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Editorial:

Dear reader,

the following pages are a result of a cooperation of seven National Agencies, the Resource Centre for Youth Initiatives (Action 3) and, not to be forgotten, the trainers – all these actors have been active in different constellations to support the increase of quantity and quality of networking projects in the Action 3 of the YOUTH-programme. After four seminars which took place in 2003 we would hereby like to share our experiences and enable other NAs to benefit from them in their own activities to promote networking projects among former group initiatives.

This abstract is a compilation of four detailled evaluation reports and additional material to allow you to get a short but nevertheless profound overview about the seminars so far – and leave you some time for the rest of your work ;).

Jochen Butt

Hannover/Germany 
02/02/2004

Aims and educational strategy 

Worried by the small number of networking projects in the Action 3, the officers of the different National Agencies decided in 2002/2003 to give a stronger impulse to this part of the Action. On the A3-Meeting in Brussels in 2003, a first draft for a contact making seminar (cms) was presented and spread among the Action officers. As a first cooperation, the NAs of Lithuania, Malta, Poland and Sweden agreed on providing 2 cms (Title: “Include yourself – Networking in Europe”) in Sweden and in Poland. On a prep meeting in Vilnius in February 2003, the following objectives have been agreed on to promote the development of A3 networking projects between former group initiatives:

· Contact-making; to promote that former group inititives meet, exchange experiences and develop new ideas.

· Project presentation; the participants shall learn about the group initiatives that the participants have done in the first step.

· To “Europeanise” A3; by encouraging A3 local projects to be developed into networking activities.
· Project development; the seminar should include time and methods which assists the participants to get started in thinking about how to develop a networking project

· Information about YOUTH in general and especially A3 (networking) and A5 (feasibility visits). 

The target group for the seminar was set as about 25 “young people who have completed (or is just about to complete) their group initiative”. It was agreed on the following criteria as a must for participants:

· English speaking. The methods used demands that participants can be active in English without having translation. In order to establish contact and develop projects together a common language is also very important.

· Project ideas. All participants who attend the seminar should want to develop a international networking project and have a quite clear idea for what they can and want to do.

· All participants should have knowledge of YOUTH and its philosophy before coming to the seminar.

It was seen as a good base for both finding participants who would “fit to each other” and to get participants to start to think along the same ideas to have a more general theme. Proposal have been at that time:

· Anti-racism, xenophobia 

· Active citizenship 

· European Union, enlargement and EMU 

· Other…..

The educational strategy set up by the prepatory team (which included the trainer/s from the beginning), was to create a “networking atmosphere” by giving space on the one hand to get to know each other and to be active in concrete project planning in the same time. Some pitfalls have been estimated due to experience in national trainings with youth initiatives and in international seminars, such as language problems, cultural irritations and different approaches towards youth projects and maybe most of all: enthusiasm during the seminar and a fast decrease of motivation afterwards. Therefore, a mixture of space for presentation and (future partner) contact making, inputs by trainers and NA members, common work phases and training elements was chosen as the educational strategy.

As the seminar “Intercultural dialogue in Europe” differed substantially not only from length, activities and target group is has to be taken under consideration separately. The seminar was organized within 11 days, from 23rd September to 3rd October 2003. It took place in Brussels, and was coordinated by SALTO Youth Initiatives. This seminar was prepared in the framework of the “European Youth Week – Youth IN Action”, organised by the European Commission. Its aims were (among others):

· to let “the exchange and sharing between participants [.] focus on the creation of a common performance that would be shown […] within the ‘Award Ceremony’ of the European Commission”

· to “promote and enhance the understanding for each others’ work with different ‘horizons’ and culures”

· not to let the seminar “happen in a theoretical way”; by the common performance “they would get concrete practice/experience of working at international level”

Besides that, in the framework of the main objectives of the European Commission for the European Youth Week, SALTO Youth Initiatives pursued the following objectives :

· Strengthen the visibility of the Youth Initiatives of the YOUTH programme, by showing the results of several groups of young people developing networking projects on artistic issues. 

· Strengthen the European dimension of local Youth Initiatives, by giving the opportunity to young people to run their initiatives into networking projects. 

· Contribute to the research of partners for networking projects, by meeting young people working in the same area of interest. 

· Contribute to the political process in the youth area at European level, by focusing the networking projects on the priority themes of the White Paper on Youth.

