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I. Introduction

At its April 2014 meeting, the Board of Governors was informed about the stability of the different existing sections in the various schools.

At that same meeting the situation of the German language section of the European School, Mol was also noted.

In accordance with the document ‘CRITERIA FOR THE SETTING-UP, CLOSURE OR MAINTENANCE OF EUROPEAN SCHOOLS’ Ref.: 2000-D-1110, the Administrative Board of the European School, Mol provided the Board of Governors with further information about the German language section.

The Board of Governors then decided to mandate a specific working group to evaluate the situation of the German language section at the European School, Mol.  
The following is the composition of the working group, according to what is specified in document 2000-D-1110:

Representative:

• of the Commission

• of the host country of the School

• of the inspectorate

• of the Budgetary Committee

Chaired by the Secretary-General or his delegate.

It includes a representative of the staff of the School, a representative of the parents and the Director.

MANDATE

At its meeting on 2-4 December 2014, the Board of Governors endorsed the proposal to create a working group charged with evaluating the situation of the German language section of the European School, Mol, whose work should take two years to complete. An interim report would be presented to the Board of Governors at its December 2015 meeting.
The Secretary-General delegated the chairmanship of the group to his Deputy. The working group collected data, discussed the situation of the German language section and decided which data should be included in the final report. Then the management of the school and the Chair of the working group finalised the data to be included in the report and circulated them amongst the other members.

The data collected were the subject of a specific item at the meeting of the Administrative Board of the European School, Mol in September 2016.

This document has also been sent to the members of the working group. The working group will meet once again to prepare the financial statement for the Budgetary Committee’s meeting.
II. Current situation at the European School, Mol
The Mol School was set up in 1960, with most of the current school buildings dating from 1969. The school was in fact set up to serve the educational needs of children whose parents worked at the nearby JRC Geel (formerly known as EURATOM and IRMM) and also served the educational needs of specific migrant groups in the region. Today the school has a broad intake of students, with over 59 nationalities represented in the student population, in four sections: Dutch, English, French and German.
The school is located on a very large site (over 21 hectares), in a woodland setting, and is just over an hour from Brussels and about 30 minutes from Antwerp.  The school also serves students from the Eindhoven area, which is also about 30 minutes away. The school is fortunate to have 12 460 m² of school buildings, which are maintained to the highest standards by the Belgian Régie de Gebouwen (Public Buildings Authority). The school has excellent sports facilities, which include gymnasia, an indoor swimming pool, sport fields and other outdoor facilities. The school canteen is very well equipped and the school has a purpose-built, modern training centre and auditorium. The Nursery, Primary and Secondary Schools are housed in separate buildings. 

The school now serves the educational needs of children whose parents work for JRC Geel (formerly the Institute for Reference Materials and Measurements, IRMM), accounting for about 20% of the student population and almost 100% of the Category I population. The student population at the European School, Mol is currently 745. This is an increase on last year and the school is confident that this increase in population will continue in the coming years. The population of the German language section has been in decline over the last few years, now standing at 41 students, down from 79 students in 2010.  There was an increase of 25% to 49 students last year but as a result of a larger than usual Baccalaureate class graduating, the number has fallen again this year.  

In the late 1970s and early 1980s a large German military group was stationed at Arendonk. This facility was closed in the late 1980s and resulted in a significant decline in the population of the German language section, falling from more than 200 to the current numbers.  

For many years now, the Mol School has provided boarding and host family options to hundreds of students. The Flemish state-run boarding facility (internaat) at Leopoldsburg (approx. 18 km away) has strong links with the school and daily transport between the school and the internaat is provided. 
III. The German language section of the European School, Mol

III.1 Development of the population of the German language section
This table shows the development of the number of pupils in the German language section over the years:


	1970
	192

	1980
	229

	1990
	108

	2000
	95

	2010
	79

	2016
	41


The gradual decrease in the overall population over the last 40 years is clearly visible. The critical size of the section is, therefore, not really a new fact.

