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PREFACE FROM THE CONTENT TEAM 

María Ballesteros Melero 

 

The “Education for the Present, Democracy for the 

Future” Conference took place in the Central 

European University (CEU) in Budapest, Hungary, 

from the 21st to the 23rd April. It was a 

collaboration between AEGEE-Budapest, 

l’Association des Amis de Franck Biancheri (AAFB), 

AEGEE-Europe’s project Europe on Track (EoT) and 

the Civic Education Working Group (CEWG) of 

AEGEE-Europe, gathering more than 70 youngsters 

from all over Europe and beyond. 

The conference was the starting point of the fourth 

edition of EoT, a youth-led project where six 

ambassadors travel across Europe with 

InterRail/Eurail passes for one month informing and 

interviewing young people about their visions of the 

Europe of tomorrow. To capture their thoughts and 

ideas they take part in local events all around the 

AEGEE network focusing every year on a different 

topic. In this way they create spaces for dialogue 

and trigger active discussions. The journey is 

documented through articles, videos and pictures 

published on different social media. 

This year’s topic is Civic Education, in collaboration 

with the CEWG of AEGEE-Europe, meaning that 

both teams have worked together to build the 

content of this edition. As one of its main Focus 

Areas, AEGEE defines Civic Education as the 

competencies, e.g. skills, knowledge and attitudes 

enabling a person to be an active, responsible, 

democratic and critical citizen. 

In light of the latest elections all over the continent 

and beyond, and of the several crisis at different 

levels, that have been questioning and threatening 

democracy and the European project for the last 

decade, with the rise of populism as the most recent 

outcome, civic education and active citizenship are 

essential to build a socially, economically and 

politically integrated Europe, serving the common 

will and where solidarity bonds are established 

between nations, a democracy with the participation 

and contribution of all citizens. 

This was the conducting line of the conference, as 

stated in its title, Education for the Present, 

Democracy for the Future. On the one hand, we 

tend to take democracy for granted in our current 

societies, whereas it is something we all, as citizens, 

need to keep working on, and the basis for that is 

to have the tools to be able to understand the world 

around us and decide what we want to change and 

how to change it. Education equals all individuals 

providing them with the same opportunities and 

long term benefits for a healthy and real 

democracy. 

On the other hand, as winner of the Franck 

Biancheri Award, the conference was an opportunity 

to commemorate AEGEE’s founder and continue his 

legacy. We also celebrated the AEGEE Day (the 

birthday of our association). For the last 32 years, 

AEGEE has been educating and empowering young 

people to be active citizens and to take a stand for 

what they believe in. This conference aimed at 

transmitting Franck’s legacy in his last speech at 

Agora Enschede five years ago, “Occupy the future”.  

The future is now, and in our hands. Therefore, we, 

young people, need to act and decide how this 

future will look like. 

This event was made possible thanks to AAFB, 

which provided financial support, and AEGEE-

Budapest, which hosted the event and organized in 

detail not only every logistical aspect but also an 

amazing social programme. We, the content team, 

want to thank the CEU, AAFB, AEGEE-Europe and 

AEGEE-Budapest for the great cooperation 

established and all the people that took part in 

those teams, whose effort in making this conference 

a success has been priceless. 
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WELCOME WORDS FROM AEGEE-BUDAPEST 

Ákos Glaub 
 

It was a huge pleasure for us members of AEGEE-

Budapest to have been given the chance to organize 

the conference Education for the Present, 

Democracy for the Future in Budapest, at the 

Central European University in cooperation with the 

CEWG, EoT and the Association des Amis de Franck 

Biancheri (Friends of Franck Biancheri Association). 

Since its foundation in 1985, AEGEE has been 

working on a democratic and united Europe and has 

accomplished a lot from raising awareness on 

democracy and human rights by training and 

connecting thousands of European students.  

Yet, the goal of the organization is as relevant today 

as it was at the beginning. Populism and 

nationalism are on the rise, endangering democracy 

in Europe. Unfortunately, Hungary is not an 

exception. This was the reason why we decided to 

organize a conference having as its main topic 

democracy. 

AEGEE-Budapest was founded as one of the first 

locals in Central and Eastern Europe in 1990. Since 

then we have become one of the biggest antennae 

in AEGEE with around 200 members, many of them 

actively contributing to its work.  

We have hosted several international events in the 

past 27 years. Among others Summer Universities, 

exchanges, Network Meetings, and 3 Agoras (last 

time in 2012). After all these great events in the 

past, we had a dream to organize a prestigious one 

aiming to discuss the current situation of Europe. At 

that time EoT and the CEWG approached us with 

the idea of a conference which would be the 

opening conference for EoT on the topic of civic 

education. We immediately knew that was the 

opportunity we had been waiting for. 

However, the conference could not have been 

organized without the great support of the 

Association des Amis de Franck Biancheri. With the 

Civic Education Working Group and EoT we applied 

in November for the Franck Biancheri Award 2017. 

After winning the award, the international team of 

organizers was very excited to start working on the 

implementation of the event, and did their best to 

create this conference. 

We hope that the participants not only enjoyed the 

conference, but also gained relevant knowledge, 

useful skills and new insights on the topic. This 

three-day-long conference gave participants the 

opportunity to discuss important topics, share the 

best ideas, inspire each other to make actions and 

spread the values of education and democracy in all 

their cities in Europe.  
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FOREWORD FROM AEGEE-EUROPE 

Maarten de Groot  
 

In times of rising populism, xenophobia and 

nationalism across the European continent and 

beyond, it becomes increasingly evident that 

discussions on civic education, active citizenship, 

democratic values and democratic innovation need 

to move beyond the so-called Westphalian 

perspective. If the problem at hand is a 

transnational one, you also need a transnational 

approach on it.  

