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The European meetings of people experiencing poverty (PeP meetings) are annual gatherings of
delegations of people with direct experiencing poverty coming from EU, EU applicant and EFTA
countries who meet to exchange, on policies that are impacting on their daily lives, with each
other and guests coming from National and EU Institutions, Social Partners, Social NGOs,
Academics and other relevant actors
The European Meetings contribute to the stated EU goal (in the Social OMC, Europe 2020,
Declaration of the 2010 EU Year to combat Poverty, Social Investment Package) to foster the
participation of people experiencing poverty and social exclusion.
For more information see: voicesofpovert-eu.net
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KEY MESSAGES FROM THE 2014 PeP MEETING
“As citizens we do not just seek understanding, sympathy and support from politicians, but also
strive to assert rights, and to demand that politicians correct themselves when we notice that
they are wrong. The main message I want to send is: to bring back Europe to its citizens.”
Juliy Zhotev, Bulgarian Delegation

“I am confident that EU financial instruments like the European Social Fund and the Fund for
European Aid to the Most Deprived can help to make a difference."
Commissioner Andor
“The words on paper that the ESF will have 20% earmarked for fighting poverty and social
exclusion is not enough. People in poverty are tired of empty promises. The European Commission
and the European Parliament must act to ensure that Member States deliver their commitments
with an increase in the quantity and quality of projects that tackle poverty and foster inclusion.”
Sérgio Aires, President of EAPN

5 Key Messages on the Use of Structural Funds to fight Poverty and Social Exclusion
Message 1: Words are not enough

The next round of Structural Funds will provide increased funding for fighting poverty and
exclusion with 20% of the European Social Fund earmarked for social inclusion and the
requirement to develop anti-poverty strategies. People in poverty insist this must not be an
empty promise. They insist that the European Commission and the European Parliament must
ensure that Member States deliver on this commitment with an increase in the quantity and
quality of projects that tackle poverty and foster inclusion. Vigorous monitoring and reporting on
how the 20% earmarked for social inclusion is used, is expected.
Message 2: Trust in Anti-Poverty NGOs is needed

Many of the delegations expressed the feeling that Authorities behave as if they don’t have trust
in NGOs. Unless this trust is developed and local and national anti-poverty NGOs get more access
to Structural Funds many of those who need support and opportunities the most will not be
reached. This is particularly the case for individual and groups who as well as experiencing
poverty experience discrimination such as migrants, Roma and Travellers. NGOs are also better
placed to deliver projects that address broader social inclusion and participation beyond narrow
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employment-only approaches which are so necessary to reach to people and communities
experiencing multiple disadvantages. Managing the funds must not be so unnecessarily
bureaucratic as to effectively exclude NGOs from receiving funding.
Message 3: Anti-Poverty NGOs are partners for the Structural Funds

The legal framework says that all stakeholders have to participate in the process. It is no longer
something we just hope for, it is compulsory. Anti-Poverty NGOs should be part of the
Committees planning, implementing and evaluating the use of structural funds.
Message 4: Anti-Poverty NGOs need access to transnational learning

The 20% allocated for social inclusion and/or technical assistance funds should include
transnational measures defending a Social Europe. Civil society, including people with direct
experience of poverty, have expertise and they should be able to exchange and learn from
experiences across EU countries including sharing case studies on projects to fight poverty and
social exclusion.
Message 5: Structural Funds are very helpful but coherence is needed

Structural Funds are very helpful but they cannot close the gap from damage inflicted by policies,
such as cuts in services and social protection, negative country-specific recommendations, tax
avoidance or cheating. Large scale corruption is a major problem in many European countries
and this corruption can also feature in how Structural Funds are used and can undermine much
of the good that the funds can make. Coherence in policies is needed.

5 Key Messages from the Thematic Workshops:
Message 1: Access to adequate Minimum Income Workshop

Poor quality minimum income schemes trap people in poverty and desperation, are often linked
to poor quality employment and the two together contribute to growing “grey” economy, which
makes difficulties for everybody. In countries with better schemes many people only need the
scheme for a short time, but even in these countries some people also need other support such
as social and cultural.
Message 2: Migration and Poverty Workshop

Ensure that the human rights of migrants are respected. Ensuring migrants a path to regular
status and a limit processing time will be essential to ensure their social Inclusion. Fostering selforganised and local based initiatives is key to successful outcomes.
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Message 3: Wealth and Inequality Workshop

Inequality has a huge impact on the self-esteem and mental health of people and is a waste of
human potential! The problem is not scarce resources, but unequal distribution. Inequality is the
consequence of political choices so change is possible. More progressive tax systems and tackling
tax evasions is needed and necessary for the provision of decent and accessible essential services
and high level social protection systems. As well as looking at minimum income, we should look
also at maximum income. We have a common interest, equal societies are better for everybody.
Message 4: Homelessness workshop

Participation is not just about re-integration of individuals but also about helping to provide
better services. We need the 4 Ps: it must be good for the person, must be good for practice,
must be good for policies and must lead to appropriate perception of homeless people. You need
to share power all the time so that people don’t feel that their voices aren’t heard. To build
incentive and motivation there is a need for follow-up and change and not only tokenistic
engagement.
Message 5: Youth and Poverty Workshop

It is necessary to broaden the focus of policy interventions from youth unemployment to wider
social participation, including the fight against youth poverty and social exclusion. Priority needs
to be given to quality youth work which should ensure that young people from key groups and
communities are not left behind including, migrants, minorities, people with disabilities and
people from disadvantaged areas and regions. Investment in employment should ensure quality
and durable entry level jobs that answer not only labour market needs but also young people’s
dreams.
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INTRODUCTION
The European Meetings of People experiencing Poverty have played an important role in driving
the development of the direct participation of people experiencing poverty. The European
meeting is a key visible moment but more importantly it acts as a catalyst for national processes
of participation and national meetings. The European Meetings have been well documented and
positively evaluated (see www.eapn.eu and http://voicesofpoverty-eu.net/).
The first of these meetings was organised by the Belgian Government in 2001 as part of the EU
inclusion process launched by the Lisbon European Council (March 2000). The meetings continue
to contribute to key EU processes including the follow up of the poverty target of the Europe
2020 strategy and the EU Social Investment Package. The meetings have helped to keep poverty
and social exclusion visible on the European agenda. They have contributed to key areas of policy
development such as, adequacy of minimum income, child poverty, housing and homelessness,
indebtedness, the links between discrimination and poverty (particularly the realities for Roma
and Traveller communities) and the impact of liberalization on access to public services.
The meetings have put faces to the thousands of people experiencing poverty in Europe,
including the different realities for women and men and experiences throughout the life cycle.
In addition the meetings provide a ‘barometer’ in relation to social and economic developments
in Europe. The processes associated to this meeting assist in the journey from ‘people
experiencing poverty’ to ‘activists with direct experience of poverty’. Past participants are now
playing important roles in Anti-Poverty Organisations.
Objectives of the European Meetings

 To empower the delegates in their journey from People experiencing Poverty to Activists with
direct experience of poverty engaged in their communities and organisations.
 To strengthen the participation of people experiencing poverty in Anti-Poverty NGOs and
relevant policy making processes at local, national and EU levels.
 To facilitate exchange and learning and to stimulate further exchanges and joint projects.
 Reality Check: on the similarities and differences in different countries and for guests to check
the reality of their approaches to fight poverty, against the experience on the ground and to
adjust their policies and actions as necessary
 To strengthen the participation of people experiencing poverty in relevant EU processes
Who are the meetings for?

