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Introduction
The Final Conference on “Dialogue for hybrid integration. Narratives and promotion of agency of children
with migrant background” was held on 9th and 10th June at the La Vallée centre in Molenbeek, Brussels
(Belgium). The conference was intentionally held in a multicultural neighbourhood of the city to mirror not
only the CHILD-UP project attitude but also the fundamental local and bottom-up approach implemented
during the project lifecycle.
The Final Conference presented the main research results and the ways through which an impact on
grassroots practice, research and policy was envisaged and already partially achieved by the project. The
conference was designed as both a research dissemination event - with several sessions gathering
researchers from different projects and laboratories active in the same field - and as a gathering opportunity
for the worlds of school education, protection of children, research and public policy at different institutional
levels.
Research results were considered not only as a source of new knowledge in this multidisciplinary research
field, or of new questions to be further studied, but also in terms of suggestions for daily practice at school
and in local communities. It also shared 'lessons learnt' that could positively influence public policies from
the local to the EU level. The conference structure not only allowed the presentation and discussion of results
but also offered an opportunity to share experiences and to address the many open challenges in the field of
migrant children's inclusion in European society.
During the CHILD-UP Final Conference, the project team of over 25 researchers and 41 high-level panellists
met other European researchers, decision-makers, school managers, teachers, mediators and
representatives of the migrant communities. Every participant had the chance to express views and
perspectives in highly participatory interactive sessions, particularly to make proposals for the project's
follow-up activities. The emerging suggestions shall feed the Local Innovation Laboratories established between researchers and stakeholders - in each of the 7 pilot sites in Belgium, Finland, Germany, Italy,
Poland, Sweden and the United Kingdom.

1. Final Conference Committee: The organisation of the CHILD-UP Final
Conference
The on-site Final Conference of CHILD-UP was co-organised by IIHL, acting as the CDI working group
coordinator, UNIMORE as project coordinator and the University of Liege as hosting partner, altogether
coordinating the communication, logistic and technical efforts through the work of a Final Conference
Committee (FCC). The Committee was conceived as a further working group specifically established to deal
with the most important aspects of the conference (structure, identification of speakers, decisions on
logistical aspects, communication and promotional strategies, etc.). The FCC was therefore established with
the scope of ensuring a smooth organisation of the event, particularly through a detailed division of tasks
and regular monitoring meetings among members. In this way, the Committee allowed effective and timely
cooperation not only for the preparation of the Final Conference, but also of the preparatory events that
attracted the interest around the conference as described in Deliverable 8.3 - Communication, Dissemination
and Impact Working Group Progress Report. Before the conference, the FCC met online 8 times to coordinate
the organisation of the final conference.
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The Committee was composed of Shannon Damery, representing the University of Liege and acting as
logistical and operational support, and of delegates of each CDI-WG member organisation, namely Claudio
Baraldi and Sara Amadasi (UNIMORE); Claudio Dondi, Edoardo Gimigliano and Sara Zuecco (IIHL); ; Axel Joder,
Julie Raouane and Agostino Gatta (FREREF); and Petra Van Haren, Luca Laszlo (ESHA).

2. Final Conference interventions
2.1 Welcome session
On day 1, the participants of the CHILD-UP Final Conference were primarily welcomed by Professor Shannon
Damery, representing the University of Liege as the hosting organisation, who was followed by further
welcome addresses delivered by the project coordinator Professor Claudio Baraldi (UNIMORE), Director
Marco Martiniello (Centre for Ethnic and Migration Studies at the University of Liege) and Director Bernard
de Vos (Délégué général aux droits de l'enfant, Fédération Wallonie-Bruxelles).
Professor Baraldi presented the two general aims of the CHILD-UP project, namely, on the one hand, to
investigate the current situation of children with a migrant background and the quality of their participation
in changing their own social and cultural conditions of hybrid integration and, on the other, to propose
methodologies and tools to support and improve practices of hybrid integration in the national education
systems, particularly through dialogic facilitation and promotion of children’s agency.
Concerning the crucial aspects raised by the project coordinator, the CEDEM Director Professor Marco
Martiniello stressed that children’s agency should not be interpreted as purely individual development, but
rather should be incorporated into support structures (institutions, governance and social networks) to allow
a concrete improvement in the integration processes. In such processes, also the concept of career migration,
meaning the possibility of people with migratory backgrounds to change and improve their economic and
social conditions, was taken into consideration by Professor Martiniello, a further key aspect to achieving an
inclusive and democratic society able to mirror European values.
Finally, the last welcome speech was delivered by Director Bernard De Vos representing the Fédération
Wallonie-Bruxelles. Echoing the words of the previous speakers, Mr. De Vos added the perspective of a policy
maker to the session, stressing the value of field research in supporting the policies’ innovation process. A
few examples of relevant practices implemented at different institutional levels and concerning migrant
children were also presented by Mr. De Vos, in this way putting even more emphasis on the importance of
receiving elaborated data from academic institutions to be used as a booster for the renewal of the public
approach towards sensitive topics (in this case, migration and cultural integration). In his intervention,
Bernard de Vos also stressed the need for coherent aims between different institutional levels concerning
migration and inclusive education policies.