Target Group of this seminar were young people wishing to set up a networking project who should derive from artistic disciplines such as

· actual music skills (Rap, Funk, Hip-Hop, DJ, MC...) 

· contemporary dance skills (Modern Dance, Break Dance, African Dance...) 

· theatre skills (drama, mime, comedy, classic, contemporary, shadow…) 

· media and communication skills (video, cinema, photography, new technologies...) 

Programme overview of the seminar in Brussels:
Before the Seminar, the participants were invited to

· prepare a short presentation/performance (about 10 minutes) to introduce their Group Initiative project as well as their discipline and skills to the whole group and to the artistic director. The goal of this exercise was to develop networking projects on the basis of the collective creation.

· develop ideas about how to create a networking project

On the first day, participants presented their former Group Initiatives and their artistic skills acquired during their experiences on Action 3 local projects. 

On the second day, the trainers gave information about the idea/context of the seminar, the concept of networking in Action 3, and some concrete examples of intercultural networks. The idea was to create a common understanding of what Networking projects are and what not and give young participants the opportunity to express their ideas for networking related to their previous projects. 

Information about project management and project planning were provided by the next days within the work teams on networking ideas. 

After two days of exchanging ideas, the artistic director gave the scenario he had in mind according to the artistic disciplines, the ideas coming up during the last days, and the various materials (videos, CD-ROM, etc.) brought by the participants. The idea was to start with artistic proposals which highlighted the “intercultural dialogue” and their specific abilities to allow each of them to get into the project and the collective work in a quick and easy way. 

Later they were invited to make groups in mixing disciplines and nationalities and to think immediately of proposals they could make as a group. After a few days of collective work, the group had the opportunity to show the results of the project on stage (professional technical conditions) to a live audience (150 young people from all over Europe)!

As the last seminar in 2003, “Enter the network!” took place a co-operation between the National Agencies of France, Luxembourg and Germany. It based mainly on the concept used in the first two seminars in Sweden and Poland, but was focussed on particpants whose Group Initiative projects were situated in the field of antiracism in various ways. It was a good piece of continuity and we were able to use a lot of the experiences we made in the former two seminars. The programme was basically similar to the one used there, thus we present on programm overview for the three seminars here:

The programme – revisted

	Time
	1st day
	2nd day
	3rd day
	4th day
	5th day

	8.30 – 9.30
	
	Breakfast

	9.30 – 11.00
	
	Presenting idea/context of the seminar 
	Working and communication in the context of international co-operation
	Project planing
	Presentation of the results

	11.15 – 13.00
	
	Project market – what are activities, target groups etc.?
	Tools in networking

(Mindmapping, project management for networking projects)
	Practical steps

(Activity and financial plans, Application forms)
	Open questions

	13.00 – 14.30
	
	Lunch

	14.30 – 16.00
	Arrival of the participants
	General information about YOUTH 

Formal criteria of networking projects in Action 3
	Building of work teams for future cooperation
	Free time 
	Evaluation of the seminar

	16.15 – 18.30
	Getting to know each other. Where do people come from, what’s their name and project title?
	Why networking? Extra problems and added value of N.P.

Examples of networking projects
	- continuation of those teams who are stable

- group for “lost ideas”


	
	Departure of the participants

	
	Expectations/ Fears
	Intercultural awareness as base for networking
	Presentation of first networking ideas
	
	

	18.30 – 20.00
	Dinner

	
	Common evening activity for those who aren’t too tired
	Intercultural evening
	
	Farewell party


	


Abstract programme of the seminars in Sweden, Poland and Germany. Programmatic development see page 7.

The seminars in numbers

In total, 94 young people from 22 European countries have been participating in the four contact making seminars in 2003:

	FR
	DE
	UK
	DA
	LU
	GR
	FI
	PL
	IT
	LI
	LT
	ES
	NO
	PO
	BE
	IR
	NL
	MA
	HU
	RO
	SK
	SL
	SE

	9
	7
	1
	5
	3
	3
	7
	10
	6
	6
	3
	4
	1
	3
	3
	4
	1
	3
	3
	2
	4
	4
	2


Seminar in Sweden (May 2003): 24 pax from 12 countries (7 EU/EFTA and 5 Pre-Accession countries), 9 male and 15 female, 3 or 4 of the participants could be identified as disadvantaged young people, 2 trainers. Output: During seminar 9 networking projects set up. Until now two of them applied + two will apply in April + one will apply in September + one A1 (youth exchange). Co-operation of the NAs of Lithuania, Malta, Poland and Sweden.

