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Citizens of Europe e.V.
Our profile

Citizens of Europe is a group of individuals who feel
responsible for the future of Europe.

We work together through interdisciplinary debate,
practical training and engaged art. We aim to promote
active citizenship.

Vitalizing a European public sphere open to every-
one is, for us, a matter of mental and cultural
change. It requires innovative action based on mutual
respect and passion.



Words of Welcome:
Where Europeans meet

How do we create opportunities for Europeans to
exchange their views face to face with people from
other parts of the continent? How do we enable
people who work, have a family or many obligations
anyway to participate in civic events? And how do
we achieve a maximum of interaction, an intensive
exchange of views and a chance to create lasting
networks?

These were the questions discussed during a meeting
in the beginning of 2007. The result was a format
we named OpenFora. We gave it distinct features:
Weekend events on interesting topics, a limited
number of participants, active involvement of every-
body present. We decided to aim at heterogeneous
groups of different local origins and professional back-
grounds. And we agreed upon the importance to
bring together not only the ,usual suspects”, people
dealing with social sciences, law and European studies.

This brochure sums up the first three of our OpenfFora,
which could be realised thanks to the support of
the “Europe for Citizens” Programme of the European
Union. We decided to commit these three events to the
central topic of our work: Citizenship. By approaching
it together with diverse partners at three different
locations in different contexts, we intended to achieve
more clarity about the conditions and the implications
of our work.

The OpenFora in Berlin, Vilnius and Wrze$nia have been
inspiring events and a promising start of a new
programme of Citizens of Europe. They helped us to
build better links with the local partners and to
generate a lot of ideas for the future. Last but not least,
they meant enjoyable weekends with many interesting
people. The OpenFora programme has proven the
potential to become a backbone of our activities as it
can contribute to the development of a Europe-wide
network of people interested in contemporary develop-
ments and in mutual cooperation.

We hope you will enjoy reading this documentation.

In case you have any remarks, ideas or comments,
please do not hesitate to contact us.

Frank Burgdorfer
Chairman of Citizens of Europe
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Friedemann Walter: We debate a lot whether to
support organisations which create meeting places
between different ethnic groups, or whether to
support organisations operating inside one ethnic
group. There are two different ways, but they can both
have a positive contribution.

Noa Treister: My experience is that people coming to
Europe tend to be more holy than the Pope - they
accept everything because it was said by the EU, by
the dominant culture, the authority. But 10 years
later, in the second generation, there is the opposite
reaction of trying to define oneself in the face of
authority.

Anna Znosko: | think the difference between immigrants
from ex-socialist states and from Western Europe is
that the former really have economic problems but
they acknowledge themselves as a community. Western
European immigrants primarily see the differences
among themselves.

Sinziana Poiana: People need the capacity to use their
rights. You might have the rights, even be aware of
them, but if you do not have the capacity to use them
they are pretty much useless.

Daphne Gross: When we start to stress the differences
between us they start to matter. Lack of integration
occurs because of social characteristics, not because
immigrants are different from us in values.

11



2nd round:
Citizenship in multi-
cultural societies

Frank Burgdorfer: Citizenship requires certain
prerequisites which need to develop, and they develop
in some groups more than in others, depending on

the cultural background. This is to stress again that
education is terribly important, although there is not
one ideal way of civic engagement.
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Participants exchanged views and examples based on
their experience and local realities. Let us picture
the Romanian countryside for a minute: There you
often find Hungarian minorities that are neglected
by majority groups. This creates a parallel community,
excluded from the political process and public life.
They invest trust in teachers, preachers or political
agents. Belief into civic power is generally low,
which deters individuals from participation. These rural
traditional societies are very self-centred and
individuals don’t offer any input for the community.

Part of the solution could be state investment in civic
education; however the reality is that civic and
cultural classes are only on the 8th grade and they are
not compulsory either. Besides, due to decentraliza-
tion of the state, the syllabus leaves room for
interpretation and teachers are quite free to adopt
their own methods and programmes, which raises the
question of who defines the standards.