2.2 Presentation of the CHILD-UP project and its results
The welcome session was followed by the presentation of the CHILD-UP results and outputs by Claudio
Baraldi (UNIMORE), Shannon Damery (University of Liege), Aino Alawerdyan (SeAMK), Sara Amadasi
(UNIMORE), Federico Farini (University of Northampton) and Justyna Struzik (Jagiellonian University of
Krakow).
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The session introduced the innovative approach proposed by CHILD-UP, based on the concepts of children's
agency and hybrid cultural integration. Against the mainstream discourse focusing on children's needs,
children's self-determination was highlighted by Prof. Baraldi as the centre of the project: children were
encouraged to select cultural elements of the country of origin and hosting country, of generational
discourse, and of local and global perspectives, to combine them in an original and unique personal synthesis.
This approach allowed one to perceive hybrid integration as a fluid concept, considering how this kind of
integration includes in itself the possibility for identity changes according to the context in which the
integration happens. Against the opposed logics of assimilation and preservation, the project proposed, in
Prof. Baraldi’s words, a view of cultural “combination” - hybrid cultural integration - enacted by the child
(supported in this exercise by “competent” and “willing” school staff, families and community facilitators)
who shapes her/his authentic inclusion strategy at school and in the local and virtual community of reference.
The work of the CHILD-UP project was then described through the further presentations of the coordinating
institutions of the different research WP.
Generally speaking, the research highlighted how children with a migrant background face similar challenges
during their integration processes. In many of the studied contexts, specially undocumented children struggle
to get access to basic services such as, for instance, healthcare, housing, right to family reunification and
education. Concerning this latter aspect, children often reported delays in entering the European schooling
systems, also experiencing inadequate grade-level placement with huge language barriers. In fact, children
with migratory backgrounds are likely to suffer exclusion behaviours in schools, not only due to the
achievement gap but also to cultural and language misunderstandings that can mislead teachers to wrongly
ascribe to them as learning deficits and/or behavioural problems. Children with migrant backgrounds might
therefore be treated unfairly by peers and educators at school as, for example, their behaviours can be
handled differently, their evaluation may be lowered by objective barriers (e.g. language) and their ability to
learn undermined by such mismanagement, the possibility of remedial teaching can be denied, and labels
might be assigned on this basis.
The pandemic also represented a further obstacle in children’s participation and integration processes,
exacerbating the pre-existing difficulties of pupils with migrant backgrounds. The remote teaching, the
unequal access to devices and the digital illiteracy brought to insufficient support for children, which resulted
in the invisibility of the child’s participation and agency. As a result, children became more and more
dependent on parental assistance while the relationship between children and teachers was missing, like the
one among children themselves. Nevertheless, in a few cases, the pandemic also represented the
opportunity for children to increase their bond with families and, especially in the case of older children and
quasi-adolescents, to develop their agency with a sense of autonomy, independence and self-control.
Despite the difficulties of the local integration processes studied by the CHILD-UP research, the project also
identified, analysed and disseminated evidence of good practices. This aspect was largely outlined during the
project presentation, considering how it offered school communities the opportunity to be actively involved
in the research through focus-groups interviews, questionnaires and surveys. During the research conducted
in piloting schools, another fundamental element largely described was facilitation. During the presentation,
a few excerpts of videos were projected to show facilitators in action and their strategies were briefly
commented on.
Finally, the session quickly presented the battery of tools provided to teachers and other education
stakeholders. Such instruments were developed by the partners not only to improve migrant children's
school conditions but the condition of all children, families and local communities. In particular, the described
outcomes were the digital archive (movio.child-up.eu), the guidelines for dialogic methods, the MOOC, the

| Page | 6

Child-Up

training package “train the trainers” (which includes 124 documents, 32 audio/videos on facilitated
interactions) and the qualitative and quantitative research results.