Seminar in Poland (August 2003): 19 pax from 10 countries (5 EU/EFTA and 5 Pre-Accession countries), 7 male and 12 female, 4 – 6 disadvantaged young people, 2 trainers. Output: During seminar 5 or 6 networking projects set up. Until now 2 of them applied + one will apply in April + 2 will (hopefully) apply in September + maybe one A3 (group initiative). Co-operation of the NAs of Lithuania, Malta, Poland and Sweden.

Seminar in Belgium (September/October 2003): 28 pax from 13 countries (9 EU/EFTA and 4 Pre-Accession countries), 16 male and 12 female, 5 – 7 disadvantaged young people, 2 trainers. Output: During seminar 3 networking projects set up. Until now one of them applied + two networking projects created after the seminar (one already applied and one will apply in June or September) + one A3 (group initiative) + one A5 (Feasibility visit –preparing networking project) + two A2 (EVS). Provided by the SALTO Youth Initiatives Resource Centre.

Seminar in Germany (November 2003): 23 pax from 8 countries (6 EU/EFTA and 2 Pre-Accession countries), 17 male and 6 female, 6 or 7 disadvantaged young people, 3 trainers. Output: During seminar 4 networking projects set up. Until now none of them applied (seminar just 3 months ago!) + one networking project created and applied after the seminar + one A1 (youth exchange) and one A2 (EVS). Co-operation of the NAs of Germany, Luxembourg and France.
Evaluations and Conclusions

In all four seminars, the main aim of stimulating the cooperation process of networking projects was successfully realized. A minimum of seven networking projects applied during the last months and about eight other projects are ready to apply in the next deadlines as a result of the cms. Some more will follow in the next months. We were able to create a “networking atmosphere” by giving space for the young people to get to know each other and their projects, by working with each other and by tackling the extra problems and benefits of projects with an networking dimension, especially by using elements of Intercultural Learning (ICL). Thus, we think we succeed in drawing a realistic picture of both the value and the pitfalls of networking projects, and prepared the pax as good as possible in a few days to get along now on their own skills and initiative. We were able to promote the YOUTH programme, especially because of a good cooperation between the involved NAs as well as the SALTO Youth Initiatives RC and were flexible to show different possibilities within the YOUTH programme as the number of non-Action 3 ideas and applications from former participants of the seminars shows. We were able to deal with project management and influence the quality of the networking projects by using instruments and methods known from national and international trainings on project management in youth projects. And beside all of that: we provided a space for learning and interacting, for getting to know each other, reflecting the own culture and person and opening a door to a wide range of “European possibilities”. Judging form the evaluation and comments of the pax, they estimate their participation widely as a rare chance to widen their perspective and a unique possibility to meet such a variety of characters.

But like everywhere in life, we faced pitfalls and problems as well. Thanks to the continuity of having a team of trainers who took benefit from each other and the good cooperation of NAs we were able to develop the seminars further to deal with some of the hindering aspects. Please find below the pitfalls we faced, our explanation and how we tried to tackle them:

· not enough time for project presentation (as in Sweden and Poland):
We had project presentation connected with intercultural evening which was too much to present in one time: food, project and culture. In Hannover, we started project presentation earlier during the first working day. But lack of time remained a problem…

· not going deep enough in the frame topic (e.g. social inclusion, antiracism):
What we tried in Sweden and Poland was to use debate about social inclusion as well to let pax present their activities concerning social inclusion and their target groups. Thus we had a good collection of different practical approaches and activities – but we failed in really go deeper in such questions as “What means being socially excluded in your country?”. In Hannover we even left aside the discussion about antiracism and used the time for real project presentation. In general it has to be assumed, that it is not possible to touch such “big topics” more than superficially in only three full working days. We would suggest to have one extra day to work more profound here.

· finding participants meeting the criteria of the seminars:

Even though National Agencies were really engaged in finding participants who would fit to the criteria set up before, it has to be assumed that two main problems were visibile at the side of the “quality of participants”: Language problems and incoherent profile of the pax. It is obvious that such pitfalls would lead to huge difficulties in realizing the aim to get pax into a networking process. One example: one of the pax during the seminars totally misunderstood that setting up a networking project here should be more than a simulation, so she was irritated and never set up a cooperation. Other pax were great representatives of successful youth organisations – but they had either not the position to decide about a networking project or were simply not interested in such. Our proposal would be that National Agencies would have national prep meetings or would call the future pax to introduce the seminar idea to them and check if they really fit the criteria. 

