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REPORT SHEET ON PILOT ACTIVITIES 

FIELD THEME 

 
Identity and (perceived) social exclusion 
 

PLACE, DATE, TIME OF SESSION 

Amsterdam, de Waag, 4.12.2014, 20:00 – 22:00 

TARGET GROUP, NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS 

Dutch NGOs, Dutch general audience, partner representatives. 
38 present. 

OBJECTIVE OF THE SESSION (WHAT DID WE WANT TO ACHIEVE) 

(1) Practice good practices; 
(2) Present different approaches to talking about (perceived) social exclusion – both national 
(partner countries) and subject-wise (police profiling; sports; trainings; art) 

METHODS USED (ILLUSTRATE WITH IMAGES WHEN POSSIBLE) 

Tat good practice; Who are you until now good practice; C2C (light version) good practice. 

REACTIONS  - OBSERVATIONS – EVALUATIONS: WHAT ADVANTAGES AND RISKS OF 
THE METHOD HAVE WE FOUND? 
The C2C (light version) produced the most intense results. Two (professional) friends – one 
of which an EF TAT trainer -had asked the moderator – a EF TAT trainer - to be as sharp in 
the planned debate on stage as he possibly could. They were afraid that they otherwise would 
agree amongst each other too much to engage in a discussion that would be engaging for the 
audience. 
What followed was a very sharp debate that was supported by the good practice of full 
attention. Neither the panelists nor the moderator held back. But because of the intense 
listening, respect, good will, patience and honesty the dialogue was no longer an exchange of 
opinions but rather became a common search for probable answers. Although the audience 
was invited several times to join no one reacted. Later on many declared that they did not 
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want to interfere in the electrifying process on stage. 
This, probably, is the maximum of what full attention can achieve: overcoming opinions and 
creating the bedding for a common quest. 
 
The Tat good practice worked smoothly. There were no disagreements. 
 
The Who are you until now good practice produced no surprises. 

ANY FURTHER OBSERVATIONS 

It became apparent how different the good practices by the participating project partners 
were. The differences in a priori assumptions – that were discussed often at project meetings 
– now became visible. It would be good to have a more clear separation during the Rugby 
conference.  

 


