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PROGRAMME

Saturday 2nd:
Guests arriving, picked up by hosting families, accommodation

Sunday 3rd :
Programme in hosting families for teachers as well as students


Evening: Teachers at Ms Pavla Holasová´s, the headmistress

Monday 4th:

   9.00 Official Welcome at Gymnazium J. Seiferta


  9.15-10.45 Introductory presentations of all groups (in alphabetic order)


10.45-11.00 Coffee Break


11.00-11.50 Topic Presentations, 20 minutes each group (begin Prague, Athens)


11.50-13.00 Discussing Topic Presentations in mixed groups


13.00-14.00 Lunch in the school canteen, rest


14.00-18.00 Sightseeing in Prague, Part 1 + Free time for shopping. Departure from the school.

Evening programme in the families for students as well as teachers

Tuesday 5th
8.30-9.20 Topic Presentations (Bucharest, Hilversum)


9.20-10.30 Discussing Topic Presentations in mixed groups


10.30-10.50 Coffee Break


10.50-11.25 Short Information about the Czech educational system, way of solving disciplinary problems, drugs etc.; Seeing Gymnázium J. Seiferta


11.25-12.10 Observing lessons in GJS (possible options: chemistry, mathematics, geography, computing, German, English; Guest teachers may conduct lessons in classes if they wish to (in English)


12.10-13.00 Lunch in the School Canteen, Rest


14.00-16.00 Sport afternoon: Bowling in Prosek Hotel Duo


20.00: All groups and teachers: Singing Fountain (Vangelis) at Park kultury, Holešovice
Wednesday 6th 
9.00-14.00 A half-day trip to the Castle of Karlštejn.
Departure Prague: 9.00 from the school (Package Lunch from the Families)


15. 00-16.00 An excursion to the Brewery House (Pivovarský dům) in Ječná street.

Evening: Guests in the families.

19.30 Teachers: Concert at the Rudolphinum Hall (G. Verdi: Requiem)

Thursday 7th 

8.30-9.20 Topic Presentations (Sheffield, Svendborg).

9.20-10.30 Discussing Topic Presentations in mixed groups
10.30-11.00 Coffee Break

11.00-12.30 Oral evaluations of the Topic Presentations, discussions

12.30-13.00 Lunch in the School Canteen

13.00-18.00 Sightseeing in Prague, Part 2 + Free time for shopping

Evening: Guests in the hosting families.

19. 30: Teachers at Helena Farrimondova´s.

Friday 8th 

Morning: Free time; Lunch in the hosting families

14.00-17.00 Working on the written evaluations at school, presenting the overall opinions 

18.30-21.00 A Farewell Party on a steamboat floating on the Vltava River

Night: Programme depends on what the hosting families and accompanying teachers will allow and agree on.


Saturday 9th 

Guests leaving Prague





English group – free programme, they leave on Sunday

TOPIC FOR PRESENTATIONS

What is being European?

Possible questions to considerate

1) Is there / Has there been / Was there anything “typical“ Euroepan, common to all /or majority of European nations, states or individuals, differing them from nations and countries of other parts of the world?

2) To what extent has Europe drawn upon non-European influences, especially brought in by immigrants? Has this changed the attitudes of “aboriginal Europeans” to what may be called European?

3) From the historical point of view: Is the concept of European Union something quite new, revolutionary, or is it possible to trace unifying trends deeply back to the history of Europe? Concentrate prevalently, but not only on your own country, please.

4) From the historical point of view: Do you think that the vision of “the United States of  Europe” is worth considering, or even realizing?

TOPIC PRESENTATIONS

The Coordinator has taken over the text he has been given by the participants, making no grammar or spelling revision of English. Each country is therefore responsible for not only the contents, but also the form of its Topic Presentation.

PRAGUE TOPIC PRESENTATION

SYLLABUS

1. The Future of Europe in the View of History

2. What is Europe and Europeanism?

3. Immigration to Europe

4. Czech Republic and Europe

1. The Future of Europe in the View of History

At present time Europe faces the most difficult question in its history. This question refers to the future arrangement in Europe. Will there exist the United States of Europe, something near to USA or something quite different? 

We should also know that idea of European integration is not something completely new. For example, the Czech king Jiri of Podebrady, as early as in the 15th century, tried to make an organization which would have been very similar to today’s model of the European Union.

His aim was to create European peace unity of European monarchs, the bodies of which would have formed a permanent Congress with juristical power and the Court of Justice.

The progress of the EU went through the Montan Unity, and European Economic Community to the model, which we know today.

And now, let’s speak about, in our opinion, the most important question. What is Europe and Europeanism?

2. What is Europe and Europeanism?

When we were thinking about this issue, we found three areas which maybe considered typical for Europe.

1. Economic activity

2. Emphasis on education of individuals + scientific learning, rationalism

3. Democracy – personal freedoms, decisions are made according to the will of majority

(In other societies or civilizations, some of these points are surely present too, but only in Europe, they work altogether and are of the same importance.)

1. The member states of EU and their citizens benefit from the economy and economical conditions of European Union to a great extent. Here we can name mainly free movement of manpower. Citizens of EU can very easily choose a country in which they want to work. The main feature of European economy is free trade and ability to compete. European economy also supports business enterprising and it focuses on the individual.

2. European civilization emphasizes individuality in education and life. Thanks to that, average Europeans usually have much broader factual knowledge than their colleagues from overseas do. European schools support critical thinking and they put special emphasis on logical consideration. Average students of the Old World are not only prepared for their future professional careers; throughout the education process they are also trained to be able to discuss broad spectrum of issues. Thanks to universal knowledge, they are able to succeed even among strong competitors. In Europe, there is also a tremendous interest in science, which is rooted in the rational approach to life.

Europeans are very willing to learn new things.

3. Europeans consider democracy and freedom to be very important moments in their lives. These merits are highly valued by themselves. That is because democracy was in fact born here and it is deeply rooted in European history. The very beginnings of democracy date back to the history of ancient Greece. Democracy helps to bring people together and create the identity of a nation, but at the same time, it does not suppress individuality of a person.

3. Immigration to Europe

After we have tried to define what the Europeanism is, we can speak about the thing which we are especially interested in. The immigration.

If we want to think about the question of immigrants in Europe, we should make clear, why is Europe so popular place for immigrants. Very important must be the freedom of speech, free movement, freedom of religious confession, racial equality. But we can find much simpler reasons, though no less important. Possibility of education. Much bigger chance to find a job. Certainty, that a child can get to the doctor’s without bribing someone or losing self-humility. Some refugees find here some things, which they were only dreaming about in the past. For Europeans, things very common and obvious. Electricity, hot running water, enough food…

These are, in our opinion, the reasons, why Europe is for the immigrants one of the last, and sometimes the very last chance. Our culture brings to people many advantages, but requires from them a lot of responsibility, whether we talk about the social, cultural, religion habits, or simply about willingness of admitting formal authorities like police and justice.

I think, that many people forget about this. Of course, we can not want the Islamic family to eat the Christmas carp or to go to the Christian church. At the same time, the immigrants should show some willingness of getting closer to the society, which accepted them as its own.

Are we supposed to assimilate to the people, who came here not invited? Surely that they had very good reasons for leaving their native country (political, economical etc.), but they must not want us to change our habits, our life-style, they can not require that we should limit our lives somehow. If your friend, who you did not invite, came to your place asking desperately for help, you probably would not tell him to go out. But if he starts to put his dirty boots on the table, your thinking about him will probably change very quickly. A nice Czech rhyme says that “you must always sing a song of the man, who gives you your bread”.

You may now think, that we are a racist and xenophobic nation, but this opinion has really nothing to do with the colour of skin, shape of eyes, or with the God somebody believes in.

If you now think, that we are absolutely against any immigration, I must tell you that we are not. It would not be very difficult to built a big wall, which would hold the people from the far east out of Europe. But I am asking: Would it be wise? Would it be humanistic? 

It is easy to imagine, how the inhabitants of the poorest places of the world look at Europe as to their salvation.

Nowadays, the immigrants come to Europe to find the democracy and all the things we mentioned earlier. Try to think for a moment. Would it not be better to start with more effective style of expanding democracy to the world, so called underdeveloped?

4. Czech Republic and Europe

The Czech Republic started with discussions in 1996 and belongs today to the pool of 12 candidates of European Union extensions. It seems to be truth that the most of Czech people want go to Europe.

We know exactly what Europe will bring to us. We expect higher living standard, better opportunities, better economic development and more investments.

But what can the Czech Republic offer to Europe? Does Europe want us? Why should it, after all?

Isn’t it so, that the people of the European Union are afraid of this extension, that it will bring them some uncertainty or even danger?

