018).  
The culture itself gives full trust and support and collaboration within education and is central, taking a holistic approach (Teachers, 2018), they have full backing from caregivers to develop and deliver the curriculum, so the child reaches education outcomes fluidly as a country to produce well behaved citizens who are respectful and to have an equal education system for every child within it. They had a reform in 2016 and the community and schools collaborated to achieve this (Palomäki, 2019). 





Slide 5 Advantages of Finnish curriculum
Reducing inequality begins before education starts, since 2001 all children under 6 years were entitled to free pre-school of 700 hours depending on labour or study status of the care giver. This arguably indicates there is a disagreement in integrated system between school and home (Lavonen, 2020). Education at age 7 reduced the gap to have access to schooling and re-engineered the system’s Education Act 1998 amended in 2010 to address the wealth gap (Culture, 2020 ), 4000 pupils each year benefit less when entering secondary school due to disabled children’s medical care because of lack of funds in 2019 (Teachers, 2018). Stating they feared running out of food before getting money to buy more caused them to leave education before entering university.  Some 4% of pupils each year do not have the educational outcomes they set out to do (Office, 2020).  So they have set a new policy vision 2030 for higher education, a  co-created  document  establishing  national  goals  (Office, 2020). 

Teachers are highly trusted specialists in education, with a minimum of a master’s degree and an additional year research designed to master the craft fully based on a strong emphasis on pedagogy (OECD, 2020) . It is questionable whether this high skill set is appropriate to the level that the educators will be teaching(Zhao, 2020).  A downside for Finnish educators is that even though they invest in their own education their education level does not receive comparable remuneration when the high cost of living in Finland is taken into consideration, working less hours than the average comparison 32 hours allowing time for more planning (Gotcheva, 2020), considering. Evidently less stressful for teachers with no standardised testing or homework ,spending little time on homework (Aalto, 2020)In addition (Teachers, 2018) and  (Aalto, 2020) both suggested how dangerous it is throwing out authority in schools suggesting it can be harmful for cognitive achievement, and stated this shows in Finland’s recent PISA results (Federick, 2020) . 

 Lastly children all ages integrated in the same classroom regardless of ability. Children are not measured for the first 6 years of their education  (Colagrossi, 2020)and this helps caregiver’s attachment in line with John Bowlby Theory (Education, 2014).  This gives them the adequate development stages to progress at the Level it should be and at the age that it should be done (Cherry, 2020) .The children need to be children as long as possible and they go out to play after each 45-minute lesson , creating mind exploring, even though this seems to be the main approach (Colagrossi, 2020) students really feel like they are in prison. Finland forcing to prepare its children for the real world (Colagrossi, 2019).
                   

Slide 6 Disadvantages of the Finnish curriculum  
Currently with the pressure from the government to cut back on educational funding, based on the number of students (Lavonen, 2020), there are repercussions of having larger group sizes as there is less funds to buy schools and facilities (Dickinson, 2019). 
Parental views were that some concerns on importance of their children being prepared work starting at age 7 (Greatbatch, 2019),by doing more letters and numbers to prepare better for their educational outcomes later.
In Finland even with less stress from no testing, uniforms, not all children enjoy school, and tackling bullying due to peer pressure seems to be affecting the wellbeing of 70% of finish children in the school environment (Ferrante, 2018) .

Considering Finland’s great hallmark on education, there is the lack of information technology (IT) in classrooms, for 6- to 10-year-olds compared to English classrooms.This is due to the provisions in Finland differing to that of England’s (Education, 2014) although now as a result of Covid-19 it is the leading form of teaching and teachers in Finland are making adaptations and updating like England (education, 2020). 

Lastly the gender gap is still evident in schools and its performance gap score continues to languish below the OECD average by 18% (Greatbatch, 2019). The new policies also may be having a negative effect  50% of Finland's school which is male (OECD, 2020).
Even though these disadvantages are something to work on stated Andreas Schleicher, OECD Director of Education, stated  ‘Finland's recent declines are modest compared to the headway made when the country switched from traditional education’ (Dickinson, 2019).

