
Joint EAPN/Eurochild - Child Poverty and Child Well-being Task Force

Minutes of Meeting: July 3, EAPN Offices Brussels

Participants: Erika Biehn, Pierre Doyen, Kart Mere, Sean O'Neill, Ioanna Avloniti, Wielislawa Warzewoda-Kurszynska.
Chair: Hugh Frazer.
Secretariat: Sian Jones, EAPN Policy Coordinator, and Agata D'Addato/Eurochild Policy Officer, Nellie Epinat, EAPN Communication Officer.

1. Introduction

The meeting started with a short introduction by the Chair and a tour de table of EAPN and Eurochild participants’ experience and expectations:

· Ionnna: (Eurochild) Greece – Smile of the Child which is an NGO for child protection, providing shelters for children, missing children, and children with health problems, also dealing with families with welfare centres, support to families, and counseling. Hot topic in the current context. Less experience in advocacy, brings practical knowledge. First opportunity to engage in this way.

· Kart, (EAPN and Eurochild) from Estonia, Chair of the Board for EAPN Estonia, Estonia Child Welfare Organisation: more competent in service providing, than in policy making, but has increasingly being engaged in policy in last 5 years, as members of Child Advocacy Chamber, (a network that connects all NGOs and smaller networks working on child poverty and health focused on policy making and advocacy) and the Ombudsman for Children. Missing a real tool to make MS implement the European Recommendation. New generation of children, never seen their parents working: Out of 1.3 million children - 63.000 children are starving, every 4th child. Children don’t have time to wait.

· Sean (Eurochild), works for Children in Wales, providing support to professionals including all large NGOs across UK, but also statutory bodies. Main role is campaigning and lobbying, influencing the policy agenda – working on UK and Welsh Parliament as well as European Parliament. Provides training on child poverty, and produces publications. Wales has got good strategies, but big gap with strategies on the ground. Predictions of big growth of child poverty, due to economic conditions and policies. Always high expectations, want something useful to read and to deliver at EU level and also back home.

· Pierre (EAPN), works for Belgian/Walloon Anti Poverty Network. Works on housing/emergency housing for families, education – family and children, also access to health care. Works on projects also in the social/cultural and artistic dimension. Works on access to rights – employment, health, family policy and housing. Members of BAPN  (Belgium Anti Poverty Network member of EAPN). Keen to listen and learn. See a huge gap between local and EU dimension. This needs to be reduced. We need to understand what’s at stake at local level, and federal level. Participation is one of the most important dimensions of the Walloon network. We work with activists who have direct experience of poverty, and work on a day to day basis to make recommendations and work together in political lobbying. But there’s no magic wand. Participation means training and working together effectively as a group. We work with the children and also involve the parents. With teenagers, we have very concrete experience, but find it more difficult with young children for moral reasons, we need to respect and support the families.

· Erika (EAPN), from Germany: works for an NGO for single parents: single mothers and fathers, who are one of the main groups facing poverty in Germany. She is personally a single parent and works in the town of Essen, getting information for single mothers, and supports them to negotiate with the authorities, and tries to help them. Member of this organization for 30 years. Also does policy work at local and national level, member of national board, vice president carrying out lobbying work in Germany. Germany is a large country, but does not give sufficient priority to children, this is an expectation for the group. Has not so much experience of children’s participation but more with parents. She has been the German coordinator for the EU Presidency Meetings of People experiencing Poverty coordinated by EAPN for several years.

· Wyz (Poland) – Works for a university research department on poverty. Before worked more on social structure, restructuring and growth in unemployment. Mainly focusing on middle class concerns . Now 1 in 3 families in poverty, a growing concern and research on people who lost employment. Started to look at neighbourhood level: mapping poverty, found that poverty has the face of a child, not pensioners. Later on doing research on intergenerational transmission of poverty. Feels that the UN Convention of child’s rights is crucial, because it puts the responsibility on the state. The rights convention should be the basis of any policy framework.

· Agata, (Eurochild secretariat) from Italy, focus on social inclusion agenda with DG Employment and following Europe 2020, making the link with child poverty, family and parenting support. Expectations - to come up with a simple and very understandable common framework to explain in a solid way what is child poverty, how you measure it, and solutions, at EU level and national level. Concerns – want a priority on children that does not undermine a common commitment to challenging structural causes.