The German case and the Turkish migration into the
country was another hot topic in the discussion.
Are Germans willing to integrate their recently gained
minorities? Is learning a common language an
essential prerequisite for a successful integration
process? And what is the role religion plays in
communities within German society? Basically there
are three strategies with which a society, community
or state can deal with foreigners. One is to suppress
by shock and awe; another to exclude and push
them to the margins; and the last one to give them
incentives to participate in public life which will
change due to the minorities specific cultural infusions.

Participants preferred the latter concept, but they
also realized that this is the most complicated one to
pursuit.

The approach implies the a priori acceptance of general
rules and practices while respecting the idea that
other perceptions are relevant and legitimate. More-
over, the ability to communicate is essential within
any given society and in this sense one has to be able
to speak the local language in order to act or engage
in public life. Finally, one has to bear in mind that
immigrants must be given the opportunity to discover
the autochthonous culture. From a human rights
perspective individuals cannot be forced to integrate
into any given society. Cultures are not homogeneous
themselves anyway. There is always a multitude of
agents striving to pursue and enforce different inte-
rests and interpretations within communities. This
is the foundation of cultural and socioeconomic diversi-
ty which characterizes today’s complex societies.
Refusing to acknowledge this fact means to deny the
democratic development of civil society throughout
the last two centuries.



Dorian Jano: | fear it is a big problem that the heads
of migrant associations see themselves as the voice

of their people. If the respective group does not feel
represented by them, people will be even less inclined
to engage themselves.

Cetin Celik: In a multicultural milieu, no culture is
homogenous. It seems simple, but we keep making
this mistake. You find different agents pursuing
different interests, and this is not reflected by speaking
of the ,,Turkish Community“. There are different sorts
of Turkish migrants.

Gert Réhrborn: Unfortunately we have cultivated an
exclusive concept of belonging. People here in Neukdlln
for example are not allowed to hold Turkish and
German passports at the same time. They have to
choose because we make them choose.

Patrick Wildgen: The problem of nation-state centred
thinking is that there’s no ,,as well as”, but only
either or“. It’s a problem of nation-state centred
thinking. Maybe we are at the beginning of a develop-
ment in which we allow ourselves to really accept
something like a TurRish-German individual, with all the
consequences such an attitude brings along for our self-
image. It takes a lot of time to develop such thinking.
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3rd round:

What to do and
how to do it

Rui Montez: Together with people from other NGOs
based in various countries | have come to terms
that it makes much sense to do activities which aim
to raise civic awareness in intercultural contexts.
The question of self-reflection is really important,
as is getting out of our own community in order to
obtain a perspective of an outside observer.

Noa Treister: If you address citizenship and integration
directly, hardly anybody will be interested. First we
need to find a third subject that everybody can directly
relate to. Second we may put integration issues on
the table as a consequence of that.

14

In this round we tried to sort out what is most impor-
tant to further promote and advance civic engagement
in an age of migration, and whether and in what
ways this will strengthen overall integration. Partici-
pants presented different approaches as examples of
what can be done in different contexts.

Kirsten Wiese emphasized the importance of freedom
of religion as a protective right for minorities. Noa
Treister focused on the potential of Engaged Art to
facilitate communication with the help of intercultural
forms of remembrance. It might help to value individual
as well as group memories and nurture empathy.
Marc Ludwig stressed the depoliticization process
associated with consumer societies while Anna Traub
spoke about the technization of politics and specifi-
cally the technocratic decision-making in the European
Union which has contributed to the alienation of voters
from the public sphere. Therefore DMU Neukolln is a
rather promising example, as it directs its initiatives
and investments towards the causes of local problems.

The creative use of new media may also help to
communicate certain ideas better due to relatively
low costs. Besides, it can create attractive campaigns,
especially among youngsters. Raising awareness

for community problems among these generations is
in fact a vital step against political apathy. They

are not only the future stakeholders of society, but
already wield certain influence on adult groups

(like parents and relatives). Debaters clearly identified
the need to organize more transnational projects
which target youth and even children in order to
increase investments in capacity building and civic
participation.