2.3 Discussion panel
The discussion panel was enriched by the participation of Marcello Bettoni, School Head representing the
Italian National Association of School Heads - ANP, Christopher Clouder on behalf of the Alliance for
Childhood, Elsa Mescoli of the Centre for Ethnic and Migration Studies of the University of Liege, Izabela
Szymaniak from the Polish governmental Office for Foreigners, Mary Tupan-Wenno of the Centre for
Diversity Policy - ECHO, Michalis Moshovakos, European Commission, DG RTD, and it was moderated by
Claudio Dondi, coordinator of the Communication, Dissemination and Impact working group of the project
and member of the International Institute of Humanitarian Law team. The panellists session focused their
presentations on the key aspects of the CHILD-UP research and the practical application of its outcomes.
More precisely, during the panel it was pointed out that the European learning paths proposed in most public
schools are often lowered from national institutions into the local dimension of the school systems. In this
way, schools are not providing children with the possibility to choose and, thus, to express their agency in
the decision-making processes that impact them and their future lives and careers more than anything else.
Indeed, the educational curricula were depicted as often packed with measurable “standard” subjects such
as maths, science, history, etc. and lacking in the artistic and human sciences. This, despite these latter
disciplines proved to be able, when introduced in educational contexts, to empower children by making them
feel more self-confident and, as a result, improving their learning experience in school. Therefore, the
introduction of optional learning paths was stressed as a crucial step. Such alternative curricula would not
only allow children to choose what they think is more suitable for them but would also facilitate them in
understanding the responsibility that comes with the freedom of choice. In this sense, the personalisation of
learning paths according to the preferences and the talents of the child would not result in the adaptation of
the school system according to a single person, but rather in the innovation of school becoming truly able to
offer the development of the more and more important soft skills.
The above-mentioned issue, raised during the discussion panel, was strictly connected by the contributors to
the centralised nature of the current national integration processes and policies, which do not yet allow a
bottom-up and decentralised system to take shape although integration does happen at the local level. In
fact, as reported by the CHILD-UP research partners during the previous session, the first difficulties of
migrant children were identified by the speakers in a denied access to the basic services. These obstacles
were moreover even exacerbated by the Ukrainian crisis, which further underlined the existing gaps in the
different European integration systems. Nevertheless, a few good practices implemented in Poland during
the ongoing emergency emerged from the fruitful dialogue as one of the few existing hopes at the national
level. In specific, Poland allowed Ukrainian citizens to be assigned temporary accommodation, food
allowances, basic social welfare, access to the educational system, etc. Ukrainian children were indeed
enrolled in schools thanks both to the assistance of national offices and to the availability of schools to have
enrolled pupils even during the school year. Students were also provided with the additional opportunity to
attend Polish language classes and preparatory ones when needed.
A final key point of the discussion agreed by all the speakers then was related to how the preparedness of
educational systems to welcome and facilitate the integration of children with migrant backgrounds should
not concern emergencies only, nor one nationality or minority in particular. The systems that were put in
place to deal with the Ukrainian crisis were seen as good starting points to be enhanced and, meanwhile,
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improved, to benefit all children and families in need. While there might be a need for continuous work on
cultural and social integration processes, the panellists agreed on the fact that migrants should not be
considered and/or perceived as such by the society indefinitely and, for this reason, effective integration
policies able to foster hybrid identities are needed.

2.4 Keynote speech
The keynote speech opening the afternoon of day 1 was held by Professor Adrian Holliday (Canterbury Christ
Church University) and examined the newly coined concept of “varicultural population”. During the speech,
Professor Holliday stressed the need to overcome the idea of multiculturalism considering how, in his view,
it implies that cultures are different and separated from each other. On the contrary, culture was defined as
a human construction, as cultures have not always been viewed as separated structures and neither will they
be considered as such eternally.
Professor Holliday underlined that natural hybridity does exist in every context of human living and that it is
actually a crucial factor that opens the possibility for people to connect. This connection among persons is
indeed key, particularly because it makes it possible to relate to others and, consequently, to understand and
be understood by others consequently creating hybrid identities.
The keynote argued that it is precisely because of the existence of the possibility to connect and relate to
people with different backgrounds, experiences and histories that the notion of an uncrossable intercultural
line that restricts creativity should not be accepted. On this basis, cultural diversity was suggested to be seen
as a way to find enriching answers in each one’s existing intercultural experience through interpersonal
creative cultural negotiation.