Invited National  People experiencing poverty who are starting to connect to anti-poverty
organisations
Delegations
 Some previous delegates to help with continuity
Guests
 Rep of National and EU level Institutions (Political and Functionaries)
 Rep of NGOs, Social Partners, Academics and other relevant actors
General Public:

Some elements of the meeting are open to the General Public. The meeting
can be followed on twitter #2014PEP
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OPENING PLENARY
The Opening Plenary was chaired by Sergio Aires, President of EAPN, who welcomed the
delegates and guest and introduced the speakers. The Opening Plenary also gave a space to
delegates to exchange messages and slogans that gives them hope to continue in the fight against
poverty and social exclusion. Some of these messages are highlighted throughout this report.

Juliy Zhotev, Bulgarian Delegation, Message from the PeP Meetings

I enjoy the opportunity to be here to welcome you, the citizens of the European Union
participating in the Meeting of People Experiencing Poverty. We are here because we are poor
people, but along with that, we are also citizens and I prefer to emphasize the latter.
As citizens we do not just seek understanding,
sympathy and support from politicians, but also strive
to assert rights, and to demand that politicians correct
themselves when we notice that they are wrong.

“We the citizens don’t want only
charity or solidarity we want
rights”.
Slogan Portuguese delegation

I say this because when I was approached to speak here at this meeting I reviewed the documents
of the previous meeting and saw that the citizen Milan Furak from the Czech Republic had said
that the authorities and the governments were not concerned about poverty. But Mr. Furak had
expressed hope that the messages of the poor would be heard because the Meeting of the people
experiencing poverty was attended by representatives of the institutions that elaborate the
policies. Nothing of the sort happened. The hope of Milan Furak did not come true. At least in
Bulgaria nothing significant and positive happened. If it had happened somewhere, I would ask
the representatives of that country to let us know.
Why with so lengthy and negative changes, and the strong dissatisfaction with them, the EU
citizens could not resist and restrict or terminate unwanted changes? Some of the reasons for
the unfulfilled hope of Mr. Furak can be found in other messages of the 13th meeting of the
people experiencing poverty.
There, Pierre Baussand, the Director of Social Platform, said a remarkable truth - policies that
were implemented during the last 20 years (actually - the period is longer) are the cause of
increased poverty and inequalities, and reduction of social cohesion. As evidence, he pointed out
that taxation of high incomes had decreased from 60-70% to 40%. Indeed, slowly and
systematically key components of the European social model have been removed which were
the hallmark, and I would say, a pillar of European civilization. Thus, the EU made a significant
contribution to achieving the remarkable result: 85 people own more wealth than half of the
population of the world.
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These policies were implemented despite the widespread disapproval and disagreement of
citizens - not only poor people and their organizations disagreed. Many rich people also do not
approve of these policies - this became evident at the last forum in Davos. The church also does
not approve of them. But the policies did not change during the last two decades; they did not
change in the last eight years when poverty, at least in Bulgaria, already became unbearable.
Such political practice is possible only in the decline of democracy and political participation. The
great and sad truth is that representative democracy is very limited, to the extent that some see
it as an illusion. A gap occurred between our idea of democracy and real democracy. Democratic
institutions and procedures are maintained, but the level of real democracy decreased.
Therefore, the erosion of real democracy remained invisible.
Therefore the President of the European Anti-Poverty Network, Sergio Aires, was quite right
when he stated that the fight against poverty was a key part of the fight for democracy. Now this
statement is as good as then.
The other pillar of democratic societies is also strongly distorted, namely the participation of
citizens, including people experiencing poverty, in the political process of decision making. I think
that more and more effective institutional arrangements and procedures of participation are
needed to ensure a real influence of the citizens and their organizations on the political process
of decision making.
However, for effective civil participation that is able to influence, one needs something else informed, knowledgeable and active citizen who has enough information and the capacity to
analyse it, to discuss and engage on the basis of information and knowledge. I think I will not
overdo with negativity to say that not enough is being done to make such citizens. And the
opportunities for people to be citizens are even deliberately limited. Therefore, the citizens and
their organizations are not champions of discourse practices. Long ago John Lennon had said:
“they're like mushrooms, feed 'em shit and keep 'em in the dark ...” Benjamin Barber speaks of
infantilization of individuals. Childish people and mushrooms cannot be informed citizens who
are actively involved.
It is not by chance that at the previous meeting Mr. Martin Schulz mentioned that a better access
to information is also needed. Probably there are also other things necessary to achieve what
President Sarkozy suggested at a meeting in Davos - to leave the civilization of experts and begin
to solve together the issues that are of everyone’s concern. Recently I read a report on the
European Semester which shows what happens when participation and access to information
are limited, and knowledge (information processing) is intentionally distorted.
Another view can be added to the views from the previous Meeting of people experiencing
poverty – that of Mr. Ian Johnson, Secretary General of the Club of Rome, who in 2011 said (here
in Brussels) that economies and policies have strayed from traditional values. This diversion from
basic European values such as justice, equality, fairness, reciprocity, today is a central problem in
the EU.
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But what happens with European civilization if its main pillars - universal values, transparency
and access to information, creating authentic, socially useful knowledge, democracy, citizenship
and participation – are undermined. The Italian professor (Luciano Gallino) is probably right
when he says that European civilization is in crisis. All this reminded me of the painting, “The
Rape of Europa”. The myth of the ‘rape of Europa’ seems a question of the present day because
in the last decades Europe has been kidnapped and taken away from its citizens.
So, the main message I want to send is: to bring back Europe to its citizens. However, I guess it
takes more than a strategy to combat poverty for this to happen. We need a strategy to
strengthen the mechanism, which can return Europe to its citizens. The name of this mechanism
is known - inclusive societies. I suppose that to construct this mechanism takes at least several
components:
First, a strategy to make an informed, knowledgeable, active citizen who has a high capacity to
participate effectively in the decision making. A main means of achieving this goal is an alliance
between citizenship and knowledge. This is awesome task that requires collaboration between
citizens and scientists, but also a focus of the attention on science policy, on the organization of
the social sciences, the education system, including lifelong learning.
Second, restriction of political control over the organizations of citizens. The means for such
control are many, but I will mention funding. We need a system to finance civil activity that does
not depend on the political situation. The support for civil conduct cannot be left to the
politicians. Therefore, I welcome the idea to be discussed more efficient use of the European
Social Fund.
Third, to establish a legal framework and procedures that provide civil society organizations with
more opportunities to influence the political process of decision-making, including broad public
disclosure and discussion of key issues or referenda on issues of particular concern. Especially
important for civil influence is the regular civil social assessments of policies.
In my view these are the main parts of a mechanism that can not only set up and implement a
successful strategy to combat poverty, but also to return ‘Europe’ to its citizens.

Paul Rosiers and Elke Vandermeerschen EAPN Task Force Stakeholder Engagement
Paul Rosiers and Elke Vandermeerschen were part of the EAPN Task Force that produced a
guide on stakeholder engagement. They said that they hoped to inspire decision-makers at all
levels to take the next step to drive forward genuine and effective stakeholder dialogue with
the people who bear the brunt of the policies! Stakeholder engagement describes a broad
inclusive, continuous process of debate and interaction between government and stakeholder
that builds to a regular structured relationship. The guide identified the following core
principles for stakeholder engagement.
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Participative
Inclusive
Respectful
Continuous and two way
Open
Transparent
Accountable
Coherent
Effective

