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Indoor air

problems at
schools




The pupils report various symptoms like headache,
smarting/hurting eyes, eczemas, fever, problems with stomach and
joints, asthma.

“Depending on the length of the exposure, children in schools with

W hy tO WO r ry the worst indoor air quality may get marks as much as one grade

lower on average than pupils in schools with the best indoor air,”

2101010 t | N d O0r says Ulla Haverinen-Shaughnessy from THL.

air problems
at schools?

“There is a risk that educational achievement declines as interim
facilities usually include just the basic provisions. We have received
feedback that mobile buildings often suffer from heating and
ventilation problems.”




The municipalities don’t tell parents about the suspected
indoor air problems in school, before the problems are serious.

. The children live at serious risk of health. Many of them
Th em aJ or experience loss of friends as they have to change school or
study alone because of they experience symptoms or illnesses

p 'O b | ems | N in a consequence of indoor air problems.

Suomen
2 []es ) Often the children have to study home alone with their
Va N h em pa In | IItto’s parents, because a clean enough school buildings are not found

pOi Nt Of View: in their municipalities. They don’t get enough support for
. studies.
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Vanhempainliitto’s
activity:

Discussions with The National Health and Welfare institute /
Terveet tilat 2028 (Healthy Buildings 2028 -program).
Statements on guidelines for municipalities.

Discussions with The Indoor Air Working group of the
Parliament. Statements on law preparations.

The Indoor Air problem Network of Non-governmental
organizations (The Organization of Respirotary Health, The
Trade Union of Education in Finland, OAJ, trade Unions of
nurses)
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ategy for

® lts tas -friendly Finland that spans

.

government terms and crosses a ative boundaries.
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}) ars by reconfiguring
preprima | ool into a more coherent
system that allows pug > the next level after they have gained

the required basic skills.

* As part of this approach, we will examine the possibility of providing pre-primary

/) education over a two-year period.



f comprehensive

®* We must secure equal op; ndividual learning pathways. We
intend to do this by funding positive éliscriminq’rion, encouraging more flexible
teaching and providing adequate support. We will reinforce the position of schools
as community hubs and advocates of wellbeing.
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cial needs
s hat legislation and
the allocate e subjects from various
perspectives; for example quality of students is realised and how

teachers are coping.

®* We will include teachers, researchers and families in the long-term

/ development of comprehensive school education.



qnised within

and earning outcomes

between gende generation immigrant children

and young people.
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eC xtended unless the fees
for uppe aring for the extension, we will
investigate the reason: upper secondary education and take the
appropriate measures to address them. We will also carry out a study on non-fee-paying
upper secondary education and a reduction in learning material costs and, based on that,
take the appropriate measures to implement upper secondary education that is genuinely
free of charge
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> plan to

reinforce and

npro activities, clubs and

cooperation w or providers. We will launch

preparations for promoting free-of-charge leisure activities during the school

O day.

%




as
viding a

1d influence of
uden ule against bullying
and will offe ognizing and tackling bullying.
We will also pay attentic enting and recognizing discriminatory bullying. We

aim to extend the identified best practices nationally and secure the continuation of
effective projects.