On the other hand, people of the candidate countries feel fear of loosing national identity.

Is this possibility real?

PROBLEMS TO DISCUSS IN WORK GROUPS

1. The Future of Europe

Is the idea of the United States of Europe worth working on and aiming at? What is more important: the European citizenship or the nationality?

2. Europe and Europeanism

We have tried to define the most basic and common features of European civilization, of European values, European way of thinking. Do you agree with our opinion? Here are our points for you to recall better:

We found three areas which maybe considered typical for Europe.

1. Economic activity

2. Emphasis on education of individuals + scientific learning, rationalism

3. Democracy – personal freedoms, decisions are made according to the will of majority

Ad 1) Free movement of manpower. Free trade and ability to compete. Supporting business enterprising and focusing on the business activities of an individual.

Ad 2) Emphasizing individuality in education and life. Europeans usually have much broader factual knowledge than their colleagues from overseas do. European schools support critical thinking and logical consideration. Europeans are trained to be able to discuss broad spectrum of issues. Europeans have a tremendous interest in science, which is rooted in the rational approach to life. Willingness to learn new things.

Ad 3) Democracy and political freedom. Democracy helps to bring people together and create the identity of a nation, but at the same time, it does not suppress individuality of a person.

3. Immigration to Europe

1. Is mass immigration a threat to what we consider European values and civilization, especially facing militant Islamism?

2. Should we / Can we close Europe for further immigration until some of the very different cultures, religious etc. are able to live peacefully next to one another?

ATHENS TOPIC PRESENTATION

Despite repeated pleas from the Prague PEEP coordinator at the Moraitis coordinator and, eventually, at the main PEEP coordinator in Hilversum to help, the Greeks failed to send the text of their Topic Presentation even by 6th January, 2003.

For many understandable reasons Prague could not wait any longer; therefore this bulletin, unfortunately, lacks the most important text (a result of hard students´ work) of one of the participants. (See also below.)

BUCHAREST TOPIC PRESENTATION

Andreea Teodorescu

First of all, I would like to say that the Romanian team has structured and divided its presentation into 5 main points in order to let the topic unfold more freely.

If we are to look in the dictionary for the words “Europe” and “European” we will find this relatively simple definition:

- for the first term: the oldest continent on our planet, located in the Northern emisphere,

- for the second: inhabitant of Europe.

It is our firm belief that there is a much more complex meaning contained in these words and this is what I and my colleagues will try to prove today.

So, please, welcome the mother of our nations – Lady Europe who will tell us something about its life and features.

Mirea Oana

My name is Europe. People say that I am the oldest continent on Earth. Here is where history was made for centuries and even for millenniums; here is where great nations were born, empires rose and were torn, great men that led armies to glory and that could decide the destiny of a country by a single word. During all this time, a wonderful idea came to life and then grew more and more- that of being European, that of all the countries being united and sharing a single coin- the Ecu. 

But how did this all begin? Is this a new, revolutionary idea, or has the thought been around for a longer period of time? 

To answer this question, I must now look back upon my early days and see what has influenced me in becoming what I am now. So, try to picture me as being very young: a dark-haired girl, with an unknown future ahead, who liked to talk in verse.

Niculae Alexandra

THE  SAGA  OF  EUROPE

By Alexandra Niculae

Legends say I'm the offspring

Of a mighty Asian  king .

I loved a god, his name was Zeus

And for my sin I had to choose

To die in flames, by his wife burned

Or in a piece of land be turned.

So I was  tossed into the sea

And thus became what you now see .

Let's talk about my history!

Ptolemy wrote once a book

And he said that we all took

In a way or in the other

Our roots from that same father,

From the land lived by the Goths;

And it gives you food for thoughts…

From 100 they took care

To be fund most everywhere

There's not even need to stare

To locate their gothic glare.

Sweden , Norway, Scandic lands

Even in the Asian sands.

Both in Europe and Sarmatia.

After spending time in Dacia,

After Ermanarich dies

They start reaching for the skies.

Century with number four

Finds them asking so much more:

All of them passed then through Tracia,

Settled down a while- Moesia…

With their gluttony made peace

After plundering in Greece.

Some time ago, 900 years

When I was young and full of fears,

The Romans led a great empire

But still desired to get higher.

Under that old Roman spell,

In 100 Britain fell.

But three centuries ahead,

There the Saxons made their bed,

Putting everywhere a tent,

From Northumbria to Kent

Further on they went to Essex

Not to mention Sussex, Wessex.

After scaring the Chinese

For the Huns it was a breeze

In 365, with their troops in Europe dive.

And they made the Ostrogoths

Scatter round like little dots.

And they passed to Denmark, Sweden,

Making this their new found Eden.

From 435, greatest warrior alive,

Attila "the whip of god"

On the Romans threw his rod.

For 8 years he fought a war

With the Eastern emperor.

And he gained the right to pillage

Every great Italic village.

Century with number five

For a year was now alive;

Vizigoths began to act

Today's Italy attacked.

And 100 years was Rome

Called their "property and home".

Slavery was interdicted

And a single god depicted.

They moved on to Southern France

Winning lands as in a trance.

Like Narbonne, Bordeaux, Toulouse

Also Tours they could now use.

Seventh year in five o o

In what Spain is now they go.

Still in fifth, the Franks invaded

Roman lands but were sedated.

Clovis said: "Enough! We're done!

There's no more migration fun.

Settle down, and let's be Franks

On Mediterranean banks!"

In 858, upon Northerns smiled their Fate;

So them Vikings, "kings of seas"

Brought that Europe on its knees.

And as strange as it might be

For the first in history

France allied with Germany,

So them Normans had to flee,

And remained in Normandy.

First millennium now passed,

And the people were at last.

All united in one rule:

Hugo Capet led in full.

Was the one who called the shots

Upon Galls, and Brits and Goths,

And Hispanics, Normands, Basques

Even Dacians did his tasks !

Until century 13

On migrations all were keen:

From the East to South and West

You said "Hun" and you said "pest".

Later on, the Mongols came,

Fitting in that same old frame.

Northern Europe laid to rest,

Very few came here to nest.

The Middle Ages, high and Late

A brand new Europe did create.

Town life, politics and trade

Now appeared in brand new shade.

Century with number 12

Took religion from the shelf.

While bringing Europe's unity

The Christian Church of monarchy

Proved that peace is just a sham

Cause it fought against Islam.

Then from darkness came the glow:

Renaissance artistic show.

Christopher Columbus sailed

And America unveiled,

A new world laid to the west

Which is now the very best.

Lots of changes we can see

In the 18th century.

States began to centralize

Four great powers now arise

Russia, Austria, UK

Knew too well the game to play.

That is why enlightenment

Gained a certain rebel scent.

New discoveries were made

Spreading round with thanks to trade

But when things were looking bright,

Guess who started a new fight!

Great Napoleon- he thought

Was the best, but he was not.


19 hundred started bad

And continued to be sad.

The two World Wars were bloody fights

For some to gain expansion rights.

After the first – 1918

3 empires became unseen.

Thus more countries came to be, 

So next they fought for liberty.

But the final days of war

Brought upon a tragic score.

Millions of dead remained:

Europe was forever stained.

And the present… you all know

It's a strange uncertain show.

But, in blazing flames of glory,

This was it, I end my story !

Lungu Matei

The history of Romania and Romanians has an early beginning, as we are descendants of the oldest tribe in Europe.

Ever since the moment of their appearance up to the Middle Ages and on, Romanians have been a people that love their country beyond anything else and would die protecting it, which they did on many occasions. 

When Romania was young, just a small country filled with rivers, forests and mountains, it was inhabited by Dacians, the descendents of the Tracs. They spoke an ancient Indo-european dialect and their culture was very diverse. They believed in immortality and that the bravest of  fighters would live for ever in Zalmoxis’kingdom, Zalmoxis being their supreme deity.

       Dacian warriers had developed their own type of sword called “sica”. Their knowledge was vast in medicine, astronomy and botanics. They dressed like mountain farmers, wore beards and long hair and were generally fair-heared and blue-eyed.

Herodot, the ancient Greek historian said they were the bravest and most noble of the Tracs.

Burebista led the great Dacian army distroying the Celtic tribesin the area. First he defeated the Scordic Celts and then wiped out all the tribes in the Pannonic Plain, being feared by Rome itself.

My people’s ancestors had reached such a level of strength that Pompeiu, the great Roman  leader, asked for our help in the war with Caesar.

In 101,102 and 106 AD, Romans waged three long wars with Dacians, that they finally won, taking over Dacia. The Roman leader Train, took over Dacia in order to keep the Dacians under command orders a tenth of the entire army of the Empire to stay in Dacia at all times.