Although it was the first event ever of its kind, people
involved in the OpenForum Berlin commonly agreed
that this meeting proved to be beneficial to civil society
actors, since it fostered the exchange of best practices
and the networking among young professionals.



Manfred Wagner: Projects are processes that take
place over a long period of time - there is a beginning,
a concept, a reassessment of the problems, an
implementation phase, then the evaluation and so on
and so forth. | believe that because of this complex
cycle a project which involves different sorts of people
is already a measure of integration in itself.

Ana Maria Suciu: The problems we encountered in
civic participation in Romania have mainly to do with
educational policies. It’s a basic thing: when you're
not socialized to cooperate, you don’t even think about
it when there is an opportunity.

15



Special closing event:
Exploring Neukolln
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Quartiersmanagement (transl. “Neighbourhood
management”), a specific form of DMU, is important
in understanding Berlin’s socio-economic development,
yet it is not a term many are acquainted with. On
Sunday morning, Fadi Saad from the District Manage-
ment Unit Kérnerkiez explained us what it consists
of and presented us exciting insights into his work.

In 1999 it was agreed to set up onsite offices in neigh-
bourhoods like those in parts of Neukdlln, which
have special development needs and should therefore
receive a more intensive treatment. These offices
were established in order to improve neighbourhoods
by creating links and networks among different
groups that usually have very little contact with one
another, such as government administrations, private
businesses, clubs and associations, and individual
residents. A very important objective of Quartiers-
management is to encourage the residents of the
districts to become involved and active participants
in their communities, thus taking responsibility

for their immediate environment and reinforcing self-
organisation.

Having Palestinian roots and a gang history himself
Fadi Saad knows problems affecting some migrant
communities in Berlin from first hand experience,
which makes him a valuable person today who

can effectively reach and work with disadvantaged
youngsters in Neukélln. Fadi introduced several
activities and initiatives to us which have been orga-
nised by Quartiersmanagement in the Kérnerkiez
neighbourhood, among it a social centre for problem
kids, a family centre, and initiatives for Arabic families.

On a guided tour through the neighbourhood we could
see some of the projects previously presented to

us with our very eyes. Finally most participants found
it funny that Neukélln is often portrayed in the media
as if it were the “Berlin Bronx”. At least if judged by
its appearance and especially in comparison to
other European cities Neukolln appears to be a rather
friendly place. Before we closed OpenForum Berlin
we paid a visit to a children’s exhibition about diversity
displayed in Kérnerpark.
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Interview Noa Treister:

It’s all about the
commitment to the other

Interview: Berlin-Kaulsdorf, 25 May 2008,
by Gert Rohrborn.
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When you look back on the OpenForum in Berlin, what
was the most challenging fact or experience for you?
There is a tendency, especially of activists coming from
the post-communist countries, to become more holy
than the pope. Too many of us and without necessity
totally comply with what we interpret as the
intentions of donors, be it the European Union or foun-
dations like Soros. We saw that again in this forum.
Much less attention is paid to the needs of the local
population. Who should know better than the people
there what they really need? The predicament that
arises from this phenomenon is that in post-communist
countries like Serbia western funding structures

tend to reproduce the very traditional attitudes towards
authority they claim to fight against. And so to
produce a dichotomy between a neo-liberal approach
and nationalism. | have to say that - judging from
my experience - in some way donors take the role of
local authority. That’s the hardest thing to deal with on
the ground. And when coming here as well. It doesn’t
matter where. Because you cannot beat it easily.

Did you encounter this attitude among the partici-
pants of OpenForum Berlin as well?