· what to do to provide a realistic setup for networking projects?
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Before the first seminar, we spend time on the development of an educational strategy to overcome the problem, that pax might be enthusiastic during the seminar but would not be able to set up realistic concepts, which would last as well after the seminar. One step was to introduce the TRAIN-analogy to ensure that there is not just a single result, which would be realized at the end of the seminar. We wanted to give space as well to decide that a partner’s ideas do not fit to those of the other pax or his organisation and that it might even be the case, that there is not the right partner present at this seminar. We developed that idea further and introduced “ethics of a networking process” using rules from “open space” method to create a trustful atmosphere, where people dare to change group or define that they did not find the right partner. With those partner constellations which seem to be functional, we worked very concrete either on mind maps to answer all necessary questions of their networking project idea, with application forms and/or with personal action plans to determine next steps and agreements with the partner/s. 

· what to do with pax who did not find a partner?

It is not possible to find the right partner for each participant during such cms. To not let it be a failure and waste of time for those pax, we gave a lot of coaching and support. In the first seminar we used a computer room to look for contact boards in the internet – but honestly it was a failure. For next seminars we provided the “group of the lost ideas” which gave flexible aid and advice for each pax request, may it be in helping to set up a profile of the partner which was wanted, to look together for partners from other seminars or to guide through support sites and material.

· how to make clear what exactly is a networking project?

Good question. The whole networking project granting in Action 3 seems still to be in a process of clearification and development. Due to that it was possible to introduce elegibilty criteria but hardly any practical experience or good practice example. It was visible that it wasn’t easy for the pax to differ between a networking project and a youth exchange. We gave two fictional examples in Sweden to illustrate what networking projects could be and how they could cooperate (which was very helpful) and tried to show a graphic to clearify the difference between NP and YE in Germany (which was not very helpful…). For the future, when first networking projects are on the run, we would suggest to have a good example report on such seminars, thoroughly prepared and focussed on the tricky questions of practical realization of networking projects.

The evaluation of the four seminars is not easily to be put in one result. It was four situations, four different dynamics, four different groups and venues and the seminars differed as well in duration and frame topics. But as the aims were alike and the efforts of the trainers and NAs were pointing at similar outcomes we would try to compare key elements of the evaluation of the four seminars. Of course comparability is limited here: a base for all evaluation is an evaluation questionnaire, usually filled in by the pax at the end of the seminar. Due to the emotional group situation (end of intensive group phase, good-bye in sight, new friends found that you might not see again…), pax tend to give in average very positive marks for the seminar they attended. The whole picture of the evaluation can only be drawn by taking under consideration 

1.) the reflections of the team as written above, 

2.) the evaluation of the pax at the end of the seminar and 

3.) the results in the long run (such as applications and projects realized by former pax).

With this limits in mind, the following results could be mentioned from the pax evaluation in a quantitative analysis (5 marks possible, 1 = very good – 5 = very bad, but most marks were in 1,2,3):

Possibilities of contact making/ getting to know each other/ learn about other projects:

	Seminar in Sweden:
	Seminar in Poland:
	Seminar in Belgium:
	Seminar in Germany:

	1,45
	1,53
	Not quantifiable
	1,50


Information about the YOUTH programme:

	Seminar in Sweden:
	Seminar in Poland:
	Seminar in Belgium:
	Seminar in Germany:

	1,83
	1,53
	2,4
	2,11


Working on networking project ideas:

	Seminar in Sweden:
	Seminar in Poland:
	Seminar in Belgium:
	Seminar in Germany:

	1,38
	2,00
	1,8
	2,17


Working on the frame topic:

	Seminar in Sweden: Social inclusion
	Seminar in Poland: Social Inclusion
	Seminar in Belgium: arts  + intercultural dialogue
	Seminar in Germany: antiracism

	1,78
	1,76
	1,8
	2,06


Information about intercultural learning:

	Seminar in Sweden:
	Seminar in Poland:
	Seminar in Belgium:
	Seminar in Germany:

	1,50
	1,24
	1,9
	1,56


It was as well remarkable that in the more qualitative questions, a strong need for further training in project management (especially in international projects) was mentioned as well as having longer seminar, use (even!) more games especially for remembering names, some pax mentioned the need for more free time for sightseeing (was restricted to one evening and a night in the three 5 days seminars, obviously more of free time during 12 days seminar). The “learning progress” or “benefit” was seen by pax e.g.:

· “I learnt a lot of things that I will pass to others in my organisation”

· “I especially learnt to know Europe and also to develop projects with other countries”
· “I have learned how to develop things together and to respect differences”
· “Other people can do what we are doing in our local initiative, and we can do what other people are doing now!”