During the time of colonisation, Dacia took on many changes, adopting a disciplined orgasised way of thinking specific to Rome, but even so, the Dacian culture was not wiped out.

After the Roman retreat, the Roman-Dacian civilization went on evolving and growing.

Soon enough Christianity appeared in Europe. Many men and women become martyrs as our country was the first in Europe to adopt the new religion.

The Romanian people is the result of the Romans and the Dacians that assimilated some of the migrating people that passed through Dacia later on.

Until the Middle ages the new Young Romanian people did not wage any grat wars, being the passing way for many migrating peoples such as the Huns, the Gepids or the Goths.

In the beginning of the Middle Ages, Romanians started to be organised into smaller states that allied in time of trouble, such as to fend off Hungarian invaders.

Throughout the Middle Ages, Romania was constantly threated by invading empires as, for instance, the Hungarians, the Polish kingdom and the Turkish Empire.  

During these times when Romania found itself alone against powerful enemies,the people needed to be led by powerful men, in order to mentain their independence.

Mircea the Old, for example, defeated the Turks on numerous occasions and even started a crusade against them. French, Italian, British and Burgundish knights, a Hungarian armie and more came to the crusade, all of them following a great Romanian army led by Mircea.

One of the best known Romanian leaders was Vlad the Impaler. He fought off the Turks and he was the first European ruler to use psychological warfare. When some of his own men attempted to betray him to the Turks, he captured an entire batallion and impalled them one by one .

Another great example would be Stephan the Great. He is known to have destroyed a Turkish army of 120.000 men with only 45.000 men, most of them being peasants. Later on he was betrayed by the Polish and he had to annihilate their army as well. 

Romania is considered to be the Gate of Christianity and the only thing between Turkey and Athens and the Christian Europe.Thanks to the Romanian warriors’ bravery and strength Europe was not invaded, although technically speaking Turkey had the man power to do so.

Michael the Brave is probably the best known Romainan ruler. He defeated anyone the opposed him, buchering the invading Turks, killing 7000 enemies in only one battle and the rest in tactically won battles. He also united all the Romanian countries in one Great Romania. 

Romania however was not only a fighting country. During these wars, it prospered culturally . Romanian culture combined Romanian traditions with European ones, and evolved in a close connection with Europe. Greek, Latin and Slavonic languages were used in documents as well as Romanian.

Romania was influenced by the Renaissance, and its effects were obvious in literature and other areas. 

School, colleges and universities were built and there was a constant trade of ideas and knowledge between Romania and the West. After the reign of Michael the Brave, Romania’s strength begins to dim. Its contact to the outside world is through treaties and alliances. The period of wars is replaced by peace and diplomacy, until the great Russian-Turkish war.

Mirea Oana

Now, that you have been taken to my past and seen what influences I have received, and you also have been given an idea about the Romanian history, let’s go back to more recent times. I will now let my colleague Ioana tell you more about the European Union, how it came to life and influenced the course of history.

Malusanu Ioana

European Union

The dream of a united Europe is very old and has taken, throught several centuries, the shape of various plans and projects.

After the first World War the idea was brought to light in a few projects which have preocupied, not only the intellectual circles and the scientists – as they did up to that moment – but also the authorities and the international institutions, among which there was the society of Nations.

During the inter-War period, the first man to materialize such initiative was count Richard Kalergi, who created in 1923 the Pan European Union, having its headquarters in Vienna. This union had as a purpose to unite, in two stages, the European States, without URSS.

In the early 30’s, Kalergi and Aristide Briand set up another project that wanted the achievement of an European Federation.

In order for this idea to be fulfilled there has been created a studies committee board to prepare the necessary documents, a committee consisted of members from 27 european countries.

Nevertheless, the committee was unable to achieve its goal due to several reasons: the international situation was unsettled by the effects of the economical crisis and some governs were hostile regarding this initiative.The revisionist trendency was getting stronger and Europe was divided in 2 opposite sides.

The Pan European Union became weaker and weaker under the attack of the totalitarian states.

Hitler, the Nazi autocrat, wanted to subdue Europe to the superior, Gentile race, to establish all over the continent the “New Order”, which led to the Second World War, to millions of victimes, to Holocaust and finally to the destruction of Europe.

And still, the idea of a united Europe didn’t dissapear even in the years of war.

Inside the nazi concentration camps, the feeling of european fraternity was born as well as the hope of saving democracy and peace.

Within the French Resistance, the socialists thought of a project for the creation of an European Federation. Their example was followed by the Germans who promoted the idea of establishing The United States of Europe.

This project contained the following aspects: the control of european industries development, the elimination of customs barriers, the harmonization of fiscal politics and transports and a joint of currency.

The European Union is the result of a cooperation and integration process standard in 1951 with 6 European states: Belgium, Germany, Italy, Luxemburg and Holland.

Nowadays, it has 15 member states and is preparing for the 5th wave towards Central and Eastern Europe.

The objective of the member states is a tighter union with all the European nations, where all decisions have to reflect, as much as possible, the interests of all the citizens of the Union.

EU has a number of objectives. Primarily, it works to promote and expand cooperation among its members in several areas, including economics and trade, social issues, foreign policy, security and judicial metters.

During its 50 years history, the member states managed to build up an area of place stability, progress and solidarity, maintaining at the same time the national identity and promoting cultural diversity

Mirea Oana

We believe that all the peoples of Europe can contribute to developing a better world where people could live in peace and harmony. As you have seen, we have focused our presentation on showing how the peoples of Europe were influenced by the immigrants from other countries and continents. As you can see these immigrants have mingled with the people that already lived there, thus forming what were to become the Europeans.

I believe that we can all agree that most of these foreign influences were good for Europe. But are we ready now to accept more influences? Where can we draw a line and say Europe has had enough, no more outside influences?  

Teodorescu Andreea

After the Phanariot occupation, our country was ruled for 15 years on the basis of the Treaty in Paris, by a foreign prince, who became known as Karl I. Peaceful times came for Romania since 1881, when on March 1, our country was proclaimed kingdom, being composed of Vallachia and  Moldavia, and from December 1, 1918 also of Transilvania. That day. Romania finally became complete. This unification was also acknowledged by the Treaty of Peace from Versailles. 

A few years later, king Ferdinand announced the Constitution from 1923-one of the most democratic constitutions of those times, which offered  the universal right to vote. 

From the cultural point of view, throughout centuries, our country has been influenced by various peoples, which settled here or just passed by, during wars, when Romania was a trasint area.

Since the end of the 18th century, the Romanian noblemen were intensely in contact with the West, through journals, journeys and books.

The French and Italian secretaries of the  Phanariot rules, as well as the Russian and Austrian officers who lived here during military occupation, contributed to bringing the Western fashion and customs and to straying  from the Orient and approaching the West.

At the same time, the new born Greek-Catholic Church in Transilvania encouraged the access of the young people in Romania to the prestigious cultural centres, such as Rome and Vienna. There, they became aware better of their true Latin origin through historical studies.

The passing from one type of civilization to another was seen in the clothing of the townsfolk and of the noblemen, who adopted the so-called German suit, with troursers and cutaway. The Greek language was replaced by French, which became an instrument for bringing the Enlightment’s ideas and the Romanticism. Most of the new influences came from France, where the young sons of the noblemen had gone to study. 

Before the World War II, Romania tried to maintain peace through alliances with England, France, Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia, Turkey and Greece, and by establishing diplomatic relations with Russia. 

In 1946, our country was turned into the “ Romanian Socialist Republic” by the communists who started an entire series of reforms regarding the development of industry, education and culture. That year also witnessed the opening of the Danube-Black Sea Channel, of the Transcarpathian highroad, and the reorganisation of the capital, Bucharest, including here the construction of the underground.

Throughout  the communist period, Romania was known as the only country in the Europe with an independent foreign  policy, based on disarmament and peaceful coexistence with other countries.

After the Revolution in 1989, Romania turned into a democratic country and values such as the liberty of press, free elections and the market economy were promoted.

For the last years, our country has continued the initiatives towards political and economical reforms, in order to strengthen its democracy and institutions. A strategic partnership with the United States has been established and other actions were put into practice regarding Romania’s adheration to N.A.T.O. and the EU.

In the end, I would like to say that, because of our Latin origin, customs, traditions and the fact that history has made us a parte of its great events throughout centuries, Romania has grown deep inside Europe’s heart with much more than its geographical settings. 

HILVERSUM TOPIC PRESENTATION

1. Introduction

2. Culture & History, part 1

3. Economical situation in Europe

4. Religion

5. Culture & History, part 2

6. Conclusion

1. Introduction

Our subject is the unity and diversity in Europe. We have investigated this part to try and get an answer on the main question ‘What is Europe and what is being European?’ 