Yes, of course, and that’s exactly what I think was
the great thing about coming here. | don’t expect
that meeting and debating with people for two days
will suddenly change the whole world. Yet | deem it
very valuable that people can come and see there is
something else. In the west there is more space for
development and discussion. Certainly the socialisation
and normalisation process is in place in the west

as well. Still, the whole capitalist and civil society
system developed much slower in the west, and
together with streams of elaborated criticism. Let’s put
it in this picture: there is a much wider playground
to choose from in the west. The eastern countries had
to rush into capitalism. There was no time for a real
critique of the way the transformation came about
and how it was implemented. People there developed
something | call a culture of complaint. They blame
the west for this and for that, but that’s not criticism
as we know it. It is not directed towards constructing
an alternative system. The biggest price we all have
paid for this kind of peace that is in place in Europe
nowadays, call it a positive accession process if you
like, is that if there really ever was a chance to let
an alternative to capitalism develop on the occasion
of the breakdown of the communist bloc, it was erased
even before it started.



OpenFora deal with topics which have a genuine Euro-
pean scope. When Citizens of Europe tries to foster
cross-border communication in order to address them,
we often encounter the difficulty that language is
contaminated itself and under certain circumstances
may even hinder communication more than it supports
it. How can art help to overcome this situation?

The question is whom you address and how. Moder-
nism decided to promote art for art’s sake. What is
neglected in this perspective is that art is a part of

the wider concept of culture. Combined with capitalism
art ends up to be a commercial product. That’s
where the concept of Engaged Art came from in the
1960’s. It’s promoters ascribe a social and political
position to art. There is much talk about diversity in
Europe nowadays. Nevertheless, with the current
systems of funding we face a process in which diver-
sity is slowly segregated into culture and culture is
slowly segregated into a position where it has no effect
on economy and politics whatsoever. What we did

not talk about was what economic diversity is, what
political diversity is. Such a discussion does not exist
anywhere. We have reached a point where we can
actually have diversity; we can have globalisation
seemingly happening apart from each other,
because these processes do not interfere with each
other, because art was taken out of the game. The
main reaction to this situation is fundamentalism,
namely the wish - whatever nasty forms it may take
- to maintain meaning in culture. So | think what

we need to do is to give art back its meaning without
choosing fundamentalist approaches. In my point

of view art’s function is to locate and articulate certain
social phenomena which are taboo, and to deal

with them. That’s what | do when | address Gastarbajter
culture or changing concepts of sex in Art Inter-
ventions. What | have learned is that we as the activists
and conceptual thinkers should never forget that
people are not stupid. Even if they cannot articulate
themselves philosophically or conceptually, they
know exactly what we talk about. The idea for “Sex
in Transition” came out of the local Serbian community.
I see my role in listening to and understanding what
local people say, and to put it into a conceptual
framework which may help to address these problems.
| think this is my duty.

19



20

Feedback

Cetin Celik: To me, contrary to some panels and
conferences | have participated in before, Open-
Forum Berlin had a dynamic, effective debating
milieu. This dynamism stems, to a large extent,
from the variety of backgrounds of participants and
the conceptual design of the debate.

Pelin Erol: First of all | enjoyed the event a lot and
it was also a great time for me from the professio-
nal point of view. | realised that many young peo-
ple in Europe handle the migration and citizenship
issues in the same way | do. As much as | would
like to come again | recommend it to other people
to participate in another OpenForum in the future.”

Ana Maria Suciu: The Open Forum Berlin was rather
surprisingly informal, which was great. Initially |
expected a more academic debate but it was great
not to have a lot of theory but rather practical
examples and personal feelings, although based
on background information on the issue. The
neighbourhood we spend the weekend in was a
good case for the discussion. The OpenForum is a
good opportunity for meeting new people, getting
acquainted with new ideas and to do some networ-
king.

Michael Ellerbrok: Before | came to Berlin it was
not clear to me what would be the framework of
the OpenForum. Will it be rather formal or infor-
mal, will | meet people who are just interested in
the topic or rather people, dealing with the topic
professionally, shall | wear a suit, even a tie, or
will a sweater do as well, etc.? | guess | expected
that it would be more formal (mainly because the
announced speakers of the discussion seemed to
be “important”). In the end | was a little surprised
that it was not formal at all, which | liked because
it encouraged me even more to participate in the
vivid discussions.