They described the added value of Stakeholder Engagement as the following:
 Bringing in essential expertise & knowledge
 Empowering people & communities
 Promoting mutual learning & understanding
 Building consensus, accountability & legitimacy
 Raising visibility & public awareness
 Enhancing coordination
Key EU Policy Frameworks where stakeholder engagement should be practiced include: the
Social Open Method of Coordination, the Europe 2020 strategy, the European Platform Against
Poverty, and the Social Investment Package. They also brought attention to he new EU treaty
article supporting civil dialogue.
They described the current challenges as: a lack of meaningful participation, scepticism about
the EU & Europe 2020 in light of the growing levels of poverty and inequality and the need for
coherence between different policy fields. They challenged the notion that stakeholder
engagement wastes a lot of time. By contributing to effective policies it saves time and is an
investment, the time is only wasted if it is not done effectively!
The key policy actors that should be included in stakeholder engagement include:
 Decision-makers
 Technicians / Policy Advisers
 Representatives of public institutions
 Civil-dialogue officers
 Other Stakeholders
 People with direct experience of poverty
 NGO’s
 Social Partners
 Researchers
 Informal citizen groups and initiatives
They described the key features of effective stakeholder engagements as the following:
 Clear definition of the scope and terms of the dialogue and engagement: what you want to
achieve and how, within what timeframe
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Engage the right stakeholders
Establish clear coordination and contact point for stakeholders
Invest in the engagement – allocate the resources
Invest in effective methodology, before, during and after
Invest in capacity building: of administration, decision-makers and stakeholders- to learn
more about each other, but also to develop their skills for participating better in this kind of
processes
Establish or strengthen the legal framework for civil dialogue
Promote mutual learning and exchange on methodologies and results with other
administrations and at EU level.
Evaluate, adjust & mainstream

To create the right framework at EU level to promote stakeholder dialogue the following steps
should be taken:
 Develop Guidelines for Stakeholder Engagement in Europe 2020 and use the Guidelines to
develop standards for the involvement of stakeholders
 Redesign the format of The Annual Convention of the European Platform against Poverty
and Social Exclusion
 Provide the necessary funding for the establishment of participatory processes related to
the Europe 2020 poverty target
 Provide the necessary on-going financial and political support for a yearly European
Meeting of People Experiencing Poverty to link to the Convention and key EU processes.
 Develop the ‘Knowledge Bank’, as proposed in the Social Investment Package Use
 Organise (face to face) mutual learning exchanges between Member States and regional
authorities, with the involvement of civil society representatives
 Invest in the work of local, regional, national and EU organisations working with and for
people with direct experience of poverty
 Give clear guidance to Member States as to what is expected with respect to consultation
and participation.
 Use the upcoming Mid-term Review of the Europe 2020 Strategy as an excellent
opportunity to follow these recommendations and make the Europe 2020 Strategy shared,
supported and effective!

Franca Biondelli, Undersecretary, Ministry for Labour and Social Affairs, Italian Presidency of
the Council of the European Union
Ms Biondelli EAPN, the European Anti-Poverty Network (European Anti-Poverty Network) for the
organisation of the event and the European Commission for its support. She stressed that these
meetings are important to bring the views of people experiencing poverty in the process of
defining strategies aimed at fighting poverty, not only in Brussels but in each country. She
stressed the importance of promoting the direct participation of people experiencing poverty in
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public debates on these issues in the various territories. She also highlight the importance of the
opportunity to compare the different realities in the different European countries.
She stressed how important it is to keep visible the commitments in the Europe 2020 strategy
and its vision of "social" for the European model as expressed through including among the
objectives of the Strategy also the fight against poverty and social exclusion, in particular by
setting a target to reduce by 20 million the number of people in poverty and social exclusion by
2020 for the Union as a whole.
She informed the delegates and guests that in the session of the Informal Council of Ministers of
Labour and Social Policy, held on 17 July, Minister Poletti put combating poverty at the center of
the reflection, in particular by stressing that the European Structural funds must play an
important role in supporting the follow up of the poverty reduction target. She also informed
that in Italy the dedicated to specific thematic objective ‘Promoting social inclusion and
combating poverty’ 3.8 billion of the 42.5 total of European support that will be available, to
which must be added the national co-financing. As part of the proposals to use this money the
Italian National Operational Programme has as one of its main elements the implementation of
actions to identify the supports needed for implementing the active inclusion approach. This will
involve a programme to combat poverty where the use of economic aid is accompanied by a pact
that individual beneficiaries will conclude with local social services.
She also welcomed the establishment within the framework of social cohesion policies the new
fund to support the poorest people in the European Union with food and other material aid,
which Italy will avail of.
She concluded by stressing that only with the widest possible participation can we plan the best
interventions and only with the involvement of all will we implement them in the best way. This
is the challenge that awaits us and the European meetings of people experiencing poverty, now
with a long history, contributes decisively to this process.

Stefan Olsson, Head of Unit, European Commission, Directorate General for Employment,
Social Affairs and Inclusion

Mr Olsson first welcomed the delegates to the meeting and thanked them for all the work they
had done to prepare for the meeting and expressed the hope that the exchanges at the meeting
would strengthen their resolve to engage in influencing how EU Funds are used and would
generate ideas for good use of structural funds.
He first emphasised that the Commission today is in an interesting position; a new Commission
will be in place in 1-2 months’ time. He reminded that some positive statements about the
importance of a social Europe have been made by Mr Juncker and that we can have hope that
poverty and social issues will remain on the Commission agenda.
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He emphasised that it was timely to discuss the use of structural funds. The new regulations
should result in more spending on social inclusion. The importance the EU attaches to
investment in people is shown by the fact that for the programming period 2014-2020 the ESF
has a share of at least 23,1% of the Cohesion policy budget, or €80,3 billion in current prices.
Moreover, the Member States have to allocate at least 20% of their ESF budget to fight social
exclusion.
He reminded that the ESF targets young people by supporting the Youth Employment Initiative
which is to support young people not in employment, education or training in regions
experiencing high levels of youth unemployment. The ESF and the YEI will help Member States
to implement their Youth Guarantee Implementation Plans. He also reminded that the new rules
for the ESF insists that social partners and bodies representing the civil society at national,
regional and local levels are involved throughout the whole ESF programme cycle.
Lastly he drew attention to the new Fund for European Aid to the most deprived (FEAD) which
seeks to ensure that the poorest people can benefit from European solidarity. The FEAD bridges
a gap in EU cohesion policy, by helping the most vulnerable people through temporary but
tangible aid including food aid and access to other forms of material assistance.
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REPORTS OF WORKSHOPS ON FUNDING THE FIGHT AGAINST POVERTY
“When the spider webs combine they are strong enough to tie up a line”
Slogan UK delegation
Workshop Red Room
Messages:
 It is very difficult for small NGOs to apply for and access funding. PROPOSALS: national EAPNs
apply as platforms, and then distribute the money in the network; explore other ways that
funds can be made more accessible; language (as in EU jargon and meaningless questions on
applications) are a big obstacle.
 Look at broader social inclusion and participation, beyond labour market needs and narrow
employment-only approached.
 Let’s make the partnership principle really work and ensure that NGOs are real partners in the
design and delivery of funds. PROPOSALS: Develop user-friendly tools and capacity building
for NGOs to participate and take ownership.
 Combat short-termism and incoherence between projects and policy. PROPOSAL: We need
long-term vision, avoiding a fallout in support and services because the project has ended;
make social and gender impact assessment mandatory for both projects and policy.
 Consistency between different types of EU funds, coherent with a holistic approach.
Question:
How can you guarantee that 1& of the “Jobs and growth package” of 300 billion euro will be
dedicated to building partnership and capacity?
Workshop Green Room
Messages:
 Bureaucracy – those giving and managing funds should trust NGOs with the money; often all
the requirements are making it easier for consultancies and others with resources to manage
such burdensome rules.
 Sustainability – all funding now looks for innovation, although new ideas don’t necessarily
deliver long-term impact and innovation can take precedent over existing projects even where
Social Impact Assessment has shown the benefit of the projects for a community.
 Capacity Building – those managing and giving funds and the public authorities should listen
to the people who really experience problems and build their capacity to use the money so
that they manage to change their lives.
Question:
Why is it that NGOs who include the people working directly on the ground are not accessing the
money to make a difference in the lives of their communities?
Workshop Orange Room
Messages:
 Support small, simple, prefunded and local needs-based projects!
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 Structural Funds will only deliver if we have an EU integrated anti-poverty strategy!
 Good projects require trusting partnership with NGOs supported by quality technical
assistance!
 Projects need to be evaluated based on quality and successful lessons learned must be
translated into policies.
Questions:
 Are you convinced that using SF the way it is planned now will actually fight poverty
effectively?
 Listening to our messages, what will be your solution to our problems and how will you ensure
a proper balance of social and economic concerns?
Workshop Blue Room
Messages
 Empowerment is the priority – not just employment! – help
people’s self-esteem, culture, build common initiatives
together…
 Pathway support to quality employment is also important –
particularly where no safety net.
 Need long-term and sustainable funding, which can provide
life-long support to people.
 Start from what works, identified through national
evaluation, then support what works rather than
reinventing the wheel.
 We don’t always need a lot of money – to listen, empower
and to build the society we want.