This event had this approach, not only in the way 

the topics were analyzed, but also in the great 

variety of participants represented, coming from all 

around Europe and beyond. At the same time, a 

topic as complex and multifaceted as this one can 

easily make participants feel overwhelmed and 

powerless, passive observers of discussions about 

problems that they can hardly understand, let alone 

address effectively. While this was a real fear, I 

believe it has been averted due to two factors. First 

of all, the content of the event was built in a 

manner that made the participants actively 

contribute to the development of solutions and 

project ideas, addressing them as stakeholders 

rather than as consumers of knowledge. Secondly, 

the location of the event proved to be highly 

significant: being hosted by the Central European 

University in Budapest, Hungary, participants were 

frequently reminded of the threats that democracy 

faces, and the real-life implications it has for 

students, educational institutions and civil society 

alike.  

If that was not enough, the name of the room in 

which most of the sessions took place – the Popper 

Room – provided another reminder. Karl Popper, 

20th century philosopher, mostly writing within the 

philosophy of science, wrote The Open Society and 

Its Enemies during the Second World War. In his 

book, he criticizes Plato, Hegel and Marx  for 

providing the fertile ground for potentially 

totalitarian ideologies, by presenting historical 

development as a fixed, unilinear and inescapable 

process. Freely interpreting, he designates those 

who – implicitly or explicitly – deny the possibility of 

reasonable disagreement, of real and open dialogue 

and the responsibility for our own future are 

enemies of the open society. I believe that we are 

at a similar crossroads, with people facing a similar 

binary choice, and that the frequently made parallel 

between our times and the 1930s is not 

exaggerated: we do live a time in which history is 

made, and we need to choose which side we want 

to be on. Either we do nothing, and we give in to 

the centrifugal and anti-democratic forces of 

populism, nationalism and neoliberalism, or we 

stand up for what we believe in, in democracy and 

in an open society, and we try to save Europe from 

disintegration. The future is now. The choice is 

ours.  

  



 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

6 
 

 
 

 

FRANCK BIANCHERI MEMORIAL, 
Marie Hélène Caillol and Marianne Ranke-Cormier 
 

The opening ceremony took place after a nice city 

tour that showed the participants the main sights 

and beauties of Budapest. We were welcomed by 

the words of representatives from the Central 

European University, Marie Hélène Caillol on behalf 

of AAFB, Maarten and Joanna on behalf of AEGEE-

Europe, Ákos Glaub on behalf of AEGEE-Budapest, 

Nicola Guida on behalf of Europe on Track, María 

Ballesteros as content manager and Petra Buruzs, 

the main organiser of the event.   

This was followed by the memorial of Franck 

Biancheri by Marie Hélène Caillol and Marianne 

Ranke-Cormier, two of the closest Franck’s 

companions along his life. We discovered Franck 

since the foundation of AEGEE and beyond, from 

different perspectives and how he managed to 

inspire thousands of Europeans and influence 

European politics until he passed away in 2012.  

It is hard to choose only some of Franck’s 

achievements, as he was characterised by being a 

visionary with a strong leadership and initiative. As 

a student, Franck Biancheri founded AEGEE in 1985, 

the first European Students Association, and 

convinced the French President at the time, François 

Mitterrand, to support the idea of the Erasmus 

programme that soon after came into life.  

Several years later, in 1988, he created the first 

transnational European party, Initiative pour une 

Démocratie Européenne (IDE) presenting 

candidates for the European elections in several 

countries in (France, Spain and the Netherlands) in 

1989. This first transnational political party was the 

root for Newropeans, founded and presided also by 

Franck in 2005, being today the only remaining 

transnational European political party. 

Since 2006, he coordinated the think tank of 

political anticipation LEAP/Europe 2020 (Laboratoire 

Européen d’Anticipation Politique), that already 

predicted the economic, political and overall crisis 

and the rise of populism in Europe. 
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AEGEE: THE KEY TO EUROPE SINCE 1985, 
Maarten de Groot and Joanna Pankowska 
 

After getting to know more about the founder of 

AEGEE, it was time for the current generations to 

take a look back and bring the past to the present 

in order to strive for a brighter future. Maarten de 

Groot and Joanna Pankowska, External Relations 

Director and Vice President, and Projects and 

Communications Director of AEGEE-Europe, 

prepared a very dynamic and interactive way for 

participants to learn more about the history of 

AEGEE since it was created by a quiz on Kahoot! 

that everyone present could access through their 

phones.  

We learnt that Leiden, Paris, London, Milan, Madrid, 

Munich were the first AEGEE locals founded in 1985; 

that AEGEE was first called EGEE but needed to 

change its name due to copyright issues; that the 

European news platform EurActive has been 

founded by one of our Honorary Members, 

Christophe Leclercq; that the Summer University 

Project started as language courses in 1988 and 

next year we will be celebrating its 30th 

anniversary, among others.  

Regarding AEGEE’s involvement in the Erasmus 

program, AEGEE played a central role in its 

acceptance through a crucial lunch between the 

Comité Directeur and François Mitterrand (the 

President of France), as well as in the inclusion of 

Turkey in the program and has recently proved how 

taking part in the Erasmus program increases youth 

voting participation. 

These are just some of the historic facts and 

anecdotes that we had the chance to reflect on, to 

which some of the most experienced participants 

added their own experience and knowledge to close 

what felt a very familiar opening day. 
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PARALLEL WORKSHOPS 

 

Saturday morning was started with a series of introductory parallel workshops. Participants were able to choose 
among three of them according to their previous knowledge in the topic and interests.  

CIVIC EDUCATION: THE CONCEPT 
Joanna Pankowska 
 

The session started with a short round of 
introductions. Then, the task was to define the term 

civic education. After the few propositions of 
definitions from the room, participants played the 

"Chinese whispers" game to pass on AEGEE’s 
definition of the concept: Civic Education is 

learning the competencies, required to be an 
active, democratic and responsible citizen. 

After the game a reflection and discussion round 
followed based on the statements the above 
mentioned definition poses, and defined what 

competencies are: knowledge, skills and attitudes 
altogether.  

