GUDEE – États généraux des Écoles Européennes

Workshop 4 − Conclusions
Prospect for future development of the European School system
Introduction − The Working Group felt that the European schools have years of experience, they are centres of excellence and the European baccalaureate is very highly regarded. A broader vision of what we want our schools to look like in the future was needed.
1 – Development versus status quo – Our group felt that expansion was not only inevitable but that we have everything to gain. The schools were in fact victims of their own success. The schools should become better known and thus better recognised. They should not just be for the elite. Our group felt that there was a need to have more social mixing in the schools. There were complaints that they don’t reflect society and that the children are living in a world that is not the real world. We need to have more choice and enhance mobility The European union woud be consolidated and enhanced by this new generation of young people aware of European values with a place and role to play and new energy.
2 – Big European schools versus other European schools – each school is different with its own specificity. The group heard about the ESK Experience where in the year 2000 it was threatened with closure or being turned into a private school. It had, and still has, a budget of 12 million euros. In 2000 then the European Commission contributed over 60%, today it is around 20%. How is this possible? Collaboration with the local and regional authorities give a large financing to the school as the school is considered a very important factor for the region. Category 2 students have grown from 19 pupils to 250 in the last 6 years and there are 146 companies paying 12,000 per year per pupil. This they do because it an excellent investment.

3 – Type 1 versus Type 2 European schools – Mr. Vial, Former chairman of Troika 2 and former member of the High Level Group outlined the beginnings of the opening up of the system and the challenges facing the working groups. They had had to consider what could be transferred from the European school system, as it is not possible to copy the ES into the national system. National systems are very different in terms of financing and internal practices from Type 1 schools. The last two years must be the same as a Type 1 school in order get the proper education and linguistic training so as to able to defend their ideas in the exams. There was talk of bridges between the Type 2 and Type 1 schools. The most important aspect was to maintain the pedagogical high standards and spirit of the schools.

4 – Training and experience – The group felt that there was a need to deepen the existing system (curricular, exchanges between teachers) as well as expansion. Some felt even before expansion. They considered second language to be primordial in the system as was mother tongue. The “raison d’etre” behind why history was taught in second language was evoked. We need to look at the question of the curriculum, language, etc. before rushing ahead. It is not just a question of budgetary sources but also the education aspects. For this, it is important to know that the teachers are properly trained (example of Microsoft) and given good support. Former teachers can and should provide the back up. High quality of language and high quality of teachers was essential. Certification of teachers who are able to teach in any European school.
5 – Quality Control – The system needs to expand but how to we reproduce what is central to the European school system? The group felt that it was not easy to photocopy and transport the pedagogical methods and spirit. European schools are not factories and they couldn’t allow any old school to grant the European baccalaureate to just anyone. There is the spirit of the school, and the specificity of the curriculum and the excellence of the teachers. How can we extend the system while ensuring that we maintain the quality and the spirit. How to you transfer the quality of something into another system we need sufficient reassurances for quality control. The curriculum and the diploma are the most important aspects so that we have an intellectual capital that is not fully exploited and is one of the assets of the school. We shouldn’t’ worry about financing.. we live in a market economy and there is more demand than supply.

6 – European schools versus other “international “ schools and national schools – Politicians are trying to re-invent the wheel but the European schools have already 50 years experience, which should be use. Need to maximise the experience and get a better return on the investment. Yes, there are lots of national schools doing good things and we can learn from best practices around Europe. Emphasis was made of the Nordic countries, with Finland being cited best schooling system for the second time by the OECD’s recent report.
7 – European baccalaureate versus International baccalaureate – The European baccalaureate is the overarching central aspect of this system. This certification gives the right to study in other countries of European (another group have looked more closely into this). Some felt that the IB was liable to take over as a global baccalaureate recognised internationally but it was also felt that although the IB was highly respected it was not really international and that the European baccalaureate was the only real one.

8 – European schools as a trademark which needs to be protected – It was suggested that the European school and the European Baccalaureate should be registered as trademarks and that we need to protect our label, image and value for money. In order to export the system we have to have a good package with experience teachers. Use of the European school licence should correspond to strict criteria, which must be supervised with provisions that schools risk losing it if they are not up to the standards required. We need to construct bridges between different types of schools so that we can guarantee the experience and spirit of the schools. The European school should publish a pedagogical material so that these can be used in all schools. We should not exclude of having European schools outside European boarders such as in Japan.
Conclusion by the chair − Mr. Hoyem again asked the questions he had opened the workshop with: Is it relevant 2007 to have a company school? More flexibility is needed however, although there is much talk of autonomy, autonomy, and autonomy …he has never seen so much centralisation, centralisation and centralisation.
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