CZ REPORT FORM

1st round of National Consultations of the 2nd cycle of the Structured Dialogue

Period: Trio Presidency Poland-Denmark-Cyprus

DEADLINE: Friday, 15th of July 2011.

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. 

The Secretariat of the European Steering Committee will gather the reports from all Member States and compile them thematically. These thematic compilations will be used as background documents for the EU Youth Conference in Warsaw on 5-7th September 2011.
In order to allow the European Steering Committee to integrate the results of the national consultations in the preparation of the EU Youth Conference in Warsaw, we kindly ask you to please send this report form filled to the European Steering Committee for the implementation of the structure dialogue (mail To: antoine.mertzeisen@youthforum.org, Cc: Karolina.Wysocka@men.gov.pl) and to your national government by Friday, 15th July 2011.

The European Steering Committee kindly asks you to please, fill this form in English language and to return it in typed format (No PDFs please). Please note that the trio presidency intends to publish the results, best practices and methodological summary. 

Technical details of the consultation: 

Please provide the requested information on your National Working Group filling in the form:
	Details of the contact person
	

	Name
	Jan Husák

	E-mail address
	jan.husak@crdm.cz 

	Institution
	Czech Council of Children and Youth

	Position
	Board member and Structure Dialogue of Youth coordinator

	EU Member State
	Czech Republic

	Members of the National Working Group (number and names)

	Youth Organisations
	Czech Council of Children and Youth

	National Authorities 
	Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports – Youth Department and EU Issues Department

	National Agencies
	Observer status

	Others
	 no

	Level of the consultation (national, regional, local)

	National
	Yes

	Regional
	Yes

	Local
	Yes

	Estimated number of young people participating to the overall consultation
	1200 (1138 questionnaires from general youth public)


1. Please describe in a few words (Maximum 500) the methodology used  for the consultation (Meetings, E-questionnaire, …)

Questionnaires were distributed to participants in the annual youth NGOs´ festival called Bambiriada. This event was supported by 16 regional towns in the 2011 year. On-the-spot distributed questionnaires were filled in under an assistance of inquirers while some regions chose their own way of distributing the questionnaires by visiting schools or leisure time centres. One region used this opportunity for discussing its own regional themes because the European topics were not much of their concern (consultations were purely self-imposed under the coordination of the Council of Children and Youth).
The questionnaires were evaluated in a quantitative terms. Axial coding was used in dealing with responses to open questions. Categories resulted from the axial coding were evaluated in per cent results. Concerning the gender balance, the questionnaires were answered by 51% of young men and 49% of young women.
In addition, on-line consultations with the Czech Council of Youth and Children´s  Member NGOs and personal meetings with some of the Member NGOs were included at the beginning and at the end of June within regular meeting of the International Commission of the Czech Council of Youth and Children where 18 Member NGOs as well as not organized young people are represented. The collected data were evaluated in qualitative terms in accordance with the standards of socio-scientific research.
2. Comments, suggestions and/or best practices on the consultation process
Having more time for the whole exercise and knowing the required form of consultations much earlier in advance would be highly appreciated. Nevertheless, the proposed form of consultations and accompanying information are seen to have made a progress if compared to the previous PRES trio.
Summary of the results of the consultation: 

Please present the results of the consultations, where relevant, with a paragraph per topic (maximum 500 words) synthesising the main outcomes of the consultation. 

1.
Interest in international youth cooperation

Which EU neighboring regions/countries are most interesting for young people from your country to cooperate with and why? What are the reasons for NOT getting involved in such a cooperation? What could increase youth interest and knowledge about EU neighboring countries? What is the specific attitude towards cooperation with youth from Eastern Europe and Caucasus countries among youth in your country? 

CZ young people are most interested in an international co-operation in the youth field with the EU Member States, namely with West-European, Scandinavian and Central-European countries. Concerning the EU neighbouring countries the most attractive countries are Western Balkan and EECA countries among which the leading countries are Armenia and Georgia (however an interest in cooperation with these countries is not as high as in the case of West-European, Scandinavian and Central-European countries). Quite a long-term little interest in cooperating with North Africa and Middle East has been noted apart from an actual political development in these regions. (here Czech partners do not show their interest in entering international projects, which is not a case of cooperation with Western Balkan and EECA countries). A little bit better situation is concerning the interest in cooperation between the Czech Republic and Israel. 


Reasons for a low interest in cooperating with the above mentioned countries and regions are: a long distance, not enough direct contacts, minimum of common interests, a lower attractiveness of those countries for a Czech target group, and a shortage of information about these regions.
Potential ways of improving the situation might be: a better long-term media coverage focused on positive news; increased attempts to organise contact-making activities which should come directly from countries and regions of concern such as it is done by NGOs in Belarus, the Ukraine and Georgia. Activities like these should be initiated directly at non-governmental level (by NGOs themselves). As seen in a case of North-African countries governmental programmes are not efficient no matter whether participation in these programmes is fully or partially covered by host country.
When asked if a personal voluntary experience and a support of voluntary activities between the EU and EECA countries would be interesting for young people, the answers were like this: YES 45%, NO 50% and DO NOT KNOW 5%.
2. 
Cooperation with youth from the EU neighbouring countries in the area of mobility in non-formal education and volunteering 