 

The next part of the session was a competition 
between two teams to write down as many topics 

that might be part of civic education as possible 
(such as sustainability, human rights, intercultural 

communication and active citizenship). Going 
through all of them, participants shared their 

personal experience on learning those competencies 
from schools.  

 

Finally, it was individually evaluated how much 
those topics such as media literacy, human rights 

etc. were present in schools, marking each on a flip-
chart with a pizza-like shape from nothing to very 
present. The group of participants was relatively 

small, which allowed us to have very nice in-depth 
discussion through the whole session. We concluded 

with a short summary on AEGEE projects and 
initiatives related to the topic, such as YOUrope 

needs YOU and Take Control. 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 

 

9 
 

 
 
 

THE EVOLUTION OF DEMOCRACY 
Noemi Lowi 
 

This workshop took participants to a historical flash-

back of how democracy was born and shaped 

during history. Participants were asked in the 

beginning of the session to express with a word 

what they liked and what they did not like about 

democracy. The fundamental principles of 

democracy were listed, such as freedom, human 

rights and full opportunities as the positive things. 

Corruption, complexity, the polarity of many 

promises - less actions, and taking many things for 

granted in society were highlighted as the weak 

points of democracy.  

In 3 groups, participants were able to learn more 

about the different phases of democracy by listing 

the main historical eras and naming the most 

important figures and events that contributed to 

democracy during the years in the whole world. 

Reflecting on the quotes of famous politicians and 

artists about democracy got the groups talking and 

the discussion started. 

A heated debate began as we arrived to the current 

stage of democracy where the main topic was 

populism in Europe and the Arab countries (as there 

were participants from those countries as well).  

 

There was a mutual agreement that the mass 

media’s role is very much influencing us, citizens, 

and paints populism negatively. However, it is 

mostly a tool for politicians that could be viewed as 

“wake-up call” for many (liberal) democracies. At 

the end, after asking each participant about what do 

they do in a daily life as democratic citizens, we 

reached the conclusion that raising awareness, 

sharing information through civic education and 

activism could be one of the keys to succeed more 

and keep holding on for democracy. 
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THE POWER OF KNOWING 
María Ballesteros Melero 
 

If you don’t know the rules you cannot play. This 

was the starting point of the workshop, in which 

participants experienced how it feels like not to 

have enough information and therefore not being 

able to participate. How did they feel? Confused, 

not choosing properly, stupid, powerless, apathetic. 

Divided into 4 groups, participants discussed the 

following points: 

What empowers/disempowers you to participate in 

society? Empowers: feeling that you can make a 

change; influence of the community; being part of 

an organisation; knowledge, transparency. 

Disempowers: feeling that we have no influence; 

lack of support and too many barriers, lack of 

transparency, lack of representation, repression. 

 

Have you ever felt powerless as a citizen? The 

overall answer was yes, with some national 

examples. There is a big gap between institutions 

and society - bubbles that cannot communicate with 

each other, fostered by bias, corruption and fake 

news, among others. 

When are you able to participate in society? Many 

examples were listed, such as voting, referenda, 

online consultations, petitions, strikes and protests, 

volunteering, membership in associations or other 

political groups, being informed, informal 

discussions. 

Do you think that in Europe people are not taking 

an active role in society because of the lack of 

knowledge? There was a general agreement. The 

main causes pointed out by participants were the 

lack of European feeling in the cities, that the 

institutions are too far from society, passivity of 

citizens, lack of interest and awareness as well as 

the power conflict between the member states and 

the European institutions. 

Lastly, participants were asked to describe in a word 

what democracy means for them. The answers 

varied greatly, being the word participation the 

most chosen one.  
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CIVIL SOCIETY IN SHAPING ACTIVE AND RESPONSIBLE CITIZENS: WHICH CIVIC 

EDUCATION? – THE CASE OF HUNGARY 
Marie Heller 
 

This session was divided in two parts. We started 
with a very interesting and comprehensive run 

through Hungarian history and socio-political 
context. We learned about its cultural and political 

division and the way the public discussion is formed 
in this society. It was a very interesting academic 

lecture with a round of questions afterwards. This 
introduction allowed us to better understand the 

current issues and political challenges. We also 
realised that public discussion is very limited in 
Hungary and why it is so. After some reactions from 

the public we continued with the second part which 
was practical examples of civic education actions in 

which our speaker was involved.  

The first project is called living memorial. It started 

as a protest against a government monument which 
is an attempt to whitewash the history of II World 

War. First there was a symbolic flashmob which 
mobilized hundreds of people to bring things which 
for them symbolized the happenings from 1944 and 

to leave them on Szabadság Square, where the 
government's monument was being built. Together 

with the flashmob the idea of the white chair was 
born - by putting some chairs in the square, 

organizers were inviting passers-by to sit down and 
have a conversation. The initiative was welcomed 

by many and currently everyday many people come 
to this place to discuss history and current issues of 

Hungary. For Hungarian speakers - you can find 
daily program of discussed issues  on their website.  

The second presented initiative was The Hungarian 

Network of Academics. Even though the network 
exists for only 5 years, they already achieved a lot! 

To name a few actions: long university occupation, 
delivering letter to European Union officials the day 

before meeting with Hungarian Ministries and 
performing a football game in front of the 

Parliament with a slogan "Fewer stadiums, more 
education" and much more. You can read their 
Mission Statement here.  

 

  

https://elevenemlekmu.wordpress.com/
http://oktatoihalozat.hu/mission-statement-hungarian-network-of-academics/
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UPGRADING DEMOCRACY REQUIRES A CITIZEN UPGRADE TOO. RATIONALIZING THE 

FUTURE. REACHING THE TRANSNATIONAL LEVEL 
Marie-Hélène Caillol 
 

Do we have a functional democracy in Europe? 
Europe is made up of national democracies. There is 

a need to reach a new level of democracy, the 
transnational level. The foundation of democracy is 

the citizens, who need to be in a continuous 
discussion with their politicians. These were the 
starting points of the great exercise of political 

anticipation by Marie Hélène Caillol. 

