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TECHNICAL DETAILS OF THE CONSULTATION 

Information on National Working Group: 

Details of the contact person  

Name Kristo Peterson 

E-mail address kristo.peterson@enl.ee 

Institution Estonian National Youth Council 

Position The coordinator for the structured dialogue consultations 

EU Member State Estonia 

Members of the National Working Group (number and names) 

Youth Organisations 1. Pärnu County Youth Council (Ms Marian Vares) 
2. Martna Local Youth Council (Ms Kelli Seiton)  
3. Estonian National Youth Council (Mr Martti Martinson) 
4. Estonian National Youth Council (Ms Aleksandra Kamilova) 
5. Estonian National Youth Council (Mr Kristo Peterson) 

National Authorities  1. Estonian Youth Work Centre (Ms Kati Plukk) 
2. Estonian Youth Work Centre (Mr Andres Lokk) 

National Agencies 1. Estonian NA (Mrs Reet Kost) 
2. Estonian NA (Ms Marit Valge) 
3. Estonian NA (Mrs Marit Kannelmäe-Geerts)  

Others Youth researcher Marti Taru (Estonian Youth Institute) 

Level of the consultation (national, regional, local) 

National Yes 

Regional Yes 

Local Yes 

Estimated number of young people 
participating to the overall consultation 

1123 via online consultation 
300 via seminars 
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Upon the completion of the first 18-month cycle of the Structured Dialogue dedicated to youth 
employment under the Team Presidency Spain-Belgium-Hungary, the second cycle has youth 
participation as its overall thematic priority from 1 July 2011, the start date of the new Team 
Presidency Poland-Denmark-Cyprus. Placing special emphasis on youth participation, as is stated in 
Article 165 of the Lisbon Treaty, this thematic priority will be discussed within the framework of the 
Structured Dialogue over a period of 18 months. 
  
Following report summarizes Estonian national consultation, conducted within the new cycle of the 
Structured Dialogue, which started on July 1st  with the Trio Presidency Poland-Denmark-Cyprus. This 
round, which is taking place under Polish Presidency (1 July 2011 - 31 December 2011), focuses on 
topic “Eastern Dimension of Youth Mobility” 
 

1. METHODOLOGY OF THE CONSULTATION 

For the 1st round of National Consultations of the 2nd cycle of Structured Dialogue Estonian National 
Youth Council used two different channels: online questionnaire and seminar discussions.   

1) Online questionnaire was available for responding during the period 22.06-26.07.2011 (1 month 
and 5 days) and all together 1123 respondents answered the questionnaire. 67% of respondents were 
women and accordingly 33% were men. The questionnaire was opened for all young people aged 13-
30 and age groups can be summarized as follows: 

 

 

The questionnaire consisted of several data questions about respondents and 17 questions on 
concerned topic, containing both open response and multiple-choice questions. Most of the questions 
were marked as obligatory for answering. Online questionnaire was available on webpage of Estonian 
National Youth Council (www.enl.ee). The link was promoted via networks of Estonian National Youth 
Council and with web-banners, Facebook and e-mails.  

Online questionnaire was available in two languages – Estonian and Russian. It was translated to 
Russian language with the aim to reach minorities, involve them into process and get to know their 
opinion. But unfortunately via networks, which were used, it was not able to reach these groups.  
Difference is drastic – there were 1104 answers to the questionnaire in Estonian language and only 19 
answers to questionnaire in Russian language. There still were few non-Estonian names within those, 
who responded to the questionnaire in Estonian language, but their amount didn´t overcome 3%. For 
the next rounds new strategy to reach minorities will be implemented. 

2) Seminar discussion was held in Summer School of Estonian School Student Councils Union 
(9.08-11.08.2011), where 100 participants were involved. Consultations are also planned for Summer 
School of Local Youth Councils (19.08-21.08.2011) and Summer School of Estonian National Youth 
Council (9.09.2011-11.09.2011). Because of the timing it is not possible to include them to following 
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report, but additional summary on these discussions would be presented.     

