REPORT FORM

2nd round of National Consultations of the Structured Dialogue

Period: Trio Presidency Poland-Denmark-Cyprus

DEADLINE: Friday, 10th of February 2012.

Please find below a report form allowing your National Working Group to communicate the results of the national consultation to the European Steering Committee. The input you will provide through this form will serve as a common base for the discussions at EU level. 

In order to allow the European Steering Committee to integrate the results of the national consultations in preparation for the EU Youth Conference in Sorø, Denmark, we kindly ask you to please send this report form filled in to the European Steering Committee for the implementation of the structured dialogue (mail to: laura.hemmati@youthforum.org, Cc. international@duf.dk) and to your national government by Friday, 10th of February 2012.

The European Steering Committee kindly asks you to fill out this form in English and return it in typed format (not as a PDF file, please). 

Technical details of the consultation: 

Please provide the requested information on your National Working Group:

	Details of the contact persons:

	Name
	Jan Husák

	E-mail address
	jan.husak@crdm.cz

	Institution
	Czech Council of Children and Youth

	Position
	Board member, Coordinator of the Project “Have Your Say – The Structured Dialogue of Youth”, Chairman of the National Working Group

	     EU Member State
	Czech Republic

	Members of the National Working Group (number and names)

	Youth Organisations
	Czech Council of Children and Youth, National Parliament of Children and Youth

	National Authorities 
	Youth Department at Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports

	National Agencies
	Youth in Action Agency and National Institute of Children and Youth are cooperating Institutions

	Others
	 None

	Level of the consultation (national, regional, local)

	National
	Yes

	Regional
	Yes

	Local
	Yes

	Methodology
	1) On-line consultations on both topics from the Danish consultation were launched in November 2011, they have been open until 10th January 2012 and available on the project website and promoted among the National Youth Council member organisations and through national Youth information channels. 
2) Four discussions have been launched during the autumn 2011. They have been undertaken by the project Have Your Say – The Structured dialogue of Youth and  conducted on different places and with different target groups of young people – organized, unorganized, volunteers, group leaders, with different social and geographical backgrounds, with the Youth Workers and with the local and regional representatives of Children and Youth Parliaments in the Czech Republic. One of the discussions was held in Czech-German setting, during the 7th Czech-German Youth meeting organized in cooperation with Tandem – The Coordination Centre for Czech-German Youth Exchanges and German “Bundesjugendring”. 

3) Results of findings of different Youth Researches have been included to the final analysis, e.g. The Research on Youth Participation conducted by the National Institute of Children and Youth under the project Keys for Life, Czech results from the Europe-wide project PIDOP supported by the 7th Research Framework and focused among others on youth participation, some analyses of the Sociology department from the Academy of Science of the Czech Republic focused on participation. 
4) The Position of the Czech Council of Children and Youth as well as the Have Your Say project towards the proposal of “Erasmus for all” Programme based on the common and long-term discussions was agreed to be part of the final results of the consultation. 

5) Final discussion bringing together young people from different backgrounds with the DG of Youth Department of the Ministry of Education Youth and Sports as well as the Chairman and other representatives of the Czech Council of Children and Youth was organized on12th January 2012 to discus commonly the final results from the consultation process. 

	Suggestions/best practices
	 1) local and regional discussions 2) Involving partners 3) on-line consultations 4) common international discussions 5) Final discussion about the results bringing together the most important stakeholders from Youth policy to agree on the final results. 

	Estimated number of young people participating in the overall consultation
	 174

	Estimated number of young people represented in the results of the consultation
	When asked, through the discussions with National Children and Youth Parliament all young people at primary and secondary schools in the Czech Republic (around 1 350 000) and through the Czech Council of Children and Youth around 220 000 members of their youth organisations, also representatives from two youth organisations outside the Youth Council with around 600 young people as their members were representatively involved.


GUIDING QUESTIONS 

Introduction to the guiding questions:

The overall theme for the second 18 month cycle of the Structured Dialogue during the Polish, Danish and Cypriot Presidencies is to increase youth participation in democratic life in Europe. Under this theme each country has also chosen national priorities for their Presidency. The Polish Presidency focused on cooperation between young people from the EU, Eastern Europe and Caucasus. The Danish Presidency will focus on the following national priority: fostering young people’s creativity, innovative capacity and talent as a tool for their active participation in society and increased employability on the labour market. 

Although there are several answers and solutions to increasing youth participation and creativity, we have identified, and will focus on, two important aspects: 1) Youth participation in institutional democracy, especially in elections and 2) Youth participation in organisations, in particular regarding the reduction of administrative burdens and legal requirements to participation. 

These two aspects were chosen on the basis of the Trio priority and national priority respectively. During the Danish Presidency, we will focus on participation on the two above-mentioned levels. The first being participation in democratic structures and the second being structures needed in order to enhance participation in youth organisations as a medium for creativity and innovation. 

Under each topic an introduction to the challenges is given followed by questions relevant to the area. By the end of these national consultations, we wish to end up with concrete, focused and goal-oriented results contributing to the overall thematic priority.  