2. Culture & History, part 1

Geography:

Everyone had an idea of what Europe is, but we as a group think more of the countries of the European Union, because they are, generally speaking, the countries that are closest to us as Dutch and we have more things common with them than with countries like Russia and Bosnia.

History:

There have been attempts to unite Europe, for instance in the Roman Empire and the Napoleonic Empire. In 1815 the great powers decided that the European countries should not unite themselves, of fear that Europe would come under the hands of another tyrant like Napoleon. From the second half of the nineteenth century there was a tough competition between the super powers, which ultimately led to the First World War. Afterwards many countries did not want to fight a war again and founded the League of Nations, which should prevent one nation to be dominated by another. Because the peace treaty after the war did not solve certain problems things did not work out so well. 

In 1951 the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC) was born, upon which a wider economical co-operation began to grow: the European Economic Community, or Common Market. This ultimately led via the European Communities to the European Union with nowadays 15 participants.

In 1989, when the Berlin Wall collapsed, the EC launched PHARE, an aid program for the central and eastern European countries. 

3. Economical situation in Europe

1. What are the two main economical regions?

Beside the economical differences between the North and the South there are two main economical regions in Europe: the EU, Swiss, Norway, etc. on one hand and the possible EU-members on the other. A number of eastern European countries will join the EU in 2004 and in 2007.

2. What is the (historical) cause of the division?

The division between eastern and western Europe started after World War 2. The US Marshall Plan in 1948 was intended to recover the economical situation in all Europe and tried to make the European countries join into one Organisation of European Economic Co-operation, which ultimately had 21 members. Under heavy pressure of the Soviet Union the communist Eastern European countries did not participate in the Marshall Plan. The USSR exerted pressure on the other communist countries in 1949 to found Comecon as a reaction to the Marshall Plan. 

After the fall of the Berlin Wall Comecon was dissolved and many eastern European countries now want to become a member of the EU, because they expect economical benefit from it. They will get subventions and a lot of rich trade partners. The members of the EU are discussing this enlargement at this very moment.

Other eastern European countries like Russia, Belorussia and Ukraine work together in small trade agreements. They still diverge a lot with the EU countries, but the situation is getting better and they might become EU members. 

The last group of countries are those on the Balkan. They diverge with the EU countries, too. They are not so prosperous and their economical and political situation is not in accordance with the EU conditions yet.

3. Economy in Europe: Unity-Diversity?

From an economical point of view there is definitely a great diversity between East and West. In the western part there is a high degree of unity, for instance there are hardly any trade barriers left, there are common economical laws and in some countries there is even one single coin; the East is less prosperous and less organized as well.

This brings us to one of the points of the discussion: 

‘Is is desirable that the different regions will join in one economical union?’

4. Religion

1. Into which regions can Europe be divided?

Europe is an overwhelmingly Christian continent. Christianity can be divided into three religious movements: Roman Catholicism, Protestantism, and the Orthodox church. The north-western part of Europe is mostly Protestant, with the exception of the Irish Republic and parts of Northern Ireland. The southern part is mostly Catholic. In eastern Europe you can 

find orthodox nations next to Catholic countries and even certain states with a significant Muslim population, in the Balkan area. Turkey is the only country that is officially Muslim. Most of the western European countries have a Muslim minority, especially in Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands and France. There are a few other religions in Europe, like for example the Jewish religion. This has not manifested itself in one country or region but is spread throughout Europe.  

2. How did these different religions come into being?

Catholicism:

During the Pax Romana, Christianity was not so much a real religion, but more of a cult. Christianity gained much support during this time because of the excellent trade routes and the language situation. This new religion first appealed to the poor and the oppressed in the community, but later the elite also felt attracted to its ideas. Christians had been persecuted for 2 centuries before emperor Constantine finally accepted it in 313, when he ruled that Christianity should be accepted as a proper religion and be allowed to exist peacefully next to the original Roman religion. Constantine was even converted to Christianity on his deathbed. Later the centre of the Catholic church, the home of the pope, was established in Rome. From here Catholicism has spread its beliefs throughout Europe and was the main religion for centuries. Today it is still the main religion of southern Europe. There were a lot of different forms of Christianity at the time but Catholicism was definitely the largest.

Protestantism:

The Catholic beliefs had for centuries been the only form of Christianity until the church fell apart in the sixteenth century. Suddenly a new form of Christianity, Protestantism, had appeared. Two of the main characters in this split were the German monk Luther and the Frenchman Calvin. They questioned certain beliefs and rituals of the Catholic Church. Luther’s ideas were spread mainly throughout the German Empire and Scandinavia, while Calvin’s ideas have mainly manifested themselves in the Netherlands and certain parts of Switzerland and France. 

The Orthodox Church:

There are two main Orthodox churches in Europe: the Russian and the Greek. In future we shall refer to these two as the Orthodox church. The Orthodox church originated in 1054 when it separated itself from the Roman Catholic church. The emperor and the patriarch ( the leader of the Greek Orthodox church) ruled over the eastern empire from the capitol Constantinople (now known as Istanbul). The current amount of followers of the Eastern-Orthodox church is approximately 150 million. These followers are mainly from countries of the former East-Roman Empire and the former Soviet-Union. 

Islam:

The word 'Islam' literally means dedication to God’s will. Muslims worship one God, Allah. They believe that all things are God’s will, evil included, and that you should live according to the Koran, for this is the book of God. Mohammed is seen as the founder of Islam. 

The Islamic Religion originally came from the Middle East. One of the regions in which Islam was the official religion was the Ottoman Empire, which was made up of most of the Middle East and Greece and the Balkan region. When the Ottoman Empire fell apart in the 

beginning of the twentieth century, it had significantly influenced the local Balkan population, leaving behind a relatively large group of Muslims in certain states.

The smaller Muslim minorities in certain western European countries are due to immigration. In the Netherlands we see that there is more and more integration between immigrants and locals.

3. Which are the differences between these regions and religions?

First of all there are theological differences between the eastern and the western part of the church. It is about the Trinity: the Father, the Son and the Holy Spirit. In the western part they think the Holy Spirit goes out of the Father and the Son, in the East they think that it only comes from the Father. In the East they worship icons, whilst the church in Rome has forbidden this kind of worship.

The most important differences between Catholicism and Protestantism are nowadays:

- Catholicism has a pope as leader of the church, whilst Protestantism mostly does not have one leader.

- Catholicism has bishops and priests who do all the rituals; they can not get married. Protestantism has preachers, who can get married; the functions within the church are often done by laymen.

- Protestantism only uses the Bible as the source of religious beliefs, but Catholics also use the writings out of the history of Catholicism.

4. Which are the similarities between these regions and religions?

Even though people are inclined to emphasize the differences between religious regions, there are most definitely certain similarities. Most importantly: all three of Europe’s main religions are, primarily, Christian religions. Roman Catholicism, Protestantism and the Orthodox church are based on the Bible as a sacred scripture and on the person and teachings of Jesus Christ, whom they believe is the Son of God. Also they each believe that the mission of the Christian church is to spread the good news of salvation from sin and death. There are of course countless subtle and more obvious differences between these three faiths but essentially their beliefs are the same. Even though they each have their own variations on the Christian theme, the foundations of their religions are identical. The Bible unites them and their differences are mainly about the way they interpret what it says.

Similarities between the Christian faiths and the Islam are much more rare. Though here again, the fundamental beliefs are the same, the way in which they are translated into everyday life is very much different. Both Christians and Muslims believe that there is one God and that you should live according to his word (the holy scriptures).

In modern day society, the three Christian faiths are starting to emphasize their unity more than their differences.

Question for the discussion:

‘Are differences in religion still as important now as they used to be?’

5. Culture & History, part 2

Culture

We, as Europeans, have a national identity and a common culture, but aren’t the same.

History and a shared heritage are the basic elements of a national identity. A European cultural identity is most likely to be found in its history. In the European history the reign of the Roman empire and the expanding of Christianity were both such great influents that they 

were the beginning of a lot of European cultures by providing a shared history.

These influences do not have the same meaning in every European country and the results are not the same everywhere. Their effects can be seen in different forms in most of the countries in Europe today.

The experience of the Antiquity has always been seen as the foundation of the European civilizations. The Roman legacy of military, bureaucratic and infrastructural organization and of law codes are principles where many of today’s important European institutions have been based on. 

Also parts of the Greek culture have been transmitted through the Romans as well; their ideas of art, philosophy, science and most of all their politics (democracy). The Antiquity has given us literature, sculptures, technical inventions; all of these are a great part of the cultures where once the Roman Empire expanded.

It has been said that there is "unity in diversity". Many have argued that the diversity between the countries of Europe is more obvious than its unity. We have examined the matter a little closer and took a look at Europe from these two points of view - unity and diversity.

