Primary Teachers -Specialists and Generalists
Simply put this debate is the opposition between subject-centred and child-centred education .Little actual research regarding attainment of pupils using either approach exists and most pieces written on the subject are no more than opinion pieces .
Subject Specialism

More and more is being demanded of children and their teachers. No one teacher can reasonably be expected to know all that is required for every subject in the curriculum for the primary stage they are teaching.
Subject specialist teaching has long featured in primary education, but has tended to be in the form of the specialist teacher of art, music or physical education taking a class once a week for an hour or so to supplement the teaching of the generic class teacher who covers the core subjects of the curriculum. It is supposed that in these areas an innate talent is required and every teacher can not be expected to possess it. An EIS survey in 1999 found that teachers themselves are highly supportive of the assistance they receive from these types of specialists. 
In this post McCrone era in Scottish schools it is now becoming more common for this approach to be extended to other areas of the curriculum such as science. In England subject specialism in the primary school is commonplace due to the demands of their National Curriculum.
Thornton’s review for the Universities Council for the Education of Teachers (UCET) found that primary school teaching is already centred on subjects and that the main advantage of a specialist approach is that a high level of knowledge is brought to the teaching. A further report by Holroyd and Harlen (1995) noted the lack of preparedness among Scottish primary teachers to teach science. They were less confident about teaching science and many possessed misunderstandings of key scientific ideas.
Generalist Approach

Generalist primary teachers know each child and their specific needs and this overview ensures that each child’s experience is balanced, coherent and their development is even.
 It follows that primary teaching in itself is a specialism and should be recognised as such. From OFSTED reports it is found that the quality of teaching is more important than the level of subject specialism.
Subject specialism can also lead to teachers becoming deskilled and in the Holroyd and Harlen report it is suggested that the best way of overcoming teacher misconceptions and lack of confidence in Science is through directed in service training and not subject specialism.
Internationally it is countries such as Japan and Korea where pupils are taught by generalist primary teachers who perform best overall in attainment surveys although other variable also contribute to this.
In Luxembourg where the primary curriculum has become segmented the level of non certification has increased.
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