1.   Increase youth participation in elections 

Challenges that lie ahead 

Europe is currently facing a huge demographic challenge. It is an ageing continent as a result of the declining birth rate and increasing average age. The average age of Europe’s voters is rising year by year and the number of youngsters is proportionally shrinking. In 2000m 12.4% of the European population was aged between 15 and 24, whereas the group aged 65 to 90 made up 16.2%. By 2020, the group aged 15 to 24 will account for 10.9% of the population and the group aged 65 to 90 for nearly twice this: 20.6% in total
. At the same time, the vast majority of European countries are experiencing a decline in voter turnout and it is mainly young people in these countries who do not participate in democratic processes. On account of this, the topics of political debate are gradually being distorted, creating a huge democratic deficit. In order to strengthen the democracy and legitimacy of political decisions, it is important to involve a larger number of young people. A significant step in finding a solution to this challenge is to increase the amount of young people with the right to vote and participate in decision-making processes. The Council of Europe has emphasised the need to investigate the possibility of lowering the voting age to 16 years in all countries and for all kinds of elections
. Likewise the European Youth Forum supports the lowering of the voting age to 16.

 

​​​​​​​

1.1 In terms of institutional democracy
, which concrete actions, could increase youth participation at;

a) Local elections Better information including involvement of schools, involvement of young people and schools in long-term social-political processes on their local levels, lowering the voting age at 16 could be considered as non-problematic from the point of view of young people. 

b) Regional elections More positive approach from the regional authorities and regional politicians towards the opinions of youth, clear distinction between regional and national policies, better communication with the school students (especially high school students as far as high schools are regional institutions).
c) National elections on the national level, there are many general recommendations but there is an agreement on that it does not make sense to do anything more if these general issues do not change positively. Better political culture, lowering the corruption, electoral manifestos for young people, sections of the electoral manifestos targeted to young people with the aim to explain them the opinions and reasons of the party programs, more specific electoral manifestos in terms of concrete actions (not general statements which are mostly the same by all the party manifestos), clear framework for structured discussions of institutions and young people – not only be asking, but really discussing the opinions and concrete actions, gradual introduction of co-management practices in areas connected mainly to education and youth people in general, more support to civil society and NGOs, more space for discussions about elections at schools, better civic-political education at schools, more discussion about public affairs for young people, more model meetings and seminars of political institutions, PR campaign focused on young people regarding the elections which should be non-partisan and independent. 
d) European elections PR campaign focused on young people regarding the elections which should be non-partisan and independent, better explanation of the role of European Parliament, purity of the election campaign from the national topics, lowering the voting age at 16 does not seems to be so problematic as on national level and could be welcomed when EU finds an agreement on that – some positive aspects are present. 
1.2. Which actions would help increase a dialogue on lowering the voting age?

(Cf. the recommendation of The Council of Europe regarding investigating the possibility of lowering the voting age to 16).

- Involvement of schools, media, politicians and especially of the pupils and young people themselves – pupils and young people should be involved in the discussion preferably in scope of 13 – 18 years of age, support of active discussions but also a representative research in different age groups should be launched, basically the age groups should be 13 – 16, 16 – 18 and 18 - 26 years of age to get relevant and comparable results which can help make the final decision afterward. 
1.3. Which concrete actions are needed to engage non-organised youth in institutional democracy?

- Most important is the support to (youth) civil society and (youth) NGOs and to the development of young peoples´ potential. No other specific tools have been mentioned as were already written above. Involvement of young people in institutional democracy should come from their own interest, opinion and motivation, not as a result of any state actions. 
Please present the results of the consultations, where relevant, with a paragraph per topic (maximum 500 words) synthesising the main outcomes of the consultation. 

2.   Fostering creativity and innovation in youth organisations 

Challenges that lie ahead 

It is of the utmost importance that young people show interest in and take an active part in civil society, for example through youth organisations. Participation in organisations contributes to the strengthening of democracy as well as developing young people’s creative and innovative skills. In a globalised world with increasing focus on intellectual ideas and innovative solutions, fostering creative young minds is crucial for the continued competitiveness of European countries. However, the participation of young people depends on stable financial support and the independence of youth organisations. Even though there is a wide range of possibilities in terms of financial support for youth organisations (e.g. Youth in Action, European Youth Foundation, other financial programs from governments or private funds), bureaucracy is often overly burdensome, forcing organisations to use time-consuming and complicated application forms and extensive evaluation schemes. In some cases the bureaucratic processes themselves limit the development of young people’s creative and innovative skills due to the overly burdensome focus on technicalities. Similarly, funding is often only awarded to short term, one-off activities creating an obstacle to long-term and sustainable youth activities and partnerships. In order to prevent youth organisations from drowning in administrative burdens and legal requirements, there is a need to develop youth financing so that the independence and freedom of youth organisations be strengthened.       

 

2.1, 2.2, and 2.3 will be answered together because it is interconnected problematic and the ideas would be only repetitive.
(2.1 What should be the main principles behind supporting and funding structures, if youth organisations should be able to engage their members in creative and innovative youth work? 

