Joint notes: EUROPEAN DIALOGUE project

Coordinating and preparatory meeting in Budapest the 15th to 16th of November 2007 

Present: Maté Varga, Andi Purtzel, Kirsten Paaby, Margo Gorman, Ferenc Peterfí, Jozsef Huzserl, Anka Karelieva and Chuck Hirt

Agenda Item 1.Introductions: 

The meeting started with sharing getting to know each other. We did round of introducing of ourselves and Maté did a summary of the Europe for Citizens Programme – see Ilona’s paper and of the agenda for our meeting. 

Agenda Item 2: History, background, structure and aims of the two networks

This is a crucial time in history for CEBSD. In itself it is not a network, it is a foundation registered in 1996 and has had 12 board members with now 9 active. IT brings together organisations working with Community Development; setting up possibilities for exchange. Our added value is the use of the combined experiences. The main aim is to promote Community Development in Europe, shared principles and shared values – well documented and described in the publication "Including the excluded. "The concept of Community Development is based on bringing in the groups that are normally excluded from developing their communities.

The Board works with four-year strategies, through task forces. Now we are working through three task forces:

1. Training and learning for community development

2. Dialogue with the civil society

3. Including the excluded

The 9 active members are the core of the management. They network in their countries and often in regions. They also work in broader networks for example through the work carried out in the three task forces and that reaches a broader network beyond the board. The subgroups or task forces work with autonomy but have a direct link to the Board. In this way, CEBSD promotes much broader networking.

The structure we present (see diagram) is the proposal from the executive committee to be decided at the next board meeting. In the application of the TLCD we mentioned the European Dialogue project as one of the means of disseminating and exploiting the work already done on Training and Learning. The role of Margo is to coordinate i.e. to make sure that these two projects will coordinate their efforts. The CEBSD is aware that we have a lot to learn from the community organising work that have been done in the central and eastern European countries, where people used to work in situations that are precarious. This is important and a lot of learning can be shared. Sometimes we have the dilemma - do we follow the money or do we stick to our values. We have different understandings of how to work community development and have learned to work through conflict. In CD we are used to create conflict. So we need to have the ability to mediate: you do have need to be afraid of conflict but can learn from it.

Chuck told us about the CEE Citizens’ network – which ensures that citizens participation happens in the central and eastern European countries. CEECN do not see their work under the heading of more broad community development, they stick to the primary focus of creating space for active citizen participation. They have been through several phases in their work. So far it has been mainly based on exchange of experiences through website, conferences. New steps more recently were more than exchange, but to be more proactive. They developed a new strategy:

1. Developing and launching the citizen participation week

2. To create a best practices database – the first award for this was given in Tallinn

3. Becoming an independent legal unity. They decided to register and did that in 2004

They succeeded in moving from the first to the next step in the structure.  They look after countrywide organisations that are committed to citizens’ participation: some of the organisations are also committed to other community related issues. Their main issue is to strengthen and increase citizens’ participation. People don’t pay yet, but that discussion will come.  They have 30 member organisations and 1 individual member. There can be several members from the same countries. Very few exceptions where it does not work pretty well. They have also created a coordinating team - Poland, Bosina-Herzegovinia, Slovakia were the first now it is Hungary, Bosnia Herzogovina, Georgia and Slovakia. Chuck has title of director (unpaid). Anka is the paid coordinator.

They rotate the coordinating group and are elected for three years. All members are post-communist countries from former communist block. Chuck referred to a book called, “The weak civil societies in the post communist countries.” They have links to US as some organisations receive funding from America foundations. They have also made a number of transatlantic links including the author or “Networks that Work” - Paul Vandeventer. , who made some special connections some years ago with Russia, Slovakia and some other east European countries. Igor from Russia once travelled all over the States to study community development and met Paul in this context. Paul came to the CEECN conference in 2003, and after this asked to bring a bigger delegation to the next conference.  He has joined three conferences. In February 2005 the coordinating group visited Paul Los Angeles. Work with Western Europe is even more important to them and they are interested the issues that CEBSD works with.

Agenda Item 3 Current Activities of the Networks
Current Activities of CEECN
· Training

· Website and gathering best practices
· Every other year conference 

· Cit Part week

· Best Practice award 

CEECN hopes to achieve participatory status in Council of Europe before the end of 2007.  Also possible participation in e-network.

