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INTERPARENTS ROUNDTABLE

on

the European Parliament Resolution on the “European school system”
On Sunday 4 December 2011, Interparents held a Roundtable on the European Parliament Resolution on the “European school system”, reading through the Resolution article by article, in order to analyse how best to make use of the recommendations therein. The commentated Resolution is attached
The Resolution underlined the basic principles of the system (obligation to community staff, European dimension, quality education and Baccalaureate, model multilingual/multicultural approach, mother tongue) and highlighted areas where governance (legal basis, autonomy, member states cooperation, more EU competences, opening up), finances (viability, budgetary constraints, secondment, cost sharing, non-fulfilment of obligations) and pedagogical aspects, (teachers, evaluation, training,languages, repeat rates, learning support, special needs, alternative certificate) needed improvement.
More specifically:
Pedagogical aspects/languages/SEN
· afirm cultural identity, fostering mutual understanding and mutual respect, develop European dimension in education, study of all subjects particularly mathematics + sciences, external evaluation of repeat/faileur rates
· educate children in mother tongue, atain high level of knowledge of at least two languges, multiculturalism, reintergration into national systems, qualified native speaking teachers
· learning and language support for all students, especially those with learning difficulties, special education needs and SWALs, vocational skills to be developed as well as purely academic ones, protect the vunerable pupils, promote inclusion, maximise capacity

Finance/viability
· budgetary restrictions should not negatively affect founding principles of the European schools, quality of edcuation and proper functioning of the system

· review of how schools are funded and recruitment of teachers, obligations of secondment of teachers, fairer payment system, more transparency of EU financial contribution

· more effective management of resources, school autonomy, draw up impact assesement for rationalisation of system, protect systems’ long term viability,
Governance/opening up/legal basis

· persistent systemic problems dealt with, way of operating needs to be improved, all pupils should receive the same quality education regardless of mother tongue school location or category, target a wider and more diverse intake, fundamental changed needed, guarentee eduational quality and continuity, 
· be an education model and Baccalaureate is unique and attractive, should be promoted in Member states, for the dissemination of European culture, values and languages, foster multilingualism and European integration, promote European Baccalaureate and its recognition, promote concept of European schools, development of associated schools
· Intergovernmental legal status reached limits, legal basis should be simplified, more transparent and effective, European schools brought under umbrella of the Union, within EU area of competence
Interparents noted the following:

Pedagogical aspects

· even Commission’s own report mentions the worsening systematic problems that are having a direct effect on the quality of education. 
· criticism for the single qualification ie the Baccalaureate, and the lack of an alternative diploma for those wishing to follow a more vocational course at 16 years of age. IP insists that the “school-leaving certificate”, preferably “diploma”, should not be linked with failing. IP feels that there should not be any restrictions on SEN and LS provision for pupils who require it for the preparation for the BAC.

· more compatibility of the Baccalaureat to national requirements key in the passage from the Baccalaureate to University. The ES should be benchmarking standards. The European Baccalaureate should become more widely recognised and an integral part of a national system.
· there are many debates on education taking place in Europe but these debates never include the European schools. IP feels that the ES work within a bubble. It needs outside expertise and input. European schooling should be seen as part of general landscape of Education in Europe (PISA, Eurydice, etc).
· IP is aware that science subjects have been hit particularly hard by current budget cuts. 

Languages

· language issue complex (mother tongue, dominant language, working language etc,) as many families today are multi-lingual and do not fit neatly into any language “box”. 

· IP wish to point out that the Eu Baccalaureate is done in the mother tongue, so that classes in mother tongue are not just to maintain ties to their culture.

· IP is aware that in some schools, subjects such as music, art or sport are only available in one language, and there is the danger that this may exclude some children from being totally involved because that language is not the pupil’s L1, L2 or L3.

· IP insist mother tongue be guaranteed for all children no matter how few in group. IP insists that “other children” who are allowed to attend are all treated equally and without discrimination within the system.

· enlargement let to greater numbers of SWALS. IP suggests that this should also say nor should this prejudice any other section.

SEN

· IP believes that it should read “appropriate support for students, and those with special educational needs”. IP would like to see the SEN report or breakdown of this project.
· learning Support must be available to all, as cat III pupils are also taught to the Baccalaureate exam
Finance

· current financing of the ES system is flawed. Enforcement of obligations is not exercised and not clear who’s competent to enforce the convention
· contribution from EU is now capped and is no longer a “balancing contribution”? This move has had a detrimental effect on the running of the schools.
· IP believes that secondement is the core of the discussion ie “the viability of the system”. Without some kind of cost-sharing, this is very difficult.

· IP is aware that parents are being asked to pay for more and more things at school.
Governance

· Stockholm reform did not have the hoped for effects. Twice yearly Board of Governors meetings are insufficient. BoG is making all the decisions and asks where are the checks supervising these decisions.
· current system is dysfunctional because the department of Administration and Human Resources cannot offer a pedagogical and cultural issues or cooperation between Member States. 
· IP feels that ES should be under umbrella of another inter-governmental department better placed, with more pedagogical expertise to contribute to the educational nature of European Schools.
· IP urges Member States and the Union to support, coordinate and supplement actions. Also to separate the administration of the schools from pedagogical decisions leading to the BAC.

· IP notes “will have to be given a legal basis” - this is the first mention of improving the ES system.

· IP suggests that at the moment only cat I and II families are guaranteed freedom of movement. If ES want to develop the European dimension, they should not reduce mobility for cat III families as there is no advantage for them if they wish to move.
Opening up 

· the 2009 reform meant the opening up for type II and type III schools
· more diverse intake will negate the impression that the schools are elitist. IP believe that a “more diverse intake” means more category II and category III pupils being accepted in Type I schools.
· IP suggests that European Schools do not always play a valuable role in their communities. One of the best ways is to include more Cat III families.

· European Baccalaureate is the key for attracting other students. IP questions whether there is the right political climate for a “fundamental change”.
· IP recognises the importance of thinking ahead in terms of infrastructure, and believes that DG admin is not right part of the Commission to encourage type II and III schools in national systems.
Autonomy
· IP feels that autonomy is non-existent in schools at the moment. Parliament can be used as a lever to insist on real autonomy, as without autonomy there is no responsibility. Safe-guards also need to be in place to reduce risks of mismanagement. More autonomy means there is more re-dress for parents, and autonomy means decisions are taken at the appropriate levels, eg  school Admin Boards.

· IP believes that the principle of the SAC is very good but the SAC is not being used properly in all schools.
Legal questions

· insists on equal treatment for all pupils. same quality of education regardless of mother tongue, school location or category”

· Decisions by Central enrollement authority this is the main reason of complaints to Secretary General.