· “Inspiration, enthusiasm, motivation, improvement of communication skills”

· “Information, better English, self-confidence”
· “The idea of networking is now a bit more clear, but still general. Good point that I gained more knowledge about YOUTH programme and of course a lot of new contacts”

· “Knowledge about international working (networking too of course). Now I know what kind of tools to use, when I try to find a partner for some happening and how to organise it”

In conclusion, this year with its four contact making seminars helped to “europeanize” Action 3. It created a good base for further seminars and events which should stimulate networking projects of former group initiatives and we (all involved NAs, the Resource Centre and the trainers) would like to invite all colleagues to take benefit from the experiences we made. Certainly, not all what was mentioned here in a very brief way can replace personal comments – as much as the best advertisement for networking projects can not replace personal contact for young people from all over Europe to get into networking. Please do not hesitate to contact the involved NA colleagues, Henar or the trainers if you need further information, more detailled evaluation material or papers used in the seminars. Enter the network!

National Agencies:

National Agencies that have been involved in the organization of the seminars:

· Swedish NA – Roger Johansson (A3 officer). E-mail: roger@ungdomsstyrelsen.se
· Polish NA – Milena Posnik (A3 officer). E-mail: mposnik@youth.org.pl
· Lithuanian NA – Giedre Tumosaite (A3 officer). E-mail: giedre.tumosaite@jtba.lt
· Maltese NA - Jeanette Vella (A3 officer). E-mail: jeanette.vella@gov.mt
· German NA – Claudius Siebel (A3 officer). E-mail: siebel@jfemail.de
· French NA – Virginia Mangematin (A3 officer). E-mail: mangematin@injep.fr
· Luxembourg NA – Charles Gasperi (A3 officer). E-mail: charles.gasperi@info.jeunes.lu
Trainers & materials:

Trainers & coordinators that have been active in the facilitation of the seminars:

· Dave Blake (Great Britain) : youth worker, free lance trainer in Action 1 and 3 and international trainings, regional advisor for the YOUTH programme (seminars in Stockholm and Zakopane). E-Mail: daveb@surreycc.gov.uk
· Pascal Chaumette (France) : youth consultant in the ERJ in Roubaix, trainer in Action 1 and 3 and international trainings, regional advisor for the YOUTH programme (seminar in Hanover). E-Mail: pascalc@nordnet.fr
· Jochen Butt (Germany) : youth worker, trainer for national and international seminars in Action 3 of the YOUTH programme, co-author of the youth initiatives consulting book “WAS GEHT” (seminars in Stockholm, Zakopane, Hanover). E-Mail: jochen.butt@freenet.de
· Frank Schmitz (Germany) : trainer for national and international seminars in Action 3 of the YOUTH programme, working for profondo - office for youth/europe/education and specialized in participation projects (seminars in Brussels and Hanover). E-Mail: profondo@t-online.de
· Yves Gouters (Belgium) : trainer for the Belgian French speaking National Agency, running a new association for intercultural and non formal learning projects and helping youngsters to develop Group Initiatives projects (Brussels seminar). E-Mail: yves.gouters@advalas.be
· Henar Conde (Belgium/Spain) : project coordinator of the SALTO Youth Initiatives Resource Centre (coordinator of the seminar in Brussels, present at seminars in Zakopane & Hanover). E-Mail: youthinitiatives@salto-youth.net
For further contact details visit TOY database at www.salto-youth.net or contact Henar Conde.