· Sian, (EAPN secretariat, from the UK, worked on social inclusion policy and practice for last 25 years: at national level in UK and ES, NGO, Local Authority and Research. Particular focus on gender, employment and poverty, and integrated strategies for social inclusion, linked to local development planning. Developed and managed ESF projects in London and Spain. Now 10 years in Brussels, working for Wales, and now 7 years for EAPN. As Policy coordinator, coordinating policy work on social inclusion, employment and structural funds in the context of Europe 2020. Expectations to find a way of simply communicating the key issues about child poverty and well-being, to really get implementation, and build a solid common framework with Eurochild which sets child poverty as a key priority within an overarching, integrated strategy to fight poverty and social exclusion for all groups.

· Hugh (chair and author of explainer), Ireland. His background is as a community and youth worker, he was Director of Combat Poverty Agency, worked in the European Commission for 5 years, and argued for child poverty. Since then working free-lance, work for Unicef and Eurochild and EAPN. Main interest is getting the right solutions and getting implementation. It’s a challenge to bridge the gap between EU and national policy making.

Discussion - some initial issues:
· Participation: How to support children’s participation and families – how to do both?  through services and policy development and delivery.

· Role of NGOs and supportive frameworks: Important to raise the role of NGOs and the current difficulties for NGOs to deliver services and defend children’s interests, as project funding and support are very limited. In Estonia, new regulations by governments are undermining NGO delivery as not able to comply with strict requirements eg, all children’s centre have to follow the same rules as state centres, but we do not have the same financial possibilities.. In Belgium similar problems – but key issue is the framework established by governments. Concerns about austerity measures that undermine public services and shift responsibility to NGOs but without adequate funding. In other cases funding is being cut.

· Defense of rights  - what instruments?: Child’s Ombudsman in Belgium has an important role to challenge the workings of the public administration –the current one is an activist, who uses the Rights frameworks, whilst in Flanders there is a Commissioner. What other instruments, how to get rights frameworks mainstreamed and made effective?

· Lack of integrated policy frameworks dealing with familes and children’s multiple needs: Belgian highlighted issue of policy framework eg social housing – if a couple with children splits up they can’t both get accommodation.. the implications are not thought through for the children and family. New regulatory frameworks causing problems.

2. Context

Presentation by Agata: (See powerpoint presentation in file)

1) Context: In Europe 2020 there is an important poverty target but, there is no specific target on child poverty. In the European Platform against poverty, child poverty is one of the main priorities.

2) Trends: New data from Eurostat from 2012, 27% of children compared to 23% of working age population – aggregate indicators. But if you take at risk of poverty, 20.6% under 18 at risk of poverty, living with an income below 60%. Children are more at risk of poverty than any other demographic group. 2008 to 2010, there is an increase of 0.7% - with a timelag.

· Needs to be better data and more timely collection and monitoring.

3) New developments: UNICEF Report Card no 10 and support to developing a child deprivation index. But difficulty over lack of permanent, timely data in the EU SILC. The most vulnerable are invisible. Commitment to producing a portfolio on child poverty and well-being indicators to reflect a broad range of dimensions, capturing the multidimensionality of poverty and to understand it from a child’s perspective.

4) Historical background: OMC, 2007 thematic year, 2008 Report of the SPC, NSRSPSI 2008-11, identifies child poverty as a political priority. Conclusions from Council increasingly made child poverty a key priority. 2010 Belgian Presidency conference, 2011 Annual Convention, June 2011 Hungarian Presidency conclusions – forthcoming Recommendation on child poverty and well-being. (Dec 2012)

Despite this political commitment, there is no systematic effort to address how MS translate this into practice.

5) Well-being framework: 3 pillar approach:

1) Access to adequate resources for all children and their family: - income and benefits and reconciling work and family life

2) Access to quality services and opportunities: early childhood, education ( specifically Roma), health care and housing, child protection from violence, abuse and exploitation.

3) Ensure active participation and inclusion of young people in all areas and decision-making.

6) What do we want to accomplish

· Major challenge is implementation- facilitating mutual learning.

· Critical point is also that to retain the focus on child well-being.

· Do they feel loved, supported and able to reach their potential?

Welcome the work that’s been done so far, but there are challenges so need to be vigilant.