“We have a joke – in order
to get a button, you have
to make the entire coat.
This
means
that,
sometimes, we need to
include
in
projects
activities which are not
really needed, only to
meet the criteria in the
call.”
Latvian delegate

Questions:
 How is the EU going to make the Government responsible/accountable for the 20% of ESF on
poverty – to show it’s been spent in the way its intended?
 How will they involve people in poverty who are directly impacted with these projects in the
evaluation?
Workshop Purple room
Messages:
 We recommend more transparency to ensure that the funds destined to Structural Funds are
being used and that they are using them properly. It’s important that people know where their
money is going.
 20% of the money going to Social Funds is not enough. Poor people get less money than
animals, they deserve more and better than this!
 A percentage if the money should be fixed to support the participation of people experiencing
poverty and should be not only to employment, but also to health, housing, culture.
 There should be a Council at European level for People Experiencing Poverty.
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Question:
The Europe 2020 goal is to reduce poverty by at least 20 million people (there are even more
than before at this moment). The recommendations of European Commission has been to cut in
Social Expenses by the Member States. Where is the coherence in policy in this? How will you
reach the goals of EU2020?

REPORT OF WORKSHOP ON COMBATING POVERTY AND EXCLUSION OF
MIGRANTS
Messages:
 Abandon the Dublin 3 agreement.
 Provide migrants a path to regular status and limit
processing time.
 Ensure access to basic services and information on
rights and obligations to migrants.
 Foster social, self-organised, local initiatives
 Ensure that human rights of migrants are respected
and enforced and that international monitoring on
situation of migrants is ensured.
Question:
How can the EU change policy to value migrants as
contributors?

“I am a single mother of two,
and I am an immigrant.
Although I am a trained nurse
and I also have a university
degree, I can’t find work
because of my children and my
migrant status. I don’t lose
hope though – because Europe
is the place where dreams can
still come true”.
Portuguese delegate

REPORT OF WORKSHOP ON WEALTH
Messages:
 Inequality has a huge impact on the self-esteem and mental health of people. This means also
a waste of human resources. It’s a waste of human potential!
 The problem is not the resources, but the unequal distribution: 10 % of the population has
got 86 % of the Wealth! The rest has to share 14% left. The world richest 85 people own the
same wealth as the half of the population of the world.
 This level of inequality is the consequence of political choices and social and economic policies:
there is a link between the rich & powerful and the political elite.
 We have a common interest, equal societies are better for everybody. We are the majority.
Change can happen!
Solutions:
 More fair, more progressive tax system and tackling tax evasions
 As well as looking at minimum income, we should maybe also look also at maximum income.
 We need the tax money for decent services (health, education, also forms of inequalities) and
social protection systems
 Crack down on financial secrecy
17

Question:
Given that wealth inequality is growing, the need for a progressive tax system is key to move
forward. What can the EU do? Can the EU build a more common, more equal progressive tax
system that reduces inequality?

REPORT OF WORKSHOP ON HOMELESSNESS
Messages:
 Participation is not just about re-integration of
“I’ve been homeless for three years individuals but also about helping to provide
no place to be, mental health
better services. It must be good for the person,
problems. When I joined this
must be good for the practice (service) - must be
organisation I was nothing but
good for policies - must lead to appropriate
working for it changed my life.
perception of homeless people. 4P’s: Person Having a human being in front of you
Practice - Policy - Perception.
who lived the same things saved my
 Share power all the time
life. Currently have 15 volunteers. I
am valuable - we all are.”
 Incentive/motivation but also need for follow-up,
need for change, not only tokenistic
Scottish delegate.
 The question should be ‘what’s your dream’ not
‘what’s your problem’
 Knowledge - awareness - movement - pressure that’s what going to make a change.
Questions:
 What responsibilities will the EU take and how can we hold the EU accountable to what we
discuss today?
 Why aren’t you using our resources and knowledge to have an EU legislative framework on
participation?

REPORT OF THE YOUTH AND POVERTY WORKSHOP
Messages:
“Recognition of youth work is
 Give young people their hope and their future back,
very important.”
through trust, empowerment and participation.
 Invest in quality and durable entry level jobs, which
Macedonian delegate
answer not only labour market needs, but also young
people’s dreams.
 Guarantee equal access to quality education opportunities, including non-formal, fighting
segregation, discrimination and bullying.
 Priorities quality youth work, to ensure that young people from key groups (migrants,
minorities, with disabilities, from disadvantaged regions etc. are not left behind.
Question:
How to broaden the focus of policy interventions from youth unemployment to wider social
participation, including the fight against youth poverty and social exclusion?
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REPORT OF WORKSHOP ON ADEQUATE INCOME
Messages:
 Decent minimum income schemes are good for the economy and the whole society.
 Poor quality minimum income schemes trap people in poverty, are often linked to poor quality
employment and the two together contribute to growing “grey” economy, which makes
difficulties for everybody.
 Good quality minimum income schemes work. In countries with better schemes many people
only need the scheme for a short time, but even in these countries for some people the
minimum income scheme is not enough and they need other support such as social and
cultural.
Questions:
 When will we have decent minimum income schemes that allow people to live in dignity in
every country?
 What can the Commission and the European Parliament do if countries make no serious effort
to implement minimum income schemes? Can other countries help? What can NGOs do?

Market place at the 14th PeP Meeting
The Market place was an evening activity that allowed delegates and guests to exchange in an
informal setting, information and materials on the everyday work that they do to combat
poverty and social exclusion and to build solidarity. The market places also allowed for an
exchange of drinks and typical foods from all the different 30 countries present. The market
place was opened by Lieve Fransen, Director, Europe 2020: Social Policies, DG Employment,
Social Affairs and Inclusion, European Commission.

