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Progress since the 1970s

• participation

• equity

• achievement

• productivity
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Participation
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Basic education

Secondary education

Tertiary education

Development of level of education among adult population (15 years and older) in 

Finland between 1960 and 2005

Gross Enrolment Rates (in 2007): 
• Compulsory education - 100%
• Upper secondary education - 97%
• Tertiary education - 70 %
• Adult education - 57 % 
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Equity (1) – Variation in Student Performance 

in Science (PISA 2006)

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

180

G
e

rm
a

n
y

C
z
e

c
h

 R
e

p
u

b
li
c

A
u

s
tr

ia

H
u

n
g

a
ry

N
e

th
e

rl
a

n
d

s

B
e

lg
iu

m

J
a

p
a

n

It
a

ly

G
re

e
c

e

S
lo

v
a

k
 R

e
p

u
b

li
c

T
u

rk
e

y

S
w

it
z
e

rl
a

n
d

K
o

re
a

L
u

x
e

m
b

o
u

rg

U
n

it
e

d
 S

ta
te

s

P
o

rt
u

g
a

l

M
e

x
ic

o

U
n

it
e

d
 K

in
g

d
o

m

N
e

w
 Z

e
a

la
n

d

A
u

s
tr

a
li
a

C
a

n
a

d
a

Ir
e

la
n

d

D
e

n
m

a
rk

S
p

a
in

P
o

la
n

d

S
w

e
d

e
n

N
o

rw
a

y

Ic
e

la
n

d

F
in

la
n

d



2/2009

Equity (2) – Variation in Student Performance 

in Science (PISA 2006)
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Achievement (1) – Mathematics in SIMS 1981
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Achievement (2) – Mathematics in PISA 2006
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Productivity
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Paradox 1: Less is more
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Paradox 1: Less is more
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Paradox 2: Test less, learn more
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Paradox 3: The better the high school graduate, the 

more likely she will become a teacher
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Education policies and the spirit of change

Global education reform movement (germ)

Disciplined focus on core subjects

Prescribed curriculum

More reform

Test-based accountability

Standardisation

Control
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Education policies and the spirit of change

Global education reform movement (germ)

Disciplined focus on core subjects

Prescribed curriculum

More reform

Test-based accountability

Standardisation

Control

Reform policies in Finland

Relaxed creative learning

School curriculum

Learning from others and the past

Shared responsibility

Loose guidelines and targets

Trust
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