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Yayına Hazırlayanlar: Dilara Demir, Laden Yurttagüler
Stefanie del Sotto: This was actually which European typology of housing exclusion which I have here and may be I distribute one of these sheets to each one of you later. And so we have forming conceptual categories; houseless, insecure people, people housing in insecure accommodation and people housing in inadequate accommodation. Then, in terms of may be instead of going in depth on what we have been working, I am just jumping to what is housing and housing rights work do... Before that, I should say also that FEANTSA works with annual themes so we decided that each year we will concentrate on a specific issue and each working group and member are asked to contribute also in terms of reports. And then we have ongoing concentrations on topical issues, for instance this year apart from the annual theme, we are also trying to do some research on child poverty and child or youth homelessness. Then, we have also established to change the program which is a work in progress, trying to facilitate networking among organizations which can be our network or others who are interested, may be in sending one social worker for instance, from one organization to other organization, to see it at grassroot level what they do, how they do it. It is different, it is a kind of mutual learning. 
As concerns the work of housing rights, let’s say, the work of housing rights is the expertise of the housing rights depends on the working on housing and this will have been concentrating on social housing for social exclusion, for social mix, etc. We all agree on housing rights not being really until three- four years ago, we will also look more in-depth in terms of what is available as international tools and how we could use them as well. So, it was more specific task which was more specific to housing rights, has expert rule. In this context, we have published a book which is relating to housing rights and human rights. I have one copy with I will leave here, to  Bilgi University. Of course, you are welcome if you are interested also to contact me and I can send you a copy from the Office. We have decided to organize also a Conference in Helsinki. This was under the Finnish presidency of European Union took over wide range of judicial, socioeconomic policy issues and the proceedings are also available in the website. It was interesting because again there was a mix of participants coming not only from NGO sector, but also there were civil servants, academics, so they try to how people from different sectors looking at the same issue, may be in different manners, but at least it is important to have this exchange. Then we are working now on producing a database and this would be on international instruments and also on case law and this might be something quite interesting for NGOs to see what has been done already in the field of housing rights, how they can themselves use these tools to try to advance this cause in their own country. This is relatively new and it is collective complaint against France. Actually, the Council of Europe has a European Social Charter and revised Social Charter. Within revised social charter, article 31 is specifically devoted to the right to housing. There is not only a reporting mechanism for members’ party, but the resolution or in additional protocol which forsees the possibility to collective complaints. Actually, international organizations such as FEANTSA, of course you have first to register to be adapted in a list, but international organizations can actually launch a complaint, this is what we did. May be, I should say that even if our work is more focused on advocacy on political level, EU or national level, we said that this was another way actually to try to promote our cause. It is not because we just want to fight against France because they are not doing enough, but we try to actually enter a dialogue with France and this has already cited and also to try to have higher standards because once you have the case law behind you, it is easier then to refer to case law and to say that “Look! This is what has been said and you should try to improve what you are doing in your country.”  

So, just to come back very briefly about the annual Seamen conference. This allows us to have the annual report. So, each year we ask our members to fill a questionnaire and this gives us a Eurowide picture on specific topic we have chosen for that year. Usually in autumn, we have also an annual conference, all our members are coming so it is also an occasion for them to network and also we are inviting also relevant stakeholders and if useful, we are going to take further what has been found in the research and the report, what has been raised during the conference. So you can see the themes in 2006, it was the right to house is a human right, ensuring access to house for homeless people. This year we are talking about employment. This is about multiple barriers, multiple solutions, inclusion in to and through  employment for people who are homeless in Europe. Next year we will focus on housing and homelessness. So I think it is also interesting to know that this is next year’s. In terms of lobbying,FEANTSA has the knowledge and the expertise, directed from its members and its researchs so this is what we use actually to lobby, mostly at European level. FEANTSA also empowers and supports its member to lobby at national level. For instance, it is always interesting when members know that in another country, I take just example of Scotland who is actually implementing right to house now and as a name to tackle homelessness and homelessness by 2012, they have a very ambitious program but also very pragmatic approaches, setting target groups. Let’s say, when became known, we had many requests from other members in other countries to have may be Scottish members coming there and talking to public servants, civil servants for instance to have its playings so that it can raise awareness in other countries. This is something we facilitate from FEANTSA. 