Citizens, provided with civic education (which 

strengthens the foundation of a democracy) will be 
able “to live” democracy. Populism is a result of not 

having such a process and rather leaving the 
citizens powerless and full of frustrations. 

First we should look at our way of communication. 
In the EU, we communicate in one single language, 

which means excluding other languages and people 
who do not speak English. The EU should be more 
inclusive and taken into consideration the 3 big 

branches of languages we speak in Europe (Slavic, 
anglo-saxon and latin-languages), so by learning 

one language from each branch it almost makes 
communication between all Europeans possible. It 

should be possible for Europeans to learn 2 other 
languages from this branches besides their mother 

tongue.  

The Europe of the future should be more 

multilingual. Another factor contributing to this 
upgrade would be envisioning the future. Our very 

complex societies and multi speed Europe brings us 
to a complicated point. Complex situations and 
problems need decisions to be taken in a very short 

time. This unfortunate process can be used in our 
favor by determining the trends that appear in this 

processes and using them “to foresee” the future. 
We have to understand better the processes and 

decision making by using them in political 
anticipation in order to strengthen democracy in a 

complex society with limited decision time.The 
Internet is an important tool that can help in the 

situation mentioned above. Very often we tend to 
believe that the internet is connecting one another, 
yet it actually disconnects one another and creates 

“bubbles”. People developing their own 
communities, subcultures and living only in these 

communities. This is the democratic challenge, to 
come together and discuss, because we all share 

the common European context, so we need to find 
a common solution for the current situation. We 

need to have an inclusive democratic debate. 
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Reaching the transnational level: creating the 

conditions for all Europeans to discuss the same 
issues, have access to the same ideas, to have the 

option to decide on what sort of Europe they want 
to have. Create transnational/European elections, 

real ones, not the ones that we have now and are 
still based on a national level. This change must 

start with us, the citizens. The European institutions 
do not have the power and are not able to start 
such a change. If we want to bring all the 

Europeans together, there is no other easier way by 
having the same elections. Bringing people on one 

topic, to have to listen to the same discussion, to 
have a common debate, in order to be federative 

and inclusive. The communalisation of the future of 
Europe. At the moment it is not that important what 

we elected, though it will be. Yet, for the beginning 
the process is the relevant part, the common debate 

is the important part. In the end, elect George (the 
name of the concept that should represent and be 
something more close to the Europeans, to 

humanise the process, something that will connect 

all Europeans). George is very common for every 

country in Europe and in the end we have to send 
the message that we are not electing one single 

person, but we are electing a team of Europeans. 
The project “George” is only a transitional tool, it 

does not mean it will always stay the same, but it 
represents the first steps to change Europe. 

 
Citizens are ready for a European democracy, they 
are ready to decide. The problem is the fact that 

they are not provided with the necessary tools and 
framework to get involved. This is why we have 

European citizenship, we need to have the 
possibility to get involved. Europe was always about 

asking questions on the local/national level. We 
have a very complex Europe where we are ask 

questions we can answer only with yes or no, for or 
against. In complexity we need visions and smart 

solutions. We are ready for the European 
democracy! This is why we have AAFB to ensure the 
realisation of such a project in order to upgrade 

European citizenship. 
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TOWARDS A DEMOCRATIC EUROPE: WHICH WAY TO GO? 

After a well-deserved coffee break, we divided our participants into four groups, which were rotating every half 
an hour to a different room. In each one, our experts and facilitators were waiting for a short introduction and 

discussion. Therefore, participants had the chance to explore and discuss democracy from the political, economic, 
educational and civil society points of view. Here you will find the main discussion points and the outcomes and 

proposals of the different discussions.  

TOWARDS A DEMOCRATIC EUROPE - POLITICAL PERSPECTIVE 
Marie Helene Caillol 
 

Brexit has broken down Europe, and it is our 
responsibility to take advantage of it and contribute 

to the reinvention of the new EU. A multi speed 
Europe is new on the table. The Euroland has 

always been there, different levels of integration 
which were dysfunctional, which block the evolution 

of the EU. Euroland means a bank, but while having 
a currency and an economy at this level we also 

need a government. The Euroland cannot be led by 
bankers, there is a need of a democratic 

governance of the Eurozone. We have Eurozone 
that is highly political, economical, coordinated with 

national-based tools which makes it dysfunctional. 
For such a big economy, a strong organisation is 

also needed, not a small and national-based one. 
The Europe we have now is still a nation-based 

Europe. Nations should be integrated in the EU 
structure, the European Parliament should integrate 

this multi speed Europe, meaning a more organic 
and multi speed Parliament, more regional (federal).
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How do we as citizens invent tools to connect this high speed Europe? 

The main discussion points were:  

• Digital Governance? As a tool, it might be hard to use by all Europeans. 

• Big coalitions in the European Parliament are not enough competitive and produce too little relevant 
discourse. We need a very strong, bold visionary group. 

• Citizens have a European, national and local identity and they should be allowed to become stakeholders 
at all this levels. This would provide a more fluid system. 

• The European Parliament is nowadays functioning as a Senate – high chamber. There is a need to also 
represent the lower chamber. How about a tricameral EU Parliament? 

• At the moment the closest Committee to the Eurozone is Europcone, yet there should be an institution 
responsible for the Eurozone. There is indeed a Parliament needed for the Eurozone. 

• Multi speed parliament in order to create a fluid system, a parliament with a complex structure to 
support the different projects/levels/zones. 

• If not properly handled, the multi speed Europe could represent a danger, by strengthening the national 
levels in Europe. Yet, there are not any other options because Europe is already a multi speed Europe. 

Unfortunate patterns and trends from last century are to be identified again in this multi speed Europe.  