Conferences:

Conferences are seminal event in the CEECN network. Challenges: considerable diversity in Network and who is the network bringing together? The aim was to bring together activists, citizens, grassroots together with the organisation representatives. Same problems with the training sessions – where the participants were on different levels. More and more exchange is between organisations rather than activists. Delegations would include several activists. The challenge of paying for translation and organising communication led to simplification into participation in English. Now they do more and more training for trainers.

The conference highlights their activities. There is considerable diversity in the network. A part of the history – who are the ones that we are going to bring together? Ideally they want three citizen activists and two to three staff members but it is expensive to pay for translation. 

Citizen’s participation Week

Citizen’s participation Week has been a signature event. There is also often a problem of raising money. They use it as a profiling of their network to create a win-win-situation. What to do with the Local Democracy week run by the Council of Europe? This has taken off especially in Hungary where there have been over 200 events in last 2 years with media coverage and this has inspired other countries. Local groups have had to raise their own money for this. Hungary has done this and others are now exploring how to do it. With more fund-raising and marketing 

Local Democracy week organised by Council of Europe is planned to run in October when Citizens’ Participation is in September. The inclination at the moment is not to combine these. The idea of working towards a “bridge” between these two events in 2009 would be a good product of our joint working. 

CEBSD Activities

Training

CEBSD has had good experience of training events and exchange events. It is possible to put together events where the Social Minister can meet with local people in poverty, with mental illness etc. etc. People can overcome their prejudices by meeting and working together. For example in on of our events each partner country constructed a group consisting of trainers, practitioners and activists. CEBSD have found ways of overcoming communication barriers – creative organisation can be better for product of conference. We can arrange events in a way that explores dialogue and creative, innovative methods – live as we learn. CEBSD strategy led to EC funded projects on training and learning.

CEBSD sets up exchange through projects, seminars, conference and events
CEBSD Board Meetings are always based around some activity in the host country with an opportunity to learn something of Community Development in this country. We explore best practice and how it can be exchanged and used to influence. CD is not only based on dialogue with local groups but also to find ways of creating meeting places with policy makers to bridge dialogue between practice and policy. In the Best practice project, which has now been written up in “Including the Excluded”, the ideas was to create a learning situation between researchers, activists, local authority and ngo at a local, regional or national level. They gathered experience and then chose a case study, which was then presented at the seminar in Berlin. Through reflection and analysis, we worked out shared values and principles. Tensions emerge but it we don’t have this tension of crossing borders then we are not developing something “European”. 

Ilona has suggested in CEECN that a field visit should be included in a conference, based on CEBSD experience and when this is used, this works well.

Proposal to have Conference every 2 years to involve broader network of CEBSD.  

Agenda Item 4
Dialogue between CEBSD/CEECN

· Most interesting points 

· Main interests in co-operation

· Expectations of whole programme

· Concrete steps for possible co-operation e.g. bus
May 2008 event could be used as a step to a Joint Conference in 2010. May event should be seen as a strategic event too. Longer-term co-operation is one of the expectations 

CEECN Central and Eastern European countries are struggling with how to create this space for citizen’s participation – openness to models in Western Europe and this is particularly so with regard to European Union membership where there are certain expectations to exchange with other countries.

How can things be different? This is hard to conceive sometimes. People from Slovakia were fascinated by a visit to London where people had created all forms of participation.

The CEECN network is not interested in being European wide. It recognises something unique and special with regard to Citizen Participation in former communist countries. There is not an intention to become one network but to enrich the network. Struggles with democracy are also very distinct. How can citizens be involved in discussions with policymakers and politicians? What is Western experience of this? Politicians do not understand citizen’s initiatives. Policymakers have to understand that we are living in a different world. Politicians should be invited but they should also pay for themselves. Then we need to “make a very good offer” through City Halls etc. 

European Citizens’ Forum or European Future Forum as a longer-term goal could help illuminate what our next steps should be in the May Forum.  Ideas for a Pan-European Forum – common arena or infrastructure for future – common space for participation.

Inclusion? What does this mean in countries where “Everybody is excluded”? This also raises questions: Who excludes us? Where does this feeling come from? Who excludes?  Different forms e.g. racism, jargon terms.  Systems and culture are exclusive and those who have more access have no interest in more inclusion. 