Participants of seminar discussion in Summer School of Estonian School Student Councils Union were 
aged 13 to 20. They were divided into two different groups, within which they had brainstorming all 
together, working in smaller groups, opinion square and after that summarising the results. The first 
seminar discussion didn´t gave too many new thoughts and ideas – they rather confirmed those 
answers, which have already come out from the online questionnaire, thought discussion was still 
active. For next seminar discussions the methods and stated questions are already reviewed so, that 
discussion would not only confirm answers we have, but fulfill them more with new ideas and more 
concrete thoughts and concrete actions. 

 

2. COMMENTS, SUGGESTIONS AND BEST PRACTICES  

Best practices which Estonian National Youth Council has to share would be following: 

• Since the beginning of the 2nd cycle of Structured Dialogue Estonian National Youth Council 
has employed a person for the position “coordinator of Structured Dialogue project”. This 
means that all activities of Structured Dialogue on national level are planned and coordinated 
by one person, who can focus more specifically on the project he is responsible for. Positive 
effects can already been seen (there is no miscommunication; necessary preparations are 
going faster and more efficiently).     

• During first two weeks attention towards the online questionnaire was quite low. But after we 
published special Facebook page for the questionnaire, the amount of answers rose 
considerably – information reached young people very efficiently 
(https://www.facebook.com/#!/kysitlus). At the moment more than 1000 young people have 
clicked “like” for this page and there is plan to keep this page online and provide there results 
on following discussions and outcomes, also using it for promoting consultation of next round.   

• There were 3 different valuable prices (iPod, Sony HD camera, iPhone): after online 
questionnaire was closed there was a draw between all participants. Prices turned out to be 
good trick to awake interest in the target group. There might be a risk, that in case of having 
prices it can become the only motivation to fill in the questionnaire. Having analyzed all 
answered questionnaires it should be pointed out, that only few people returned “ideas-empty” 
questionnaires and estimation to quality of answers is above average. Most of the participants 
answered even to those questions, which were not obligatory to answer. 

Estonian National Youth Council is hoping for even better results for the next period, as for the first 
round the timing was not to satisfactory. First of all the period of less than 2 months for this kind of 
consultations is not enough and has effect on the quality of consultations. Secondly during the 
summer time it is difficult to reach quite big group of young people.  
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SUMMARY OF THE RESULTS OF THE CONSULTATION  

 

1. Interest in international youth cooperation 

Talking about EU neighboring countries, which young people of Estonia find most interesting for 
cooperation , there result were as follows (they had a chance to choose several answers): 

 

Most respondents (370) answered, that proposed countries are equally interesting for them. The 
referred explanations were:  

1) All countries seem to be exciting and interesting, different from Estonia 
2) My knowledge about these countries is limited, but I would like to learn more about them 
3) All nations are equal and we can´t prefer one to another only because of the country  

 
Considerable part of respondent picked answer “Difficult to say” and they have also mentioned their 
low knowledge about these regions. Some corresponded to the fact, that EU countries are more 
interesting to them. 
  
Moving to the level of single countries it can be pointed out, that most interesting among young people 
of Estonia is considered to be Georgia (314). Next are coming Azerbaidzan (213), Armenia (202) ja 
Moldova (202). All these four countries are mentioned to be exotic, that is why young people are 
especially interested in cultural aspects of this country – this was the most popular answer concerning 
explanation of chosen countries. As a big difference is seen between Estonia and these countries, 
then young people would like to know, how do young people live and act in these countries, how does 
their everyday life look like. About 20-30 respondents (per each country) also mentioned, that people 
of these countries are/seem to be (depending on having previous experience or not) very friendly and 
warm-hearted.  

There is also explanation for the fact, that Georgia is most popular among young people of Estonia. 
Young people have emphasized that Georgia is on political level good friend of Estonian state and that 
is why it is more interesting, more safe and easier to establish cooperation with young people of 
Georgia. Young people see Georgia also as most similar country to Estonia according it values and 
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goals. One topic, which young people are eager to discuss, is war in Georgia in 2008, its 
consequences and influence on young people. 