2.5 Parallel sessions
The Final Conference included three thematic parallel sessions, open to participants according to their
interests and involving some scheduled interventions of relevant speakers. On the second day of the
conference, 10th June 2022, the discussions and results of the different parallel sessions were shared with
the overall audience by the sessions’ moderators. The three parallel sessions were structured as follows:
●

Parallel session on research: The scheduled speakers of the session were Mateja Sedmak (Science
and Research Centre Koper) and Barabara Gornik (Science and Research Centre Koper) on behalf of
the Horizon 2020 MICREATE project, Eva Bajo Marcos (Universidad Pontifica Camila) on behalf of the
IMMERSE project, Amanda de Silva and Mélanie Vivier (University of Liege), Katarzyna Gmaj (Lazarski
University), and the session was moderated by Helen Avery (Lund University). The research session
focused on the different perceptions of integration in the educational systems, which on one hand is
often understood by parents, teachers and policy makers as measurable through good school
performance and, on the other hand, as a sense of belonging and acceptance by children. For this
reason, participants in the session concluded that it would be crucial to take some necessary steps
to (1) reinforce the relations with families, which represent the most important resource for
children’s support, identity-building and sense of belonging; (2) guarantee language classes,
respecting and encouraging also children’s use of mother languages and activities capable of
valorising their different cultural backgrounds; (3) enhance children’s agency by giving space to
define problems and frame solutions through the involvement of children in decision-making
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processes at school; (4) establish protocols and adopting best practices in terms of procedures to
prevent and report episodes of harassment and bullying.
●

Parallel session on practice: the session was enriched by the presentations of Emilie Lambree
(Belgian Red Cross), Christopher Clouder (Alliance for Childhood), Angela Scollan (Middlesex
University) and Eszter Salomon (Parents International), while it was moderated by Petra Van Haren
(European School Heads Association - ESHA). The session represented a fruitful sharing moment,
thanks to the experiences and good practices that were presented by the speakers and participants.
Thanks to the diversified participation, the session embraced practices related to different target
groups, namely children, teachers and educators, parents and families. More specifically, the debate
pointed out that: (1) it would be essential to encourage and support the connection between migrant
children and the local youth community; (2) it is necessary to support parents and families in their
ability to give space and trust to their children to freely express their needs, experienced issues and
proposed solutions; (3) dialogue and exchange among children shall be encouraged through arts and
creative subjects in order to empower them as much as possible; (4) training shall not be considered
only as an individual learning path but also to be developed through confrontation with peers and
including families, fostering a whole-school approach and an impact on the wider community.

●

Parallel session on policy making: the policy making session was joined by Giusy D’alconzo (Save the
Children Italy), Mary Tupan-Wenno (Centre for Policy Diversity - ECHO), David Degabriele (Maltese
Ministry of Education, Sport, Youth, Research and Innovation - MEYR), Rares Voicu (Organising
Bureau of European School Student Unions - OBESSU) and moderated by Claudio Dondi
(International Institute of Humanitarian Law - IIHL). The participants shared their experiences and
information on the existing national policy systems in terms of migration law and integration
strategies, formulating the following policy recommendations based on the identified systematic
gaps: (1) children with migrant backgrounds shall participate in political decision-making processes
concerning topics such as the integration strategies and policy-makers shall create structures to have
their voices heard and respected; (2) the national education systems should foresee classes in
children’s mother tongue, to support the child in the classroom environment and celebrate cultural
diversity to encourage hybrid integration; (3) an accountability system shall be established to
evaluate the impact, especially at the local level, of integration policies; (4) teachers’ training
programmes shall be improved and disseminated at large, particularly by providing teachers with the
necessary time and resources to join them. This was identified as a fundamental element to ensure
a good quality of education for every child.