As you might know, housing is not an EU competence. However, EU policy-making impacts more and more on the range of areas related to housing. May be it is useful to distinguish what we call hard policy and soft policy. So in terms of hard policy it means where EU has competence to legislate. It can force member states will have to introduce what has been said in EU level on legislation so it is compulsory for them. With soft policies, we will refer to areas where the EU does not have any legal competence but there has been for instance development in kind of policy making methods which hopes to increase convergence in policies. Notably through what has been called, “the open method of coordination”. This is a method which is used in social inclusion strategy. It means, to summarize it, to try to have objectives defined jointly, to try to have measuring instruments, try to have a comparison between countries and a mutual learning process. That is where you have, for instance peer reviews. This method is used in the social area, is not at all name and shame approach. It is more about learning from each other, and may be trying to define things in one’s own country only by learning from others. In terms of hard policy, I will just give you some points where EU has a big impact although we can’t go into details because it will take too much time. So, of course EU can legislate in states’rules in competition rules. It is legislating free movements of persons, is one of the principles of European Union. There is also what he is related to asylum, and the reception of asylum seekers. The Eu has a competence in environmental legislation, in what is public precurment rules and also in terms of antidiscrimination. So some of these areas may pose problems but as I said I prefer just to continue. In terms of soft policy, there is for instance,  the whole process of Lisbon process, actually started in 2000 and the Lisbon strategy which was related to the fact that EU wants to become the most competitive knowledge-based economy in the world, capable of sustainable economic growth, with more and better jobs and greater social cohesion. These are, all probably decided in 2000  and it was very ambitious, actually it has been revised since then and we can see that ambitions are a bit lower actually in the social area unfortunately. EU has the Community Action Program on public health for instance. They are for instance, trying to produce policies such mental health, alcohol related policies and drug prevention with also reducing health inequalities. FEANTSA is involved both in European employment strategy and in what is the Community Action Program on public health. …I jumped something, but it is in the slight.

            It is about social protection and social inclusion strategy as I said it is related to Lisbon as well and it is where the European Commission to have peer reviews and mutual learning and FEANTSA is involved actually as a European network in several of these peer reviews for EU member states and  we’re also able to contribute to our fields. As a trend, we can say that in the last few years, homelessness has become an issue in the EU agenda. We could see that  initially, let’s say, under the social inclusion strategy, states have to enter and produce annual reports and we could see that at the beginning in 2001, the European Commission was referring to homelessness and housing as an urgent policy issue for some member states. Then, in 2004, we can see that it is for most member states and this is related also to the fact that there is speculation in housing markets and the prices of rents are going in many European countries and it has become really an area of concern actually in terms of affordability notably for people. Then in 2005, we can see that homelessness and housing exclusion are becoming problem for most member states but for all new member states. I think it is very relevant to say here, the Council had said  in 2005, homelessness should be one of the six key priorities for all 25 member states at that time. Finally, I just quote what has been said  in 2005 by the Council, it was that among the priorities for social inclusion process, there is the treatment of phenomenon of homelessness. The wording is a bit unfortunate, but at least this is something which is on the EU agenda. 
What I can say about the impacts of transnational exchanges, both with FEANTSA, but also with the EU context which has been able to facilitate this transnational exchanges. It is certain that there have been useful to raise awareness on homelessness and have it as an issue. There is also a changing perception of homelessness so we tried with the ethos and European typology of homelessness and housing exclusion to show that homelessness is not only being on the street, that homelessness is a process and have several stages, several causes and several solutions as well. It is something very complex. We have the feeling that actually the perception has been changing over the years. And also there is a change in intervention strategy to tackle homelessness. For instance, from emergency, we are trying more to focus on prevention as well and reintegration. We think that this is actually also quite useful and important. 
As other relevant stakeholders, as mentioned we are mostly working at EU level because of our membership, because of our scope, but it is true that we are more and more working with public authorities as well and with also local authorities because actually these are the level of authorities whı are mostly concerned with homelessness and also those who have put into practice policies. I will briefly say something about the public authorities. So in the past, the statutery obligation to fight homelessness where very rare, but we can see that in several EU member states now there is the right to housing not only has been included in the constitution or in the national law, but there is also a kind of movement now to try to tackle it in terms of policies. Even if it is not something which is always effective, at least there is a kind of movement now in that direction. There is great recondition of the problem and also public authorities are looking for expertise. They are looking also for mutual learning and it is true that we are more and more approached by civil servants who would like to know what it have been more as an experience of another country and what we can play more to facilitate during this context. 
Then, I may be just , mention the European forum to combat homelessness. Let’s say, the context is still European social inclusion process and the open message of coordination message. So the idea was to have a strong focus on policy development so not only the legal base, but having really something which is effective in the ground. We decided to try to put together more relevant stakeholders. One of those was public authorities, but also has boards, housing association and whatever because what who were able to see and what our members see is that usually there is no transsectoral cooperation. So for instance, if in one’s  country, it is social ministry who is working on homelessness, then there is no, may be not, a good communication with the employments, ministry there is no good communication with health ministry. May be there is communication, not homelessness as such. At the same time, we could see that different levels of power are not always in touch. So the idea is to try to have not everybody, but at least some relevant actors together and try to see what can be done at the different levels and it is true that this is a step-by-step approach. Until now, we had one seminar with local authorities last year and we are going to have another one in Brussels. This is our present focus. But also we started, for instance, something else and it is a discussion forum with health professionals from all countries who want to meet on the internet to discuss issues related health. We are just taking the role of facilitating in this context. 