Materials used:

· T-Kits such as on Intercultural Learning (No. 4) 

· Material from different SALTO training courses, such as “project management” 2001

· Own materials of the trainers and NAs

· User’s guide of the YOUTH programme, application forms A 3

· Different websites for partner research and support such as www.yonet.org, www.salto-youth.net, www.britishcouncil.org/education/connectyouth.uk
· Detailled final reports of the seminars can be found at:

Stockholm seminar – (soon on youthnet)

Zakopane seminar – (soon on youthnet)

Brussels seminar – www.salto-youth.net/cmsnetworking
Hanover seminar – (under construction)

List of participants “Include yourself” – Stockholm, 21-26 Mai 2003

	name
	country
	e-mail
	follow-up    

	1. Randolph Peresso
	Malta
	peresso@maltanet.net
	

	2. Bernard Pace
	Malta
	bernard@keithz.com
	

	3. Eliana Cumia
	Italy
	patacionda@yahoo.it
	

	4. Anastasia Tsolis
	Slovakia
	ozkultura@nextra.sk
	

	5. Kristian Seffer
	Slovakia
	drevo@pobox.sk
	

	6. Matjaz Galicic
	Slovenia
	drmk@email.si
	

	7. Petra Jagric
	Slovenia
	petrajagric@hotmail.com
	Granted networking project in Slovenia. Title “Youth television goes abroad”. Partners in Austria.

	8. Aino Pietarinen
	Finland
	aijju@hotmail.com
	

	9. Sampo Keskikallio
	Finland
	sampokeskikallio@hotmail.com
	

	10.  Ana Roque
	Portugal
	analuisaroque@hotmail.com
	

	11.  Leva Garjane 
	Latvia
	garjane@inbox.lv
	Granted networking project in Sweden. Title “New wiev”. Partners are Sweden, Latvia and Poland.

	12. Panagioutou Eftychia
	Greece
	eea_gr@yahoo.com
	

	13.  Odeta Adomaityte
	Lithuania
	odei@email.lt
	

	14.  Sarunas Kubiakas
	Lithuania
	sharunui@centras.lt
	Planning to submit a networking project in Lithuania for 1st April deadline

	15.  Mateusz Jagiello
	Poland
	ja-giel@wp.pl
	

	16.  Annika Nordin
	Sweden
	fjanken@hotmail.com
	

	17.  Camilla Robertsson
	Sweden
	camilla@youthforum.nu
	Granted networking project in Sweden. Title “New wiev”. Partners are Sweden, Latvia and Poland.

	18.  Joe Devlin
	Ireland
	se7en_joe@hotmail.com
	

	19.  Lyndel Dowd
	Ireland
	lyndel@hotmail.com
	

	20.  Izabela Smela
	Poland
	ovni@poczta.fm
	Submitting networking project in April with France, Latvia, Romania.

	21.  Michalina Furtak
	Poland
	misia.furtak@wp.pl
	Networking project with Sweden, Latvia – submitted in Sweden.

	22.  Krzysztof Miller
	Poland
	prezydent@onet.pl
	Networking (movie) project with Slovenia – willing to prepare it for September deadline (most of his group have high school exam in May)

	23.  Alice Demarie
	Italy
	azione5@gioventu.it
	

	24.  Jenna Koskela
	Finland
	jenna.koskela@sunpoint.net
	


List of participants “Include yourself” – Zakopane, 12-17 August 2003

	name
	country
	e-mail
	follow-up    

	25. Bastien Tielen
	Holand
	bastien@gysd.nl
	

	26. Emese Ibolya
	Hungary
	ibella@freemail.hu
	

	27. Kira Botos
	Hungary
	rianafair@hotmail.com

	

	28. Francesca Bria
	Italy
	gradozero@inventati.org
	

	29. Ingrida Puce
	Latvia
	ecup@one.lv
	

	30. Sigita Puryte
	Lithuania
	sigitap@delfi.lt
	Planning to submit application for networking project in Lithuania, on 1st April

	31. Viktorija Tamutyte
	Lithuania
	kitute@one.lt
	

	32. Noelle Cardona
	Malta
	rsa92@hotmail.com
	

	33. Mateusz Dabrowski
	Poland
	m.prometeusz@idea.net.pl
	Planning to submit networking project  application in June.

	34. Tomasz Moleda
	Poland
	tomasz.moleda@epi.kielce.com
 
	“European Youth Newspaper on-line“ – Networking project, applied the 1st February (together with Aleksandra Schmitz from seminar in Brussels). Partners are Sweden, Lithuania and Latvia.