19

PLENARY: FEEDBACK FROM WORKSHOPS AND DISCUSSIONS
The plenary with the feedback from the discussions was chaired by Heather Roy, President Social
Platform, and Secretary General Eurodiaconia. Delegates from each workshop were appointed
to make the feedback from their workshops. A panel was then invited to respond to the messages
and questions form the workshops. Given the time constraints the responses were manly to do
with the reports from the workshops on funding the fight against poverty.
Some time for open questioning from the delegates raised additional questions and comments
as follows:
 Simple and effective administration procedures and practices are needed for smaller
organisations to access EU Funds, the forms used are meant for the big organisations,
governmental organisations, who access all the money that should reach us. Small pools
should be set up in Member States where small organisations can access those small pools.
Does the EU and Member Sates want to do this?
 My question goes in the same direction as the person before me. The small NGOs are not
really consulted, they have a range of problems which they face. It’s a huge problem for us;
we cannot be properly supported, change must happen. We understand we also need checks,
but the types of checks and controls need to be in proportional to the small grants we want
to access. Element of trust I always find lacking.
 Want to stress recommendation: creation of EU committee of people experiencing poverty.
 People are ill and homeless, should the order not really be health then housing then work?
“Before we speak about employability, we need to go back to the root of the problem and
look at health, education, income, and rights.”
Representative of European Volunteering Centre






The hope in Europe is poor, minimum Income shames in all or nearly all countries cannot
allow people to live in dignity, accommodation, food energy are all getting more expensive.
Yet we don’t see the EU responding to these issues in a way that works.
People with disabilities should not be left outside of these programmes. If one part of society
is not feeling well it will spread to everybody. A wider definition of inclusion is needed.
When a governments isn’t interested nor wanting to involve people with first-hand
experience and knowledge of poverty, what can the EU do?
How can you see that countries use money for social aspects?
As well as minimum income we would like to add the question of Minimum European LIVING
wage.
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Zoltán Kazatsay, Deputy Director-General, EU Commission for Employment, Social Affairs and
Inclusion, responsible for the ESF
In response to the feedback Mr Kazatsay concentrated on the issue of the involvement of NGOs
in the delivery of structural funds. He said that he was a bit puzzled because according to the
information available NGOs are far more involved in the implementation of projects funded by
structural funds than was indicated in the feedback. He said this involvement of NGOs is essential
because of the knowledge they have of what works on the ground. He stressed that the
regulations for the use of structural funds specially allows for NGO involvement and the
programmes should be drawn up in partnership with NGOs. He stressed that there is trust in NGO
activities and he encouraged delegates to be in touch with NGOs who are active in structural
funds projects.
Regarding the 20% of the European Social Fund (ESF) ring fenced for social inclusion he stressed
that it is clearly in the regulations which are legal obligations for those who manage the funds.
He stressed that the actual content of what the 20% is spent on is important and that this is
where your representative organisations can help to influence the content of the programmes
and the projects which are covered by this 20%.
He stressed that ESF money cannot be used to pay
social assistance or to give money directly to those in
need, the funds should be used to establish
something for people to get back into society or get
some skills in order to be able to work, or to improve
the infrastructure so there is a better delivery of
social assistance. He stressed that employment is
the main target for the use if ESF funds.

“A lot of money is spent on acquiring
skills, but there are no jobs available,
a lot of people with qualifications still
can’t find employment.”
Romanian delegate

