

Q&A Discussion Summary
1. Recognition and Value of the European Baccalaureate (EB)
Question:
How can we ensure that the European Baccalaureate (EB) is valued equally to national school-leaving systems?
Discussion:
Banoit, a representative from Copenhagen, raised concerns about students increasingly leaving the European system to take national examinations. He noted that the EB is perceived as undervalued, with around 70% of students switching to national systems during their final years.
Response:
Mr. Beckmann acknowledged that recognition of the EB remains a challenge under active review. He expressed surprise at the figure of 70% and assured participants that he would investigate this further.
2. Access to Study Tools and Examination Resources
Question:
Could AES students receive harmonized access to European School (ES) study tools and Baccalaureate preparation materials?
Discussion:
A member noted the inequity between AES and Type 1 schools in terms of access to study tools and EB preparation materials.
Response:
Mr. Beckmann confirmed that currently only two staff members per AES school are granted access, whereas all students in Type 1 schools have full access. A dedicated working group is addressing this issue, aiming for full parity within two years. The main technical barrier lies in differing email domain structures—Type 1 students have standardized “.eu” email addresses, while AES schools use varied formats.
3. Parent Involvement in School Audits
Question:
Would it be possible to involve parents in future audits (including larger or “dossier de conformité” audits) and make this participation mandatory?
Response:
Mr. Beckmann explained that stakeholder participation varies depending on the type of audit conducted. Parent involvement also depends on each national delegation’s policies. He noted that representation from national delegations at this conference was limited, suggesting a broader engagement challenge.
4. University Recognition of the European Baccalaureate
Question:
How can we ensure that the European Baccalaureate is recognized by universities across all European countries?

Discussion:
It was highlighted by Sofia (Helsinki) & Georgios (Warsaw) that students intending to study in Greece must sit additional board examinations in Greek language, as Greece universities does not currently accept EB grades. This creates added stress and preparation burdens for affected students.
Response:
Mr. Beckmann acknowledged the issue and committed to discussing it with the Greek delegation to explore ways to improve EB recognition in Greece amongst the universities.
5. Representation of CAPEEA in Governance Bodies
Question:
Alexandra raised the issue of CAPEEA’s representation in key governance structures such as the Joint Teaching Committee (JTC).
Discussion:
Alexandra emphasized that CAPEEA now represents 15 schools and requires a formal seat and voting rights. She noted that some members of the Board of Governors were unaware of CAPEEA’s role, assuming that the Interparent (IP) group was the sole parent representation body.
Response:
Mr. Beckmann reaffirmed that parents are essential stakeholders within the system. However, he did not support granting AES parents a separate seat, encouraging continued collaboration with IP to ensure unified representation. He also noted his intention to make directors from Type 1 schools representative directors, though he acknowledged this may raise concerns among existing stakeholders.
Conclusion:
CAPEEA represents parents from Accredited European Schools (AES), which face unique challenges not always shared by Type 1 schools—such as limited access to study tools and differing audit processes. As Interparents primarily reflects Type 1 perspectives, AES-specific concerns often go unheard. A dedicated CAPEEA seat in the JTC would ensure balanced representation and fair consideration of all school types in policy decisions.
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