Russia seemed to be interesting for cooperation only for 9% of the respondents (101). By most of the 
concerned respondents it is believed, that it is important to maintain good relations with your neighbor 
and that cooperation with young people from Russia will help to overcome misunderstandings (both 
nowadays and in history) and avoid possible conflicts. Though some of the respondents pointed out, 
that it might be hard for young people to communicate with Russia because of historical aspects. It 
was also mentioned, that Russia as big and powerful country has more opportunities to offer to young 
people.   

Belorussia (68) was not that interesting for young people as other countries were, thought several 
people mentioned, that it would be interesting to get to know, what do young people think of their state 
order.  

What would increase interest and knowledge of young people towards EU neighboring countries? 
There were two different asked – one concerning interest and other concerning knowledge – but 
pattern of answers were very similar and had same tendency, so answers to this question can be 
summarized as follows:    

1)	  Regular information: among proposed options there were informative lectures at schools, more 
positive and content-full information in media, interactive Facebook communities, online materials 

2) Communication with  people from other countries: interest and knowledge increase especially 
when you have a chance to travel abroad to communicate with people in their own cultural 
environment, but there is also benefit, if there is a chance to host people from other countries in your 
home country. 

3) Initiative from EU neighbouring countries themselves: they should show their will to cooperate 
and share experience, they should find ways to bring they culture and thoughts to people of EU and 
awake their interst. 

Around 7% of respondents mentioned, that they already have high interest and motivation to 
cooperate with EU neighboring countries.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Estonia 2011 

2. Cooperation with youth from the EU neighboring countries in the area of mobility in 
non-formal education and volunteering  

2.1 Value of cooperation 

Considering value of cooperation there were open response questions and young people could name 
more than one aspect. Named values could be divided into personal, social and cultural level.    

a) Personal level 

Most valuable thing, which you can gain from cooperation between EU and its neighbors, is personal 
experience, which was mentioned by 27% of the respondents and which applies both to non-formal 
education and volunteering.  22% said that young people also gain new knowledge and skills.  

In the area of volunteering the most frequent answers was, that participating in cooperation between 
young people from the EU and neighboring countries increases your courage and self-confidence 
(16%). It comes out, that most young people have never been in touch with young people of EU 
neighboring countries, but this kind of cooperation will help them to have wider look in sphere of 
international cooperation. Through cooperation communication skills are also seen to be improved 
(11%). 

From perspective of non-formal education it is assumed, that cooperating with EU neighboring 
countries might give young people ideas for new hobbies (12%), which can even turn their life in 
different direction.  Several respondents have mentioned (7%) that participation in international 
cooperation has improved their skills in project implementation that is why it is important to involve 
young people not only in participation but also in organizing part. 

b) Social level 

During seminar discussions participants pointed out, that through cooperation it is possible to learn 
about how other countries function in different spheres of life (for example how educational system is 
organized) and after that bring this experience to your home country.  Discussion brought to the 
conclusion, that from outside it is easier to notice mistakes and things to improve in context of your 
own State. New methods can be learned both for formal and non-formal education to educate young 
people more efficiently. 

It was also pointed out that keeping young people involved in communication and increasing tolerance 
towards different nations may help to reduce different conflicts and cases of crime in society 
(especially those which might appear between majority and minority). 

c) Cultural level  

From the perspective of volunteering it was brought out, that distances between cultural differences 
would reduce, so there is one less obstacle in organizing cooperation (9%) Level of tolerance towards 
other nations and cultural differences is considered to increase (5%). In view of young people cultural 
dimension will enrich their projects and educate youngsters.  

Through process of analyzing the answers it also came out, that young people do not understand the 
concept of non-formal education to full extent. Thought question concerning NFE was also followed by 
the definition sentence of NFE, several respondents noted, that question is too difficult for them and 
they do not understand the idea of this concept fully.   
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2.b Barriers and obstacles for cooperation 

 

It came out from the survey that more than 40% of respondents consider main obstacle to be the lack 
of financial resources. To overcome this obstacle better information about different projects and 
founding opportunities should be circulated and promoted in society.  4% of the respondents 
mentioned that Estonian state doesn´t support young people well enough in case of intercultural 
exchanges and cooperation.  