He also said that through the structural funds we are not in the position to give the money
directly, it passes through the Member State because they are adding their part to the money.
This is the shared management system and the responsibility is common. The Commission
requests the Member States to prepare every year a report on how the money was used and
how many people have been reached and what part of the money spent on social inclusion
matters. These annual reports are an important source of information.
He acknowledged the message from the delegates that people coming to this event hear the
same thing every year and that they can’t see the follow up of their recommendations. He
assured that many people work hard to ensure follow up so there is a real problem with
communication to get the message across about what is done.
He acknowledge the importance of the workshop on youth. He said many issues relate to political
priorities and the youth guarantee was a political repose to try to address the growing problem
of youth unemployment. He pointed out that the ESF targets young people by topping up the
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Youth Employment Initiative (YEI). This initiative will exclusively support young people not in
employment, education or training in regions experiencing youth unemployment rates above
25%. The ESF and the YEI will contribute where the challenges are most acute and in particular
help Member States to implement their Youth Guarantee Implementation Plans.
Thomas Dominique, President Social Protection Committee
Mr Dominique first acknowledged the expertise of the delegates in the room whom he said know
what poverty is about. He acknowledge that it is difficult to respond to all of the feedback and
to tie together all the different aspects. He said this is also true in general for the EU where it is
difficult to add all the different parts of the story together.
He acknowledged that there are still very fundamental problems. Innovation, employment and
growth is what is spoken about. Even if the Europe 2020 strategy identified inclusive growth as
one of the three overarching objectives, it is still difficult to speak about social issues at European
level. We all want social cohesion in Europe but yet the policies to achieve social cohesion remain
difficult to get attention to.
He acknowledged that the situation in Europe is very diverse and that it is getting worse in a
number of countries. However despite this social divergence the framework to effectively deal
with these social problems is far from adequate.
On the question of access to structural funds he heard the message that it is so hard for smaller
NGOs to access support and funds and he acknowledged that this is often the case. He suggested
that reporting back on measures implemented and exchange on best practice and also on what
didn’t work might be one of the best ways for NGOs to develop arguments and ideas for projects
to be supported by the funds. He stressed that the institutions need to monitor the outcomes
from the use of the 20% of ESF earmarked for social inclusion.
He suggested that while good use of the funds is an essential that the funds will not dramatically
change poverty in Europe. He therefore stressed that we need to impact on the big strategies, to
ensure that there is a balance between economic and social policies. He stressed that the
midterm review of the Europe 2020 should be a good opportunity to get involved, to ensure the
fight against poverty is strengthened and to ensure a framework for coordination on social
policies is strengthened and to ensure progress on the social dimension in the European Union.
Karima Delli, Member European Parliament (Green Group)
The European strategy is not the right one. The Lisbon strategy said it was going to eradicate
poverty, and poverty has increased. The Europe 2020 strategy target is to reduce poverty by 20
million, I don’t know why it is this figure particularly, but the reality is poverty is dramatically
increasing. We know what tools we have and what Member States have to do, so we know what
to do but we don’t have the political courage to make poverty eradication the priority. An
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unequal society is one that cannot move forward. Bring people together, rich and the poor that
is what we want.
To come back to this fight for funding, I heard delegates say, I am fed up with people telling me
that access to work will solve poverty, even in work people are experiencing poverty. Working
poor, minimum income, minimum European wage, these are the issues and now is the time for
the EU to act on these issues. Structural funds themselves: were negotiated with NGOs. We need
to work with people, to listen to people and their needs, to know how to help people before
starting to write the legal texts. We need to get out of the mentality that people need to get out
poverty through work. Decent work, I like it. A decent work is where you feel good about your
job, live from it, when you aren’t not excluded by it: unfortunately today we have to say that too
many people are wasting their lives while trying to earn their living.
We need to simplify things, if associations can work with structural funds more effectively. Some
do not even dare to use them. People need to be given hope again in the Structural funds.
Thousands of people are using them and its working. Why don’t we have platforms to show
people how they work, give examples so people do not think ‘we can’t’.
It’s true that when we talk about immigration we get the impression that it is a huge problem.
‘Immigration is wealth for Europe’ that is the message we need to be sending out. People use
immigrants as an escape group; we all have to share the same rights. I would like the Commission
and Council to launch a true campaign on immigration. I will fight every day to for Europe to find
solidarity again and respect minorities.
To the lady from Greece who spoke about taxation, there is plenty of money; if we have the
courage to shut down the tax havens and the systems that allows public wealth to slip into private
wealth that is creating hugely destructive inequality. We need to fight against social dumping.
This would give the wealth that is needed to help the poorest. We need to use the wealth we
have to fight poverty.
To answer the homelessness workshops question, we do not need more participation based
frameworks, we worked with people in homelessness, and these are the people who have got
the key to the future; the people working in the streets.
I would call upon the Mr Juncker and the new Commission to take responsibility for the fight
against poverty. The 300 billion investment plan, what are they going to do with those 300
billion? Invest in the fight against poverty or invest in the sort of projects which will only cause
more privatisation and more environmental problems? I would like to get away from austerity
policies and launch a social and economic policy that brings wellbeing back to the people”
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Sali Guntín, Vice-President EAPN Spain, EAPN Task Force on Structural Funds
Sali began by stressing the importance of the messages that came out of the workshops. Thinking
about all these difficulties and obstacles, I would like to give you a message of optimism. Having
worked in structural funds for a long time I would want to say that, we now have the legal
framework and it is better than ever and it is binding on government. The social NGOs, including
the EAPN led campaign for more structural funds to be used to fight poverty, the European
Parliament, the Commission, have all been involved in this procedure and now the Member
States have to allocate 20% of ESF sources to social inclusion and the involvement of Social HGS
as partners is part of the rules. It is important to realise that we have this in place. We must use
this more favorable context both at national and EU level.
EU Structural Funds should now deliver on the Europe 2020 poverty reduction target (i.e. to lift
at least 20 Millions of people out of poverty by 2020) and to support inclusive growth. Even if the
main target of the ESF is employment the new regulations places more emphasis on social
inclusion and we have to use this to ensure themes which have been discussed at this, meeting
such as, active inclusion, combating discrimination, addressing the needs of migrants, access to
housing, youth inclusion get support from structural funds. We need to spread examples of how
and when structural funds support such work.
One thing I am sure about that you have people working in Member States, people who are very
sensitive to these issues and very aware of these issues. We shouldn’t necessarily draw a divide
between people in the fields and these people but seek to find each other and help each other
to use the funds better.
We have also spoken about active participation in the planning phase, there is need for a
committee of people experiencing poverty’s so their voices can be heard. It’s basic, you can’t
plan activities from an office if you do not have experiences from people on the ground.
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CLOSING PLENARY
The Closing Plenary was chaired by Barbara Helfferich, Director of EAPN. Sergio Aires, President
EAPN, introduced Commissioner Andor, thanked him for all his work as Commissioner and in
particular thanked him for his personal support for the European Meetings of People
experiencing Poverty.
László Andor, Commissioner for Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion
This meeting is taking place at a time of important political changes and against a background of
deep economic and social difficulties. The aftermath of the crisis has been harsh for the EU. The
recession made thousands of workers redundant, pushed many in long-term unemployment. It
reduced households’ income, forcing families to make hard choices to secure better future for
their children. At the end of 2013, more than 26 million people were jobless, including 6 million
young people. One in four Europeans — 124.5 million people — were at risk of poverty or social
exclusion, including 27% of children across Europe.
Poverty not only hurts people. It undermines many Member States’ political and social
equilibrium. We also know that poverty goes hand in hand with inequality. So that income
polarization between and among Member States should also be tackled.
I would like to recall that, for the first time in 2010, EU Heads of State took an important decision
to set a poverty reduction target in the context of the Europe 2020 Strategy. It was by all accounts
a landmark political decision. The figures I gave you show that our progress in meeting the target
is below expectations: instead of moving closer to reducing poverty and social exclusion by 20
million by 2020, the number of people faced with poverty and social exclusion has increased by
7 million since the target was set.
In addition, during the crisis certain groups are more often experiencing unemployment and
exclusion than others. For them it has become increasingly difficult to enter the labour market
and fully participate in society. We should continue paying attention to society’s most
disadvantaged, including Roma and homeless people. A set of recommendations on effective
Roma integration measures in the Member States underlines a crucial joint commitment to
address social exclusion Roma suffer in terms of poverty and discrimination.
The current situation calls for more determined actions by the EU and by Member States: these
actions need to involve policy advice and more funding. We need to do more and better.
The European Social Fund (ESF) is the EU’s main financial instrument for investing in people. Over
the mandate of this Commission, the European Social Fund (ESF) was strengthened. The ESF
minimum share of all other EU Funds and the minimum share of the ESF that Member States will
need to spend on social inclusion will guarantee predictability of the investments in social
inclusion. This is a big step towards building a more socially inclusive society.
In addition, Europe’s poorest people often face even more difficulties, not having access to food
and basic services. That is why I am glad we have been able to establish the Fund for European
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Aid to the Most Deprived, which seeks to tackle the most severe forms of poverty. This Fund
ensures that more people have access to food aid and can also be used to provide access to other
material goods such as clothing, footwear, hygiene goods, school material and sleeping bags.
Social policy has to perform better to support social change and reduce inequality and poverty
over time. The Commission’s Social Investment Package and White Paper on pensions offer
Member States policy guidance, setting out how the main social reforms must help to prevent
and reduce poverty. Its further implementation is a must.
Young people at the beginning of their career need support. To overcome their specific and
multiple disadvantages, youth unemployment and the social situation of young people have
become a top priority. That is why we encourage Member States to implement their Youth
Guarantee schemes which should be inclusive and reach all young people in needs.
We launched innovative projects for fostering social innovation support the "Housing First"
initiative to integrate homeless people. And it should be scaled up and extended.
We should not expect that social policy alone solves the multi-faceted problems of poverty. We
need to make our economic policies more poverty-reduction friendly. The employment and
social aspects of the European Semester are more and more visible with a focus on improving
the functioning of labour markets and the reduction of poverty and inequality. This will
strengthen Member States’ political and social equilibrium. But let's be clear: all these initiatives
need to be kept on the agenda of the incoming Commission.
I would also like to mention our actions to promote the free movement of workers. To find job,
people seek better opportunities in another country. This is a fundamental achievement of the
European integration. Our actions have helped, on the one hand, to overcome the labour
shortages in various sectors. On the other hand, we made existing rules better in order to prevent
fraud and full respect of the EU law. Labour mobility should not be confused with what some call
"poverty migration". We should be determined and spare no effort to ensure the right of freedom
of movement and stand up against the negative tendencies in a few Member States. I believe
that with evidence-based debate should be able to make it clear why mobility is a win-win
situation for economic development and not a burden for wealthier Member States.
The mid-term review of the Europe 2020 Strategy is an opportunity to generate political impetus
to meeting its objective of creating smart, sustainable and inclusive growth. It is crucial to ensure
that the poverty target continues to be embedded in the strategy. The required policies need to
be designed and implemented in close cooperation with social-service providers, the social
partners, civil society and people experiencing poverty. It is important that you make your voices
heard in the review of the Europe 2020 strategy.
Commissioner Andor concluded by saying that building walls, isolating the most excluded or
closing borders are not a solution, but thinking together and setting priorities together is what
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is needed. I believe the European Meetings of people experiencing poverty contributes to this
process.
Barbara Helfferich, Director EAPN, thanked the Commissioner for his encouraging words and for
his support during his time as Commissioner. She wished him all the best for the future work and
contributions he will make to the fight against poverty. She closed the meeting by thanking all
the delegates and guests for their preparation and inputs. She reminded all present that the
meeting is only a key visible moment in the process and that we all need to take responsibility to
ensure that the messages and recommendations of the meeting are followed up.
“We won’t be excluded from building a Europe without poverty”.
Slogan from Spanish delegation
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Appendix 1: Programme
Monday 22 September
Venue: Charlemagne Building. Rue de la Loi 170, B-1000 Brussels (Beside Metro Schuman)
Welcoming Ceremony and Formal Opening
15.00 – 16.15 Welcome - Presentation of the delegations and their creative messages
“Where we find hope”
16.45 – 18.00 Formal Opening
Welcome and setting the context




Chair: Sérgio Aires, President EAPN
Juliy Zhotev, Bulgarian delegation, Message from the PeP Meetings
Paul Rosiers and Elke Vandermeerschen EAPN Task Force, Presentation of
EAPN Handbook on Participation and Stakeholder engagement

Responses and presenting vision for the fight against poverty in the New
Institutional Context


Franca Biondelli, Undersecretary, Ministry for Labour and Social Affairs, Italian
Presidency of the Council of the European Union



Stefan Olsson, Head of Unit, European Commission, Directorate General for
Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion

Responses and Questions from the delegates
18.00 – 19.00 Continuation of Presentation of delegations and their messages
Tuesday 23 September
Venue: Auto World Brussels. Parc du Cinquantenaire 11, 1000 Brussels
9.00 – 9.30

Family Photo

9.30 – 13.00 5 Parallel Workshops on the theme of ‘Funding the fight against Poverty – Use
of EU Structural Funds (see next page for details)
14.00 – 14.30 Registration of Guests for workshops
14.30 - 17.00 5 Thematic Workshops (see next page for details)