There may not be a single European civilization or culture but we have a European heritage. In the history of Europe there have been many shared experiences that may or may not have touched every European equally but those experiences were felt and experienced in different ways by those we call Europeans. And in the ‘European Culture’ are more cultures and  stereotypes, for instance being rude and wasting money on luxurious goods in the ‘West-European’ culture and working hard and drinking much wodka in 'Russian culture'.  

Globalization and Americanization:

Will Europe become one big country? That is the question. Will Europe be as a second United States of America? We already have the Euro in 12 countries of Europe, and 15 members of the EU, and many other countries desire to be in the Union. Europe will become a United Europe, but will it go so far that we can call it the United States of Europe? One language, generally speaking one culture, and one monetary unit in all of Europe?

We can compare the US with our own system: every state in America has its own laws and  government, just like every country in Europe has its own laws. The EU countries have to take into account with most of their activities with 'Brussels', and the countries in the US are accountable to the US government. There are many resemblances between the US and the EU, but they aren’t the same. It is the feeling beyond the Unity. We don’t feel like Europeans, but like Dutchmen, Greeks, or Czechs. 

6. Conclusion: 

This is what we think of the unity and the diversity in Europe. Our conclusion is that the unity in Europe has increased with the coming of the EU, where the number of participating countries is still growing and with the Euro, developed for more unity in Europe’s  countries, and with all the efforts of everyone to building bridges from both sides.

But the diversity has stayed in culture, traditions, etc. and that is very hard to overcome. To our opinion the EU is not the same as the USA because we have been different for centuries and are still different unlike the USA that has been one nation since the second half of the 18th century. 

Now we’d like to ask you a few questions, because we want to discuss about those: 

- ‘Is it desirable that the different regions will join in one economical union?’

- ‘Are differences in religion still as important now as they used to be?’

- ‘Will Europe become a United States of Europe? How will that be? And Do we want that to happen?’

SHEFFIELD TOPIC PRESENTATION

The presentation looks at some of the ways in which non-European immigration and culture has had an impact on the students, on their community, on Sheffield and on the UK.

It begins with a series of greetings from a range of non-European languages spoken by immigrant groups in Sheffield. Some of the languages are spoken by students at Handsworth Grange School.

This is followed by a sequence of slides taken by the students on a journey from the school into the centre of Sheffield. It shows many aspects of multi-ethnic Sheffield: shops, restaurants, schools and social and medical amenities. One of the students had a two week work experience placement at the junior school shown on the slides. The Ghanain dentist is the husband of our school’s PEEP co-ordinator.

The students then “hot spot” four activities which reflect some of their interests and which also draw to a considerable degree on non-European influences. The activities are martial arts, yoga, Indian cookery and fashion.

The presentation then covers a range of short topics which look briefly at the background to non-European immigration into the UK and evidence of its impact on Sheffield and on popular culture in the UK as a whole. A pictorial display forms the background to a discussion of the UK’s multi-ethnic heritage: pictures from multi-cultural festivals held in Yorkshire, the local and national football teams, and the results of a survey looking at people’s food preferences. Extracts from popular TV programmes and samples of pop music also indicate the impact of immigrant influences on popular culture.

The presentation concludes by posing the question of what it means to be a European.

SVENDBORG TOPIC PRESENTATION

Denmark and Europe

Denmark has existed for more than 1000 years as a united kingdom. “Gorm the Old” became king of Demark in 940 and since then; we have had an almost unbroken line of kings and queens. In 1332 to 1339, we didn’t have any Kings or queens. Margrethe the second became queen in 1972 and she is only the second queen in the Danish history.

King Harold the Bluetooth declared that all Danes had changed religion and was now Christians around the year 960. According to delivery: A German missionary called Poppo carried glowing iron without getting hurt. That proved that the Christians God were more powerful than the Old Norse. The real reason why Harold did so was probably, that he wanted to prevent the Germans from attacking Denmark with Christ behind them.   

The Vikings made Denmark big. King Harold’s son Svend conquered England in 1013, and his son Knud the Great was King of Denmark, Norway, England and a part of Sweden. When the age of the Vikings ended shortly after, Denmark became a small country in Europe and have been so ever since.

Margrethe the first became queen of Denmark, Norway and Sweden, because her son Oluf died, and the only interstate successor was the German Albrecht of Mecklenburg. To prevent that Margrethe was acknowledged as ruling Queen. When she died, the union between the 3 countries broke. But ever since the idea of a Nordic union has been a theme in Danish foreign policy.

Denmark was in war with Germany in 1864. Denmark lost the war and Germany got 40% of its area. But Denmark got 20 % back after the World War I.

Under World War II, Denmark was occupied by Germany. When the war ended Denmark gave up its traditional neutrality and joined NATO.

Denmark also wanted to join the EEC, but France didn’t want England. Denmark meant that the British market was too important, so Denmark didn’t join the EEC at that time.

Instead of joining the EEC, Denmark tried to make a Nordic union, but when that failed The Danish government decided to apply for a membership in the EEC. After a referendum in 1972 Denmark became a member of the EEC the following year. But because the opposition against the decision remained very strong it became necessary to have several referendums about important EEC/EU questions.Two times the Danes have voted “no”: The Maastricht treaty in 1992 and the EURO in 2000.

The Nordic Region

Denmark is part of the European Union, but it is also part of the Nordic region, called Norden. 

What is Norden? Norden is the Nordic name for the North European region consisting of Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden, and the three autonomous regions of the Åland Islands, the Faroe Islands and Greenland. The Nordic co-operation covers a broad field of activities aimed at promoting mutual contacts within the region.

Cultural co-operation between the Nordic countries is based on the Nordic Cultural Affairs Agreement, an agreement specially designed to develop and promote Nordic cultural affinity.

Cultural co-operation is given priority in the activities of the Nordic Council of Ministers, and is rooted in the linguistic and cultural ties shared by the Nordic countries. The primary objectives of cultural co-operation are to improve Nordic kinship based on common values and to strengthen the Nordic identity.

Children and young people are one of the areas given special emphasis in the Nordic programme. The programme will make every effort to ensure that children and young people remain active participants in Nordic cultural co-operation, and will increase the attention paid to multiculturalism. 

Co-operation with the Adjacent Areas and Europe has added a strong international dimension to Nordic co-operation and has changed its underlying political framework. All in all, this process has played a significant role in helping to define the Nordic countries as a special region in Europe.

Nordic co-operation on European matters will be continued. It is important that this co-operation will be strengthened both as regards cultural issues in relation to the EU and as regards more general cultural issues relating to Europe and regions within Europe.

What is being a European?

Europe has its own identity and has developed many crate things such as democracy, human rights and social equality. Europe has a big influence and is very civilized, it also doesn’t have underdeveloped 

countries, but is actually the opposite. Without boasting you can say that Europe is in many ways richer than many other regions. Its social standards are better than fx. In countries in Asia.

Living in a modern society means to live in a society where all kinds of minorities are accepted, and where everybody can form his own ideas, and can live peacefully without being afraid of violence or any other kind of terror. Europe already has all this! Therefore you might say that Europe live up to our expectations of a modern society with good security.

Christianity, which is the world’s biggest religion, has today approximate 1.8 billion adherents.  The majority are Christians in Europe. Slowly, but steady Christianity became the most dominant region in Europe. All in all you may say that a European is well aware of his human rights, his freedom of speech and his society, which is based on democracy.

When you live in Europe, you are focusing the diversities between the European contries, but travelling outside of Europe you really feel, that you are in a different culture- you become a European!

Solidarity

To have a functional cooperation among the countries of Europe is not a totally hopeless project if you ask me. We already see it nowadays in our modern societies. There still is a huge difference between the less rich countries and the wealthier ones, however. And these differences must, in my opinion, be stabilised in a way so all citizens in our European union are assured a high standard of rights and social benefits. 
To reach this goal of equality we must get the wealthy countries to (in figure of speech) draw the other less fortunate nations up. To do that we most have a long perspective and see the benefits of giving a helping hand economically but also in the form of exchanging new ideas from one nation to another that can improve the social standards in all of Europe’s nations. That of course requires an open mind from all sides and it is my hope that this concept of solidarity will be considered in the nearest future. 

We already are a very international and intercultural group of nations and I hope that the cultural borders between Europe’s countries will be more and more faded so when our children will grow up, they will grow up in a future Europe where the best from all countries will help them be more tolerant and understanding towards people’s differences. 

If this becomes a reality then our children will be the first of a new kind of generations and in my opinion the richest so far.

Europe and Immigration

Q1: To what extent has Europe drawn upon non-European influences, especially brought in by the immigrants?