III.2 Numbers of students by cycle in the German language section
This table shows the development of the number of pupils in the three cycles at the European School, Mol in more recent years:

	School year
	Total Nursery
	Total Primary
	Total Secondary
	Total

	2010-2011


	13
	21
	45
	79

	2011-2012


	14
	20
	42
	76

	2012-2013


	12
	23
	31
	65

	2013-2014


	12
	14
	24
	50

	2014-2015


	8
	15
	17
	40

	2015-2016
	12
	16
	21
	49

	2016-2017
	8
	14
	19
	41


III.3 Grouping

The following tables show the grouping of classes in the nursery, primary and secondary cycles respectively over the most recent years.

Grouping in Nursery

	School year
	Grouping
	Population 

	2010-2011


	N1-N2
	13

	2011-2012


	N1-N2
	14

	2012-2013


	N1-N2
	12

	2013-2014


	N1-N2
	12

	2014-2015


	N1-N2
	8

	2016-2016
	N1-N2
	12

	2016-2017
	N1-N2
	8


Grouping in Primary

	School year
	Grouping
	Population 
	Grouping
	Population
	Total

	2010-2011


	P1-P2-P3
	9
	P4-P5
	12
	21

	2011-2012


	P1-P2
	9
	P3-P4-P5
	11
	20

	2012-2013


	P1-P2
	13
	P3-P4-P5
	10
	23

	2013-2014


	P1-P2-P4-P5
	7
	P3
	7
	14

	2014-2015


	P1-P2-P3
	7
	P4-P5
	8
	15

	2015-2016


	P1-P2-P3
	7
	P4-P5
	9
	16

	2016-2017
	P1-P2-P3
	7
	P4-P5
	7
	14


Grouping in Secondary

	School year
	Group/ no class
	Population 
	Separate classes
	Population
	Total 

	2010-2011


	/
	
	S1-S2-S3-S4-S5-S6-S7
	5-7-4-8-7-4-10
	45

	2011-2012


	/
	
	S1-S2-S3-S4-S5-S6-S7
	8-4-6-3-8-8-5
	42

	2012-2013


	/
	
	S1-S2-S3-S4-S5-S6-S7
	4-5-2-3-3-6-8
	31

	2013-2014


	S1-2 (L1/Maths grouped)
	3
	S3-S4-S5-S6-S7
	6-2-4-3-6
	24

	2014-2015


	S2-S3(L1/grouped)
	3
	S4-S5-S6-S7
	3-2-6-3
	17

	2015-2016


	S3-S4

S1-S2
	5

5
	S5-S6-S7
	2-3-6
	21

	2016-2017
	S1-S2
	10
	S3-S4-S5-S6-S7
	1-1-4-1-2
	19


This table shows that the number of pupils in each year group in the secondary cycle far from corresponds to a critical mass that would justify use of the word ‘class’.

This of course has an impact on the pedagogical offer to pupils in the DE section: most of them and for most of the lessons cannot really experience the rich exchanges that normally characterise a class.
III.4 Percentage of Category I students by section

	
	

	German Section
	40%

	English Section
	23%

	French Section
	19%

	Dutch Section
	19%


A sizable percentage of pupils enrolled in the DE section belong to Category I. In absolute terms, however, that means some 15-16 pupils.
III.5 Staffing of the DE section

Seconded teachers

Data relating to seconded German teachers with start and end of secondment dates

	Cycle
	Subject/area
	Start of secondment
	Projected end of secondment

	Primary
	Class teacher
	2012
	2021

	Primary
	Class Teacher
	2014
	2023

	Secondary
	Maths
	2013
	2022

	Secondary
	Bio/Chem/Sci
	2014
	2023

	Secondary
	Language
	2015
	2024


It is clear that should the decision to close the DE section be taken, some seconded teachers might need to be transferred to another European School.

A plan for these transfers would need to be drawn up, depending on the requirement for teaching hours at the different levels and in the different subjects/specialisations, and updated year on year.

Locally recruited teachers

Nursery class teacher, working in the school since 1993

Secondary teacher, Geography and Maths currently advertised

Secondary teacher, History in the school since 2015

Secondary teacher, Language/Philosophy since 2016

III.6 Projection of the potential impact of closure of the German language section at the European School, Mol on the distribution of pupils amongst the remaining language sections
Projection if the section were to close with immediate effect from 01/01/2016
This is of course just a fictitious simulation, intended to show what the distribution of pupils might be should the present population in the different levels and sections remain the same.

