· SEE INITIATIVE

Budva, Montenegro 12-13 May 2007

NOTES
Participants list:

Ajla Šišić, Aleksandar Baucal, Dženana Trbić, Gordana Miljević, Hugh Mclean, Ivona Čelebičić, Krisztina Szeberin, Lana Jurko, Maja Kovačević, Nives Milinović, Nježa Mrše, Sanja Elezović, Shqipe Abazi, Suzana Geržina, Suzana Pecakovska, Tanja Stojić, 

0. Introductory
After welcome by Sanja Elezović, Hugh McLean opened the meeting with few introductory remarks about the new strategic challenges that face OSI. He stressed that main strength of OSI lies in regional approach, which is why it is important to consider how to further sustain the forces for change (people, links, experience, networks etc. that gathered over the years).
1. Project Outline and critical points
The meeting continued with the presentation of the project outline provided by Gordana Miljević, Saša Baucal and Igor Repac.
The participants of the meeting identified the following list of critical points that need to be discussed:
· Research Vs Activities (what are we doing?). Participants spent a lot of time on discussion whether this project is considered to be more research or activity based? While it was noted that research component of the project is very strong, due to lack of funds and time the project survey will not be strictly scientific (question of number of focus groups, sampling etc.). Participants agreed that at the end of the project we must not end up with too many research data, we have to be very specific, focused.
· Focus group participants. Participants agreed not to include only secondary school pupils, but also the last grade of elementary school. The age cohort included into the project will therefore be:14-18. Parents and local community members should also form the focus group 
· How regional is the project? It was argued that the project is regional in term of the overarching theme but the activities may vary from country to country
2. Aim and title of the project
Participants agreed on the new aim of the project: 
To identify priorities (including less obvious forms of inequity) for advocacy, mobilize stakeholders and partners, building coalitions and support the initiatives for fighting inequity in education 
- Through promoting quality in education.
- Through teacher, student, parent’s participation.
- Raising the awareness. 
Participants also agreed to change the title into:
Advancing educational inclusion and quality
· 3. Steps

· The following steps in the projects were identified:

1) Desk / Literature review (collecting good practices, defining forms of discrimination)
2) Review of Internet resources

3) Focus groups students, parents, teachers

4) *if needed: Small questionnaire 

5) National Events (including media campaign)
6) Regional Events (regional events – one for youth, one for teachers, one for parents-local authorities, one for donors; media campaign)

7) Supporting teacher, student, parents’ initiatives (i.e. training for parents? Training for teachers? (Step by Step Education for Social Justice)
8) Linking with Civic Education Teachers and other associations – building coalitions 
4. Products:

The following expected products were identified:
· Research / Existing Initiatives Report (recommendations for policy, strategy, national presentations) 

· National Presentations, policy paper, policy recommendations, policy brief (based on prepared Guidelines – instruments for national desk research)
· Active Regional & National Coalitions for fighting inequity in education (teacher assoc., NGOs, parents assoc., government officials) 

· Guidelines for good practices 

· Regional Report

Next session of the meeting was organized in two working groups:

a) Overall design of the project

b) Focus groups: what kind of questions for focus groups (students & teachers) 

5. Overall design of the project

Immediate tasks:

1. Select the Research Team

2. Writing Research Design

3. Submit Project Proposal including Research Design 
4. Ask country whether they want to participate and submit the budget

Participants raised the question whether the project proposal should be translated in local languages? 
Internal organization of the project - proposal developed at the meeting: 
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In the Project Matrix presented at the meeting we should include activity: identifying and contracting experts.
Participants agreed to the suggestions that: 

· Center for Educational Policy Studies (University of Ljubljana, Faculty of Education) operates as the hub of the project.

· Igor Repac with Suzana Geržina as assistant support are nominated as coordinators of the project

· SEE-ECN web platform will be used as the project web site.
6. Focus Group 

It was agreed among participants that there is no need to make transcripts of focus groups meetings, rather we will just record it and make short summary.

Who will be participants of the Focus Groups?
· Students (targeted age groups)

· Parents

· Teachers

· Local community group

8-12 people per Focus Group

Each Focus Group will have leader and co-leader

Number of Focus Groups per country/per participant group? We might need too many Focus Groups? In that case the Questionnaire might be alternative.

· Focus Group – students

· Who? 14-19 years old, divided into two age groups (7-8 grade of compulsory edu, 1st and 2nd and 3th grade of sec.edu.)

· When? Not at the end of the school year

· Take care about parents’ consent for student participation in the FG?

· Selection criteria? (gender, parents education background, economical background, urban vs. rural)

· IDEA: to include writing story within FG because in some countries it might be hard for young people to speak openly

What we would like to get know at the end?

· To define what is inequity in education? Give illustrations

· What they see as forms of inequity in education? To describe situations of inequality in education? 

· (WHY) What might be reasons for specific forms of inequity and who is responsible?

· (ACTION) What should be done and by whom? 

· Present the list of different forms of inequity (sorted out from the literature review) and ask participants (does it happen in their environment…)

Notes taken by

Igor Repac
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