(e.g. independence of youth work vs. transparency and monitoring of funds, one-off funding vs. sustainable funding, possibilities for private support, fundraising, self-financing).

2.2 During the Danish Presidency the future European financial structure will be discussed. How should a future youth programme be designed in order to be more youth-friendly and support the activities of youth organisations, structured dialogue and outreach efforts in Europe? 

2.3 How can the next generation of youth programmes support an increase in the number of young people volunteering, voting or participating in organisations and thus increase active citizenship?)

· Creative and innovative youth work and youth activities are the fundament of youth organizations, it is in the most cases even part of their mission. Therefore, the principle of financing should reflect this fact and should give the known and reliable organizations the support in a form of “flat-rate funding” including support for investment in infrastructure, for innovation or restoration of their material background enabling to support creativity of their members.  

· Part of the resources should be allocated in the project calls where the best and most innovative projects are competing for the support. 

· At the same time it should not be forgotten to support financially already existing and proved projects which enable creativity and innovations. These activities should be transferable into the “flat-rate funding” with as low bureaucracy as possible, e.g. only short abstract and budget by the application and by the final report proving how the resources have been used.

· To reach the creativity and innovations, the support of innovations of non-formal education methodologies and non-formal educational programs should be enhanced.

· To reach the creativity and innovations, there has to be the possibility of support of “youth initiatives” on local, regional, national and international level (similar to Youth in Action program). 

· Public resources for young people should be more promoted to reach new ideas and unorganized youth. Schools should be one of the channels to communicate the information to all young people, but at the same time the information should be made “cool”.
· Small percentage (e.g. 5 – 7%) of the support should be left for indirect costs which are not sorted in some category where they should be spent. 
· Two round system should be introduced - Young people prepare for the first round of application only small abstract of the project and only basic budget lines. After this activity proposal is supported, the rest of the application should be finalized for the second round. 

· Possibility of co-financing in kind by the value of voluntary work should be clearly enabled and accompanied with explanation on how to do it. 
· The future EU program for youth activities should be independent and autonomous program or autonomous chapter with a guaranteed minimum budget under the joint “Erasmus for all” with the clear standards of youth control over the program/chapter – youth should be represented in the advisory councils etc. which should help fulfill the 165 Article of the Lisbon Revision of the Treaties. 

· The program or chapter should be clearly stated for support of youth activities, youth participation, volunteering, non-formal education and out of school youth activities. 

·  European Voluntary service should be maintained as a specific brand helping recognition of volunteering and non-formal education through volunteering and as a tool helping young Europeans to foster their creativity and potential. 
· Also collective mobility for young people should be foster in the out-of-school manner, it means youth exchanges, youth international trainings etc. because these bring an added value in non-formal education process and foster also creativity and innovations of young people and even more, they motivate young people for further involvement in the society. 

· To enhance creativity and innovations in the high school students exchanges (Individual Student Mobility within Comenius program), the possibility of using this program also for NGOs should be enabled, there exist many NGOs which are experts in this field and are more flexible and supporting young peoples creativity than often formally supported schools partnerships. 
· The future EU program for youth activities should be open in some activities, such as youth exchanges, to young people and children since 10 years of age. 

· Support of youth NGOs and networks on the European level should be maintained in the future EU program, because only thus can young people in different national branches of international organizations be motivated to co-operate internationally and foster EU citizenship. Without a minimum professional support at the EU level the cross-border cooperation of volunteers in Member States is not possible.
· Present Action 1.3 and 5.1 should be merged in one and should become more flexible in order to support creativity and innovations in youth (civic-political) participation. 
2.4 How should the next generation of programmes be developed in order to support youth organisation and projects which aim to involve more non-organised youth? Please indicate concrete solutions

· Possibility to cover also the coordination costs in projects focused on un-organized youth – they are in the interest of youth organizations, but at the same time they are specific in order to maintain the motivation by the coordination on voluntary level and do not bring so much social benefits to the individuals as regular activities of the organizations.  
· Support of local grants and initiatives. 
2.5 Which concrete actions are needed to foster young people’s creativity, innovative capacity and talent as a tool for their active participation in society? 

· Support of autonomy and thus on individual as well as organizational level. For instance individual students plans (since the high school and at university) should be supported and promoted; better information (including schools channels) provided; support of networking of young people and youth organizations among themselves on local, regional, national and international levels should be given; Project open sourcing (which is more familiar to young people than sharing best practices) promoted.
· More PR and explanation what does participation in the youth field mean and where is the distinction between youth participation and “political engagement”. Better inclusion of experts. 
Please present the results of the consultations, where relevant, with a paragraph per topic (maximum 500 words) synthesising the main outcomes of the consultation. 
�	 	Council of Europe (CoE): Expansion of democracy by lowering the voting age to 16 (Doc. 12546)


�	Council of Europe (CoE): Expansion of democracy by lowering the voting age to 16 (Doc. 12546)


�	 	Institutional democracy: a system of government, typically through elected representatives, based on the principles of social equality and universal human rights.     