Next Steps:

-June 2012: Adoption of SPC report “tackling and preventing child poverty promoting child well-being”.

- SPC will prepare key messages by end of Sept. 

- In Oct, EPSCO Council conclusions. 

- December 2012, adoption of Recommendations. (possible delay)

- Endorsed by European Council by Irish Presidency in 2013.

7) Key challenges

1. Get the right Recommendation.

2. Ensure it does not remain an empty EU document.

8) Follow up action in EU2020

· Disregard for child poverty, mostly addressed from perspective of labour market participation, no recognition that that it’s an investment in the future.

· Country-specific Recommendations: focus is very narrow, with focus on female employment.

· Need to ensure better stakeholder involvement at national and EU level.

· Have a periodic and regular focus on child poverty.

· Develop national monitoring frameworks on Child poverty and child well-being and use and strengthen existing UNCRC monitoring systems.

9) What can we do?

1) Find allies in ministers of finance/heads of state

2) Identify positive outliers in the EU – eg Flanders, Wales, Scotland and Finland

3) Strengthen work of DG Employment – peer review, mutual learning, monitoring.

4) Ensure strong investment through Structural Funds

5) Speak louder and more convincingly about families and children and involve them. Strengthen advocacy and strengthen civil society

10) Challenges

· How do different DGs set policy recommendations across domains of other DGs?

· Ensure a more comprehensive indicator set reflecting UNCRC principles

· How to ensure buy-in from Member States

Questions/Discussion
· Role of CSRs: Country-specific Recommendations? Spain had a CSR on child poverty, and Unicef has used it, so it can be useful. UK also has a good recommendation on children, the UK Govt was reluctant to keep it. EAPN did a good job in trying to influence the Recommendations, by getting their members to produce Recommendations for each country, sent to the Commission. They also worked together with the Greens to produce an alternative listing which was presented to Commissioner Andor and Rehn in June.

· What role for the National Social Reports? – Eurochild and EAPN welcomed the commitment to submit NSRs, as they are prepared by social ministries and potentially have a more integrated and rights based social inclusion focus. They also build on a history of better stakeholder engagement, including NGOs and in some countries people experiencing poverty directly. But in reality few delivered on time, and most were very weak with minimal stakeholder engagement. It’s also clear that NRPs do not focus on poverty.

Discussion points> What do we want to see in an Explainer?
· Challenge the myths: Increasing split/conflict between families on benefits and those in employment. This ends up being an attack of working class on working class. Explainer could help to challenge the myths, and help promote more direct participation of young people and children from poorer families.

· Issue of values and stereotypes: Need to challenge the stereotyped thinking that poor parents are guilty and blaming them for their situation. Social workers have same attitude. In Estonia, they work in groups with universities/ common students to try to overcome these stereotypes.

· Missing the reality of life on the ground and real needs: i.e. the indicators/measurement are not linked enough to real needs and priorities, and difficult to generalize across the EU and indeed in different parts/regions of the same country e.g. How many pairs of shoes you need? Depends on the country and the weather, time of year. Children’s birthdays? You have to know more about the cultural traditions, what goes on in the schools and in the families.

· Lack of awareness and understanding of the reality of poverty: Teachers don’t know what it is to be poor. Discrimination and criminalization are key issues. 

· Need to show impact – the social, health and economic costs of child poverty and well-being on children, families and society, also impact of shame/stigmatization. Reference to Oxford University study with Robert Walker, which shows how shame is universal, and deliberate strategy of many governments, linked to stigmatization and negative activation, but  undermines effective policy. Need to look at short and long-term. Also the benefits of prevention and effective policies to reduce poverty.

· Stigma: Families are ashamed to say they are poor, so there is hidden poverty. Huge group who have given up already

Background on the work of the Task Force: (Sian/EAPN)

The Task force will have two main tasks:

1) To produce an ‘explainer’ on child poverty and child well-being

2) To develop a joint advocacy strategy and actions between EAPN and Eurochild for progress on implementation of the Recommendation.

· What is an explainer?: A short booklet which explains to ordinary people the reality, key ideas, causes and solutions, in a visual, easy-to-read-and use way. EAPN has developed a series with a set format. Previous explainers include: Poverty and Inequality; wealth and social polarization, adequate income and currently quality work.

