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Sunday, March 15

The meeting started with welcome words by Project Manager (Gordana Miljević) and representative of Bosnian Country Team (Ivona Čelebičič).

Since some Country teams experienced some changes so they were asked to introduce themselves and in short provide few most burning issues which possible relate to the project’s theme and/or any other relevant information for the project. Among other country teams emphasized: 

· Montenegro: (Tamara Krivokapic) the gap between practice and theory; (Maja Kovacevic): Inclusion of children with special needs

· Moldova: (Viorica Postica) reported that they already published the report from principal survey and presented it with the impact. 

· Macedonia: (Suzana Kiradzinska) stated that the report from first phase is on-line, and that they will open tender for community based action. She also identified the issues in multiethnic schools.
· Albania (Mimoza Gjika): problems with change in the Ministry. In terms of parental participation the problem is not the law, but rather the problem of the culture.  At best the parents are concerned with budget, and not interested in content issues.

· BiH (Eso Bratovic): currently no hot issues about parental involvement. The only recent problem relates to multi-ethnic school. He also stated that the action research is being implemented, and that they are planning to publish results of first survey.

· Bulgaria (Alexej Pamporov): outlined the big problem with violence in schools.

· Croatia (Renata Miljevic): noted that the legislation is well covered, but in the practice there are a lot of problems. She referred to research made by the Step by Step – which showed that teachers feel everything is fine, but the parents do not share that view. Also the issue of school violence.  

· Serbia (Milina Petrovic): parental participation is not the hot issues, the law covers it well, but again the practice shows something else. 

· Kosovo (Nora Tafarshiku): reported that they did some promoting of first phase survey but will do more once the parents survey will be finished.  She too mentioned the difference between law and legislation on one side and practice on other. 

· Romania (Dana Nita): reported that Romania is in the process of decentralization. Quality of education has dropped dramatically, so they are now trying to evaluate the teachers - which brings a lot of pressure on teachers. She also reported that School community based action is going on well, and the parents are happy to participate. 
The meeting continued with the introductory presentation about the parameters for this research project (delivered by Steve Powell) and the presentation about the findings of literature review (delivered by Milina Petrovic).
Based on these two inputs Steve Powell opened the discussion about Research questions and outline of method. Participants were presented with the main dilemma in approach to the cross-country survey on parents: 
· Plan N: national sample of parents. Can also ask for name of school, so can use school level variables like school size, perhaps policy. Can conduct “region” level comparison with school principal data file.

· Plan S: school based sample. i.e. select schools then select some or all children from each school and address their parents (probably mothers as first choice),
During and after the presentations participants discussed various issues related to the implementation of the survey:

· The question was raised whether the presented model(s) in literature review were too “American” to be applied also in this region? Participants agreed that each model includes few dimensions we might consider to take, but probably the models as a whole.

· Participants also mentioned the problem of parents’ councils – should they be especially targeted in the survey? If we randomly approach parents we might or might not include these active parents, and the results would be completely different.

· Kosovo participant noted that phone interviews could be problematic in Kosovo.

· Montenegro participants especially mentioned that they would like to include the parents’ councils as they were also closely involved and active during the first phase of the project.

· Etc.
The meeting was continued with work in three groups, where participants discussed possible ways to conduct a survey and most of all discussed the feasibility of plan S and plan N. 
Monday, March 16

The morning session continued with the discussion started the previous day. Participants agreed with the suggestion of Central research team to conduct a survey on a following method:

· School based sampling from school list from the principal survey will be used. 

· Stratification: urban-rural, region.

· Between 20 and 40 schools

· We inform the ministry and ask for permission, we inform school, inform parents.

· School are approached street-based, somebody will go from door to door. 

· Who ever is responsible for the child will answer the questions (mother, father, who ever is responsible). 
· Only main schools (we will not include special schools)
· Between 20 and 40 children per school.
· There will be no special Roma sample, but rather we will, if anything, include venerable groups in general. 
· Country teams will decide if some countries are interested to get additional outside funding to add to their sample.
· All the field work will be ideally done by one agency but this is still open for discussion. Country teams can do the field work but they have to be near the quality and price of agency. That is why we will ask at least three agencies for offer, and then compare them with the costs of country teams. 

· Country teams will be responsible for focus groups.

· Additional component was suggested – to once again visit principals with short questionnaire, which would be in particularly welcome in Bulgaria and Croatia who did not participate in the first survey. This would be presented as a follow-up and a link to first survey.

The meeting continued with the presentation of Veljko Djuric about the conducting a focus group.
In last session participants once again summarized main conclusions and agreed deadlines:
AGREED TASKS AND DEADLINES:
1.ToRs and Agreements
Igor Repac will prepare the contracts and related ToR(s) for members of CRT, and country teams. Deadline: March 31.

2. Reporters from three working groups 
Three reporters (Ana, Milina, Jelena) will inform send written feedback to draft of focus groups guide to Veljko Djuric by March 20.

3. Country reports

All country teams (except Bulgaria) have to finish country reports. Deadline: March 23.

4. Letter for Ministry

Country teams will again have to ask the Ministry of Education for permission to approach the schools. Igor Repac will send suggested letters for country teams to send to their Ministries, asking for permission for focus groups, informing them about Autumn survey research and asking them for permission to briefly interview some Principals again in Autumn.  It was suggest that we save the focus group part now and send the Autumn part in the summer when we have the questionnaire; but this is left to the country teams. In case some country teams decide it would be better that CEPS (main coordinating institution) ask their ministry for permission they will inform Igor Repac. 

5. Improvement of main document

Steve Powell makes and distributes new version of main methods document.


6. Useful definitions including of participation

Tünde Kovacs Cerovic / Milina Petrovic  send some useful definitions including of participation (for the main methods doc, which can be referred to in the focus group guideline) to Steve Powell

7. Updating literature review
Tünde Kovacs Cerovic / Milina Petrovic include brief summary and conclusions from country reports into main literature review (when they are finished). 

8. Focus groups guide 
Veljko Djuric completes draft (additional) questions for school board / parents council members  and for excluded groups by March 27. 

9. Focus Groups Timetable

Focus Groups final reports should be finished by the end of May 2009 and sent to Andrew Cartwright. Report in English and in local language if (country team thinks they) need it.

10. Focus Groups – 6 groups per country

Each country team is entitled to the following budget:

Country review – 800

Coordination – 2000

Focus groups – 3000

Survey report – 1300

Total; 7300 usd

It is envisaged that one focus group costs around 500 usd, which means each country team will organize 6 focus groups: 

· Main stream parents urban

· Rural parents
· Parents on school boards, parents councils 
· Vulnerable group (1)

· Vulnerable group (2)
· 1 group at country team choice
Veljko Djuric will be available for questions, or any help country teams might need to implement the focus groups.
10. Additional questions for principals
Vlasta Vizek Vidovic will prepare separate set of questions for principals. 