So, this is, let’s say, in terms of international tools and at EU level, actually as I said before. The housing rights, the right to housing and housing as such is not the competence of the EU but there has been mentioned actually the right to social and housing assistance in the Charter of the Fundamental Rights of the European Union. Actually, the status at the moment is a bit unclear as you know. It is part of the Constitution and adaption and ratification of the constitution has been blocked and at the moment, let’s say, it is a kind of limbo so we don’t know exactly where we are about that but potentially this is also an instrument. Although, let’s say, housing assistance remained quite vague, in the future it might be one instrument where we can intervene further to advocate for housing rights. Then you might have been aware of that also there is European Union just created a fundamental rights agency so it is actually the following of the centre which was in Indiana and which was focused on mainly racism and xenophobia but now the idea is to have more fundamental rights on it and this agency will be able to provide more information and suggestions to member states so it is still a soft, let’s say approach. It is not compulsory but if we could have the housing rights within different fundamental rights, it will certainly have to further fight against homelessness and housing rights.
OK, then there are of course international tools, I assume you are aware of them. And it is mostly related to United Nation and Council of Europe. As I said previously in terms of implication of FEANTSA, in we have both institution a status as what is observotary status, depends on the institution. At United Nation level, we have more monitoring then anything else. We are not really intervening or mobbing as such. I have just written down some interesting articles, for some other reason Universal Declaration of Human Rights, actually reference to housing as such and then in the International Covenant on the Economic, Social Cultural Rights also it is important actually now where we’re in struggle. What has thought is more interesting is also the general comments has been issued after that and it is for instance, comments number 4 and 7 where there is also very broad definition of housing where it is about security of tenure and it is about having also the adequate service or infrastructure in the house as such. It is about affordability, habitability, accessibility, the location as well of housing which mean of course you are living very far away  from implements, opportunities, it will be more difficult for you to have an employment as well. And also he talks about culturally adequate housing. Of course, there are also other relevant UN instruments, for instance the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women, there is a reference on housing there, the Convention on the Rights of the Child as well, the Convention on the Protection of Rights of where Migrant Workers and the Families. So there are many UN instruments where housing is mentioned and which can be used actually in a way all and other, but FEANTSA as such does not use particularly these instruments. May be there is a special repertoire on adequate housing, who is Millan Kutardi. One thing which is interesting is the fact that he is visiting countries and we could see for instance, he went in Spain recently and our members of course were very much involved in this visit. It is a very good way if the repertoire comes to your country is a very good way to raise the issue of homelessness or the right of housing. Actually it made a lot of publicity on these issues in Spain and it was very useful according to our members. It is almost the end, but I dont know if I can manage. 