· Why on child poverty and child well-being? : EAPN is concerned about reducing poverty for all groups, so has been hesitant about only a priority on child poverty. Worried that this would undermine progress for all groups. However, became clear during the EU Thematic year on Child poverty that it was a clear priority for many EAPN national networks. EAPN has worked to provide inputs to the Recommendation, and backed the work of Eurochild. Strong concern to move beyond paper recommendations to effective implementation.

· Why EAPN/Eurochild produce? – Eurochild is a member of EAPN, but a joint approach provides a chance to bring different perspectives, to combine the thematic focus on child poverty and well-being within an overarching strategic approach, also to develop more effective advocacy strategies. An interesting challenge to try to reach a consensus on a joint approach.

3. Back to Basics.
In this session we analysed and discussed issues arising from the preparation papers sent before the meeting, to identify key areas of consensus and for further work.

ACTION: All members who hadn’t yet returned their questions agree to do so during July.

1) What is it? What causes it and main factors? (input by participant)
Wozi – not easy to define the causes, depends on a micro and macro perspective. Micro – children are members of families, so children are poor if families are poor. Macro – children as a special category of citizen. What is the responsibility of the state? And what of the individuals? 

Sean – the causes are complex. We need to consider a number of factors including lack of resources, particularly access is important. We need to look at relative income in each country/EU and the impact of this, look at the different impacts. Other causes include the lack of political will. At a family level, there is the issue of the behavior of parents or how income is distributed in the family, also environmental factors. Not all children are at the same risk, some are more vulnerable. Need to look at different groups – e.g. discrimination against particular groups like Roma. We need to challenge the increasing tendency to focus on individual and short-term solutions. We need to provide adequate resources, in a universal approach. The need for the state to have clear role rather than the increasing over-reliance on the markets. Children mainly grow up within families, but older children particularly are often let down by families, which leads to unstable situations.

Kart – keep it simple and understandable. What is child poverty? Help ordinary public to understand what it would mean if you had to throw away 40% of your income. What would your life be like? Show the impact on possibilities and capabilities. Children can’t fulfill their potential and the implications this has for transmission in their own families - just repeating problems. Prevention and early learning are nice words, but in many countries they don’t work and there is little real support, particularly for the organisations on the ground.

Ioanna - It’s important to highlight structural causes, and the impact of policy. It’s a question of lack of resources and lack of opportunities carried into adulthood. An important focus is on newly poor, ie the impact of austerity measures in Greece and Spain – now impacting on a much wider group of families and children. Do MS policies make a difference or not? – what’s the balance between in-kind solutions and income support? Services are created, but then families can’t afford medicine. Long-term not just short –term solutions. Increased tendency to short-term solutions, dismantling long-term solutions.

Erika – Government policy is not interested in long-term solutions. The focus is on blaming the individual parents. Harz Fier, produced more poverty, not less. It’s very complicated. There are serious problems with sources of income, with single or separated parents. The father is supposed to financially support the child, so the mother can’t always get money from the state. Women who have primary care for the children have part-time jobs. Most of these are badly paid, below the poverty line. They can’t live from their income, so they need extra payments. The statistics are also unreliable and manipulated. If you are in education you are not counted as unemployed, but after the course you are unemployed again. EU Structural Funds are meant to be used to reduce unemployment, by funding temporary positions, but unemployment is still here, with the number of families in poverty increasing.

Pierre – the quality of family life can bring security. Policies need to promote family life, support local communities and neighbourhoods, and improve their access to community services. School can be a crucial support to move out of poverty, but school often widens inequalities. Teenagers have a different view of time. Life for them is just a daily survival: the immediate need is to fill the fridge, so they focus on finding a job and get a salary. They are not interested in studying. Belgian research says that some people have disappeared from institutional radar, for example: undeclared children. We are becoming a 3rd world country that will affect 20% of the population by 2040. How to build a robust system that counts everybody and takes care of them. The sole focus on employment is problematic, with such high levels of working poor. Most poor families have at least one parent working. We need to show that poverty is a wide phenomena that can affect anybody. Being poor, families are immediately labeled. Some social workers haven’t experienced poverty and can’t feel empathy towards people experiencing poverty and so it is crucial, when fighting against child poverty, to combat stigmatization. This means training schemes for professionals who start from the point of view that: the poor are poor because they want to be poor”’ and engaging them in the debate.