Numbers of students in the primary 2016/2017

The first table shows the population in September 2016:

	
	N1
	N2
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5
	Tot.

	DE
	3
	5
	3
	1
	3
	3
	3
	21

	EN
	18
	10
	18
	20
	20
	21
	24
	131

	FR
	10
	5
	7
	7
	7
	13
	8
	57

	NL
	17
	11
	19
	17
	19
	15
	17
	115

	Tot.
	48
	31
	47
	45
	49
	52
	52
	324


The second table shows the population distributed amongst the remaining EN, FR and NL sections; pupils in the DE section have been assigned to the other sections according to their L2 choice.

	
	N1
	N2
	P1
	P2
	P3
	P4
	P5
	Tot.

	DE
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EN
	21
	15

	21
	21
	23
	24
	27
	152

	FR
	10
	5
	7
	7
	7
	13
	8
	57

	NL
	17
	11
	19
	17
	19
	15
	17
	115

	Tot.
	48
	31
	47
	45
	49
	52
	52
	324


Number of students in the secondary 2016/2017

The first table shows the population in September 2016:

	
	S1
	S2
	S3
	S4
	S5
	S6
	S7
	Tot.

	DE
	6
	4
	1
	1
	4
	1
	3
	19

	EN
	27
	26
	32
	27
	28
	29
	20
	189

	FR
	7
	9
	11
	12
	14
	10
	15
	78

	NL
	17
	18
	22
	14
	28
	20
	23
	142

	Tot.
	57
	57
	66
	54
	74
	60
	61
	428


The second table shows the population distributed amongst the remaining EN, FR and NL sections; pupils in the DE section have been assigned to the other sections according to their L2 choice.

	
	S1
	S2
	S3
	S4
	S5
	S6
	S7
	Tot.

	DE
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	EN
	33
	30
	33
	28
	32

	30
	23
	208

	FR
	7
	9
	11
	12
	14
	10
	15
	78

	NL
	17
	18
	22
	14
	28
	20
	23
	142

	Tot.
	57
	57
	66
	54
	74
	60
	61
	428


Projection if the section were to be phased out, year group by year group, starting in N1 and S1 as from 01/09/2017
This is a more realistic simulation, since this might well be the phasing-out method that the Board of Governors might decide to apply should the Board decide on closure of the DE section.

The simulation operates as if the population of the European School, Mol were to be ‘frozen’ for the coming seven years.
[image: image2.emf]Year 0 - decision made

M1 M2 P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE 3 5 3 1 3 3 3 6 4 1 1 4 1 3

EN 18 10 18 20 20 21 24 27 26 32 27 28 29 20

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8 7 9 11 12 14 10 15

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17 17 18 22 14 28 20 23

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52 57 57 66 54 74 60 61

Year 1

M2 P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE 5 3 1 3 3 6 4 1 1 4 1

EN 21 10 18 20 20 21 27 27 26 32 27 28 29

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8 7 9 11 12 14 10

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17 17 18 22 14 28 20

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52 57 57 66 54 74 60

Year 2

P1 P2 P3 P4 P5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE 5 3 1 3 6 4 1 1 4

EN 21 10 18 20 20 24 27 27 26 32 27 28

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8 7 9 11 12 14

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17 17 18 22 14 28

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52 57 57 66 54 74

Year 3

P2 P3 P4 P5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE 5 3 1 6 4 1 1

EN 21 10 18 20 23 24 27 27 26 32 27

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8 7 9 11 12

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17 17 18 22 14

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52 57 57 66 54

Year 4

P3 P4 P5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE 5 3 6 4 1

EN 21 10 18 21 23 24 27 27 26 32

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8 7 9 11

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17 17 18 22

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52 57 57 66

Year 5

P4 P5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE 5 6 4

EN 21 10 21 21 23 24 27 27 26

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8 7 9

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17 17 18

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52 57 57

Year 6

P5 S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE 6

EN 21 15 21 21 23 24 27 27

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8 7

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17 17

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52 57

Year 7

S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7

DE

EN 21 15 21 21 23 24 27

FR 10 5 7 7 7 13 8

NL 17 11 19 17 19 15 17

Tot. 48 31 47 45 49 52 52


The simulation shows, as might be expected, that the closure’s impact on the school might well be easily managed.