• If we do not find a solution for the multi speed Europe, the nationalists will find a very simple one. 

• How would a British Model work in a multi speed and complex Europe? A possible solution is to have an 
umbrella parliament with sub-parliaments with intersectional functions. Another possibility is a two-

layered parliament to intersect with Schengen countries and Euroland and so on. 

• There is very little political power to change the institutions. This is why citizens have a key role in this 
change, they are the start point in this change. 

 

TOWARDS A DEMOCRATIC EUROPE - ECONOMIC PERSPECTIVE 

Marianne Ranke-Cormier 
 

Since the financial crisis started our continent has 
been facing many challenges, strongly undermining 

the democratic project of the European Union. 
During two hours four different groups took turns to 
discuss the current state of our society from an 

economic perspective. 

The participants often had contrasting opinions and 
heated debates took place, in particular hard 

discussion between people from the southern 
countries against the ones from the northern ones. 

 

The following issues were discussed: 

• A free market vs a regulated market.  

• The need of a common fiscal policy and of a real federation of states. 

• Cooperation and convergence: strong economies supporting the weaker ones. Threats: colonisation, 
meaning stronger economies controlling the policies and taking advantage of the others. 

• The need of a fair redistribution of resources and to ensure that the creation of a central audit 
commission of EU funding management, since the national agencies are lacking in this aspect. 

• The future of Eurozone and Euroland, what are the benefits of the Euro as a symbol to strengthen the 
ties between the countries and how effective it is as an economic tool. 

• Lack of real influence from people in the economic policies caused by lobbyism (especially from big 
corporations), excessive bureaucracy and lack of transparency. Democratic processes are fundamental 
to solve these issues. 

• The need of economical equality to ensure the existence of a true democracy. The lack of jobs 
generates a lack of democracy and the rise of populism. 
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• Economic inequality from country to country, strong differences of salaries. 

• Economic policies have to take into account the different contexts, backgrounds and contingent 
situations of the different countries. 

 

 

 

TOWARDS A DEMOCRATIC EUROPE - EDUCATIONAL PERSPECTIVE 

Bálint Juhász and Nóra Schultz 

 

This discussion group started by asking participants 

how much civic education they received along their 
compulsory education. The answers were from 

nothing at all to have a weekly hour or two of civic 
education. However, in all the cases, it was purely 
theoretical, with no practice or application to the 

current societies. It is common that schools are not 
democratised, that educational decisions and 

discussions happen leaving the students themselves 
out of the conversation. The Free school project 

aimed at empowering high school students through 
education, by democratising it and fostering the 

participation and decision making of students in 
their education and actions. Bálint Juhász was the 

project manager of this project, and Nóra Schultz 

one of the students of the school. 

From the day they are 18, teenagers are expected 

to know how to take an active, responsible and 
democratic role in their societies. Some of the 
consequences observed of the lack of practising 

democracy and civic values among teenagers prior 
they reach the voting age is the radicalisation and 

choice of right wing movements we are witnessing 
all over Europe from an important percentage of 

people of this age. However, in most cases 
institutions are not providing any solution. Some of 

those implemented in certain places in Europe are 
Student Councils, allocating a part of the school 
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budget to students’ decision and projects, lowering 
the voting age to 16 and promoting online 

democratic tools. You can only educate young 
people in democracy in a democratic environment. 

 

Another important aspect to take into account 
regarding the current education system is the 

segregation that exists in schools, which reproduces 
social models of exclusion and inequality. The ideal 

for schools to develop an inclusive society is to start 
from the very early age, to create an integrated 

situation with students from all the backgrounds. 

 

 

Last but not least, “Job market education vs Civic 
Education” was highly discussed. Is it different in 
poorer countries where the economy is sinking? 

Each country has a different situation and in Europe 
the job opportunities for young people are not the 

best currently, but Civic Education will always be 
needed to know your rights, to have decent working 

conditions and to be able to decide and shape your 
society in that and many more aspects.  

 

 
TOWARDS A DEMOCRATIC EUROPE – CIVIL SOCIETY PERSPECTIVE 

Joanna Pankowska 
 

Civil society differs in each and every country 

depending on how much is democracy developed 
and nourished by its citizens. In illiberal 
democracies such as the current Hungarian one, 

civil societies’ rights are cut back and there is 
narrow/close social layer that is active in this field. 

On the other hand, in the Netherlands it is the 
opposite as liberal democracy is strong and people 

are more committed to improve their communities 
as they have deeper roots in those societies. The 

groups defined civil society as the bridge between 
the government and society who shall play an 

important role to inform, educate citizens and to 
provide a platform for open discussion, respectively. 
Civil society is not only a channel for sharing ideas, 

but also an effective tool to enhance and strengthen 
decentralization, it gives a hope to make things 

better. 
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Civil society is also seen as a watchdog, the ethical 
protector of the people who represent all layers / 
the marginalized layers of society. All can be 

described with the ‘3Cs’- Create, Consult and 
Control- an interesting idea that came up during the 

discussions. 

What is the role of AEGEE in this? It can vary in 

every country as it depends how progressive the 
country’s democracy is and the locals need to tailor 

their activities to be relevant in their societies. 
AEGEE has an indispensable role in shaping the 

European youth day by day, and it is a significant 
partner for other NGOs. It shall continue promoting 
unity and educating its members to be conscious 

European citizens and to become multipliers in their 
societies.  

What is civil society? Civil society brings together 
different groups. An utopistic approach/ 

interpretation is civil society invites people to share 
their opinion, by maintaining the balance between 

society and government. They are responsible to fill 
in the gaps between the government and the 

people/ society.  

 

 

 

 

But they have different roles in each/ every society. 

It can be described as the ‘3Cs’:  

CREATE - create open space for discussion and 
information  

CONSULT- provide information and make it 
accessible for the people 

CONTROL//COLLABORATE- enhance cooperation, 
establish bridges between the society and 

government and do the follow up/ supervise.  