Participants

Frank Burgdorfer, Berlin
Cetin Celik, Bremen

Michael Ellerbrok, Munich
Pelin Erol, Bornova-izmir
Wolfgang Fanderl, Miinchen
Lucia Gonzalez, Madrid/Berlin
Daphne Gross, Berlin
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Alexandra Ivanova, Trebisov
Dorian Jano, Korce

Tobias Kunow, Berlin

Marc Ludwig, Berlin
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Anna Traub, Berlin
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Anna Znosko, Kletsk/Fulda

Organisers:

Biirgerstiftung Neukélln (N+)
Emser Strafde 117

12051 Berlin

Germany

Tel: +49 / 30/ 627 380 13
Fax: +49 / 30 / 629 834 71
info@neukoelln-plus.de
www.neukoelln-plus.de

Citizens of Europe e.V.
Kiefholzstrasse 20;

D-12435 Berlin

Germany

Tel: +49 / 30 / 868 701 0922
Fax: +49 / 30 / 868 701 0929
office@citizens-of-europe.eu
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Project Team:

Frank Burgddrfer, Berlin (organizer, moderator Opening
Discussion & Round 2)

Lucia Gonzalez, Berlin/Madrid (EVS Volunteer)

Rui Montez, Lisbon/Berlin (EVS Volunteer)

Gert Rohrborn, Dresden (organizer, moderator Round 3)
Dr. Friedemann Walther (organizer, moderator Round 1)

Worth taking a look at:

Photos of the OpenForum Berlin (www.openfora.eu).
Ellerbrok Michael: Keeping a sharp eye - on society
and on social research. Point.e - European perspectives
on culture, politicséideas
(http://www.point-e.com/show/151).

Poiana, Sinziana-Elena: The migrant voice.

Point.e - European perspectives on culture,
politics&ideas (http://www.point-e.com/show/136).
Saad, Fadi: Der grofde Bruder von Neukolln.

Ich war einer von ihnen - vom Gang-Mitglied zum
Streetworker, Berlin: Herder 2008.

Website of Quartiersmanagement Berlin
(http://www.quartiersmanagement-berlin.de).
Website of Art Interventions Programme
(http://www.artinterventions.eu).
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OpenForum 2 in Vilnius
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OpenForum 2

Promoting Citizenship
by Education?

Vilnius, 16 - 18 March 2008

eccccccccoe

! Rudkouski, Piotra: Belarusian National Ideology: Contem-

porary Utopia, in: East European Democratic Centre (2007):
Hopes. lllusions. Perspectives. Belarusian Society ‘2007, ed. by

Marta Pejda, Warsaw/Minsk, pp. 46-51.

2

Propaganda Mechanisms, in: ibidem, pp. 40-45, pp. 4of.

3 Quoted after HRH Vilnius working description.

See www.humanrightshouse.org/belarus for more information.

eccccccccoe

Quoted after: Usau, Pavat: “Ideology of the Belarusian State”.

Twenty years after its Western neighbours have freed
themselves from communist dictatorship Belarus is
in search of an identity of its own between Russia
and Europe. It may only slowly and erratically free
itself from strong political, historical and cultural
dependencies that have led into (voluntary) isolation.
Citizens of Europe was hosted by the European
Humanities University (EHU), a private “university in
exile” founded in Minsk/Belarus in 1992. Its mission
is to build a productive dialogue with Europe and the
world in order to overcome the intellectual enclosure
of Belarus. The authorities in Minsk closed it down
in 2004 because of its links to European colleagues
and the active participation in the Bologna Process.
EHU is currently harboured on EU grounds in Vilnius/
Lithuania.

We used EHU’s example to explore the limits and
possibilities of convincing young people of living up
to paramount liberties under the corrupting conditions
of oppressive regimes. Interesting enough, it is both
Belarusian authorities and their critics who openly
admit that the country’s population displays a wide-
spread authoritarian mentality, stemming from

70 years of Sovietization and an even much longer
detrimental influence of Russification.