The solution is in the form of a mosaic. Turn the form of the dialogue into reality not just words. What would reflect better the idea that each individual worker in his or her own situation has to find a solution on his or her own? Why is there no real dialogue among community workers? We need to find concrete and common topics for dialogue.  Movement between visions and concrete steps across different stakeholders can stimulate hope and creative solutions to problems.

Some examples of practical co-operation – Kirsten could do some training for CEECN on participation methodologies. Exchange of best practices is important and we should build on existing work on good practice e.g. CEECN database, CEBSD 

Agenda Item 5
May Meeting General Outline:
Andi joined us for some information on administration. She clarified that everyone will pay their own travel but they do not need to give travel documents to HACD.

Proposal says 26 people organisations from 17 states and 10 from inside Hungary meet on 9th and 10th May. Arrival on 8th and travel to Kundbabony. Press conference on 8th evening.

Meeting all day on 9th May and morning of 10th May 

The main purpose is to get to know aims and objectives, strategies, good practice and applied methods, to identify common elements in practice and potential areas of co-operation 

After noon of 10th May Parallel meeting where proposals go to CEECN Co-ordination Group and CEBSD Board Meeting and then we come together to agree on next steps in action.

10th May travel back to Budapest with some evening activities. 

How many people do we talk about? 26+10 from Hungary +Kirsten+Anna+Margo

Anna estimates 15 people from EU countries in CEECN

12 CEBSD including Kirsten and Margo and CPA and someone from France. If others 

We discussed the size of the group and participation. We concluded that that there could be another 15 from non-European countries as long as they can pay a contribution to accommodation and travel to an absolute maximum of 55-60 at the meeting.

Programme for Joint Meeting on 9th and 10th May at Kundbabony

9.00-9.30: Welcome and network circle
9.30-9.50: Ilona Vercseg “Outline of why we are here.”
9.50-10.20 Panel
Someone from CEBSD Board and someone from CEECN (Chuck Hirt) of the two realities with short prepared reflection. 

10.20-11.00 Discussion

11.00-11.30 Break

11.30-13.00 Introduction of the two networks: 

This is done in the format of interviews with 3-4 people from each network + space for questions from audience: Interviewer should be from outside possibly from Civil Radio. (Ferenc will explore this). 

13.00 Lunch and informal networking 

(Preparation for Café Dialogue – Coffee and small cakes served in Café Dialogue)

14.30- 14.50
Introduction of Café Dialogue method plus the theme “European Citizenship” and the 7 sub-themes.

Room is arranged like a café with 6 nice tables – flowers, music, etc. Café host (with a nice apron please!) ensures that the process flows.

7 sub-themes are written one on each table and each theme has a host who stays at the table. The participants move from one table to another table (of their choice). If too many people choose one theme, the café host helps them sort out what they want and acts as the main host with additional hosts on each table with the following themes.

· Localisation - Globalisation?
CEECN host

· Dialogue between citizens’ groups and local authorities (legal framework and practices) CEECN host

· Local elections and local representation CEECN host

· Including the Excluded CEBSD host

· Intercultural Dialogue   CEBSD host

· CD as an approach to Citizens’ Participation CEBSD host

· Europe: Differences and similarities in European Civil Society: HACD host Maté Varga

Notes on Café Dialogue:

3 rounds of café dialogue – each participant contribution to 3 items: the host makes sure people record their experience. The host is chosen in advance and understand their role. 


Rule – don’t criticise each other’s ideas so host has to keep room open and that everyone has a chance to speak.  Each contribution is valued. 

Second Round: The Host summarises the first round and has a new discussion with the next group:

Third Round: People again move to another theme. More ideas, more discussion. More exchange of practice. This last group helps the hosts to take a bird’s perspective and make clusters from the different perspectives on European Citizenship under their specific theme. The host should present this bird’s eye perspective of each sub-theme. 

16.20-16.35 Break and stretch legs 

(café hosts will prepare presentations)

16.35-17.20 
Summary of café dialogue and introduction to next session
Each theme has a bull’s eye, which has lots of post-its with summary of discussion on café dialogue. When the group listens they chose one sub-theme to go into depth and work together on a presentation for the next morning of the essence of their results.

17.30 In-depth discussion and preparation of presentation. 

Finish in group

19.00

Dinner

Second Day:

9.00
Welcome to the new day: Maté Varga

Presentations Café Dialogue (max 10 mins each) and reflections. Then Café Dialogue closes.