At country and European level, there are also several instruments. There is for instance, the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. Of course in this context, the European Court of Human Rights plays a very important role and I think we will talk about that this afternoon in terms of individual complaint mechanism. Then, there is the European Social Charter and the revised European Social Charter as I mentioned before. It might be worthy just to read Article 31 which is devoted to the right to housing. So with a mutual entering into effective exercise of the right to housing, the parties and take measures of designing tools, 1)to promote access to housing of an adequate standard, 2)to prevent and reduce homelessness with a due to its gradual elimination, 3)to make the process of housing accessible to those without adequate resources. So in this context, there is also a report mechanism so for those member states who ratified and every X years we have to summit a report on the situation on the country, on different articles. What is more difficult is that of course the member states can choose not to ratify some articles. If I am correct, for instance, Turkey hasn’t ratified the article related to the right to housing. More important, this is the collective complaint mechanism which is containing an additional protocol of 1995. Unfortunately, I think only 10 or 11 states which decided to ratify it. It means that you can actually have just larger complaints about those who ratify which is not very nice actually because they made the effort to ratify the mechanism and they are receiving the complaints but apart from that it is very interesting for us. I will just finish and this is the last thing that I will say. On the fact that FEANTSA decide to larger complaints versus France, this is quite recent. We just received actually the decision from the Council of Europe that it has been declared unmissable. There will be actually public hearing on that later this year. Our point was not that France is so bad and they are doing nothing and it was not our purpose. The idea was that we think that case-law is a tool to improve and implement standards for public policies. This will be also in the other members’ party of other revised Social Charters so it is a kind of pressure we are actually trying to trap there when it depends then. But this was actually our aim. Although in France there had notably been improvement in the living condition and housing condition of the majority in last few years and this is something we are not contesting. We agree with that. We can see that actually the most vulnerable are not concerned from this improvement. The situation is even worse for them. We think there is a problem there and we want to point out there but in France there is legislation so there are many norms and actually the right to housing has been declared, having a constitutional value. May be you are aware of it, but in the last few week, they have decided to have also justiciable right to housing. They are actually setting up the resolo coming out. I don’t know it is due to the fact that there will be the elections soon and it was a political, tactical move. So there are things going on which actually in to solve the problem but they are not sufficient at the moment and they are not efficient as well because most of the time you have many actors and there is no coordination and in the end those who don’t benefit from the whole system are the most vulnerable. We want to also point out that the state knows because in our complaint we were forcing not only NGO sources but also official reports and statistics so the inefficiency or the fact that social policies are not over effective for those which they are aimed at, this is something which well known so we think that in this context it was useful to point it out as well. May be, this is the last remark, I can say that we saw an effect or the impact of this collective complaint although we would not have the judgement yet or not even the procedure has just started, our member organisation in France started a dialogue with the French State and this is very interesting because it was that they mean to say that “OK, you see things are going worser but may be we can cooperate to come out from the situation.” I think it was positive for the rest we will see. Last one, just to say that most our policy statements, documents, some of our research as well is available in electronic format on our website. So really - if you want to look at, do not hesitate. If you want more details, may be publications we have produced in the past, don’t hesitate to contact me. So thank you very much. 

Moderatör: Stefanie bu kapsamlı sunuş için teşekkürler. İsterseniz bir 10 dakika soruları alalım Stefanie Del Sotto’ye sonra ara verip Anita Danka ile devam edelim.

Question: Thank you for your information about your organization. I think everyone hear and  understand English…I am a social psychologist, trying to design, is  a big word of course, trying to design some empowerment programs in risk communities, poor communities in Ankara. I have made research and tried to develop a program. I was wondering if psychologist participate or contribute to this sort of process and work on community or housing or homelessness? 
Stefanie del Sotto: Let’s say, we have a working group which is devoted on health and social protection and there have been working on different types of concepts but also problematiques. I know lately that they have been working on mental health. For instance, there is specific program which is very often finding the homeless population which is also dual diagnosis so you have several types of illnesses, mental,drug addiction. So these are all issues which are worked in the working group. My colleague who is dealing with that had really the feeling that from the grassroot level, there was also demand. For instance, for health specialists to be in touch with other health specialists. Even if they are doing it on voluntary basis or may be they are working in hospitals and they are receiving people who are homeless  in the hospital. There have been last month, they decided, to create this forum on health  issues and for health practitioners. At  the moment, it is really at the start so it is a kind of newsletter where different people contribute and actually it is based on the voluntary contribution of the people. This is always a mean to try to see if there are similarities of  problems in other countries and see how they deal with it and itis always about information and exchange. But if you are interested, I definitely give you the contact details of my colleague so you can see how it works. As I said, it is at the beginning. As regards to working group, there are several background documents and since as you saw was Diasimov last year, we have also European report which is available on our website hence and the right times. 

