
CM\903707EN.doc PE489.721v01-00

EN United in diversity EN

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 2009 - 2014

Committee on Petitions

30.5.2012

NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0063/2011 by Hanspeter Daragan (German), on behalf of Dagmar,
Tilman, Moritz and Thomas Neubronner, on home schooling in Germany

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner represents two German citizens who wish to ensure the right of their children to 
be home schooled. Since home schooling is not permitted in Germany, the father settled with 
his children in France, where home schooling is permitted. The mother remained in Germany, 
where she owns a business. However, due to financial, economic and social reasons, the 
parents are planning to resume their family life and resettle in Germany, which would mean 
they would once again be subject to the German regulations on compulsory schooling. The 
petitioner believes that this would make it impossible for the father and children to return to 
Germany, and that it therefore constitutes a hindrance to the free movement of workers and to 
freedom of establishment within the territory of the Union. The petitioner requests an 
explanation.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 29 April 2011. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 30 May 2012

‘This petition once again raises the question of home schooling, which was dealt with in 
Petitions 477/2007 and 744/2007. Therefore, the Commission refers the petitioner to the 
communications it addressed to the Committee on Petitions of the European Parliament 
concerning the aforementioned petitions.
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The new elements the current petition introduces can be summarised as follows:

(a)   A factual element, that is to say that the petitioner, after the refusal of the German 
authorities to agree to the home schooling of his children (instead of sending the children to a 
school) chose France — a country in which home schooling is permitted — as the place of 
education of his children, and moved there together with the children. The problem arose once 
more when — for financial, family and other reasons — the petitioner wanted to return to 
Germany with his children. Germany only permits home education in highly exceptional 
cases, and otherwise it is mandatory to send children to school.

(b)  A legal element, that is to say the argument the petitioner draws from the freedom of 
movement for citizens. He claims that, by wishing to return from a country in which his child 
was educated at home (France) and no longer having this option in the country to which he 
was returning (Germany), he is being confronted with a problem of violation of the right of 
freedom of movement of people by the German authorities.

The Commission is of the opinion that the above elements do not constitute a reason to 
reconsider its position, according to which there is no rule in the laws of the Union that could, 
in certain cases, oblige a Member State to replace mandatory school education with private 
education at home. Indeed, this matter comes under, on the one hand, the organisation of the 
education system and, on the other, the educational syllabus — both areas for which the 
European Union, pursuant to Article 165 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European 
Union, which is identical, in this regard, to Article 149 of the EC Treaty, which it replaces, 
may only support and supplement the action of the Member States while fully respecting their 
responsibility.

Finally, the Commission would inform the Committee on Petitions of the fact that a political 
dialogue has developed with the Member States on the topic of education, based on 
Article 165, fourth subparagraph, of the TFEU and that the latter have the option of using the 
framework available for exchanging best practices and debating topics which they feel it 
would be beneficial to address. This is done based on the objectives and benchmarks agreed 
together and in the areas defined in agreement with the Member States.’