10-40-11.10 Break

11.10-
11.40
Future Timeline presentation (Anka and Margo) + the buses 

Aim:
To build on to enrich and enhance existing actions and proposed events

To set up a timeline or calendar of these events on flipcharts wall and based on dialogue what else can we do together and when. There will also be room here to add ideas to future timeline. Then we break into small groups to discuss work on some of these events or proposals 

11.40-
13.00
Groupwork
4/5 allocated groups, who make suggestions about future steps how can we combine, what are the possibilities based on all the ideas, discussion and dialogue that we have had. 

13.00- 13.30 Feedback from groups and this feedback will be taken to the two networks.

Speed Dialogue – some points for evaluation

Close 

Press Coverage of the Meeting:

Minister for Foreign Affairs in HU will meet us. HACD will decide the venue for the press conference and will do a press release in Hungarian. Each participant will bring their own flag and will do a press release to their MEP and to local papers. They will send 2 sentences on how important citizens’ participation is and what it means to you by middle of April. This will be sent to all Members of European Parliament.

Are there European events in your own country? They should be informed.

DIVISION OF TASKS.

· Margo and Kirsten work together their notes and give it to Máté for report of the meeting

· Interviewer of the two networks – who? Maybe one from the civil radio, a professional interviewer

· Kirsten takes the task to the CEBSD board on who will represent CEBSD in the panel

· Kirsten is responsible for the café dialogue and the description of the method to go into the booklet. The formulation of the sub-themes should be sent around for comments and preparation by email. Suggestion for café hosts, sub-themes 1-3 suggestions from CEE CN, 4-6 CEBSD, 7 Mr Mate Varga.

· Kirsten do the icebreaker day one

· Ilona welcomes day one

· Mate opens day two

· When we allocate the groups for the last group work we find out who will do the presentation

Kirsten chair the speed-dialogue 

Notes on dialogue: Here are some notes, which give some background to the discussion. They do not include all the points made but give a flavour of the dialogue that produced consensus around the programme for the joint meeting. They also include some reminders.

Margo: You mentioned that you have every second year a conference. In CEBSD we agreed with IACD to arrange a joint conference. What about have a joint conference every second year with CEECN. More work but also possible to raise more money. What we should highlight is the including of the activists. We need to cut down blah blah and develop methods. 

Anka: Build on the small strategic joint meeting we will have next year in May.  

Margo: A first important step to get more European – hope it will be the beginning of a more long-term strategic work, not just events. 

Chuck:: Starting with community work in Slovakia keen to find other models than American models for community organising. We are struggling with the issue how to find space. Have examples of the struggles that have been around citizens' participation – give us hope in continuing in building a momentum of the work. A problem is that we stay in ourselves – a big mind problem – cannot see that it can be different. Those politicians are anyway corrupt. Helpful to see that it can be done differently. This is why the transatlantic link also is interesting.  The CEE network in itself at the moment has not interest in being more European wide – not become one network but enriching our relationship. Be aware of the differences between the Eastern and Western history and traditions. 

Maté: Find different structures and ways of working together – not merge. Possibility of a European future forum of Citizens participation. What is our perspective of the next steps? Important to have that.

Anka: We would like to have the Western experience of how citizens have influence. The discussions between citizens and policymakers are important. In our countries a lot of citizens activities want to influence. There are a lot of barriers now. Are there good examples of dialogue between citizens and politicians in Western Europe?To bring politicians to the conference they have to invest time and money. We need to make a good offer and do good marketing.

Jozsef: Interesting what Chuck said – everybody is excluded. In the legal sense they are not. Not one solution but a mosaic of solutions. Key sentence that Kirsten brought into the discussion is to change the way you work and practise dialogue. Everybody has to change the way they find their own solutions in their own context. E-groups have failed to provoke dialogue. We need to find common issues

Who excludes?

Mate: The systems and the culture exclude, the access –

After lunch, Mate sums up.

Frameworks for the May conference: 

European Dialogue on the Day of Europe, see the summary of the project. Main lines: ¨

Get to know the work of the two networks

Look for commonalities

Work for future strategy and projects

Press conference, newsletter

Framework

People will arrive the 8th of May, have press conference, and go to the venue

The 9th of May working day

The 10th of May first half – working day, in the afternoon the board meeting of CEBSD

Common evening activities in Budapest

CEE will have a meeting in the coordinating group at the same time when CEBSD has their board meeting. Kirsten suggests that a part of the time the two groups work together to decide on further action inspired by the input from the participants in the conference.