The Europeans have learned a lot from the immigrants. When I think about the history of Europe I sometimes think about all the wandering different cultures has done between the countrys in Europe. When some people in for example Denmark say that they are 100% Danish they are not right. Far behind them in their history there will be at least one person who is 100% non-Danish. We have allways learned different things from other countries and then of course also from the immigrants. Immigration will allways change Europe, and also the rest of the world from now and until the end of the world. We (the Europeans) have learned lots of things from immigrants; fx. cooking; I really love food from south Europe and Asia. A lot of Europeans have also been inspired by the relaxed way of living from some Asian countries or religions.

Q2: Has this changed the attitudes of “aboriginal Europeans” to what may be called European?

Of course, the immigrants have influenced us with some of their way of living and then it slowly changes our way of living. With so many cultures at the same place it would be impossible that there would not be just a little change in our way of living. 

Questions to be discussed after the topic presentation of Svendborg

1. What common values does Europe share?

2. Where does Europe end?

3. Should Europe have a common government?

4. Can a united Europe fight racism in Europe?

EVALUATION OF THE PEEP PRAGUE 2002
BY THE PARTICIPANTS

ATHENS

Overall Evaluation Greece

     This past week was a wonderful experience! Time flew and before we knew it, we were here writing up our evaluation and getting ready to leave Prague. If we don’t consider the extreme cold here in Prague, which is nothing like the Greek weather, our stay here has been unforgettable, and a great experience. 

To start with  we believe the overall organization of this PEEP programme  was very good, except for a very few minor drawbacks.  A good point was that there was always time for all activities, and we had the chance to develop our ideas further without jeopordizing our free time.   We thoroughly enjoyed the afternoon where we went bowling, our excursion to the castle of Karlstejn, and of course our sightseeing in the center of Prague (Even though we were always at the back of the group , due to the  amount of walking we had to do) 

We definitely had enough free time. This, much to our content, helped us to learn Prague’s beauties better, and also have a great time with the other participants.  We were also amazed by  Prague’s Mass Transporation, which in contrast to Greece’s is extremely efficient.

It was a great experience staying with  Czech families. Although at first there were a few problems , we learnt how interesting it was  to live with people with different customs and traditions to us. We were able to live as Czechs for a week, which was fun.

Now, as far as the presentations are concerned, we would like to say that we enjoyed all presentations,  and it was obvious that all countries has worked equally well.  We definitely learnt a lot from each other, and the subject was one that concerned us all.

Czech Republic -Prague

Even though the Czech Republic’s  presentation was short, we still learnt a lot from it. The Czech students talked about subjects such as The Future of Europe, Europe and Europeanism and Immigration To Europe. What really made their presentation special in comparison to the others was the fact that,because  they aren’t in the European Union,  they  posed a question  on their effect on the Union and the Union’s effect on them.

Romania-Buchurest

The concept of the Romanian presentation was original. We really enjoyed the poem they wrote  on the  History of Europe.  We learnt  a lot (maybe even too much) on the history and culture of Romania.

Holland-Hilversum
The Dutch presentation was very good. They talked about economical regions and especially about religion. They gave us the opportuinity to learn a lot on the subject of Religion, and we have to admit that we liked it because it was something no one else had mentioned.

England-Sheffield
We found this presentation highly amusing, mainly because it was a succesful combination of drama and lecture. They pinpointed the effect of immigrants in their own city-Sheffield.

Denmark-Svenborg
The Danish presentation was very interesting, and concentrated on  quite a few different subjects. We especially liked what they said about European Values.

We thought the  discussions were very constructive, and we were amazed by the level of the conversations, and how easy it was to discuss with the other participants. All the subjects that arised were very important, and concerned all of us.  It was interesting to see  how different opinions could be, and how tense a conversation could get when people disagreed with eachother.

From what we mentioned above, you can understand that we truly believe that this subject is definitely worth  the exchange. And also, we are sure  we came close to certain problems of Europe and found out a lot we didn’t know.

We only have very few things to propose for changing, for the next Peep programme.

First of all, it would be better for all children’s convenience, to stay with a child their own age (especially not with a younger child) and to live close to the center. Secondly, we wished there was more time to meet and get to know the participants from other countries better. 

There aren’t many things we would like to change as the advantages certainly outweigh  the drawbacks.

We had an amazing time, and this is a week we will definitely not forget. We hope to keep in touch with the people we met, and be able to to experience such programmes again. ((
Love

Vilma, Chryssa, Mathilda, Alexandra and Lenio.

Greece
BUCHAREST
1.OVERALL IMPRESSION 

We believe that the P.E.E.P. project is a benefical experience because it gives the students the chance to discuss with people from other countries and find out more things about the way of thinking and about their culture.

Throughout time, P.E.E.P. has improved and we consider that this year it was extremely succesful  and well organized. There were some flaws- like the fact that we couldn’t visit St.Vitus cathedral or the Prague castle-but maybe that didn’t depend entirely on the organisers.

As a sugestion for further P.E.E.P.s, maybe some night time visits could take place, because Prague is a wonderful city seen in nocturnal lights. We regret we didn’t have enough time for discussions, and some of the topics were left hanging in the air, just when they were getting more interesting and interactive. Therefore we would reccomend that the duration of P.E.E.P. to be extended to two weeks.   In this way ,we could have enough time for sightseeing, shopping, geting to learn more about the hosts‘ way of living, as well as  the other participant countries‘ culture. 

The outdoor activities varied- they were also educational and entertaining.

2.TOPIC PRESENTATIONS

The Romanian team believes that all the presentations were very good, and that the students have worked hard for this P.E.E.P. meeting. Naturaly, there were some flaws in each of them, but if it were to put them all together, we would have a complete and very well documented study on the topic. Each country has had a different approach of the theme, from the ones based only on theory to the artistic ones. 

The Czech national presentation was impresive giving us a wide picture of the catastrophy the country has gone through. As for the topic presentation, in spite of being shorther than the others, it was very good. We especially appreciated the fact that they pointed out extremely clear that an united Europe should provide equal rights for its citizens.

The Greek presentation was very well documented, they used adequate terms and they had a complete perspective of the topic, and really ingenious was the comparison between languages and educational sistems in Europe.  However, the presentation, composed only of theory, was slightly long and hard to follow.

The Dutch presentation focused very much on religion, but they also pointed very clearly the difference between countries seen not only from the religious perspective.

On the other hand, for the Romanian team it was sad to notice that they forgot to put our country on the list of the nations who will join the E.U. Also, we consider discriminating  to state that nowadays, Europe means only the European Union. 

We appreciated the British presentation due the fact that it shared some common ideas, like using costumes. They had a different approach , because of the artistic touch. 

The very thorough documentation on the immigration problem caused unfortunately a lack of attention towards the other points of the project.

The Danish presentation had a very good description of European features and of the influences brought by immigrants to our continent. Maybe a rehearsal would have been beneficial, because their ideas weren’t very well linked together, so it was  difficult to follow.

When it comes to the general topic, we consider that it was extremely well chosen, especially due to international situation at this moment. Unfortunately, it was too complex, that’s why in the time we had, not all the problems were commented upon. 

Each country tried to show which are, in their opinion, the European values, and by discussing them we got an idea of the way in which other nations regard the problem of Europeanism.

The search for common features, for a definition, brought us to understand better the world we live in, to be aware of the changes we should make in the future, because we realise that the further evolution of the world lies in our hands. 

Without boasting, we can say that at our young age (the average was of 17 years) we have discussed matters of global importance, in a way in which maybe not even  politicians  have approached.

3.   ACCOMODATION

    The Romanian team had the chance of having the best hosts P.E.E.P. can offer.   Czech people are extremely friendly, hospitable, open-minded, and sociable.

   The mistresses of the houses we lived in, were kind enough to cook each day a different kind of traditional food., and also packed something for us to have during the day.

    So that we could integrate in the tipical Czech family, the parents have spent a lot of time with us, and we really appreciate the trouble they have gone through.

    We were pleased to notice that the Czech way of life is a lot similar to  the Romanian one, and for this reason we would be more than happy  to show the same kind of hospitality if our hosts will ever come to Bucharest.

4. CONCLUSION

   We would like to thank everybody who took part in the project for creating such a good atmosphere and working environment, for the interest they have shown in the topic, and for making us proud that we are Europeans. 

   We are very happy that we got along so well also in the discussion groups and outside the school, and all in all, this year’s P.E.E.P. has been a total success!

HILVERSUM

Organization

Everything was nicely organized, but we heard very late in what host family we would be. We think that that is the only negative point in the organization. Also it was a shame that they changed the programme at the last minute. But that was not your fault!!! The problem of not having enough time was logical, you can’t do anything about that. We has a lot of free time!!!! That was pretty nice for shopping and stuff like that.