What is the role of AEGEE? AEGEE’s role could vary 

in every country as it depends on how the civil 
society is developed in the country. AEGEE-Europe’s 

role is to keep on lobbying, having more activities 
and train youth to be experts in the youth-related 
topics/ matters. To empower us and creating 

multipliers and facilitators. 

Credibility is attached to civil society. Its current role 

is multiple. It has a “WATCHDOG” role that is to 
promote and strengthen the public accountability 

Civil society has a very important role in shaping 
democracy and teaching us about politics. 

Regarding non-EU countries, in some cases NGOs 
get a lot of money from the EU to develop, in some 

others they are not transparent enough or need to 
set a monitoring body. 
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PARALLEL WORKSHOPS 

After celebrating the AEGEE Day on Saturday night, on Sunday morning we focused on the future and new 
initiatives, trends and proposals regarding education and democracy. To start the morning, participants had the 

chance to choose among three parallel workshops: the very first EoT workshop publicly delivered by its 
ambassadors on Civic Education and intercultural communication;  Citizen tools for active participation, by Réka 

Papp, an independent journalist and activist; and e-Democracy, by Régis Jamin from AAFB.  

 

EUROPE ON TRACK WORKSHOP 

Brett Aresco, Eleanor Dennerman and Rut Einarsdóttir 

 

We started the morning by defining civic education 

in pairs and coming up with a common definition for 
the term. Some of the participants already knew 

AEGEE’s official definition and others agreed that it 
was very good and descriptive, and therefore used 

that. We then discussed the term for a while and 
what it means to be an active, responsible and 

critical citizen, and well as how to apply the 
knowledge, skills and attitudes in everyday life. 

 
After fruitful discussions on civic education we 
played “guess the rules” of the different groups, a 

game where participants are split into groups and 
each group is given different rules. The game is 

played in silence so they won’t know that the other 
groups have different rules. After each round, the 

winner changes groups, making him having to 
conform to the new rules – or change the rules of 

the game. This game simulates real life situations 
where people move to a new country/region and 

can’t communicate the “rules” they have previously 
learned in life. After the game, we discussed about 
how we can be more tolerant and understanding 

towards one another. 

Finally, we ended with “fishbowl” discussion where 
a few people sit in the middle of the circle and only 

them are allowed to talk while the others listen. This 
brought up a lot of interesting views, and we 

discussed a lot the role that history plays in civic 
education, as history changes with the people in 

power, and depending on location. We could see 
that all the participants were well equipped with 
critical thinking and positive attitudes. 

 
CITIZEN TOOLS FOR ACTIVE PARTICIPATION 
Réka Papp Kinga 
 

The workshop started with a short round of sharing 
personal experiences in their own countries, 

especially about protests. Some examples were 
Egypt, which is suffering from a great repression 

nowadays; Pulse of Europe in several cities in 
Europe; Rosia Montana and deforestations in 

Romania, a country in which protests are developing 
positively; Bulgaria and Croatia were they were 

unsuccessful; and Poland, where citizen tools seem 
not to serve anymore. After analyzing the patterns 
and similar outcomes of the above mentioned social 

movements, possible solutions and 
recommendations were discussed.Looking at the 

evolution of protests and social movements in the 
last decades, they seem to become more and more 

ineffective. Another important aspect to mention is 
that there is a political gap between politicians the 

citizens. People do not want to use voting anymore 
as a tool, because they already feel unrepresented 

and do not want to vote with anyone they have as 
an option. Even though the outcomes of protests 

appear to do not have an impact the citizens still 
must be supported to show and express their 

opinions. It is needed for a civil society to stand up 
and be active even if “the wall” will be still staying 
at the end. Short term results may not appear so 

fast but long term a society needs to protest.  
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SOLUTIONS PROPOSED:  

• Build a new party, which might be risky. Not enough citizens would vote for the unpopular new party. 
Added to this is the small dimension and few resources of the party that link them directly to sponsors 

(ex. Oligarchs in Eastern Europe) 

• Humor - Joke parties were sometimes successful in some cases and helped to point out the hypocrisy of 
some situations. Using humor to confront an undemocratic happening can be very effective and receive 
the support of the citizens. 

• Engage social at a local level: Deciding to become apolitical and act at a local level on social problems 
can be a solution on the long term. Building trust and consolidating a community would be a foundation 

to become later politically active. 

• Diaspora – Exilarchy: As there are many examples how citizens in exile or outside the country managed 
to bring a relevant contribution to their country, this could be also a good strategy. Especially 
cooperating with international organizations can also bring an impact. 

A crucial part of starting a social movement and trying to convince citizens to be active is to understand that 
there are cultural patterns that need to be taken into consideration. This is why when designing a concept of 

social change, it is needed to be framed after the context it is taken place in, so it would have a direct impact. 
Mainstream media and politicians have spoken for a too long time down to the people. A further key role in the 

discourse is to talk to the people on the same level, give them the attention and understand their needs. Only by 
understanding this ideas and processes a protest/movement can become something factual.  
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E-DEMOCRACY 
Régis Jamin 
 
e-Democracy is one of the main questions and one 
of the first points when it comes to the discussion of 

the future of democracy in Europe. However, while 
the Internet and technology have reached 

amazingly high standards in their development, the 
application of those for democracy and elections 

remains still behind, although some countries such 
as Estonia have already introduced online voting 

system for their elections as well as a large number 
of organisations for their democratic procedures. In 

this workshop, participants had the opportunity to 
learn how a project regarding this topic is 
conducted based on an actual case, as well as its 

results and outcomes.  

Régis Jamin was Franck’s companion since the early 

2000s. They started working together in a project 
called EU-StudentVote. “This was the first time in 

EU’s history that citizens could vote at the European 
level for trans-European lists. In this  

respect, the students of the 15 EU states became 
pioneers of what will remain the first large scale 

experiment of e-democracy in history”, Franck 
Biancheri pointed out at that time.  