Minimum Income for a decent life
Homeless not hopeless (building participation)
Youth and Poverty
Combating Poverty and the exclusion of Migrants
Wealth and Inequality and the fight against poverty
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17.15 – 18.30 Market Place - time for informal exchange between delegates and guests
18.30

Opening of the Market Place: Lieve Fransen, Director, Europe 2020, Social
Policies, DG Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion, European Commission

Wednesday 24 September
Venue: Charlemagne Building. Rue de la Loi 170, B-1000 Brussels (Beside Metro Schuman)
9.00 – 9.30

Morning Energiser organised by the French Delegation

9.30 – 11.30 Report back from Workshops and Panel Discussion
Chair: Heather Roy President Social Platform, Secretary General Eurodiaconia
Panel:
 Zoltán Kazatsay, Deputy Director-General, EU Commission for Employment,
Social Affairs and Inclusion, responsible for the ESF
 Karima Delli, Member European Parliament (Green Group)
 Thomas Dominique, President EU Social Protection Committee
 Sali Guntín, Vice-President EAPN Spain, EAPN Task Force on Structural Funds
12.00 - 12.15 Closing of the 2014 Meeting

INFORMATION ON THE WORKSHOPS - Tuesday 23 September
5 PARALLEL WORKSHOPS ON FUNDING THE FIGHT AGAINST POVERTY (9-30 – 13.00)
Note: The colour of the room refers to the colour of the writing of the name of the thematic
workshop on the roll-ups that are outside each workshop space.
Workshop Information
Purple Room
Facilitator: Patrick de Bucquois (Caritas)

Delegations
Estonia, Luxembourg, Czech Republic, France,
Spain and Denmark

Orange Room
Facilitator: Herlinde Vanhooydonck
(Social Platform)

FYROM, Malta, Bulgaria, Portugal and Germany

Green Room
Facilitator: Robin Hanan (EAPN Ireland)
Support Person:
Red room

Iceland, Serbia, Greece, Hungary, Ireland and
Norway
Belgium, Netherlands, Romania, Poland, Sweden
and Latvia
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Facilitator: Mary
Women’s Lobby)

Collins

(European

Blue Room
Slovakia, Austria, Finland, United Kingdom ,
Facilitator: Josee Goris (Belgian Service for Lithuania and Italy
Social Integration)
5 THEMATIC WORKSHOPS (14-30 – 17.00)
Workshop
Information
Minimum Income
Purple Room

Organisers

Organised by EAPN, the EMIN and Reference Budget Projects, with
participation of Georges Dassis from the European Economic and
Social Committee (EESC).
Homeless
not Organised by FEANTSA with support from EAPN. The workshop will
Hopeless – building look at participative tools to tackle homelessness.
participation
Orange Room
Youth and Poverty
Organised by the European Youth Forum with support from EAPN. The
Green Room
workshop seeks to promote solutions to Youth poverty that are based
on tackling poverty, creating access to income and services, labour
market integration and civil and political participation.
Combating Poverty Organised by EAPN with support from ENAR and PICUM. The workshop
and exclusion of will allow exchange between participants on the realities and causes of
Migrants
exclusion among migrants and identify what works to foster the
Red room
inclusion.
Wealth
and Organised by EAPN with inputs from Oxfam and EPSU. This workshop
Inequality will explore people’s perceptions of wealth and inequality and
Blue Room
exchange with organisations working on the topic about proposals to
have a better distribution of incomes and wealth.
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Appendix 2) Participants list
Delegates
AUSTRIA

BELGIUM

BULGARIA

CROATIA
CZECH REPUBLIC

DENMARK

ESTONIA

FINLAND

FRANCE

Mr Kröll Johann-Ernst Kupfermuckn
Mrs Lehner Traude Mindestverunsicherung
Mrs Niedl Gertrud Pro Mente
Mr Schütte Michael Augustin
Mr Weissengruber Herbert Kupfermuckn
Mrs Baert Geneviève
Mr Dessy
Mr Meuleman Daniël
Mrs Versluys Christelle
Mrs Grigorova Vanya
Mr Minev Douhomir
Mr Penev Dimitar
Mr Yosifov Boris
Mrs Mališa Jelena
Mrs Jedvaj Suzana
Mrs Balážová Margita
Mrs Hlaváèková Alena
Mr Mrózek Stanislav
Mrs Stanovská Pavla
Mrs Wajdová Barbara
Mr Aamand Richardt
Mrs Bay-Petersen Sofie
Mr Holmgren René
Ms Schmidt
Mrs Sørensen Bettina
Ms Mallene Laura
Ms Ojakivi Agnes
Ms Veesalu Greete
Mr Viisimaa Heiki
Mr Kylmala Jouni
Ms Paasivirta Tuula
Mr Pipinen Reijo
Ms Tiainen Minna
Mrs Tyynelä Arja
Mrs Bernadette Sillau
Mrs Das Neves
Mrs Dubois Perrine
Mr Guilbert Jean Pierre
Mr Le Cam Benoit
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FYROM MACEDONIA

GERMANY

GREECE

HUNGARY

ICELAND

IRELAND

ITALY

LATVIA

LITHUANIA

Mr Grozdanov Goce
Mr Janevski Goran
Mr Jovanov Sashko
Mrs Terzieva Pavlovska
Meri Macedonian Delegation
Mrs Biehn Erika
Mr Franke Jürgen
Mrs Henrich Diana
Mrs Meissner Ingrid
Mr Müller Jörg
Mr Schröter Jens E
Ms Sahinoglou Eirini
Ms Saliaj Liliana
Ms Siopa Chryssa
Ms Vardaramatou Dina
Ms Vergi Aphrodite
Mrs Balatoni László
Mrs Bíró Andrea
Mrs Kiss Andrea
Mr Korbély Péter
Mr Mester Attila
Mrs Gudjonsdottir Asta Dis
Mr Jonsson Einar
Mrs Nelson Ester Ellen
Mrs Sverrisdóttir Ása
Ms Mariaam Bhatti
Mrs McCabe Joanne
Ms O'Connor Ann
Ms Patton Annette
Mr Robin Hanan
Mrs Cesarini Sforza Letizia
Mr Di Capua Sirio
Ms Emilio Francesca Enrica Fiorella
Mr Mingozzi Lorenzo
Mr Perrone Nicola
Ms Ricci Donatella
Mrs Alere-Fogele Elina
Mr Fogels Viesturs
Ms Stadgale Valda
Ms Vilkausa Modra
Mr Svitojus Gediminas
Ms Vinkevièiûtë Dovilë
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LUXEMBOURG

MALTA

NETHERLANDS

NORWAY

PORTUGAL

POLAND

ROMANIA

SERBIA

SLOVAKIA

SPAIN

Mr Berrang Charles
Mr Racké Robert
Mrs Ronk Jacqueline
Mr Bonnici Neil Anthony
Mr Debono David
Mr Magri Vincent
Ms Zerafa Cynthia
Mrs Achmed Humera
Mr Bothmer Jo
Mr Jansen Harm Jan
Mrs Oerlemans Katja
Mrs Verhoeven Ellis
Mr Holseter Jarle
Mrs Kashale Honoratte Muhanzi
Mrs Kjeller Brooke Petra
Mrs Nerlien Torill
Mr Vestvik Per
Ms Ferreira Marina Alexandra
Ms Pereira Ana Cristina
Ms Rafael Ana Maria
Ms Seixas Magalhães Ana Sofia
Ms Vicente Maria José
Mr Busz Piotr
Mr Legart vel Legar Marian
Mr Maciejowski Janusz
Mr Suszwedyk Dariusz
Mr Walczak Marek
Mr Waslicki Kazimierz
Mrs Gheorghe Daniela
Mrs Giuglea Loredana
Mrs Grigore Florica
Mr Asani Enver
Mrs Ciric Danica
Ms Gasic Gordana
Mrs Skaric Rada
Ms Betusova Renata
Mrs Galovicova Anna
Mr Malek Ivan
Mr Michalik Eduard
Mr Canazza Giovanni Stefano
Ms Casas De Lopez Ruth Liliana
Ms Castellanos Polo Vanesa
33