Question: Şimdi belki Türkiye’ye uygulamaları farklı olabilir ama seks işçiliği yapan kişilerin sık sık rastladıkları bir barınma sorunu var. Özellikle Türkiye’de bu çok yaygın. Evlerini yani yaşam alanlarını kapatıp mühürleyip seks işçiliği yaptığı gerekçesiyle mühürleyip bu insanları kendi yaşam alanlarından uzaklaştırıyorlar ve günlerce evlerini gidemiyorlar vs. Acaba Avrupadaki durum nedir? Siz bu konuda, size gelen üyelerinizden buna dair yöntemler var mı? Sağolun.

Stefanie del Sotto: To be honest, I am not a specialist in this area. I know sex work depends a little bit on the countries because in some countries, it is criminalized, in other not. I think there is variety of situations in different countries. But if you are interested, once I go back to Brussels, I may look more in-depth and may be put you in contact with the organizations who have this type of focus and may be you can see with them how they solve this problem. This is what I can do. 

Question: Barınma hakkıyla beraber aslında mültecilerin bu konuyla ilişkisi vs. gibi birçok konu var. Orada barınma hakkıyla gençlerin ilişkisi üzerinden FEANTSA da böyle çalışma grupları veya bununla ilgili politika önerileri vs. gibi şeyler var mı acaba? 
Stefanie del Sotto: I think two seems concerning immigration and youth or only youth, sorry. European observatory on homelessness published actually study on youth and  I have a copy here and I can give it to you. As I said before this year, one of the themes would be related to youth and children homelessness.This is also working in progress so now we are receiving some reports from our members but definitely I think by next few months, we will have some background document on this, on what has been doing, has been done and also on other available information. Did you mention immigration or not? Sorry, we have something on immigration as well, that is important also. 

Question: Avrupa’da farklı gerekçelerle de olsa bizde de halen süren bir şey var, ev işgalleri.68li yıllardan bu yana başlayan Avrupa’da çok fazla sayıda konut işgalleri olurdu ve halen de sürüyor sanıyorum, örneğin Almanya’da. Türkiye’de de azınlıkların buradan gitmesiyle birlikte önemli sayıda yerler illegal olarak yani gayri resmi olarak işgal edilmiş vaziyette. FEANTSA’nın bu konuya yaklaşımı nasıl, işgallere karşı yaklaşımı nasıl?

Stefanie del Sotto: I don’t think we have specific approach to that. I think the idea would try to solve the situation because very often people who squealed, let’s say, apartments or housing which is not really in very good state so there is a problem also of having adequate housing so it can be related also to have problem or whatever. I think there are many things in what you are saying and many types of squealing. I would say , for instance, this is may be related to immigration as well  what is called undocumented migration so the problem is most of the time that  the people can not afford housing in the market. They have to go to a place which is worse in terms of condition. This is often at their own expense. Probably you have heard of examples of housing burning in France and there were several problems last year in the summer. Most of the people there, were immigrants and they had such a bad housing because they could not afford better or may be because they had also an undocumented status. I think it is relevant to house, but I won’t, within produced until now, let’s say policy statement on squattering as such. But it is linked certainly to what is affordability as well of housing and probably it is also linked to the way of living, may be some people prefer living in that way, I don’t know. I think it is, most of the time, it is more a question of right being denied because you can not afford or because there are other problems but we don’t have a specific position. 

Question: Bizde, eminim yoktur da, kentsel dönüşüm ve yenileme projeleri kapsamında bolca zorunlu tahliyeler oluyor. Özellikle yoksulları ve Romanları hedef alıyor bu projeler.  

Konuşmacı: Katmerler falan yapmaya başladılar. Fransa’daki durum nedir? 