Kirsten asks: How many persons we do expect? The way we work will depend on the size of the group. 39 persons in plan but we can increase that within certain limits as long as non-European participants and others can find funding.

26 member organisations from CEE and CEBSD

2 coordinators

10 Hungarians

1 Norwegian

Margo: Important that the travel that the participants pay themselves is a part of the self-contribution. Mate: You need not do this. It is a lump sum.

15 CEE

9 board members from CEBSD, + 1 member from CPA and a French organisation MDSL

One question about representatives from the non- European Union countries? 

Margo: Not a problem to have more representatives from the CEE than CEBSD because one of the issues is to get to know the CEE network. 

Kirsten agrees with Margo, it is exclusive not to invite. And if it is possible to raise money for covering the costs. You might as well explore the Council of Europe.

It might then maximum be another 15 people, realistic half of this group will participate.

That means around 7 people in addition to the 39

Margo: What if other members of the board of CEBSD want to bring some one if they can pay for themselves.

The top number for the venues is around 55. Absolute maximum will be 60 

Máté: Two important points about the content: Sharing and getting to know each other, good practices could help with the sharing. Get to know is both the networks and each organisation in the two networks

Next a wider perspective for the future – there fore this conference is a strategy conference

Another box of content is dissemination, publication and relationship to media. 

Networking goes across the “boxes”. 

Kirsten: The three issues/boxes important to see those in progression

At the end of the first day to have come up their own ideas – allow freedom in the box for the future cooperation – not to put their stamp at what some little group did. Be sure that there is not a hidden agenda

Kirsten – We need to have a frame – the bus is a good metaphor – fill in the bus.

Buses that come into the room and meet. You hear about our ideas – what are your ideas? 

The CEBSD – brake down in small groups to have their ideas – bring back to the plenary,

Facilitators for the small working groups? Think of language so we make sure that the groups operate. Some guidelines for hosts of the groups and what kind of and how to think of translation

Maté – draw a big picture of the future of two networks. Visualise the future. 

When project is over – what do we look like ideally? What form of co-operation is there?

Jozsef: The question – it is too early, maybe.

Morning first day:

Do we want to have a keynote speaker?

Discussion

To present to two realities in our two networks – to put the work in some deeper context.

Introduction: Why are we here, to have a polarisation at the beginning?  Ilona to open the session the initiator of the project, Chuck from the CEE network and one from CEBSD.

Introduction of the participants with an icebreaker

The background of the work, the context the panel as mentioned above.

Then the presentation of the two networks – how – to make an interview method what has it meant for you to be a part of the CEBSD – 

With the inviting letter there is a booklet with a short description of the two networks so that we not start at zero. 

Conclusion on the morning session the first day:

Welcome – interactive ice breaker –

Introduction why we are here about the project v/Ilona

Introduction of the 2 realities, the deeper context of Central/Eastern and Western Europe, panel and plenary, in the panel: Ilona, Chuck, a member of the CEBSD board

Introduction of the two networks 4 members of each network are interviewed about

The afternoon session? Chuck asks not just introduction and exchange between the two networks but also the question on European Citizenship – how do we do this. EU jargon bring citizens closer the Europe what does that mean? And where is Europe? The issue of European Citizenship!? Sharing the same values, articulate, what are we doing locally and how are we working with the common values. 

The issue is citizen participation – a central part of community development we are meeting about a specific issue: Citizens participation. Civil society is a key concept. 

Kirsten: Important to link the discussion to our everyday lives

Margo: Let the interview session deal with the question on how did you work with the citizens’ participation. 

The content of the questions is important – let the panel open it up.

Brainstorming about the afternoon session:

Several levels to the question of European citizenship

Chuck: A central question to start with: How do we do elections and how is the participation. Are the officials accountable? Another topic is what is the legal framework, the space for participation? Including the excluded, some interesting issues related to emigrants but in Slovakia it could be all of us. 

Margo: Sometimes we also exclude ourselves – as a woman you sometimes undermine yourself of not being a human being – present us self as equal. Issues around how we take out into reality what is in the law? 

The citizens own limits – how to strengthening the skills. 

The whole question of representation? Who has the right to represent whom? 

Margo: Suggest opening the afternoon session with dialogue around the question what does European Citizenship means to you? 