What regime and opposition obviously disagree upon
is the question of how to deal with this situation.
The government’s position is clearly an anti-emanci-
patory one. It supports a vertical and monologuous
political culture, which seeks to frustrate any move
towards social dialogue." “Our people are not used
to live on their own. They got used to someone

always giving them something. They got used to live
under socialism. They believe that many functions
that must be performed by people and families are
in fact the functions of the state,” Belarusian president
Aleksander Lukashenka frankly remarks in an official
publication.?

With OpenForum 2 Citizens of Europe did not only
aim to understand better the specific situation of this
country located at the margins of Europe; we also
wanted to give a practical example for the kind of
dialogue which might help to foster an emancipatory
democratization process within Belarusian society.
The event also provided an opportunity to raise
awareness on EHU’s applaudable efforts within a most
difficult context.

The workshop ,,Citizenship by Education - Education
by Citizenship?”, which formed the core part of the
event and consisted of three rounds of debate, was
held at Belarusian Human Rights House in Vilnius
(officially opened on 31 January 2007). Among its
major tasks is “to create conditions allowing Belarusian
human rights organizations to operate”, “to provide
those non-governmental organizations unable to
operate in Belarus with premises for their educational
activities outside the country”, and “to increase the
level of protection and security of Belarusian activists
in the field of human rights”.3

23



24



Opening discussion:

Islands of Freedom?
Universities and their role
for a democratic society

Friday, 14 March 2008 (EHU, Vilnius, Lithuania)

Ryhor Miniankou: At EHU, citizenship is a part of
our daily schedule.

Wtodzimierz Nechamkis: You cannot educate people
under authoritarian systems!

To apply the concept of European citizenship to Belarus
might seem rather ambitious, to say the least, for

a serious discussion. Yet Central Eastern European
societies have learned that a transfer of institutions
does not suffice in order to establish strong civil
societies. Confronted with the social and psychological
heritage of Soviet rule they have recognized the need
to prepare individuals to apply strategies that go
beyond simply revolting against illegitimate regimes.
It is much more important to encourage them to
appropriate the role of active citizens. We were eager
to know from EHU teaching staff and students how
they see the role of university education in this con-
text. Its major tasks are usually seen in passing on
knowledge and skills necessary for economic repro-
duction and contributing to the advancement of
cultural standards, but also in offering opportunities
to the younger generations to sophisticate their
personality’s development.

Professor Ryhor Miniankou outlined the trajectory and
current challenges of his academic institution. He
stressed that EHU is not an “underground university”
which comes out of the dark, but a “university in
exile” that has ongoing impact on its home society
thanks to the help of its students. Although he sees
classic university in crisis all over the Western world,
as a result of the global process of economic trans-
formation Miniankou also identifies a growing potential
for active citizenship. An increasing number of
(educated) people can feel as “citizens of the world”
who value personal flexibility and an anti-authoritarian
mindset, the professor said. As active citizenship
should prefer critique to truth telling, he particularly

emphasized the priority of a strong civic identity over
national identity. Therefore EHU tries to give all of its
students a feeling of community.

Wtodzimierz Nechamkis, a Polish-born television
journalist and former contributor to the 1980s Polish
exile magazine “Archipel” based in Berlin, spoke
about his experience with witnessing the political
change in Poland from abroad. He gave examples

of the role of civil courage, “flying universities” and
exiled thinkers in promoting citizenship in authori-
tarian regimes. For Nechamkis there is no doubt that
a certain feeling of threat left its psychological imprint
on all members of societies subject to - what he
preferred to call - Kafkaesque relations with state
authorities. Judging from his own experience, Nechamkis
openly admitted that for him it remained an open
question whether civic empowerment could be
realized better by a literary counter-culture than by
rational science. He passionately passed on a lesson
to the audience, which he has certainly learned over
the years: The most important thing is not to be afraid!

By asking challenging questions the audience started
a debate that continued during the following reception
and which was to be taken up again on Saturday
morning. Among the topics discussed were the exis-
tential quality of openly expressing one’s opinions
in oppressive regimes (as it is observed much more
closely than in free societies with their competitive
surrounding); the potential negative consequences
for the future professional and private life of today’s
EHU students; and the role of the internet in acces-
sing information and transferring knowledge.
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