Sian – In terms of causes, it’s crucial to show the link with inequality – particularly of income and wealth, but also access to services, rights and resources. It won’t be possible to reduce child poverty, particularly in terms of risk of poverty, without reducing the growing income gap between richer and poorer families. This means talking about distribution and redistribution and developing a fairer tax system.

2) Child Well-being – what causes/key factors? 

Wiza - Social services are crucial, particularly where access to services is commercial, not like Nordic countries, where it is universal, also educational performance is vital. Strong connection of monetary poverty to child-well-being. Happiness of children also depends on a strong family support, helping children feel safer, even if they are under stress and have financial difficulties.

Sean – poverty and well-being are part of the same discussion. Money isn’t the automatic solution. Statistics show that some countries/areas have high income poverty but matched with higher well-being, so other factors come into play. Also agree that inequality issues are crucial. A more equal society can bring benefits for everybody – all families and children. It also depends on which indicators you use. What indicators are the right ones to measure well-being – no consensus at the moment? We need to highlight the differences between different contexts: urban v rural and how to improve the health/well-being of children in their own country/area. A child rights perspective is fundamental. Focussing on well-being also makes it easier to engage children in discussions/solutions as it is often difficult to focus on child poverty with them. Also important to challenge short-termist and the long-term consequences of cuts to services, youth and child service.

Kart – child well-being is deeply connected to how society sees the child and family. A key question is education. Often poor parents have low education themselves and don’t always value education. There are  also important issues about gender – particularly about boys in schools, who are the main drop-outs and who then start a new circle of poverty. It’s also important to focus on values and how you change them. 

Ioanna– It’s more than income. Parent’s have a key responsibility, but also the state to effectively support the family – e.g. should ensure accesss to health care and preventative services. It is very important to recommend ways to support parents.

Pierre – both dimensions are key. Important to focus on economic problems, but also identify a set of elements to support parents being able to help their children. Crucial to underline state responsibility. Also it’s not just a question of general access to services, or even affordability. In Belgium there is now free dentistry, but more children don’t go. There needs to be information and support to use the services. There is a Belgium project focused on well-being (6-12 year old) with the Children’s observatory within the French community.

Sian – supporting well-being also needs to focus on personal development, increasing self esteem, and empowerment. How this can be built within families but also within and supported by the community. For many poor families there is also an issue of the right to care – to be supported by the state to provide a loving, caring and healthy environment for their children, not to be pressurized to have their children in full-time day care, regardless of the circumstances.

Agata – increased coercion of families, problem with a work-only focus when there are no jobs available, and not any job is good. Jobs can be detrimental for the well-being of children and families. Less time spent with parents, increasing stress and undermining mental and physical well-being. Needs to be thought through much more clearly.

Other issues/examples
· Clearer focus on the impact of the crisis on poverty and well-being. Resilience is a key word currently – how to help families and children be more resilient in times of crisis?

· Some countries parents are being forced to emigrate/ leaving children with grandparents or in institutions/care or abandoned – what’s the impact? (Estonia)

· Lack of affordable, quality childcare near to home is key in many countries, preventing women from considering working, as well as undermining early-learning. (particularly in Mediterranean countries). 

· Need to consider differences in well-being for different groups – ie cultural context – migrants/asylum seekers.

· Debate raises issue of social standards and who decides? 

· Dangers of focusing only on well-being, ie in UK,  the current conservative government is interested in this/ happiness index, because it avoids focus on income.

What are the Solutions?
· Universal policies are fundamental – to provide an equal playing field, to get buy in from middle classes and take up/reduce stigmatization from poorer families.

· Post-code lottery – with different quality/coverage and eligibility in different areas – need of a universal national standard (and EU?)

· Role of the state and the family. Both are necessary but the state has the main role to ensure the equal conditions for all families and support to provide the best, healthiest environment for their children to develop and grow..

· Carrots work better than sticks. Dangers of conditionality and top-down, punitive approaches (eg Belgium imposing compulsory vaccination) .Such approaches increasingly seen in developing countries (eg Brasil where income support is linked to vaccination and school attendance) but concerns of use in EU.

· How long do children live in poverty? What are their needs? Children need different solutions at different ages. It’s easier to help younger children, and more complex to help teenagers. Early identification (e.g. by health visitors) and support at any early stage is crucial with at risk families. 