The project EU Student Vote was launched in 2001 
with the aim of establishing internet protocols to 

provide the opportunity for all citizens to 
communicate and exchange information in order to 

increase the participation of young people in 
European elections and policy-making. The project 

was a big success, reaching millions of students, 
launching an online campaign and building an online 

community in which it was possible to vote.  

Some key points of the process were: online 

registration, voter registration database, internet 
vote, vote status check, ballot tabulation and 
reporting; ensuring the secret of the vote and 

protect anonymity; auditability vote table. Most of 
the security concerns were solved as the same 

technique is used for transactions. However, devices 
will never be completely safe, and external agencies 

may be able to disrupt the process. Currently, the 
main concerns are still related to security, 

considering the possibility of combining e-
participation with other forms of participation. There 

are many different ways to use the tool, aiming for 
a transnational EU election 2019. 
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INSPIRATION FROM YOUTH PROJECTS BY AEGEE-BUDAPEST, EUROPE ON TRACK AND 
THE ECI TASKFORCE 

Get involved 

Get involved is a local project created and managed by AEGEE-Budapest in which they organise monthly 
roundtables with experts and youth regarding a specific topic of their concern, such as refugee integration or 

corruption. The experts present the topic from different points of view and then participants are encouraged to 
ask questions to them and present their own points of view. This project was included in the yearplan of the 

Franck Biancheri Award, which had as main highlight the conference to which this booklet refers. 

Europe on Track  

Europe on Track is an official AEGEE-Europe project whose first edition took place in 2012 and was awarded with 

the European Charlemagne Youth Prize in 2013. It consists of six young ambassadors divided into two teams 
crossing Europe for a month with InterRail. During the trip, local events are organised and young people are 

interviewed on their views on the present and future of Europe. This creates spaces for dialogue and discussion. 
This year’s edition, the fourth one, has as main topic of civic education, and the conference was the kick-off of 

the trip. 

More than Education – European Citizens’ Initiative 

The ECI is the only direct democracy tool that EU citizens have to directly influence policy-making, by collecting 
one million signatures in one year and calling on the European Commission to legislate and discuss the matter in 
question. This ECI is a project started by a group of AEGEEans as a call for action to improve and harmonise Civic 

Education in Europe.  

Create your own project, facilitated by Balázs Kovács and Noémi Lőwi 

After more than two days of learning, inspiration and discussions, our participants had the chance to propose and 
develop their own projects. First of all, each one was given a post-it to write down their ideas followed by some 

time to look for at least 4 potential teammates to develop them. This was a real challenge since almost everyone 
had bright ideas, so they were merging and separating through discussion. 

After all the teams were formed, they had the time to elaborate their ideas and prepare a presentation for the 
plenary. They needed to state the aim, objectives, timeframe and resources of their project. 

Right after lunch, all the teams presented their ideas, followed by question rounds, in which the rest of the 
audience asked for clarifications, gave recommendations or similar examples for the potential projects. After the 
session we can conclude that there were many ready-to-go projects in the room, and we expect to see some 

happening very soon! 
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IMPACT MEASUREMENT 
Sofia Lobakina 

It was important for us not only to guarantee 

quality sessions for the participants of the 

conference and to keep the organization on the high 

level, but also to be sure that this conference has 

an impact on the participants. In order to evidence 

the outcomes of the learning process and 

demonstrate if any progress took place, we decided 

to use impact measurement as a tool. Two 

questionnaires, one before the event and one after, 

were distributed among the participants. Not all of 

the participants took part in it, the online pre-

conference questionnaire got 31 responses, the 

paper-based one distributed on the last day of the 

conference - 45. 

Participants were asked about their opinion on 

certain aspects of the topic of Civic Education and 

their personal attitudes on the scale from 1 to 7, 

from total disagreement to total confirmation of the 

affirmation they were given. Besides, participants 

had to evaluate their knowledge on the aspects of 

Europe (history, culture, policies etc.) on the scale 

from 1 to 5, where higher score corresponds with 

higher level of knowledge.  

Moreover, we paid attention to the perception of 

Europe from the part of the participants of the 

conference, if it has changed in the result of the 

conference. Therefore, we prepared the pairs of 

opposite adjectives, positive and negative ones, 

with the 1 to 7 scale in between, so the participants 

can mark the number which according to them 

tends to the chosen adjective and correspond with 

their vision of Europe. 

It is important to underline, that we were not 

paying attention only to “formal” improvement of 

the statistics. It was not our aim to make, by will or 

by force, the opinion and the knowledge of the 

participants “more positive”. The achievement 

already took place if in the end the participants 

acquire more awareness of civic education and 

Europe in general, which in fact can come together 

with grown level of critical thinking and 

consciousness, which, on its turn, not always 

corresponds with positive growth of the numbers.  

The results of the impact measurement are 

presented in graphs and chart further.

BEFORE AND AFTER RESULTS 

  

As we can observe in the previous graphics, our participants came from 19 different countries of origin, 

corresponding to 17 countries of residence. The main variation from the former to the latter corresponds to the 

non-European countries, namely Jordan, Afghanistan and Pakistan.  
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Europe is invaded by migrants 

The percentage of disagreement (totally disagree, mostly 

disagree and somewhat disagree) with this statement 

changed from 54.9% to 64.4%, increasing by almost 10%. 

Note that the extreme totally agree, which had a 6.5% of 

the answers in the questionnaire prior the conference, 

disappeared from the results of the post-conference one.   

 

 

The problem of Islamization of Europe is strongly 

presented nowadays 

The perception of this problem in Europe by participants was 

reduced from 42% (12.9% totally agree, 9.7% mostly agree, 

19.4% somewhat agree) to 38.6% (4.5% totally agree, 18.2% 

mostly agree, 15.9% somewhat agree). Note the decrease in 

the answers of people declaring to totally agree with the 

statement, from 12.9% to 4.5%. 