Stefanie del Sotto: In France, I am not a specialist on the French context. I have some ideas. I meant just try to say what I have in mind. I think that in France the procedure to evicted people is very low and difficult and with many actors. But there are sick people who are evicted. So eviction remains a problem and even if in the law there is written somewhere that you should have always away to, let’s say, to go to the court because you are not in favour of the decision. Also you should find an alternative solution. It can be that it is not the case.So even if you go to court, then you have to wait years and years until the court says “OK, You are right.” But in the meanwhile you didn’t have anything. So evictions actually was one of the points. We had also the collective complaint. I am not going into detail but this is something we had also. Concerning the rural population in France, I think this was also another point we had also in the collective complaint, this was not about putting Roman together in one storeyhouse. It is more the fact that actually the way of living is being denied. Because let’s say, local authorities and there is dependence on how big your city. But under certain, let’s say, over a certain number of inhabitants, local authorities do have to have place available for people who travel. But this is not the case. This is something which has not been implemented correctly and it is a situation which leads to the fact that many people can not stop. If they stop, it might be some private possession so the private owner can go to court and can say “Look, you have to go away.” So, there is a problematic issue there but I am not a specialist on Roman issue. I know that there is a problem but probably my colleague will be better position to give you more details on that.

Anita Danka: Concerning social housing, we have the European Roman Rights Centre, have been monitoring how countries are implementing social housing principles which is providing homes for people who otherwise cannot afford, who are very very vulnerable. In our case, of course, we focus on Roman. We discovered, for example in Hungary or Croatia that municipalities often in their regulations how can get social housing. They put specifically the people who have been squattering before can not apply for social housing. We challenge these laws in front of the Constitutional Court, for example, we successfully challenge in front of the Hungarian Constitutional Court, saying that squattering means that you without any kind of shelter, will force to move into the house which is not yours. By giving these principles, you cannot apply for social housing if you have been squattering, you basically taken away the only opportunity for you to get legally some social help. And this is not a social criteria, so squattering is not a social criteria and social housing should be determined only by social criteria such as your income, how many people live in the family, your standards of living and so and so forth. The constitutional court ruled that this is unconstitutional so those provisions in Hungary had to be taken out from the decrees. And we just recently launch the complaint against the decree in Zagreb, in Croatia which had also provisions which makes impossible for those people who are, who should be the target of these policies to apply. Concerning social housing, this is what we have been doing. Concerning squattering, yes, most countries argue that you have one side the right to housing and the other side you have the right to property and possessions. However, European Court of Human Rights also ruled that in a Turkish case actually, right to possession also means that if you have been living in a house or in a flat for a certain time, for actually quiet long time in that Turkish case, that means that you are, my colleague is pointing at another case, so if you have been living in that house or flat undisturbed for a certain amount of time that also means some sort of possession of yours. You are entitled to that kind of living. Of course, this does not mean that you are entitled to the house, but you should have guarantees to get proper accommodation and you just can not be forcefully evicted. In my presentation, I will a bit give more details on what are the guarantees of evictions even if someone lives in someone else’s house. It can not be just like someone decides you have to leave your house overday, overnight and you would be rendered homeless.

Question: Here is the question. You mentioned the Article 34 refers to right to social assistance and housing assistance. When you claim for housing assistance what does this exactly mean?

Stefanie del Sotto: I am afraid, I don’t know. That’s why it is very vague I said. I think it is important that may be once the charter and the constitution have, let’s say,  more binding nature. It is important that we clarify what we mean by that because it is vague but potentially I think it is very interesting for housing rights.

Soru: Bir soru soracağım aslında FEANTSA üstünden bir soru birazcık. Üyeleriniz ulusal alanda nasıl örgütleniyor birincisi bu? Birebir mi, tek örgüt olarak mı size üye oluyorlar, yoksa hani kendi içlerinde örgütleniyorlar ve şemsiye bir örgüt olarak mı size üye oluyorlar? Kendileriyle ilişkili konuları nasıl ajandanıza getiriyorlar? Hangi tartışma süreçlerinde giriyor bu sizin ajandanıza? Örneğin Türkiye’de şu dönemde özellikle Hacer konuşacak onun üstüne, ciddi bir sorun var ve varsayalım FEANTSA örgütlenmesinin parçası olsaydık bunu sizin ajandanıza nasıl getirecektik? Bunu sizin ajandanıza getirmenin ulusal alandaki mücadeleye  ne katkısı olabilir? Uluslarüstü mücadeleye ne katkısı olabilir Avrupa düzeyinde? Biraz örgütlenme modeli üstüne. Bir de tematik olarak baktığımızda fokus olduğumuz o örgütlenme modelinde daha fazla önem verdiğiniz konular var mı? Teşekkürler.                              