IV. Opinion of the Joint Board of Inspectors and the Joint Teaching Committee

At its meeting of 12 October, the Joint Board of Inspectors could not reach a consensus to declare for or against the recommendation expressed by the Working Group. Therefore the Joint Board of Inspectors invited the Joint Teaching Committee to decide on the proposed closure of the DE section at the ES Mol from 01.09-2017, to give notice to the Budgetary Committee and the Board of Governors.

At its meeting on 13 and 14 October, the Joint Teaching Committee has considered with interest the proposal. The opinions are very divided, the Joint Teaching Committee came to the same conclusion as the Joint Board of Inspectors and is therefore not happened neither a consensus nor to express a clear conclusion. Half of the members, represented by Interparents the COSUP and CDP, and some delegations have expressed to the detriment of the proposal putting forward the argument of maintaining in each school the 3 language sections of vehicular languages (FR- EN-DE). The Directors meanwhile wanted a longer reflection period before a final decision is taken.
V. Financial Impact

The working group met on October 27th, 2016, to prepare the financial sheet.

During the meeting representatives of parents and teachers seized the opportunity to express, once again, their opposition to the proposal.
Then the working group agreed on the financial sheet that can be found in the annex 4.

VI. Opinion of the Budgetary Committee
The Budgetary Committee endorsed the following proposals :
· Gradually phase out the German language section at the European School, Mol, starting from 2017-20118 in N1 and S1. Phasing-out will take a maximum of seven years.

· All pupils, irrespective of their category, who are currently on roll in the German language section will retain their right to German language tuition as L1 up to the end of their studies at the European School, Mol.

Upon request, copy of the report produced as a follow up of the closure of sections at European Schools, Bergen, Culham, Karlsruhe and Mol will be joint to the document, for the info of the Board of Governors.
ANNEX 1 

Extract from: Criteria for the setting-up, closure or maintenance of European Schools 
(Document 2000-D-1110)
…….

This proposal would initially be considered by a working group appointed by the Board of Governors. This working group would be composed of a representative:

• of the Commission

• of the host country of the School

• of the inspectorate

• of the AFC

It would be chaired by the Representative of the Board of Governors or his delegate.

The Board of Governors would take its decision after having examined the conclusions presented by the working group.

…….

The closure of a language section may be envisaged when it falls short of 37 pupils in the primary  cycle and 42 pupils in the secondary cycle for two consecutive years or when the small number of  Category  I and II pupils calls into question the continuing existence of this language section.

This rule may not, however, prejudice the continuing existence of at least one language section per official language of the European Union in cities where Community institutions and bodies are heavily concentrated (Brussels and Luxembourg at present).

Moreover, any language section which no longer met the criteria indicated in point 3 above might nevertheless remain open if, at the request of the State concerned, the costs inherent in the employment of the teaching staff seconded by it were defrayed entirely by the State in question, or by the Community body for which the School has been set up, or a form of co-funding arrangement between the Member State and the latter body were adopted.

In each of the three situations referred to above, an evaluation of the situation of the school or (in the cases referred to in 3) of the language section(s) concerned should be made by the Board of Governors before initiating the relevant closure procedure. This evaluation would be made on the basis of the work done by a working group appointed by the Board of Governors.

This working group would be constituted as indicated in point 2.0 above. It would also include a representative of the staff of the School, a representative of the parents and the Director.

ANNEX 2
Opinion of the Management Team at the European School, Mol

The management team of the European School, Mol strongly supports the continuation of the German language section throughout the whole school.  We feel that the European Spirit of our school and the mission statement of the European School system are best served with the continuation of the section as one of the four sections in the school.  

As German is also one of the vehicular languages of the system, the closure of the section will not remove the need for teaching of German L2 and the various subjects that are taught through German.  In essence, this creates a significant difference compared with closing a section for a non-vehicular language. In our case the school will still require a number of teachers who will teach through German, along with German SWALS teachers, into the future.  The cost saving produced in closing the section will not be as significant as it would be in the case of closure of a non-vehicular language section.  The school has been successfully supporting German colleagues and German students for many years and, even allowing for a less attractive set of options in years 6 and 7, we feel that this has served our German-speaking community very well. 