· Exploding myths about causes and solutions. In UK, 6 out of 10 are working, 64% are living in married households. Allows state to abdicate their responsibility – structural solutions are essential pre-requisite - reducing inequality, income and wages.

· Covering basic needs is vital. (e.g. in Greece, children are fainting in schools because of poverty/hunger). Key role of free meals at school and arrangements for the holidays. How to feed children in summer? (Estonia) and ensure that whole family benefits. 

· Tackling debt/stigma particularly linked to the crisis. The new poor who have taken loans/credit, and are ashamed about being unable to make ends meet.

· Need to shift focus from parent’s behaviour, to the child themselves, and on child well-being.

· What about family poverty and abuse? And link with child neglect? In the UK, organisations are reluctant to draw a rigid association between the two. There are many scenarios and personal causes, which are important to recognize. 

· How to finance good universal services? Need to talk about Fairer Tax and social justice, and how to build more equal, fairer societies that can benefit all children. 

· Issue of means testing – a new challenge with declining resources and cuts. Hard to argue that with limited money, child benefits should go to all. Need to make the case.

What’s the role of the EU?

· Member States are supposed to implement the EU Recommendations. More so, if they are Council Recommendations (backed by the Council of Ministers), than Commission Recommendations. However, in reality little attention is often paid to it. 

· The excuse of subsidiarity in social policy is increasingly used to undermine positive developments or potential for EU frameworks, whilst EU economic policies and governance intervene directly in the funding and direction of national social policy. EU needs an explicit social pillar and the capacity to develop hard frameworks. (e.g. on minimum income).

· Increasing alienation and disenchantment with the EU, because of lack of positive impact on social policy. For example in the 11 EU Presidency Meetings of people experiencing poverty, most participants feel that nothing has changed. This year organized a demonstration and held up a ‘Red Card’ to the Institutions.

· EU Recommendation on Child Poverty and Well-being? Needs to be strongly worded, backed actively by the Commission and all Member States, and the Commission and Social Ministers need to show leadership to ensure that it is adequately implemented, monitored and made accountable. A concrete Road Map for implementation setting out the role of all the actors is crucial for the monitoring processs.

· Weakness of key actors – eg SPC (Social Protection Committee), increasingly focus on exchange and learning, not convergence.

Areas of consensus and challenges.

· Fair degree of consensus on key issues above.

Challenges – to be further discussed

· Early intervention – what’s its role? 

· Universalism v targeted services?

· Family v child and how you make that work?

· Child poverty and well-being in the more successful countries where there is less child poverty – what can we learn from them? ie Nordic countries? Where it is a human right/constitutional right to access services what difference does it make?

· Subjective v objective poverty and the issue of what makes a society poor?

· Prevention and alleviation – how to ensure that crisis situations are adequately dealt with?

· Structural v individual causes and solutions and avoiding quick fixes

Participation of children and young people: why it matters and how to do it?
· Only possible if the child isn’t too young, 6-8, when they can understand.

· Useful to think in detail about how you engage young people and children in each of the 3 strands proposed in the Recommendation.

· Explore experience of participation in research, policy-making and service delivery.

·  Participation should be based on Children’s rights, making full use of the key articles of the UNCRC – that focus on the best interests of the child.

· Provide hints about how to do it – for service users – individual level, but also proposals on policy, where a collective level is more appropriate. Draw on examples – mapping, action planning, school councils.

· Use artistic/cultural tools– with teenagers there is a lot more room and interest in this focus and way of working.

· Make links to Social work and education pillar – to develop citizenship.

· Important to find out/capture childrens’ own views of these processes. What are the challenges and ways forward.

· Participation of children/young people should also be looked at not just in the poverty policy framework but on youth policy.

· Highlight the difference between one off experiences – versus developing more structured dialogues, and the challenges with the very young.

PM Session.

4. Scoping the Explainer.

Target Audience: 

· General public, journalists and key stakeholders, also students and schools but probably be used by decision-makers too.

· Title: Child poverty and child well-being explainer – perhaps look at a more attractive title 

Objectives/Focus

· Objectives as outlined are agreed in paper.

· Also capturing realities from perspective of a child and poor families, expressing complex ideas in simple ways and challenging myths. 

· Avoid graphs and use only key statistics, as it becomes too technical and undermines the longevity of the booklet as it needs to be updated regularly

· Updated data can be found on a website or wherever.