2.6 Ideas Forum: Hackathon
On day 2 of the CHILD-UP Final Conference, the Ideas Forum, in the form of a preliminary hackathon and a
resulting round table, was proposed to participants in order to collect inputs and suggestions through an
interactive and collaborative session. The hackathon split the audience into three different groups of
voluntary participants - each one focusing on a specific topic, namely: how to promote hybrid integration as
a common concept; how to secure concrete sustainability for the project and its results; and cross-targeting
inclusion practices - with the aim to propose initiatives and design general inputs for the following Round
Table. The results of the hackathon are summarised here below:
●

Hackathon on hybrid integration: the participants individuated three levels in which the concept of
hybrid integration should be promoted and fully understood, namely policy making, families and
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●

●

schools. Regarding policy making, participants stressed the key aspect of clarifying the messages
delivered to policy makers, in order to encourage a precise and effective change in integration
policies and strategies. As for parents and families, the main ideas were related to the active
involvement of these important actors in the integration process of their children, specially by
improving the relationship between teachers and parents, as well as by proposing cultural initiatives
able to address the concept of hybrid integration. Schools, including school heads, teachers and
learners, shall finally create safe spaces where children should be able to freely express their agency
and their voices could be heard, in this way promoting more inclusive and democratic educational
systems (in which the decision making process is shared among relevant actors).
Hackathon on CHILD-UP sustainability: participants suggested promoting the sustainability of the
project particularly through (1) the dissemination of collected and documented practices, in order to
generate the multiplication of the project results’ use by practitioners at different institutional levels,
(2) search for good practices platforms in which CHILD-UP practices shall be shared as a valuable
experience at the eyes of educators, policy-makers and other relevant stakeholders, (3) the
continuous promotion of the results of the CHILD-UP research through the institutional channels of
the different organisations, starting to present its approach as a paradigm to facilitate the cultural
hybridisation of children.
Hackathon on cross-targeting inclusion practices: participants underlined the need to reform the
educational evaluation/assessment system, which is fragmented at the European level but also very
standardised at the national one. In fact, evaluations do not normally leave space for multiculturality
and do not take into consideration cultural differences among learners. For this reason, it was
suggested not only to start reflecting on a reform of the assessment procedures but also to start
allowing children to express themselves in classrooms (at the practice level then) in order to evaluate
their situation according to their needs, experiences and cultural backgrounds.

2.7 Ideas Forum: Round Table discussing Hackathon proposals
The Round Table participants were chosen to represent school authorities, policy making agencies and civil
society organisations, as well as to relate the suggestions emerging from the conference, particularly the
hackathon, and the three parallel sessions held on the previous day: Anne Bamford (City of London Education
and Culture), Federico Farini (Northampton University), Maija Liakka (United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees - UNHCR), Bonney Magambo (SINGA Lyon Association), Monica Menapace (DG Education and
Culture, European Commission), Shanti George (Learning for Well-being Foundation, Lifelong Learning
Platform). The moderator Claudio Dondi (International Institute of Humanitarian Law - IIHL, coordinator of
the CHILD-UP CDI working group) introduced the session by illustrating how the development of the CHILDUP project, both from the research and the stakeholders engagement points of view, allowed to intersect
some key challenges of our time, such as the evolving aims of education, the need to make school a fully
inclusive environment, the role of civil society in promoting children’s agency and the participation in a
culturally diverse society, the need to seriously address the issue of facilitation competences for education
professionals, and the systemic dimension of migration policies, that might be not coherent with the efforts
of integration done within the national education systems. Therefore, the term integration in the project was
not only associated with the word “social”, but also with the word “policy”, meaning the need of increasing
the degree of coordination and coherence among different sectors of public policy making and different
institutional levels, from the local to the EU and international institutions.
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The Round Table represented another opportunity for discussing the main topics addressed by the CHILD-UP
research and project, providing the audience with the possibility to receive feedback on the Hackathon
proposals.
The Round Table firstly underlined how the local level would be key to implement the hackathon proposals,
not only because integration processes are developed locally by nature, but also because it would not be
possible to design general instruments that can work properly and efficiently in every national and/or local
context. The same reflection applies to the teacher dimension. In this sense, teachers shall not be trained to
deal with general issues (i.e. intercultural dialogue) but, on the contrary, to analyse the individual and unique
situations of children to identify the specific issues and address them through customised paths leading to
supported agency and well-being.
The current evaluation practice at school was also treated by participants and defined as a means of exclusion
that needs to be revised and improved to be able to create a positive impact instead. In fact, facilitation and
evaluation through dialogue were defined as preferable compared to the current quasi/standardised
assessment, in order to transform classes into socially inclusive spaces where interactions - through the free
expression of agency - might enable children and teachers to build meaningful connections. Through this
renovated approach, schools might finally become environments in which children not only learn but can
also become knowledge producers through their personal narratives and peer interactions.
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All participants in the Round Table recognised the value of the CHILD-UP research results to feed grassroots
practice within and around schools, inspired by the core concepts used by the project and the ones of wellbeing and social relationships, and the opportunity to use its results in education and migration policy terms.
Furthermore, the question of why European school systems have to face all subsequent migration flows as
emergency situations, rather than as a normal condition towards which educational professionals should be
permanently well equipped, was inspiring many contributions. CHILD-UP moreover extracted some Policy
Recommendations and two Policy Briefs that link research results to school practice and education policies.
They were based on the key concepts proposed by the project approach and were finally clarified as a key to
renewing practice and policy by Professor Claudio Baraldi in his conclusions.