	35. Anna Peldiak


	Poland
	nicola7@wp.pl
	Busy with her studding

	36. Ewa Sobiech
	Poland
	e.sobiech@interia.pl
	

	37. Sandra Sprynova
	Slovakia
	knietok@centrum.sk
	

	38. Dusan Golecky
	Slovakia
	dusan.golecky@email.cz

	

	39. Jean-Marie Mc Mahon
	Ireland
	carrickysdproject@eircom.net
	

	40. Peter Mc Donald
	Ireland
	theshak83@hotmail.com
	

	41. Jessica Bardsnes
	Finland
	jessica.bardsnes@krs.fi
	

	42. Ilse Volders
	Finland
	ilse_volders@yahoo.com
	Applied for networking project « Young Team Europe » in Finland, in October 2003, and was accepted. Partners are Finland and Austria.

	43. Martin Jahnerl
	Germany
	martin_jaehnert@web.de
	

	44. Sirko Krause
	Germany
	sirko.krause@gmx.net
	


List of participants “Get involved” – Brussels, 23 September – 3 October 2003

	name
	country
	e-mail
	follow-up    

	45.  Mette Guldborg Hansen
	Denmark
	guldborg@wildmail.com
	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	46. Jens Marsling Backval
	Denmark
	mr_not_so_cool@yahoo.com
	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	47. Aisté Slajute
	Lithuania
	angelaiste@bamba.lt
	“European Youth Newspaper on-line“ – Networking project, applied the 1st February in Lithuania. Partners are Sweden, Lithuania and Latvia. 

“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	48. Arturas Skausmenis
	Lithuania
	skausmas@sala.lt
	

	49. Michalina Furtak
	Poland
	misia.furtak@wp.pl
	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	50. Sofia Kiprianidou
	Greece
	mgrjanis@compulink.gr
	

	51. Nestoras Kehagias
	Greece
	mgrjanis@compulink.gr
	

	52. Francesco Benassi
	Italy
	checco999@libero.it
	Looking for partners for a musical networking project involving people with mental illness

	53. Giovanni Pigino
	Italy
	piginogiovanni@libero.it
	Looking for partners for a musical networking project involving people with mental illness

	54. Irene Poli
	Italy
	irene.poli@libero.it
	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	55. Annamaria Onetti
	Italy
	annamariaonetti@hotmail.com
	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	56. Julia Oroval
	Spain
	juliaoroval23@yahoo.es 
	

	57. Blanca Camps
	Spain
	blanca_camps@hotmail.com
	Prepared a draft for a Networking project and put it in the forum of the seminar, but no concrete news about possible development of the networking-idea

	58. Sverre Berg Lutnaes
	Norwey
	svelli@hotmail.com


	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	59. Jean-François Alberghi
	Finland
	jfalberghi@yahoo.com
	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	60. Jimmy Pertunnen
	Finland
	sir_gilles@hotmail.com
	“Traveller theatre” Networking project – applied for A5 (feasibility visit)  in Finland to prepare A3 networking. It was accepted so they met from 12-16 February in Phya. Partners are Finland, Norway, Denmark, Lithuania, Romania, Poland, Italy.

	61. Aleksandra Szmit
	Poland
	ola22m12@poczta.onet.pl
	“European Youth Newspaper on-line“ – Networking project, applied the 1st February (together with Tomasz Moleda from seminar in Zakopane). Partners are Sweden, Lithuania and Latvia.

	62. Cristina Maxim
	Romania
	crinamaxim@yahoo.com
	“Braimstorming Youth Magazine” – Networking project, applied the 1st February in Romania.

Just applied for an EVS in Spain (no news if she was accepted or not)

	63. Catalin Sebastian Ioan
	Romania
	sebasttyan@yahoo.com
	Just applied for an EVS in Spain and was accepted 

	64. Tina Bukovec
	Slovenia
	tinabukovec@email.si
	Preparing networking project “Newsletter on-line” but no specific news about the development

	65. Nusa Golavsek
	Slovenia
	nusagolavsek@email.si
	Preparing networking project “Newsletter on-line” but no specific news about the development

	66. André Oliveira
	Portugal
	andre.no@portugalmail.pt
	

	67. Guilherme Piedade
	Portugal
	guilhermepiedade@hotmail.com
	No time to prepare networking project at the moment, busy with other professional issues 

	68. Richard Mathe
	France
	star.gravity@free.fr
	 Looking for partners for a musical networking project 

	69. Ludivine Mullard
	France
	star.gravity@free.fr
	Looking for partners for a musical networking project

	70. Mohamed Allouchi
	Belgium
	swimming_peter_pan@hotmail.com
	Applied for A3 Group Initiative in Belgium (“Community Street”), together with Emmanuel Tchindebe. They have already a networking idea and will apply for A5 to find partners for Networking project. Sergio Kahudi Lama, from seminar in Hanover, is possible partner. Looking for other partners !!