The school requested the Régie der Gebouwen to consider building a boarding facility on the campus and the request was received in a very positive manner.  While the completion date would be some years from now and the organisational aspects would require a great deal of planning, we feel that this would only serve to increase the overall population of the school and this would include the German language section.  The possibility of students who currently attend schools in Brussels joining the school in Mol would become a greater possibility and so the overcrowding situation could in some cases be alleviated a little with this facility.  This would have no financial impact on the Budget of the school or of the European Commission.

The school has been actively promoting both the system and the opportunities available here in Mol for the last three to four years and we are now beginning to see the results of this work.  We currently have 742 student in attendance, with a further 18 students who will take up a place in the school before the end of the calendar year.  This could produce a total school population of 760, which would be a significant increase from the 727 who were enrolled last year.  We are convinced that this number will continue to rise in the coming years and whilst the increase has not had a significant impact on the size of the German language section, we believe that in the longer term it will yield results.

The German language section currently has the highest percentage of Category I students and so closure of the section in fact adversely disenfranchises the group of students for whom the system was designed.  

We appreciate that the school was given a two-year window in which to show an increase in the German language section and whilst we had an increase in the 2016/2016 school year, this has not been reproduced in the 2016/2017 school year.  Nevertheless, we would request that in the interest of fully following the mission of the European School system, we should be allowed a further period of time to achieve an increase in the population of the German language section. 
Annex 3
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European School, Mol
Mr B. Goggins
Director

Europawijk 100
B-2400 Mol

Subject: Reiteration of my concerns on German Section, European School, Mol

A

As the Director of the Geel site, T herewith would like o reiterate my concerns that T had
expressed about 2 years ago already (my letter of 20 September 2014 ~ attached). |
‘would like to stress again that the existence of the European School in Mol i vital for the
European Commission's Joint Research Centre in Geel. Moreover, keeping the German
section is important to Keep the European School in Mol a an attractive school and
therefore ensuring that the JRC Geel site keeps an attractive work place.

Kind regards,

>—

Elke ANKLAM

Attachm. My letter of 30 September 2014 (ARES(2014)3207049)
Copy:  C.Nazareth
Europoan Commision,Retseweg 11, 6.2640 Gu, BELGIUM

Telopnono: drecting (3214 5711292
i ek aram @ec ourops o0




ANNEX 4

Financial sheet

1. List all the hours that are at present used to run the DE section 
Nursery/Primary

	Code
	Role
	Level
	Pupils
	Hours

	Cdc
	Class teacher
	M1 /M2
	9
	25.5

	Det
	Class teacher
	P1/P2
	5
	20.5

	Det
	Class teacher
	P3/P4/P5
	9
	13.25

	TOTAL
	59.25


Secondary

	Code
	Course
	Level
	Pupils
	Periods

	Det
	L1-dea (S1-2)
	1
	10
	5

	Det
	Matdea (S1-2)
	1
	10
	4

	Cdc
	Schdea (S1-2)
	1
	10
	3

	Det
	Scidea (S1-2)
	1
	10
	4

	Cdc
	L1-dea
	3
	1
	3

	Det
	Matdea
	3
	1
	3

	Det
	Scidea
	3
	1
	3

	Det
	Biodea
	4
	1
	2

	Det
	Chidea
	4
	1
	2

	Det
	Phydea
	4
	1
	2

	Det
	Biodea
	5
	4
	2

	Det
	Chidea
	5
	4
	2

	Det
	L1-dea (S4-5)
	5
	5
	4

	Det
	Ma6dea (s4-5)
	5
	5
	6

	Det
	Phydea
	5
	4
	2

	Det
	Bi2dea
	6
	1
	2

	Cdc
	L1-dea
	6
	1
	4

	Det
	Ma3dea
	6
	1
	2

	Det
	Ph2dea
	6
	1
	2

	Det
	Bi2dea
	7
	1
	2

	Det
	L1-dea
	7
	2
	4

	Det
	Ma5dea
	7
	2
	4

	Det
	Ph2dea
	7
	2
	2

	TOTAL
	69


There are 69 periods that are necessary to run the German section in secondary school this school year 2016-2017. 