SWEDEN

UNITED KINGDOM

Speakers

European Commission

Ms Laib Imen
Mr Perez Garcia Javier
Mr Salgado Valdello Francisco Javier
Ms Grälls Anjou Margot
Ms Holmström Britt-Marie
Mr Rolf RFHL
Mrs Öberg Karin Verdandi
Ms Vulkan Britt-Marie
Ms Allan Louise
Mr Edwards Paul David
Mr Holliday Derek
Mr Lowe Aaron Mica
Mr Millar Daniel
Ms Mockford Caroline
Mrs Mushaka Twimukye Macline
Mr Aires Sergio, President EAPN
Mr Zhotev Juliy – Bulgarian Delegation
Mr Rosiers Paul EAPN Participation Task Force
Mrs Vandermeerschen Elke EAPN Participation Task Force
Ms Biondelli Franca Ministry for Labour and Social Affairs ITALY
Mr Stefan Olsson, Head of Unit, European Commission,
Directorate for Employment Social Affairs and Inclusion
Dr Fransen Lieve, Director, European Commission for
Employment Social Affairs and Inclusion
Ms Roy Heather Social Platform/Eurodiaconia
Mr Ziltan Kazatsay, Deputy Director-General, European
Commission, Directorate for Employment, Social Affairs and
Inclusion
Mr Dominique Thomas EU Social Protection Committee
Mrs Guntin Rosalía Eapn-Espagne
Ms Helfferich Barbara EAPN
Mr Andor Laszlo, Commissioner for Employment, Social Affairs
and Inclusion
Mrs Van Lancker Anne EMIN
Dr Goedemé Tim Herman Deleeck Centre for Social Policy University of Antwerp
Mr Urb Jaan European Youth Forum ESTONIA
Mr Dasis Gergio, European Economic and Social Committee
Mrs Conze Susanne
Ms Blake Lara
Mr Alionescu Ciprian
Ms Mellone Emilia
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MEPs and Assistants

Member States

Dr Meszaros Andrea
Mrs Millecam Françoise
Mr Urmos Andor
Mr Zoltan
Ms Giorgianni Delia
Mrs Grapeloux Claire
Ms Marie-Anne Paraskevas
Mr Corrales Javier EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT SPAIN
Mr Aparicio Javier EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT SPAIN
Mrs Becerra Beatriz EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT SPAIN
Mr Benifei Brando European Parliament ITALY
Ms Metsola Roberta European Parliament MALTA
Mrs Lauristin Marju European Parliament ESTONIA
Ms Scholze Philine Green European Parliament GERMANY
Mr Ellisaari Jaakko Ministry of Social Affairs and Health FINLAND
Mrs Nikou Dimitra Greek Ministry of Labour, Social Security &
Welfare
Mrs Strantzalou Aspasia Greek Ministry of Labour, Social
Security & Welfare
Mrs Mala Xenia Permanent Representation of Slovak to the EU
Dr Dedic Jasminka Government Office for Development and
European Cohesion Policy SLOVENIA
Mrs Celemin Emilia Madrid Community Office in Brussels
Mr León Gallardo Andreu Délégation du Gouvernement de la
Catalogne
Mr Vancrombrugge Thierry FOD Justitie BELGIUM
Ms Anttila Paivi EEA/Norway Grants,
Dr Comodini Therese Cachia MALTA
Mr Csuport Antal STRATOSZ HUNGARY
Dr Dalli Miriam MALTA
Ms Van de Kerckhove Kathleen City Of Ghent - Integration
Service BELGIUM
Mr Van Geertsom Julien PPS Social Integration BELGIUM
Mr Van Hootegem Henk Combat Poverty, Insecurity and Social
Exclusion Service BELGIUM
Ms Öberg-Håkansson Marianne Swedish ESF council
Ms Österborg Charlotta DG JUST SWEDEN
Mrs Petz-Michez Michaela Land Salzburg AUSTRIA
Mrs Rabau Muriel SPF social security BELGIUM
Mrs Tourniaire Audrey Représentation de la protection sociale
française (REIF) BELGIUM
Ms Laubova Lenka Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs CZECH
REPUBLIC
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NGOs

Ms Romo Marta Office of La Rioja in Brussels
Ms Schneider Anke Council of the European Union GERMANY
Mrs Kammerhofer-Schlegel Christa Permanent Representation
of Austria to the EU
Mrs de Bodt Heidi Ministry of Social Affairs and Employment
NETHERLANDS
Mrs de Puiffferrat Muriel Council of the European Union
FRANCE
Mr Fuchs Miroslav Permanent Representation to the EU CZECH
REPUBLIC
Ms Galati Graziana Emilia-Romagna Region - EU Office
Ms González Laura Office of La Rioja in Brussels
Mrs Goris Josee PPS Sociale Integration BELGIUM
Mr Greßmann Stephan Europabüro der bayerischen Kommunen
GERMANY
Ms Gudmundsdottir Gudrun Icelandic association of local
authoriteis
Ms Vanhooydonck Herlinde Social Platform
Ms Costongs Caroline EuroHealthNet
Mr Baussand Pierre Social Platform
Mrs Bordei Andreea European Volunteering Centre - CEV
Ms Caimi Valentina Social Platform
Ms Collins Mary European Women's Lobby
Mrs Woodford Emma European Public Health Alliance
Mr Lueder Eberhard Red Cross EU Office
Dr Marinetti Claudia EuroHealthNet
Mrs Renoux Marie-Cécile ATD Quart Monde
Mrs Put Sofie beweging.net BELGIUM
Ms Tunyogi Reka Eurochild
Ms Smolinski Manuela Save the Children
Mr Spinnewijn frederik FEANTSA
Mr Striano Mauro FEANTSA
Mr Susías Rodado Carlos EAPN-ES
Ms Schmidt-Hieber Elisabeth PICUM
Mr De Bucquois Patrick Caritas
Mrs de Maredsous Aliette AIC (International Association of
Charities)
Mr Delmelle Jean European Fédération Foodbanks
Mrs Duprés Aurélie ENSIE
Mr Farrer Linden EuroHealthNet
Ms Fasoli Sara European Volunteer Center
Ms Frigo Angela European Federation of Food Banks
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Others

Organisers

Mr Dassis Georgios EESC Workers' Group GREECE
Mrs Berkemeier Judite EESC
Ms Wintermayr Irene ILO
Ms Naydenova Violeta Open Society European Policy Institute
Mr Topolanszky Akos EESC HUNGARY
Mrs Kinsella Inma Eurofound
Mrs Nygren Ellen ETUC SWEDEN
Dr Sabato Sebastiano European Social Observatory
Mrs Saidi Siham MEDEF - Direction des Relations Sociales, de
l'Education et de la Formation FRANCE
Mr Ritchie David NEEHP UNITED
Mr Iriarte Arriola Jean-Christophe Cardan FRANCE
Ms Hilton Anne Camilla EEA and Norway Grants NORWAY
Mr Farrell Fintan EAPN - Coordinator
Ms Basarab Tatiana EAPN
Ms Lee Rebecca EAPN
Ms Mattsson Regina EAPN
Ms Jones Sian EAPN
Ms Dahmen Sigrid EAPN
Ms Epinat Nellie EAPN
Ms Ferro Amana EAPN
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