TYPE OF ACTION

1. What general or specific needs in the fields of education, training and youth should be addressed by future European Union programme action?

1)There is a need to develop a European public realm.

2)There is also a need to use the tools we have in order to point at methods for developing such a European public realm (as seen from the individuals point of view this is identical with the concept of active (European) citizenship).

ad 1+2) We would like the Youth unit as well as the tools it has (Youth programmes) to aim at developing the small beginning to a European public realm by supporting initiatives showing how to create such a realm. In the longer perspective methods developed within the "laboratories" made possible by the Youth Programmes should become main inspiration for further moves in the direction of making a more regular system supporting an eventual resulting system, which could be approved even by the states.

As is probably known in the Commission/Youth unit our longer perspective is a regular system of non-formal, decentralized, European, community colleges based on the model of the Nordic Folk High Schools. We believe the Youth programmes will be used by educational and youth organisations to prove, that they have to be substituted by a more regular system (common decisions, laws).

2. Which of the types of action supported by our current programmes will still be appropriate for the period beyond 2006? Which ¿ if any - new ones should be added? Which, if any, should be dropped? Why?

We wouldn’t like to point at some actions as useless or less worth. Rather, we would argue the other way round, that especially the EVS-programme is successful in our scope.

The EVS-action fulfills the aim of targeting broadly. The EVS'es are not necessarily part of a small and educated elite.

It should be possible for many more social layers to become part of the European events, exchanges etc.

We would like the system of partner agreements to be revised. The system of demanding partners throughout Europe is very good as seen from an egoistic organisation point of view. If we should look at it a bit more pessimistic it has the side-effect that it is keeping the possibilities of croos-border events within a relatively small group of young active Europeans. In order to allow us to reach many more social layers there must be another way of composing the demands of e.g. action 1. Again, the ACC members belong mainly to this group of privileged young people. That is also why we a responsibility to point at this imbalance.

3. How can our programmes more effectively complement action at national, regional and local levels (e.g. mobility grants), as well as other EU programmes? How can they harness best practice in different countries, to achieve an outcome greater than the sum of all the parts?

In more countries there are systems of public subsidies for non-formal, residential school courses of general educative nature organized by NGO's.

These systems are mainly aimed at the citizens (taxpayers) of the particular state -of course.

We have consciously developed our strategy around the system of the "Act on Folk High Schools" in Denmark. We do not know in details the systems of other countries, but there are very similar systems in the other Scandinavian countries and in some German Länder and we are quite sure there are similar legislative frameworks in other countries that could as well have been points of departure for our works.

In Denmark and more German Länder as well as probably in many more states there is a rather liberal system of subsidies to even other countries citizens for the mentioned non-formal, residential school courses of general educative nature. The example of Denmark/The Folk High Schools (these schools are NGO's) is that up to 49% of participants in such courses lasting for e.g. 16 weeks are subject to subsidy by the state.

The example of Youth2002 proved that the state would even subsidise (as an exception) up to 100% foreign citizens as participants in residential school courses of general educative nature and with European issues on the agenda.

The regular supporting system (49%) is under political pressure, as it doesnt makee sense for Danish tax payers to support the education of "foreign" citizens. The exception made by the Danish state in the particular case of Youth2002 will remain an exception if no further steps are taken.

In order to make possible a development taking the methods given by the residential school format as a tool to develop a European public realm (active citizenship), we would like to suggest the following under the headline

ACTION 6:

·
We need to develop a common European public realm.

·
It should be possible to offer courses of general educative nature with economical support –when promoting the debate of common European issues.

·
Courses should contribute to the general educative level via the concept of “learning and living together” / residential school courses /personal meetings between Europeans.

·
Make possible European citizenship through knowledge, skills and competences developed in non-formal educational frames.

·
There should be a subsidy per week per participant from a common source (e.g. 175 € per week) probably supplementing a similar support from a local, regional or national public administrative unit.

·
Everybody should be allowed to take part and relations with associations or the like should not condition participation.

·
The group of participants of each individual course should be composed as diverse as possible (measured on national, cultural and other identities).

·
The staff of organizers of each individual course should be composed as diverse as possible (measured on national, cultural and other identities).

·
Courses should have duration of a preferable minimum of four weeks.

·
Courses should be offered by government independent groups of citizens who are in general independent of outside interests and who are in decision concerning the contents (i.e. like a Nordic folk high school).

·
All participants should understand and speak the language of the course.

We feel certain that this will lead to an explosion of courses throughout Europe dealing with common European political issues and in a non-formal, residential school frame (still NGO's!). We do feel certain as well, that a range of diverse initatives will blossom and become manifest from many locations in Europe.

There are lots of initiatives going on which just need an extra co-financial push to become real.

4. How can our programmes better encourage innovation and its transfer into mainstream activity?

There is a built-in main problem in the system of actions and programmes of the EU. It is a problem, that there is a general focus on innovation. Many of us have to add new elements to already well-established and tested ideas every time we apply on a new. 

There is a need to let well-tested ideas live! If the innovated things should have a chance to move into mainstream activity they have to be given the possibility to live and for the organisers of for example exhanges to move the focus to contents and methodology rather than visibility and innovation.

So the answer to how it becomes mainstream is NOT to focus on innovation. Focus on the contents!