All students follow ethics and religion in their second language.

2. List all hours that might be needed in the long term future (L1 at all levels)

Nursery/ Primary
	Level
	Numbers of students
	Hours used now
	Hours required

in future
	Difference

	N1
	4
	25.50

( for M1 and M2)
	
	

	
	
	
	2.5
	23

	N2
	5                                                                                                
	
	
	

	P1
	3
	20.50

(for P1 and P2)
	2.5
	

	
	
	
	
	18

	P2
	2
	
	 
	

	P3
	3                                            
	13.25

(for P3-P4-P5)
	
	

	P4
	3
	
	3.75
	9.5

	P5
	3
	
	
	

	TOTAL DIFFERENCE N&P
	50.5


Secondary
	 
	Effected courses 
	Periods a week now
	Courses
	Periods a week in the future
	Difference

	
	S1L1-DEA
	4
	S1L1-DEA
	4
	11

	 
	S1MATDEA
	4
	
	
	

	 
	S1SCHDEA
	3
	
	
	

	 
	S1SCIDEA
	4   
	
	
	

	 
	
	(15)
	
	
	

	
	S2L1-DEA
	4
	S2L1-DEA
	4
	11

	 
	S2MATDEA
	4
	
	
	

	 
	S2SCHDEA
	3
	
	
	

	 
	S2SCIDEA
	4
	
	
	

	 
	
	(15)
	
	
	

	
	S3L1-DEA
	3
	S3L1-DEA
	3
	8

	 
	S3MATDEA
	4
	
	
	

	 
	S3SCIDEA
	4
	
	
	

	 
	
	(11)
	
	
	

	
	S4BIODEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	S4CHIDEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	S4L1-DEA
	3
	S4L1-DEA
	3
	12

	 
	S4MA6DEA
	6
	
	
	

	 
	S4PHYDEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	
	(15)
	
	
	

	
	S5BIODEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	S5CHIDEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	S5L1-DEA
	3
	S5L1-DEA
	3
	10

	 
	S5MA4DEA
	4
	
	
	

	 
	S5PHYDEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	
	(13)
	
	
	

	
	S6BI2DEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	S6L1-DEA
	4
	S6L1-DEA
	4
	11

	 
	S6MA5DEA
	5
	
	
	

	 
	S6PH2DEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	
	(15)
	
	
	

	
	S7L1-DEA
	4
	S7L1-DEA
	4
	10

	
	S7BI2DEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	S7MA3DEA
	3
	
	
	

	 
	S7MA5DEA
	5
	
	
	

	 
	S7PH2DEA
	2
	
	
	

	 
	
	(16)
	
	
	

	TOTAL DIFFERENCE S
	73


3. Summary and costs

Summary and costs
	Level
	Hours used now
	Hours required

in future
	Difference
	Cost

€

	Nursery
	25.50
	2.5
	23
	39500

	Primary
	33.75
	6.25
	27.5
	47200

	Secondary
	98
	25
	73
	201500

	Total cost
	288200


4. List of teacher’s positions actually employed for the DE section, with condition of their contract (Det: old/new salary scale; Cdc old/new salary scale) and date of entry

	Cycle
	Subject/area
	Contract
	Salary scale
	Start of secondment/recruitment
	Projected end of secondment

	Nursery/Primary
	Class Teacher
	Cdc
	Old
	
	/

	Nursery/Primary
	Class Teacher
	Det
	New
	2012
	2021

	Nursery/Primary
	Class Teacher
	Det
	New
	2014
	2023

	Secondary
	Maths/ Phys
	Det
	New
	2013
	2022

	Secondary
	Bio/Chem/Sci
	Det
	New
	2014
	2023

	Secondary
	Language
	Det
	New
	2015
	2024

	Secondary
	Lang / Philo
	Cdc
	New
	2016
	/

	Secondary
	Hist
	Cdc
	New
	2015
	/

	Secondary
	Geo
	Cdc
	New
	2016
	/


� This situation cannot occur in reality, because enrolments in the EN section would be limited.


� As could be better understood in the year by year phasing-out simulation, splitting of classes would not be needed.
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