Stefanie del Sotto:  In terms of membership, let’s say, it is very different depending on the country. We do not have a national member of FEANTSA as such. But in some countries, like  in Spain and France, our members are meeting sometimes in the year all together and discussing different topics together so it is something which has been, let’s say, spontenously. But there is no FEANTSA delegation Poland or it doesnot exist. So usually people when they seek for membership, they send an application. There is an information brief in our website. They can see already if they are on the criteria for membership. There is also discussion with the member of our administrative council who comes from that country so to see a little bit if it is an organisation which is working in our field, if they are a bit representative or what kind of coverage they have, whatever. So it is the administrative council which in the end decides if an applicant will become a member or not and which type of member as well. That’s why actually it is not homogeneous, even our membership. If you look at countries like Germany, we have one single member. So, it is a bit strange to think that whereas in other countries we have twenty members organisations, this is mostly the case in the UK and in Spain we have around 12 or 15 members as well so the thing in Germany, we have the single member, we have already a federation of federations. So it is already at national level, they represent 1000 organisations in the end of grassroot level. This might cause some problems sometimes, because, for instance in the general assembly, in some countries there is one member who is full member and they will just have their say for the whole country whereas in other countries they have to be more in agreement with each other. But as I said, in some countries, they are organized themselves continuously because they think it is useful so that national policy making is also more targeted and we can bring things together. To some extension, it is something which is not homogeneous. Then in terms of bringing topics in the agenda, so there is yearly work program which is adapted by the administrative council usually in the autumn. Well, administrative council members are very much related to the countries and membership in their countries. So they are of course, listening to what are the concerns, may be they can say “Look in our countries these issues at the moment are more important socially. We try to see if it is the case in other countries. And once we see this is potentially interesting at European level or at least in several countries, we are trying to bring it as topic as such. But also, the work of the working groups so as I said, since working groups mainly composed of people who are specialists, those at academic level, but also more at the grassroot level. In these discussions, at some point, there is always proposals to bring topics and issues forward. So, this is what I can say. Sorry I will just add something. Since we advocate also at the EU level, of course, it depends also on the agenda which is at EU level. So if we see that one topic is going to be, for instance, there are always European years. This year is the European year of equal opportunities for all. So we have related activities as well for instance.

Soru: Bir soru daha o zaman. Hani tam da bu Avrupa çapında politika yapmaya yönelik. Mesela, FEANTSA Avrupa Yoksullukla Mücadele Ağı’yla ( European Anti-Poverty Network ile) ya da SOLIDAR la işbirliklerine gidiyor mu? Ya da bu işbirlikleri barınma hakkı üzerinden nasıl ilerliyor?

Stefanie del Sotto: Actually, FEANTSA is a member of EAPN so we are one of the founding members because you might know European Anti-Poverty Network is composed of NGOs of national EAPN but also of other European NGOs so FEANTSA is one of them and in terms of SOLIDAR, we are with SOLIDAR, part of the social platform which is also a third level NGO. It means it is a NGO of European NGOs which already federations of national NGOs so it is a tool to have the social sector actually lobbying together towards the European institutions. So, we are also the part of the social platform and it is true that advocacy, I think it is something which varies depending on the context and depending on the topic. For instance, we really don’t hesitate to cooperate with other NGOs when we see that there is potentially a common scope. I think if we are more, it is easier also to have strengths and weight. For instance, I’ve heard that Amnesty International is going to work on housing rights as from next year. Of course, Amnesty is the big organization, they are very well-structured, they have a lot of experiences. They have the means of source for their campaigning. But I think it is, of course, interesting to have a common advocacy. There is also COHE probably you have heard of, it is about also housing rights. There is of course, my colleague from the Roma Center. I think we are in touch and if there is an objective opportunity, we cooperate. But of course, also we have a specific mission so the ground for compromise may be, well it depends from one time to the other, I think it is important to keep your values but where it is possible to share goal to do it together, I think cooperation is definitely an option.

� Stefanie del Sotto’nun sunumunu ve tartışmada sorulan soruları aşağıda bulabilirsiniz. 