We had enough time to thoroughly discuss the presentations and our different points of view. Maybe next time the organization must control the discussions more, because sometimes we discussed not the original topic, but a side topic. And we didn’t get to the real point.

About the time we spend outside the school: maybe the host families could appoint something with the others next time so we can meet the others also in the evening. 

The sightseeing was very nice, Prague is a fantastic city. It was very good we were able to see the city, because we didn’t really come to see the city but to exchange our opinions about Europe and being Europeans. We enjoyed also the trip to Karlstein, that was very good organized. We especially thought that the bowling was a very good idea, because we definitely got to know each other better and bonded. 

We had also enough free time to shop or do other things we wanted to do. 

Accommodation

The host families were very nice. They spoke English well and looked after us well. We will visit them the next time we visit Prague, because we really enjoyed our time in their houses. We will certainly stay in contact.   

We did nice things, like visiting the Black Theatre, going out to dinner, going to the cinema and to the pub and play pool. We got to know the city like we were inhabitants of it, not tourists and we liked that. The hosts of maarten (Robert), Dieuwertje (Max) and Marije (Jakub) met very often. And also the hosts of Anne and Sophie were always together all the time, so it would be nicer to stick together more with each other.  

Presentations

We loved activities during the presentations, like video’s, dancing and songs and especially the national clothes!!! It might be an idea to use more of this during the topic presentations because they can easily get rather boring and too long. By using more drama in these presentations (like the group from England did) it is easier to keep everybody’s attention and makes it more fun to watch. 

Johan, our teacher, had said we certainly must not read from our paper, so we tried not to. We noticed that the teachers of the other countries had said that too, because nobody read entirely from the paper but had made an effort to learn their presentations of by heart. Also the standard of English was very high. Not only in the presentations but also during the discussions.

We think the subject is very difficult. It was a rather vague subject. On one side this was a good thing because it meant that all the groups could interpret the subject differently, this prevented that all the presentations were alike. On the other hand this meant that it was required to know a lot about the subject, and the subject being so big this was sometimes difficult. We have most definitely enlarged our knowledge on the subject of Europeanism and the different views of Europe from all around the continent. It was especially interesting to hear the differences and the similarities in opinion between the EU nations and the non-EU nations. It was nice to see that we all have a lot in common and feel the same about many things. On the other hand it was interesting to discuss about things that our views differed on. 

Suggestions for improvements

Maybe for the next PEEP it would be better if the groups would already meet in the first weekend, so that we could get to know each other earlier, this would be nice because five days are really too short. 

Also the hosts could appoint something with the other hosts to do something together in the evenings, besides just making appointments with their own friends. It has to be said that this doesn’t apply to all our hosts.

Our opinion

The group was very nice. We made a lot of friends and exchanged addresses already, and we’re going to miss them… We had a lot of fun (also with our teacher) and in this project we discovered that the other points of view were very interesting and we had a very good time. It is a pity that it is going to end this day, and we may never see each other again. We may loose contact or keep it, nevertheless we will never forget this week. It was an opportunity for us to meet so many people from other countries and to expand our horizon. 

WE LOVE PEEP!!

Anne, Dieuwertje, Maarten, Marije en Sophie

SHEFFIELD

Organization

Overall organization of the project was well structured but had some problems, such as time allowance and time keeping in the school and around Prague.  Perhaps there could have been a programme for the night because we found we had more fun together in the free time.

Outdoor Activities

The outdoor activities were well planned and there was a good mixture of work and leisure time. The trip to the Prague castle, was interesting and had magnificent views and architecture. 

National Presentations

Each group gave a great performance with their presentations and we learnt a lot about each country’s individual histories. They all gave a great insight into their lifestyles and culture. We found that the National Presentations were more entertaining than the topic presentations, however we found that people were promoting their countries and being slightly unrealistic.

Topic Presentations

The presentations were extremely factual and gave a great deal of information.

We found that the Danish group focused on the religious side of the subject which was a refreshing point of view. 

The Romanian presentation was diverse and  was a very original, we particulary enjoyed the poetic way of presenting the facts. Unfortunately, visual aids (like pictures and posters) were absent.

Greece gave a different approach to their presentation. They included myths and legends of their home country, which slightly strayed from the main question however we thought that it was more interesting than just plain facts.

The Czech performance, being shorter in length, was connected with their national presentation. Subjects that were raised included Europeanism, European values and especially immigration. 

As for the Dutch group, their presentation focused on unity and diversity in Europe. 

The topic of the exchange and the discussions were interesting at first but after a while points were simply being repeated. Perhaps in future the topic could be more provocative and more interesting.

Accommodation

It would have been nice to have known some information about the hosting families beforehand. It is a good idea to be staying with people who know the area well and are of  same age of you.

Critical Comments

We feel that one week was not a long enough time and did not allow ample time for socializing between the different groups.  When considering the question for future PEEPS perhaps you could find a question that will allow different interpretations.

SVENDBORG

Activities

 The PEEP programme was very well organized. We especially liked that some of the seight seeings were voluntary, if we didn’t feel like going we could stay home and do what we wanted.    That was nice because there wasn’t any force involved. The castle of Karlstejn was in our opinion worth seeing. There were only two drawbacks: the guide spoke  English very well, but he had a terrible accent, which was hard to understand. And the second drawback was a lot more worse: everybody was so annoying and did not pay attention to the guide, because the group was too big, there were too many people. Next time it would be worth considering to be devided into smaller groups. But on the other hand we found the Castle interesting and all in all it was a nice relaxing excursion. 

 Bowling was great. We got mixed into groups, which was a good thing because in that way we got to know each other better. 

 The Singing Fountain was amazing. The music, the colours and the water were incredable in harmony. It was very romantic, a good place to go with your love ones. 

 Free time after school was enough. We managed to see what we expected before comming to Prague.

National and topic presentations

 The overall impression given by the presentations was positive although sometimes the amount of  reading directly from the paper was a bit annoying. The variation of methods used in the presentations was refreshing and made the process more interesting. The creativity in some of the presentations was very satisfying and must be maintained in the future.

Topic of the exchange

 The question seemed very simple at first but the following discussions were extremely interesting. It was a very relevant thing to talk about in those times where an increased European Union is probably on its way. It was very exciting to hear the responses and arguments from the different countries and it was surprising to see the similarities in our way of being and communicating.  

Europe and Europeanism

In the last week the increasing knowledge about each others culture and way of thinking has been a terribly good experience. Even if our cultural backgrounds are very different the atmosphere has been calm and positive. That maybe proves the fact that we are more alike than we seem and has given us a more complete view of what it is to be European.

Accommodation

The accommodation was rather satisfying. The Czech families have been very hospitable and we feel that we could not have asked for more. The hospitality (and quality of beer) of this country has been overwhelming and we very much like to learn more about your Czech culture in the future.

Critical comments

Honestly, we feel that the people who chose, who the exchange students should stay with, should have thought more about common hobbies between the hosts and the students. We have experienced several critical comments from students, who are disapointed having a host with totally different interests. Therefore it would maybe be a better idea to choose a host of the same gender, because girls and boys normally have different hobbies.     

Written and directed by:

Bjorn, Thure, Nina, Tania and Gabriele 

from

DENMARK

PRAGUE

Overall organization

Because we are the hosting group, our evaluation of this question will be a little bit different to the others. Because we are the Czechs and we live in the Prague, many outdoor activities were not very new for us. Anyway, the program was sometimes very interesting simply because we are the Czechs. For example the Chapel of St. Cross on the Castle of Karlstejn is something very special for all the Czechs.

In our opinion, the program was, generally spoken, quite well-balanced. The discussions were not without a break (either between the single discussions, or the hole-day pause on Wednesday), so we had enough time to relax. The program included sightseeing Prague (not very interesting for us, hahaha), the trip out of Prague, sport afternoon (much more interesting, hahaha), the Singing fountain and the brewery house (the most interesting, hahaha). 

We also had enough free time for our guests, to have a chat with them and so on.

The main aim of PEEP

All the presentations were quite exciting, and we learned many new things about all the countries, which were participating on the project. We could have seen, that every group choose specific way to present its country, school etc., what was positive. Although all the National presentations included much information (which might have been a little bit boring), but in the majority of cases, we saw it could be made in the interesting way.  

The Topic presentations were extremely interesting and we were all completely amazed. Everyone of them was completely different to the others and it really showed us many other ways of thinking. Some of them focused to the religion, some to the racism. The main topic was the immigration, which, as we could see, all the groups were especially interested in, and all of them mentioned it. It also brought us many things to think about and many questions for the discussions. Finally, we recognized, that although we are from the different countries, we all think in the same way.