	71. Anouar Moatassim
	Belgium
	anouar_888@hotmail.com
	

	72. Ismael Idrissi
	Belgium
	cortex.vingt@caramail.com
	

	73. Emmanuel Tchindebe 
	Belgium
	emmanuel_td@yahoo.fr 


	Applied for A3 Group Initiative in Belgium (“Community Street”), together with Mohamed Allouchi. They have already a networking idea and will apply for A5 to find partners for Networking project. Sergio Kahudi Lama, from seminar in Hanover, is possible partner. Looking for other partners !!


List of participants “Enter the network” – Hanover, 5-9 November 2003

	name
	country
	e-mail
	follow-up    

	74. Christina Kofod Hansen
	Danemark
	ckofodhansen@hotmail.com

	

	75. Nils Brygger Jakobsen
	Danemark
	nibrja@ruc.dk
	

	76. René Kruse
	Danemark
	rkr@xofia.dk
	

	77. Safi Rüstig
	Germany
	Safi.marie@gmx.net 
	

	78. Raja Rüstig
	Germany
	Raja86@gmx.de 
	

	79. Willie Schumann
	Germany
	wil6ka@mail.ru

	Applied for an EVS in Italy, he is preparing networking project with Sergio Kahudi – Video project. Partners: Germany-France

	80. Eva Anderson
	Germany
	e.anderson@gmx.net

	Applied for a networking project with a partner group in Belgium

	81.  Maria Kotzur
	Germany
	cypress_V@gmx.de
	

	82.  Ali Haydar Karakas
	Great Britain
	Uykusuz007@yahoo.co.uk 


	Preparing network project with Aurelien Maurice. Partners: France-UK

	83.  Mohammed Lemlah 
	France
	Pepinier2000@yahoo.fr
	Preparing network project with Edis Sabotic and Szilard Gardonyi. Partners: France-Luxembourg-Hungary.

	84.  Elodie Poidevin
	France
	Elodie.poi@voila.fr

	

	85.  Sergio Kahudi Lama
	France
	Skl151077@hotmail.com

	Preparing networking project with Willie Schuman – Video project. Partners: Germany-France

	86.  Aurélien Maurice 
	France
	Aurelienmaurice@hotmail.com
	Preparing network project with Ali Haydar. Partners: France-UK

	87.  David Perreau
	France
	Pointjeunegravigny@wanadoo.fr 


	

	88.  Jonathan Lelong
	France
	Woo.john79@caramail.com 


	

	89.  Salim Drame
	France
	Trame.limsa@caramail.com 
	Preparing network project with Efren Dominguez. Partners; Spain-France.

	90.  Davis Meike 
	Latvia
	Deelis@one.lv

	

	91.  Edis Sabotic
	Luxemburg
	misteres007@hotmail.com

	Preparing network project with Mohammed Lemlah and Szilard Gardonyi. Partners: France-Luxembourg-Hungary.

	92.  Amilca Delgado
	Luxemburg
	Joannalopesdk@hotmail.com

	Looking for partners for a networking projects about “fighting against violence in urban areas”

	93.  Ricardo de Sousa
	Luxemburg
	Joannalopesdk@hotmail.com
	Looking for partners for a networking projects about “fighting against violence in urban areas”

	94.  Borja Trabanca Fuego
	Spain
	syntagmatos@telecable.es

	Currently doing A3 local project, looking for partners for later on (working with handicap youngsters)

	95.  Efren Dominguez Domingo 
	Spain


	Peluocabron@hotmail.com 


	Preparing network project with Salim Drame. Partners: Spain-France.



	96.  Szilard Gardonyi
	Hungary
	Szicsoo@freemail.hu
	Preparing network project with Mohammed Lemlah and Edis Sabotic
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T.R.A.I.N – analogy:





T	- theme 


(you have to know for yourself and to agree with a partner on)


R	- relationship 


(you have to build with a partner organisation and the foreign individuals)


A	- actions 


(which will be the outcome of the common work)


I	- integration 


(networking means ability to find a compromise)


N	- networking (!!!)








�
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