· Good practices, although needs to be limited, otherwise too much work involved in collection.

Style/Format
· Group is happy to use same template as previous explainers.

· Important to have good pictures/reasonable quality, e.g. examples of good practices as you collect them, but also overall message challenging stereotypes about poor families and children, (ie positive + negative pictures, a mixture). Ombudsman has material, testimonies and documents on children and their rights, with an award.

· Need good and negative examples.

· Quotes from children/ poor families.

· Use of boxes – on rights and also on myths?

· Annex with contacts/further information.

· Aim for shorter size i.e. 20-30 pages.

· Title needs to be translatable, to be discussed – send ideas.

· EAPN will translate into French only. No funding for other translations but can provide template and advice.

Other issues that need more discussion:
· Rights’ based approach needs to be mainstreamed – i.e. the issue of childcare is often seen as good for the economy, of in terms of the needs of the parents, but what is in the best interests of the child?

· A piece of bread as part of education – need for nutrition and support.

· Responsibilities of the school: after-school and also in the holidays.

· More discussion on how much to focus on children with specific groups of difficulties e.g. learning needs, mental health problems. Children with disabilities/special challenges.

· Issue of indicators – how do you measure it, highlighting the most commonly used indicators, e.g. the work of ISG and index on child deprivation. Proposal for a a Presentation from Agata or Hugh in the next session.

Distribution.
· Timing will be after adoption of Recommendation (early 2013) and should support implementation of the Recommendation. Important to have copies for key events.
· Useful to plan EU event and distribution strategy at EU and national level.
· Useful to see if Belgian members can be involved and the involvement of children and families?

· Working with media/challenging them about their coverage and focus – round table or specific event or training 
Who does what?
· Hugh will be responsible for writing the draft and finalizing the explainer.

· Role of the group – prepare some key issues for the next meeting for discussion, (see below) and examples, then comment on first draft, and be engaged in the finalization and agreeing strategy for dissemination. Provide input to common advocacy strategy. 

· Role of Secretariat (EAPN and Eurochild) – organize and provide secretariat support for the meetings and input to the finalization of the product. EAPN will be responsible for the lay-out and final publication (Nellie)

· Involvement of EAPN and Eurochild membership. EAPN will take the first draft from the TF to next EU Inclusion Strategies group on the 16 and 17 November (Berlin), to get feedback and input. Eurochild will carry out consultation by e-mail.

5. Group Follow Up

· Send responses to 5 initial questions by July 13th
· All members to prepare and send input to Sian and Agata (copy to whole group)
1) What are my 5 key issues that I want to explain to people/give priority.

2) What are the 3 key myths.

3) Provide concrete examples of myths, and of good practice or policy or projects.

4) Photos or ideas of photos (Nellie will send quality requirements).

Next Meetings 
 9th October: Eurochild offices

Agenda:
· Discussion of 5 key issues and 3 myths

· Good practices and policy

· Photographs – style/message and sources

· Indicators – background to ISG and child deprivation and child-wellbeing index.

· Advocacy Strategy

22nd November in EAPN offices
· Hugh to have circulated first draft by 31st October.

· Sian and Agata to have collected input from wider EAPN/Eurochild membership
Agenda:

· Detailed discussion on the draft

· Finalisation of publication

· Joint Advocacy and Dissemination strategy including launch event, translation etc.

· Follow up

6. Working Together.

· Chairing meetings: Agreed that Hugh should be free to take notes in next meeting – should be chaired by volunteers. This should be rotated between EAPN and Eurochild participants.

Sean O’Neill has volunteered for the next meeting. EAPN volunteer sought for final meeting.

· Action points and follow up to be sent shortly after meeting (Sian)

· Full minutes sent before next meeting (Sian).

· Draft Agenda should be sent out for comments before then final agenda. (Agata)

7. Oral Evaluation of First Meeting
· Erika: feel good in the group, I don’t know if I miss anything.

· Pierre: preparation work was useful. I would appreciate a specific briefing about the 5 key issues – what is it you want. 

· Sean: useful session, quite ambitious. We’ve worked well together and looking forward to the follow up.

· Kart – thank you all, good meeting and look forward to the next.

· Other comments: Reasonably happy in the start.

· All members to return evaluation form to organisations.
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