Best practices – for example the citizens’ participation week 

The question we ask to discuss in the dialogue depends on the issue we want to put into the afternoon session.

Mate: We should cover the practice – make a bridge through practice 

In the project we promised to foster debate, action and reflection on European Citizenship.

Margo: Open the afternoon session opened with exchange of these question – some plenary. Offer some prepared workshop on best practice ex

The conference should “whet the appetite” to work with the topics through the two networks and a conference in 2010.

To make people feel – I would

Chuck – some room for spontaneity but be sure also of prepared sessions and frames.

The danger of reinventing the wheel.  

Proposal to have second afternoon based around extended Café Dialogue.

Presentation of the results of the last group work in the café dialogue

A short presentation of the Citizens participation week

Important the long time perspective of our future co-operation between the two networks

Do some training exchange

Think of the conferences planned in the TLCD project

The joint conference in Dublin?

Review of the Budapest Declaration

To create a structure where people can understand that things will happen – link different events more will happen.

Enrich what we are already doing – combining

OBS The Budapest Declaration need to be mentioned in the introduction the first day.

Also available for the participants.

How to do the finale?

A speed-dialogue on the question how was it participating in the conference?

Mate summarise the whole programme

Presentation of results of Café Dialogue in marketplace format with short presentations.

Presentation of Citizen’s Participation Week to be included in CEECN introduction.

Day nr 2 of planning meeting

Mate summarise the first day. We need to clarify especial the afternoon session. And the program for day nr 2.

Another idea for the afternoon session is a café dialogue – where we discuss different items. The overarching theme could be European Citizenship

Margo, the devils advocate: In the cafe dialogue you don’t go that much into depth. If we choose cafe dialogue we should not have the speed-dialogue. To find a way to go more depth. 

Margo suggest to take the café dialogue more slowly and deeply  
Kirsten went through the café dialogue á la Ideas Bank.

Proposal to take this a bit deeper

We agreed to have the presentations from the last group work as a starting point in the morning session the next day. When the whole group looks at the bulls-eyes. Each has to choose one sub-theme and has two moves to move two post-its one ring in. In the middle will emerge the most important.   

Each group now works on how can we take action to follow up on the issues that we thought are most important.  We have a guideline so that there is a “product” or  “result” that emerges from the dialogue. Some concrete proposals on how can we take action in the two networks? 

Then we go back to a plenary session where each sub-theme presents these suggestions for actions. 

What about language? How do we support this? Are there good non-verbal ways of communicating to express the most important things? We have to recognise that there are some limitations on going deep where we have to choose English as a common language. The Café Dialogue

Open Second day with a Marketplace of the “products” from Café Dialogue and then we need have only short presentations from the deeper work.  

Press conference – how

To whom, where and how?

Who are we trying to meet with which question?

The Hungarian contact their national EU office?

Members of European parliament?

Press release in each country about the European day and the conference between the two networks.

Participants are asked to bring a flag from their country and also have the EU-flag.

The memorial is the meeting point for all.  

If the sculpture of the clock is connected with the European joining is it the meeting place to choose. An alternative could be the Europe boat, HACD will decide.

Ferenc suggests as well that every participant sends two sentences on what is the importance of Citizen’s participation as a part of the press material

HACD will make a press release in English to be translated into the different languages and disseminated into the press also. Norway to send it to the Brussels office. Also to check if there is something actual in each country to connect to.

Press release and newsletter should be one.

Publication and dissemination – more on that….

Ilona has suggested in CEECN that a field visit should be included in a conference, based on CEBSD experience and when this is used, this works well.

Conference every 2 years to involve broader network of CEBSD.  

We also have to allow for potential co-operation between organisations. We will leave a table for information on each organisation. HACD will also prepare a booklet.

Slovakia has presidency of Democracy in Europe group in Council of Europe and this person could be invited to work with CEECN

In the afternoon, CEECN and CEBSD meet in parallel sessions and come together to give feedback on the next steps that they will take.

Small rules will be written up in guidelines for hosts of Café Dialogue

Bus idea Notes: There will be a lot of work around visas and so on. Margo: Why not organise in 2009. Mate: Could be a nice event – to connect the top down and the bottom up approach. A good media action could be documented. A product of the project!? The commission might put money into it. Could be extended. Eastern bus meets Western bus – meets in Strasbourg. Park at the bridges! West meets East
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