We would prefer just to do it, rather than spending energy on selling it.

GEOGRAPHICAL COVERAGE

5. What types of action in education, training and youth are most relevant for co-operation with "third countries" (i.e. those beyond the 31 EU, EEA and candidate countries)?

-

6. Socrates and Leonardo da Vinci essentially reflect the needs of Europe�s own citizens; but Tempus (and other Community activities) use education to build relations between the EU and third countries, even as a tool for development aid. Do we currently have the balance right between these two types of action? Should the EU promote more links between its own education and training institutions and the rest of the world, or should it concentrate on intra-European links?

-

7. Should we retain separate programmes broadly targeting (1) EU, EEA and candidate countries, and (2) the rest of the world? Or should third countries be included in the main education, training and youth programmes? If so, how

The most important is, that it doesnt get even more complicated to find your way in the very, very difficult ways and rules and limitations on how groups (Youth Action 1) can be composed.

8. Up to now we have had separate programmes for education, training and youth work. Is it better to keep these separate programmes, which can reflect the specificity of the areas they deal with; or would it be better to have fewer programme(s) covering the whole lifelong learning process, within which education, training and youth would each find its place?

-

PROGRAMME DESIGN AND ORGANISTION

9. What could be the most effective mode of organisation for future programmes? By type of organisation? By type of activity? By groups of potential beneficiaries?

Basically, we beleive it is a task of the EU to deal with European issues. Priority should be given to events, programmes, endevours having a European dimension.

10. Some of the existing programme actions, such as individual mobility grants, are managed de-centrally via National Agencies in the participating countries. Other actions, such as large multinational projects, are managed centrally by the European Commission with the help of its Technical Assistance Office. What are the advantages and disadvantages of these two approaches? Can they be improved?

We are a European organisation.

From the ACC International Programme Office we advise local committees on how to apply for money and how the rules are to be understood.

It is difficult to advise our local committees when rules change too often, when these changes are not implemented simultaneously and/or when they are not interpreted in the same way in all the national offices.

The idea of the organisation ACC is that young people who want to set up an exchange, an event or a programme, as members of the ACC can use our legal frame. This makes it unnecessary to reinvent the wheel everytime you want to set up some event.

We do not know if it is due to the division of labour between Brussels and the natinoal offices, but we would like to point at some few problems.

We have a bank account in Germany and one in Denmark. We set up exchanges in many countries and we would prefer (1) not to open too many accounts throughout Europe as it is too difficult to manage and (2) we insist on being a European organisation and as (3) we save money by having only a few accounts. Some of the offices have the rule, that you have to have bank accounts in the same country you apply from. It means that our organizing committees in the different countries have to register an independent organisations, which again means in real life, that you cannot have a European organisation, but only organisations bound to states.

11. Are any potential participants in the programme excluded because of the way it is designed or run? Are all the main stakeholders in education, training and youth suitably involved in the programmes (at European, national, regional and local levels)? What are the barriers that keep out those who currently do not take part or are under-represented, such as SMEs and the social partners, and how can they be lifted

We have a concept we are working on and we usually benefit from the Action 1 of the Youth programmes. The concept is known from the Youth2002. It had participants from as many countries as it was possible and there were no dominating groups/nations. Each of the 13 schools taking part in the project had a very diverse group with participants from all countries.

This is not possible at all with the new rules that each parther organisation have to consist of four persons and from the same state (in UK 6 persons from the same state).

If you set up a multilateral exchange with for example 40 participants, this new rule means, that you can have only participants from 40/4 countries = 10 countries. This runs contrary to our wish to organise exchanges uniting as diverse groups as possible.

So, maybe no groups are excluded in the first place, but a certain composition of the group is excluded. The Youth2002 concept (as is known also from the Transylvania Community College 2001, the Campaigning for Community College in Latvia, etc.etc.) would never have been possible should these rules have been followed.

Secondly, the rules on how to include e.g.Balkan youth in projects are too strict. Somehow you become forced to combine participants in exchanges in certain ways in order to follow the rules. The reality is, that it oftens means excluding Balkan youth (or another third-countries-group) from exchanges, simply because inclusion of these groups means exclusion of other groups. It is much easier to leave these third-groups out. It has the side-effect, that many believe it is a question of first- and second range Europeans enforced by either the Commission or the ones who organize the exchange(s).

12. How to build sufficient flexibility into the programme design and the definition of its component actions to permit it to respond to the common policy challenges facing European countries in the coming years?

Rather than letting exchanges depend on a number of partner organisations, which leads to events uniting a lot of active youth workers, we beleive the whole thing should be reconsidered.

It would be an advantage, if what nowadays are called exchanges would be allowed to be launched as "courses" which participants could enroll in no matter their eventual links with an organisation/partner.

13. What have been the best and the worst features of the existing programmes? What elements would you like to see reinforced, what introduced, and what dropped? How can the programmes be made more user-friendly? If you have not taken part in our programmes so far, why not?

The worse is when you get a rejection on some application on the background of some formal criteria, which did not appear anywhere in the guidelines available at the time of the hand-in of the application.

The best is to be part of something, which definitely points forward. The Youth Programmes and actions will lead to a demand for more of the same and we are determined to be part of this ;-)