The most important things in this project were the discussions. There were so many opinions that the topics could not have been exhausted in half an hour. Especially interesting were the discussions between the single people after the discussion conclusions. We want to emphasize, that this was one of the very best things on the hole project. Another one was, that now we know many other interesting people from the different parts of Europe. 

As we already wrote, the topics were really wide and we did not find some conclusion, which would make us able to say, that we found some conclusion of the topic.

Accommodation

Three of us were hosting and we can say, that our guests were nice and that we did not find any problems. Also, we hope that they were happy too.

Critical comments

A) The equipment of our school is not very good and it made the project more difficult for some groups. For example, we are very sorry, because the Romanian presentation was not complete without enough large pictures.

B) Unfortunately, many people were entering the PEEP room during the presentations and the discussions, what was sometimes disturbing us a bit.

C), In our opinion, it would be very good to do some final conclusion in the mixed groups.

To write a few words about the hole project, we want to say, that we are all quite happy for participating on this great thing. We also think, that it is really good project and it will be nice if it resists for the future.

Veronika Hromadkova

Katerina Kopalova

Michal Parizek

David Prihoda

Petra Svobodova  
EVALUATION OF THE PEEP PRAGUE 2002
BY THE COORDINATOR

Judged by what I saw and what other teachers said about the meeting, the principle aims of the PRAGUE PEEP 2002 project have been fulfilled.

1. The groups worked very hard, the topic presentations were on an extremely high level, their quality literally astonishing the teachers attending the course. The only weaker point seemed to be that the first discussions were rather superficial, conducted in the formal language of correctness rather than expressing real thoughts unread or unlearnt before. Therefore I tried to provoke more profound insight into the problems of Europe and Europeanism by asking problem questions.

The contents of the topic presentations and the evaluations of the discussions by the students are quoted above.

2. The cultural past of the exchange has also been successfully fulfilled (see the Programme) except two, hopefully minor problems:

a) At visiting the Karlštejn Castle the first group had an excellent guide and spoke very highly of the level of sightseeing, while the second group was rather disappointed by the fact that there were two many people in the group and the guide spoke very poor English.

b) At sightseeing Prague the group did not have enough time to see the Saint Vitus Cathedral in the Prague Castle because the Cathedral was closed at 4. p. m., something unheard of in the past. I apologize once more to the participants for not having checked the new closing time before its visiting.

3. There were two problems with the accommodation of the students, very exceptional but yet unpleasant. While in one case the fault was evidently on the hosting girl part and the hosting family was immediately replaced, in the other the incident aroused questions. What happened had already been discussed at two coordinators´ meetings at least but I feel it should be discussed again in Edinburgh and a final and obligatory result for each participating country should be achieved (see the following point).

4. The fact that Athens have not presented a written form of their Topic Presentation is very sad. The Prague coordinator, referring to a misunderstanding at one of the previous PEEP exchanges in Athens between Gymnazium J. Seiferta and Moraitis School, was very careful not to behave in a way that might revoke unsuitable suspicions: although the partcipants had been promised to be given the bulletin by two weeks, Prague waited for the Greek presentation for two months (!), urging it twice in Athens and once at Hilversum PEEP main coordinator´s office.

Waiting any longer than by 6th January 2003 would be very impolite towards other participants. This, and only this, is the reason why there is no Greeks Topic Presentation in this bulletin.

SUGGESTIONS TO DISCUSS AT THE COORDINATORS´ MEETING

I.

 At previous coordinators meetings the problem of responsibility and rights of hosting families and / or / versus accompanying teachers have been aroused.

The results of the discussions were very clear and followed the opinion of the Greek Moraitis School that moral standards and laws of the hosting country are priority number one. Therefore, the agreement was:

1. It is the hosting family that decides the time of evening returns from afternoon / evening activities after the official programme of the day has finished.

2. The hosting family is also the final authority on the unofficial programme itself; even if an accompanying teacher wants to take over the responsibility and take his / her students out to town or on a trip (guaranteeing the return in reasonable time, of course) the family may say no if it feels moral responsibility for the guest throughout the whole time of his / her stay. (This happened during PEEP in Athens, when the Czech students were not allowed to go with their teacher on an Sunday afternoon trip to Korinthos while there was not programme in their families, and were not been allowed to go with their teacher to the city in the afternoons and early evenings.)

3. Sometimes adult students (over 18) take part in the exchanges because small schools participating in the PEEP project cannot always guarantee finding students under 18 for the meeting. In this case even the adult student is obliged to follow the rules of the hosting family as well.

I have had considerable reservations about some of these points but I respected them. To my surprise they were not applied in the same way in Prague, when one of the visiting girls (the nationality is not important) was very dissatisfied with the fact that while other members of the group were out to town every evening, she was supposed to stay at home twice. To be fair I have to add up that the complaints were also directed to the standard of accommodation and poor English of the Czech hosting girl. I checked the first one and the family was immediately ready to make all the required measurements; as far as English is concerned, in my opinion some of the other hosts speak the same “poor” English, yet there were no complaints from other guests whatsoever. The mother of the hosting family explained that she did not allow the girls to go to the cinema one evening because the rest of the group were to visit a very bloody thriller, definitely not fit for he age of 15, 5 (guest) and 13,5 (host), and that she ordered the girls to be back home another night by 9 p. m., whereas the other students were allowed a later return. (Our small school was not able to get an older student to host, and we were very happy that one of the families agreed to accommodate the girl in the middle of the exchange.) Also, the accompanying teacher repeated to me several times that the girl is extremely dissatisfied with the fact that she cannot socialize with the rest of the group, so I suppose this was the main reason for the complaints.

I discussed the problem preliminarily with both the accompanying teacher of the girl, and with the teachers from Denmark and Holland and we came to a conclusion that the existing agreement should be discussed again in Edinburgh and that the following suggestions to change the present-day rules should be submitted for the discussion:

A) The hosting family is fully responsible for the guest only as long as the guest is staying with the family or is participating in the programme the family has prepared. The accompanying teacher, however, must be guaranteed the right to take over his group – naturally after informing the hosts about this – at any time and be with his students. The point is that the accompanying teacher is also responsible for the students, not only for their behaviour etc. but also for the way they spend their free time, and in many respects he is much more responsible than the hosting families. Also, PEEP is not being funded at all, and therefore is quite a costly matter to take part in for the students, and if they want to see more of the city / country in the free time and the family has no time or means to fulfil this wish, while the accompanying teacher is ready to take his group or individuals with him, he / she should be allowed to do so.

B) It is to be understand that the accompanying teacher will be very diplomatic in exercising this right and will not use it without a serious reason until the official programme is running or in the case the hosting family has prepared a rich programme; however, especially if the programme of the family seems not satisfying to the students, the teacher may replace the family.

C) It is obvious that the accompanying teacher taking over his / her students will negotiate with the hosting family the time of the evening return, reasonable and acceptable for both sides – no late evening parties except theatre performances or so are acceptable.

D) The adult members of the students´ group have all rights of the adults except drinking alcohol, i. e. they can move freely after the official programme of the day has finished; naturally they must inform the hosting family and their accompanying teacher where they are going and stick to the rule “it is the hosting family that decides what time for the return is considered reasonable”. Also, naturally, the adult students will be polite enough to accept the programme of the hosting family in most cases but is not obliged to if he / she wants to do something different.

I stress that these are only the points for the discussion in Edinburgh and for the coordinators to think about before me meet in Scotland. I do hope we will find a consensus that will enable us to avoid misunderstanding, painful for both sides.

II.

It is vitally important that the teachers and student have mobile phones with them. I realize that this sometimes may be a problem but it happened in Prague that one boy (nationality again is not important) got lost and phoned home scaring the parents to death, because the accompanying teacher did not have a mobile at all (i.e. he did not bring it with him from home).

III.

Firm rules should be agreed about in-time informing the hosting country about all the relevant data required for smooth preparation of the meeting. In Prague we were not able to inform some of the countries about the hosting families because we had not received the complete list of participants and the teacher from one country until only two days before their arrival (!), and, moreover, we were informed about the time of their arrival only after the group had already been sitting in the train, which information proved eventually to be wrong! I had tried to reach this partner by mail and phone many times before and got no response for months. Telephones, as it turned out, were running, though, so it was definitely not the problem of the internet connection failure. As everyone may imagine, this made our preparations a bit harder than it was necessary.

IV. As it is very uncomfortable and expensive to print and mail the bulletins I suggest that Electronic / CD ROM versions of the bulletin be accepted as a form of Evaluation of the meetings.

Jiří Kostečka

PEEP Coordinator

Gymnázium J. Seiferta

190 00 PRAHA 9 – Vysočany