Europe needs to protect its values and culture 

from outsiders 

The agreement with this statement was reduced 

almost to the half, from the 38.7% (3.2% totally 

agree, 9.7% mostly agree, 25.8% somewhat 

agree) to the 19.9% (2.2% totally agree, 4.4% 

mostly agree and 17.8% somewhat agree). Note 

that the neither agree nor disagree answer was 

almost doubled, from 9.7% to 17.8%. 

 

Citizens of non-European origins should not have the 

right to vote unless the prove their belongings to 

European identity 

This represents how the uncertainty (neither agree nor 

disagree) that was so obvious before the conference and was 

the major group, results in more solid opinions. The total 

percent of people who disagree to certain extant with this 

statement grew from 25.9% to 46.6%. However, it should be 

mentioned as well the grown percentage of people who 

become more convinced in correctness of this statement. 
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Fighting for human rights can be sometimes dangerous 

for stability of the society

The difference for this statement is highly remarkable. The 

people declaring themselves in total disagreement with it 

increased from 12.9% to a majoritarian 42.2%, almost 30% 

more than before the conference. The general disagreement, 

that was 54.8%, was after the conference 71.1%. 

 

It is hardly possible to overcome the gap between young 

citizens and European institutions 

Although this statement has risen strong skepticism, which is 

represented with high number of participants who believe it is 

impossible to overcome the gap between young citizens and 

European Institutions (from 32.3% to 28.9% in total), and even 

higher number of unsure participants (from 35.5% to 31.1%), it 

is obvious the grown cumulative optimism. 

 

 

Civic education is well present enough on European 

political agenda 

 

Evidently increased concern about not sufficient place 

dedicated to Civic Education on European political agenda. 

 

 

 

I am pretty familiar with European culture  

We can appreciate an increase on the competences and 

awareness regarding European culture. The not really 

option disappears after the conference, and the positive 

extreme increases from 45.16% to 57.8%. 
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I am pretty familiar with European policies  

 

Even if the negative option decreases from 9.68% to 4.4%, 

the undecided one doubles after the conference. There is also 

a small increase of the somewhat choice, followed by a 

decrease of the most positive answer from 25.81% to 17.8%. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I am pretty familiar with European values 

 

It is important to mention the overall reflection of the 

participants of the conference about their knowledge about 

Europe has become more positive in all mentioned aspects. 

However in certain cases the number of undecided people and 

those more eager to doubt their knowledge has increased, which 

can be also considered as positive impact, since it probably 

reflects the risen awareness and the deeper vision on European 

issues. 

 

There is a space for me as a European citizen 

to influence the decision making 

As we can see, there was a considerable increase 

of the positive answers, mainly by the increase of 

the somewhat agree section, from 25.81% to 

42.2%, remaining mostly agree and totally agree in 

similar percentage. 
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In further questions participants were asked to check the list of characteristics represented by couples of adjectives and to 

choose the number from 1 to 7 according to their perception of Europe, depending on the adjective on the right or left they 

wanted to place it closer to, where 1 and 7 are the extreme points of strengths of the quality and 4 stand for the uncertain 

middle. 

Pessimistic - Optimistic 

 

We can observe how the relative optimism has increased 

mainly by the increase of 5 answers (slightly positive) from 

19.4% to 31.1% as well as 6 answers, from 19.4% to 

28.9%, although the most optimistic answers (number 7) 

decreased from 12.9% to 6.7% 

 

 

 

 

Exclusive - Inclusive 

 

Two charts represent the growth of critical approach of the 

participants towards the fact how Europe is inclusive. The 

post-conference data is less extreme (there are no more 

“totally exclusive” and “totally inclusive” Europe) and more 

uncertainty (34.1% compared to 22.6%). 

 

 

 

 

 

Non Democratic – Democratic 

In this case, the positive answers decreased, from 

80.7% to 68.9% (5-7 answers)  
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Non Predicable - Predicable 

 

The remarkable shrinking of the uncertainty may be the 

result of deeper approach to European issues during the 

conference which led the majority of participants to change 

their attitude to more convinced one, both “Non 

Predictable” and “Predictable” Europe.  

 

Close – Open 

The percentage of participants that perceived Europe as 

open increased from 59% to 68.8% (5-7 answers). 

Besides, the most negative option, number 1, disappeared 

from the answers after the conference.  

 

 

Ignorant - Educated 

The perception of “educated Europe” slightly increased 

after the conference, from 67.7 to 71.1%  
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How much did you like the program?  (from 1 to 5)  

 

 

The level of participants’ satisfaction with the 

conference on the scale from 1 to 5 (where 5 is the 

biggest value) is presented on the graph. 

In overall having a look at presented data we 

can assume that the conference had a positive 

impact on participants, their view in general on 

Europe and Civic Education in Europe, and its 

specific aspects. By “positive effect” it is meant 

not only the deepening of participants’ 

knowledge and self-reflection, but also the 

increment of critical thinking and awareness of 

the current issues in Europe. 
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FINAL THANKS 

On behalf of the content team, we want to thank everyone that has made possible this conference: 
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Civic Education Working Group 

Europe on Track Project Team and ambassadors 

More than Education European Citizens’ Initiative 

Central European University 

Ákos Glaub  

Balázs Kovács 

Bálint Caesar  

Bálint Juhász  

Bernadett Mészáros  

Brett Aresco  

Celia Riveres  

Daniela Maria Maris  

Danilo Liguori  

Dmitry Shismarev  

Eleanor Denneman  

Joanna Pankowska  

Jorge Sánchez Hernández  

Maarten de Groot  

María Ballesteros Melero  

Marianne Ranke-Cormier  

Marie Hélène Caillol  

Marie Heller 

Nicola Guida 

Noémi Lőwi 

Nóra Schultz  

Petra Buruzs 

Régis Jamin 

Réka Papp 

Rut Eisnadottir 

Sofia Lobakina 
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