Slide 7 curriculum England 
Children start school between ages 3-5 years and almost 70% attend, usually in a private setting, government or in a voluntary one, called the Foundation Phase and the maximum class is 30 pupils and free for all children (OFSTED, 2021).
In 2000 the Government introduced the Foundation Stage consisting of 6 stages of learning ,social, emotional development, communication, numeracy and literacy, mathematics, physical and creative development (Tickell, 2018) .
Testing in school is very controversial within England for example children are assessed by national tests the results are published and parents use them to select schools for their children (OFSTED, 2021). Test results are arguably not an accurate representation of a student's abilities and they lack reliability (OFSTED, 2021). Additionally, Bennett (2017) wrote the ‘teach to test’ obtains a false measure ‘may increase test performance but not increase performance in the larger domain’ (Walsh, 2018). Therefore in 2003 funding was provided to make judgement and report for children’s progress to the Local Education Authority and therefore Ofsted inspects all schools (OFSTED, 2021)  and if school fails the basic requirements it will be shut down, reports made public and the schools will receive financial and professional support (Dickinson, 2019). ‘A lack of funding and investment, pressures on resources, and increasing pupil numbers’ are problematic (Koretz, 2018).
There is a shortage of teachers in England, so government made different pathways, fulltime or part time, with a basic level of education GCSE maths B, English B and science  (Swain, 2020), with only 3-year programme in university and all teachers are inspected by Ofsted (Wolf, 2011). The pay shows discrepancies as many are paid the national minimum wage (Ferrante, 2018), teachers regally go on strike and they only have a small amount of input in the curriculum, and caregivers often question teachers’ abilities throughout the UK and state that teachers are not doing their jobs properly (Bryne, 2021).

Slide 8 Similarities and differences in both Finland and England  
Similarities 
The COVID-19 19 pandemic has surely made online teaching become the new way of teaching, this is necessary for both Finland and England’s education (council, 2020).
The UNCRC has collaborated with both countries who practice children’s rights in everyday schooling by embarking on the following 
Article 23’ If I have a disability, I have the right to special care and education be able to join in with activities, and their disability should not stop them from taking part, be able to join in and feel included at school’ (UNCRC, 2020)
Article 28 ‘says that children and young people have the right to education no matter who they are: regardless of race, gender, or disability; if they are in detention, or if they are a refugee’ (UNCRC, 2020).
Article 29 says that ‘a child or young person's education should help their mind, body and talents be the best they can. It should also build their respect for other people and the world around them. They should learn to respect: their rights and the rights of others’ (UNCRC, 2020).

Differences 

Evidently Finland has a lot more scope with their curriculum which leads on autonomy and self-regulation and more variation within its core than England. England’s curriculum needs additional planning in the way it must be taught and is more centralised and defined (Education, 2013) (Federick, 2020).
In England 90% of teachers struggle with the expectations of the foundation curriculum and in year one left feeling confused on teaching the testing system ready for year two (Ferrante, 2018), whereas Finnish teachers are very confident in the way they prepare for school throughout; they have no pressure or such difficulties (Dickinson, 2019).
In England the expectation from a six year old is suggested to be too much for them and they are not at that stage of development to be doing the level of literacy and numeracy that is expected. Reading and writing at age three years old can be very challenging for teachers to teach and especially for the children at such a young age (OFSTED, 2021).  According to (Bryne, 2021) in England migration is a lot higher than Finland by 43% (Studies, 2019) as is the use of English as a second language.  This also suggests that teacher have more challenging circumstances than that of Finland due to having, for example, over 29 languages in just one rural school in England compared to Finland having 4 languages at most (Bryne, 2021). 

Parents in both ,evidently want their children to be happy in any  form of education and relate well to each other, but there was greater agreement in Finland on the views of the education their six-year-olds should receive (Ferrante, 2018). While England was diverse in the views among caregivers in England with concerns with Year 1 curriculum that some regarded as a drastic change after the Foundation Stage following Reception (OECD, 2020). 



Conclusion
It is difficult to make a like for like comparison of practice and policy from each country as many other factors such as cultural, economic, political, and historic all need to be taken into consideration with one of the biggest differences being the age that children begin attending school. Finland appears to value its Teachers more and it is a prestigious career with a highly competitive recruitment process and perhaps this is why teachers in Finland have more input into what is taught whereas in England the curriculum is determined by government.  
Despite the success in Finland the English EYFS has seen progression and improvement. There was a rush by English educators to consider what Finland was doing however pupil achievement is improving in England and the successes in Finland do not appear as significant as they did initially.  
Arguably the lack of monitoring and adherence to targets could be behind why there are cracks appearing as criticism mounts about the Finnish education system. In the UK regular scrutiny from OFSTED highlights problems and successes more quickly and takes the appropriate action. Finland’s progression of the curriculum work is based on trust and trust in the educators. Which is the best approach? In the UK there is accountability but is it too prescriptive? Would it be better to trust the educators as they do in Finland? Does the accountability in the UK ensure that schools strive for excellence? Is the answer to have a balance of the two education systems? Both the UK and Finland are members of OECD which seeks to foster strong education so arguably both countries are striving for the same end goals.      
