
Motion 1 for debate proposed by Christophe Grosnickel:  

I think it is of paramount importance, even though it is probably a recurring subject. 

As you know the car and bus traffic is extremely dense around the school. There are several 

crossroads, traffic lights, pedestrian crossings, bus stops, which increases the risk for our children 

especially from 8h15 to 8h45.  However nothing was seriously done, neither by the 

luxemburgish authorities nor by school administration to ensure the safety of our children at the 

school's surroundings. I was raised in France where in almost every village a public safety agent or a 

volunteering parent wearing flashy outfit helps children at crossroads. I don't think it would be so 

costly to have one person at each of the 3 crossroads on Boulevard Adenauer for half an hour in the 

morning. I could not understand this could not be done for the largest school in the most wealthy 

country. 

I live in Kirchberg but I don't let my kids walk to school on their own as I consider this is a real 

dangerous path for kids. In addition I noticed that Luxemburg city recently had the brilliant idea to 

add a genuine bus node ("pôle d'échange Europe" which has nothing to do with school lines) on the 

narrow Leon Hengen street, at the very front of the school entrance, where all parents coming by 

car struggle every morning, losing their time and patience as a full road lane is constantly occupied 

by parked buses.  

I really hope that parents association and administration will realize that this situation is 

unacceptable and something needs to be done before accidents occur. 

 

 

Motion 2 for debate proposed by Patrick Vanhoudt:  

“Public status of the EU School and obligations of the EU Direction to seek equal treatment with 

other public schools in LX – the case of exclusion of the provision of tablets at the School during 

covid times”. 

The background information, for your use and distribution, is as follows:; 

1. Observation. In view of possibly revolving virtual classes, and of the experience of the last 
months, it is absolutely not clear why the School has (still) not provided tablets to its 
students, free of charge, as has been the case in LX public schools. 
  

2. Legal basis. The following cannot be ignored in this context: 
 

1) Status of EU School: https://www.eursc.eu/en/European-Schools/studies/studies-
organisation 
a. “The European Schools are official educational establishments controlled jointly 

by the governments of the Member States of the European Union. In all these 
countries they are legally regarded as public institutions.” 
 

2) Convention defining the status of the EU schools: 
https://www.eursc.eu/BasicTexts/SW1_21994A0817-en.pdf 

https://www.eursc.eu/en/European-Schools/studies/studies-organisation
https://www.eursc.eu/en/European-Schools/studies/studies-organisation
https://www.eursc.eu/BasicTexts/SW1_21994A0817-en.pdf


Art. 3, last paragraph. “Technical education requirements shall as far as possible be 

covered by the Schools in cooperation with the education system of the host 

country.” 

 

Sauf erreur de ma part, the Director thus ought to have requested equal treatment of the 

EU school with those under the LX system, and have undertaken legal  

action where that would be infringed, based on unequal treatment of public schools. I 

understand that the rights have not been enforced by the direction. The bigger picture 

here is of course that we must not concede that the basic texts governing the EU schools are 

not respected by the host country, and are not legally safeguarded and upheld by the 

Direction. 

 

3) Backing up by the budget of the EU school of remaining non eligible costs for the 
host country. “as far as possible” in Art. 3, last paragraph of the Convention must be 
appreciated, in the case at hand by the decision of the Board of Governors, following 
which the Budget Committee had endorsed the principle that such IT infrastructure 
costs would be borne by the school:  
- The Digital Education Vision for the European Schools: 
https://www.eursc.eu/BasicTexts/2018-12-D-7-en-4.pdf 
Decision: The Board of Governors decided:  
1. to approve the Digital Education Vision for the European Schools system (DEVES), 
with immediate entry into force,  
2. to mandate the ‘IT Strategy Group’ to develop measures to facilitate the 
implementation of this DEVES. These measures will be developed gradually whist 
respecting the multi-annual plan, which should then integrate them as new 
priorities. At each stage, these measures will be accompanied, if necessary, by a 
document setting out the financial, human and technological needs related to their 
implementation 

                             - the budget committee had noted and signed off on its understanding of the 

financial impact for the school(s) for this purpose. 

I believe the APEEEL1 could seek clarifications before the Direction and insist they seek compliance 

with the rules applicable to the EU schools. 

 

https://www.eursc.eu/BasicTexts/2018-12-D-7-en-4.pdf