The second obstacle, which was mentioned by 36% of the respondents, was language barrier. There 
is spread opinion, that only small part of young people in EU neighboring countries speaks English. It 
has been noted, that using interpreter in this case in not the best solution, as for young people it is 
much more important to communicate directly and quickly. Language barrier is one of the obstacles in 
the list, which is build up on just assumption of young people (only few have had experience from this 
aspect), so to overcome such an opinion it should be shown, that there are wider groups of people in 
EU neighboring countries, who can speaks foreign languages as well. 

Limited knowledge and limited contacts are also seen as barriers for cooperation, as in this case it is 
very hard for young people to make the first step. According to some of the respondents, initiative from 
EU neighboring countries themselves could be a good start, as it will awake trust and also show the 
direction and field, where to go. It has also been pointed out, that cooperation can start slowly at first – 
for example via internet, where young people can share information and get to learn each other. 
Internet networks for this kind of communication should be created by experienced people, as young 
people might lack knowledge and competence.  

13% on the respondents pointed out, that sometimes young people just lack courage to take initiative 
and participate in cooperation. Several respondents also turned the attention to mentality of Estonian 
people, who are not open-minded, but rather shy. There were no any concrete solutions proposed, but 
the opinion was, that courage comes with the experience.  

Too complicated bureaucratic processes being obstacles for cooperation were mentioned by 12% of 
the respondents, especially in the case of EU neighbor, where some arrangements might be more 
complicated. According to their opinion huge amount of papers and reports frightens young people. 
Possible solutions could be, that at schools teachers or visiting advisors could introduce more 
frequently different opportunities of international cooperation, together with explanations of the 
process, how to apply or participate in concerned projects. Several people noted that instructions 
should be available in easier language.   
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Stereotypes are also seen as one of the obstacles – because of them young people sometimes lack 
interest and motivation to cooperate with young people from EU neighboring countries. Mostly direct 
communication between people is considered to be helpful in overcoming stereotypes. Political 
situation is mentioned as well – sometimes when relations between countries are rather negative, then 
young people as well prefer to stay away from cooperating with representatives of concerned country. 
It should be explained to young people, that they themselves do have a chance to contribute to the 
improvement of relations of the countries.   

 

2.c New actions and tools  

Asking the question whether young people prefer cooperating with EU countries or EU neighboring 
countries, the results were as follows: 

 

It was also asked in form of multiple-choice question, what is attitude of young people towards 
cooperation with EU neighboring countries and results were as follows: 

 

 

What are the reasons why young people prefer cooperating with EU states in the first place?  

1) More in common, topics of EU (33%) 
2) Easier to organize (shorter distances, no visas) (22%) 

35%	  

65%	  

Coopera1on:	  EU	  states	  or	  EU	  neighbors?	  

EU	  neighbors	   EU	  states	  

9%	  

63%	  

27%	  

1%	  

Coopera1on	  with	  EU	  neighboring	  countries	  

I	  would	  myself	  start	  some	  project,	  in	  which	  young	  people	  from	  EU	  neighboring	  states	  will	  be	  
involved	  

In	  case	  there	  is	  an	  opportunity	  I	  would	  be	  happy	  to	  parJcipate	  in	  some	  of	  the	  projects,	  in	  
which	  EU	  neighboring	  countries	  are	  involved	  	  

If	  someone	  will	  invite	  me	  or	  ask	  to	  parJcipate,	  then	  I	  will	  

I	  don´t	  want	  to	  cooperate	  with	  EU	  neighboring	  countries	  



Estonia 2011 

3) No language barrier (17%) 
4) Safe, confident (10%) 

 
At the same time mo0stly the same aspects are the reasons for not cooperating with EU neighbors – 
what could be done from this perspective? There were proposed several ideas: 

• Young people, who participate in youth projects, could have for example up to 7 days visa free 
allowance to EU neighboring countries (and vice-versa) 

• Analysis of knowing foreign languages in EU neighboring countries should be done 
• Common topics should be found between EU states and EU neighboring states and after 

webpage should be created, where according to topics you could search for suitable projects. 
 