2.a) What could be the main value of cooperation between young people from the EU and neighboring countries in the area of non-formal education and volunteering (on personal, social and cultural level)? Could you give any concrete examples of successful cooperation in these aspects (from experience)? 
The EVS is seen as the most wide-spread and positively appreciated activity, joint trainings of volunteers follow after the EVS in a scale of attractiveness. Youth exchanges are as well very well appreciated and under a high demand, however there is a criticism that youth exchanges tend to become a tourism-like experience with a very low level of non-formal education.
Other main values at personal level are seen knowledge, experience and opportunities (40%) while 33,5% of respondents cannot see any impact or do not know there is some. Appreciation for knowing new cultures was noted with 8% of respondents while 5% of respondents see the added value in helping the EECA countries, namely bringing humanitarian aid there (here young people are probably influenced by the opinion of their parents and grandparents).
Youth and children NGOs see benefits in increasing possibilities of cooperation with potential partners in regions (especially big and international NGOs) while the others appreciate enhancing development and education and getting familiar with their own members who had entered joint projects. Youth in Action Programme is seen as an efficient tool to reach the goals mentioned above, nevertheless the Programme itself might be even more efficient by focussing more on bilateral cooperation – for instance introducing new bilateral activities for one EU country and one country from the region of concern.
2.b) What are the barriers and obstacles (administrative, political, social, cultural) in the cooperation with young people from the EU neighboring countries? How can these obstacles be reduced? Provide ideas on concrete actions/tools, good practices. Which barriers and solutions are specific for cooperation with youth from Eastern Europe and Caucasus?
Barriers and obstacles mentioned by individuals: language (11%), information (10%), money (9%), different culture and mentality (8%), fears (8%), political situation, countries, inefficient infrastructure (7%), family (7%), distance from home (5%), loneliness (3%).Other responses: reliability of mediating organizations, school, work, lack of interest, demanding cooperation, lack of opportunities. 10% of respondents cannot see any obstacles neither barriers, according to them it depends on a personal interest and activity of each individual.
Barriers and obstacles mentioned by NGOs: unreliable partners, not knowing well contact persons, different interests of NGOs with which contacts have been already established, lack of financial resources for conducting joint projects, passivity or no knowledge about the partners (not a case in cooperation with Belarus, the Ukraine and Georgia), visa, not sufficient health care and infrastructure (applies to foreigners). Problems were mentioned that the foreigners from EECA countries are perceived in a very negative way by host country authorities (training activities explaining the specificity of such a cooperation especially in the field of volunteerism and non-formal education should be organized to improve the situation).
The best ways how to reduce the obstacles and barriers: sharing examples of positive practices as well as difficulties experienced by young people while cooperating with their peers, for instance organizing the exhibitions, shows… It is vitally important to increase the level of information about life and institutions on both sides. For instance 50% of young respondents do not know anything about EECA countries, only 40% know something and if so mainly in a negative way. Only 5% of young respondents stated to know a lot. The EECA countries were seen by the respondents as underdeveloped countries in need of aid or post-soviet countries dealing with conflicts, wars and corruption. Positive aspects were seen in a beauty of countryside and different cultures.
2.c) What concrete new actions and tools are needed in the EU for the development of cooperation with youth from the EU neighbouring countries? 
How to support the existing structures of youth organizations in order to foster such cooperation? What specific tools are necessary to foster the creation of contacts and networks? Which tools are needed specifically for cooperation with young people from EECA?
It mainly depends on a level of development of the not-for-profit sector in respective countries. Moreover, it is necessary for more experienced NNOs to share their contacts with new potential partners interested in cooperation. It is recommended to support contact-making events and promote cooperation of neighbouring countries whose results should be afterwards presented in the EU countries. 

More importantly, cooperation with these countries in the youth field should not be influenced by the actual foreign policy of the EU and its Member States. The youth field should stay apolitical. Support should be given to projects which build their activities on the principles of equality and humanity. It is of a crucial importance to keep the public sphere informed that the supported projects do not aim at providing a humanitarian aid, but aim at promoting mutual cooperation enriching both sides.
3. 
Participation of young people in democratic life in Europe and international youth cooperation

What influence does international youth cooperation have on youth participation in democratic life in Europe at various levels (on civil society engagement, participation in elections, volunteering, involvement in processes of policy-making etc)?
Understanding of democracy itself is generally different among young people from the EU and EECA countries. Therefore it is of a crucial importance to focus on seeking for a common understanding of democracy and its forms. It is well known that what is seen as not democratic at all by young people from the EU can be seen as quite natural and acceptable by young EECA people (we would like to avoid a common point of view but we have had sometimes such an experience). Based on our experience it can be stated that the question of democracy is in some cases detonator-like which caused a couple of projects to be unsuccessful, in some cases it even led to finishing the cooperation. 
A mutual cooperation should therefore focus on cultivating the understanding of democracy from both points of view. In addition, we cannot see as a satisfactory situation when a lot of training and other educational events on democracy for EECA countries are organized by the NATO, the European Parliament, UN institutions and so on and afterwards enable the participants trained in these events to become the elite at EECA national level and not active citizens realizing their rights and duties.  We can see cooperation between not-for-profit organizations more natural and therefore more efficient. This is why the above mentioned institutions should focus more on an efficient active citizenship education rather than on supporting the participants to become elite-like young individuals.
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