3. Conclusions
Hybrid integration has been largely discussed during the conference. It is important to understand that hybrid
is not a synonym of inclusion and is not distinguished from exclusion. In 1995, the German sociologist Niklas
Luhmann proposed the distinction between inclusion and exclusion, applied to society as a communication
system. In this view, both inclusion and exclusion concern participation in communication. The meaning of
exclusion is clear: it is exclusion from communication, for instance, in education, politics, economics, or
healthcare. However, the concept of inclusion as participation in communication is tricky. Inclusion concerns
persons rather than roles. Excluding children means excluding their persons, rather than the roles they fulfil.
Hence, excluding a “pupil” from education means excluding the person of the child. The role of pupil (i.e. the
role of learner) cannot be excluded in itself unless the education system collapses. However, in the general
conception of inclusion, including a migrant child in education may mean ignoring her/his person while
supporting her/his role of learner. Thus, it is important to distinguish between participating by fulfilling a role
and participating through personal expressions, i.e. participating as a person. This explains the importance
of agency in understanding the inclusion of children as persons and the necessity to associate inclusion with
agency.
Narratives of personal cultural trajectories show how persons display themselves in communication. These
are narratives showing personal knowledge, experiences and emotions. These narratives are “cultural” since
they are based on the use of linguistic symbols derived from the semantic heritage produced in
communication processes. This semantic heritage gives meaning to children’s personal trajectories, so that
they can be defined as personal cultural trajectories. On the one hand, the narratives of personal cultural
trajectories are constructed in contingent communication systems, such as classroom interactions. On the
other hand, the narrated personal cultural trajectories have been constructed through other contingent
communication processes experienced by children in their previous lived experiences. Against this
background, diversity concerns both children as narrating persons and their cultural experiences. Diversity is
the expression of narratives which, on one side, are contingently constructed in specific communication
processes as classroom interactions, and on the other side have been constructed in several other specific
communicative processes. Thus, the concept of diversity can be de-essentialised and associated with
contingent and fluid expressions of personal cultural trajectories in communication. This is why diversity is
hybrid.
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Hybrid integration is based on the systematic interlacement of personal cultural trajectories. When several
children participate in communication, their plural narratives can be interlaced in a dialogic way. Hybrid
integration means amplification, rather than reduction of diversity, expressed through the dialogic
interlacement of a plurality of narratives of personal cultural trajectories. Hybrid integration means
enrichment of communication with variety and variability of personal cultural trajectories based on
promotion of all children’s exercise of agency in narrating their own trajectories. Hybrid integration requires
specific structural conditions, which must be compatible with personal expression. These are the conditions
of facilitation.
This approach emphasises the shift from top-down construction of knowledge to bottom-up construction of
knowledge, where bottom-up means starting from local constructions of hybrid integration to move beyond
them, for instance shifting hybrid integration from the classroom to other classrooms, to the school including
the classroom, to other schools, to the local community and so on. A bottom-up process is a shift from local
to local: all bottom-up processes are local, including those potentially relevant in the European Parliament
or the United Nations Assembly. Despite the importance of the Internet and social media, local bottom-up
processes are fundamental in making decisions, which always have an impact on lived experiences.
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Annex I - Agenda of the Final Conference
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Annex II - Presentation of the CHILD-UP project and its results: slides
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