Concerning the last point young people were also asked about the topics, which interest them the 
most and the results were as follows: 

  

These are general topics, which were most popular among the respondents, but at the same time the 
list was almost endless and consisted of all kind of smaller fields and problems, starting with benefits 
for young families ending with development of IT sphere (in case needed the list of whole topics can 
be provided). 

To make the discussions on different problems and topics more attractive for young people, especially 
in context of cooperating with EU neighboring countries three main points were brought out: 

1. Problems should be brought to grass-root level and shown on examples of real life, how they do 
influence young people 

2. Cooperation and learning process has to become more interactive: young people are expecting new 
methods and using visual materials in discussions (videos, photos, real examples) 

3. Concrete examples should be at first demonstrated, whether and what we have to learn or to take 
over from EU neighboring countries: real benefit increases motivation to participate.  
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3. Participation of young people in democratic life in Europe and international youth 
cooperation 

The following results show how participation in international cooperation influences young people in 
different spheres.  

Influence on participation in elections: Most respondents (59%) think, that having participated in 
international cooperation would make more self-aware choice while participating in elections. 55% of 
the respondentts pointed out, that young people will participate in the elections more likely and 45% 
saw there a chance, that young people will start to participate in election campaigns.  

Influence on participation in voluntary activities: It is considered, that participating in international 
cooperation will have very positive effect on voluntary activities. 70% of respondents think, that young 
people will start acting as volunteers more likely and 69% see, that interest towards volunatry activities 
and opportunities increases. 

Influence on political interest of young people (after participating in inetrnational events of 
political or social topis):  59% of respondents think, that general interest towards politics among the 
young people will increase. 57% see, that interest of young people to participate themselves in 
political desicion making process will increase as well and 54% think, that young people real 
involvement will increase.  

These were multiple-choice questions and unfortunately we couldn´t manage to get to many 
comments and ideas on how and why these tendencies take place. These questions are going to be 
raised in two up-coming discussion seminars and report would be updated.   

While estimating present situation 44% of respondents think, that they are not involved in political 
decision process. 33% consider, that they are involved, 16% say, that there are enough opportunities, 
but young people just don´t know or don´t have interest. More information should be spread in 
different channels for young people. 6 % said, that young people are allowed to talk, but at the same 
time their opinion is not taken into consideration. There was also a wide opinion that at first young 
people should be more informed and educated in sphere of politics, participation and political decision 
making.  

In this context several people also mentioned positive effect of Shadow Elections, which took place in 
Estonia on parliamentary elections in March 2011 
(http://www.varivalimised.ee/valimised2011/?keel=eng). They proposed, that project of Shadow 
elections could be one concrete idea, which can be introduced to EU neighboring countries and to get 
to know their opinion, ideas and questions about it.   
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4.SUMMARY 

Estonian National Youth Council is generally satisfied with the 1st round of National Consultations of 
the 2nd cycle of Structured Dialogue. It is positive, that we could reach almost 1500 people, both via 
internet and real discussions. There are some aspects, which didn´t went that well as mentioned 
previously (f.e. input of new ideas from discussion seminars), but we would take them into account 
during following round. Topic of “Eastern Dimension of Youth Mobility” seems to be quite new and 
unexplored for young people of Estonia, that is why we got considerable number of interesting 
comments and young people were eager to participate in consultation. Estonian National Youth 
Council hopes for development of cooperation with EU neighboring countries in context of young 
people of Estonia and whole European Union! 

 

 

This project has been carried out with the support of the European Community Programme Youth in 
Action. The content of this project does not necessarily reflect the position of the European 
Community or the NAG, nor does it involve any responsibility on their pair.  


