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Table 1: WYRED Inclusion Team
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A social system of meaning and custom that is developed by a group of people. These groups are distinguished
by a set of unspoken rules that shape values, beliefs, habits, patterns of thinking, behavior and styles of

communication.

Disability
Physical or mental impairment, the perception of a physical or mental impairment, or a history of having had a

physical or mental impairment that limits one or more major life activities.

Diversity

Psychological, physical, and social differences that occur among any and all individuals; including but not limited
to race, ethnicity, nationality, religion, socioeconomic status, education, marital status, language, age, gender,
sexual orientation, mental or physical ability, and learning styles. A diverse group, community, or organization

is one in which a variety of social and cultural characteristics exist.

Diversity Managment

A management model which describes the measures leading to acknowledgement and valuing of differences

as well as regarded to be useful in an organization.

Equality
Evenly distributed access to resources and opportunity necessary for a safe and healthy life; uniform distribution

of access to ensure fairness.

Ethnicity
Similarily to the term culture, an ethnic group or ethnicity is a category of people who identify with each other

based on similarities such as common ancestral, language, social, cultural or national experiences.

Equity

The guarantee of fair treatment, access, opportunity, and advancement while at the same time striving to
identify and eliminate barriers that have prevented the full participation of some groups. The principle of equity
acknowledges that there are historically underserved and under-represented populations and that fairness
regarding these unbalanced conditions is needed to assist equality in the provision of effective opportunities to

all groups.

Gender
The socially constructed ideas about the behavior, actions and roles of a particular sex; differentiated from sex,
a system of classification based on biological and physical differences, such as primary and secondary sexual

characteristics.

Inclusion


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Identity_(social_science)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ancestor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Language
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Social
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Culture
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Experience

Creation of environments in which any individual or group can be and feel welcomed, respected, supported, and
valued, so as to be able to fully participate. An inclusive and welcoming climate embraces differences and offers

respect in words and actions for all people.

Marginalization
The placement of minority groups and cultures outside mainstream society. All that varies from the norm of the

dominant culture is devalued and at times perceived as deviant and regressive.
Migration

The movement of a person or a group of persons, either across an international border, or within a state. It
includes the migration of refugees and displaced persons, economic migrants, and persons moving for other

purposes, including family reunification.

Norm
An ideal standard that is binding upon the members of a group and serves to guide, control, or regulate power

and acceptable behavior.

Stereotype

A positive or negative set of beliefs held by an individual about the characteristics of a certain group.

Sexual orientation

An enduring pattern of romantic or sexual attraction (or a combination of these) to persons of the opposite sex
or gender, the same sex or gender, or to both sexes or more than one gender. These attractions are generally
subsumed under heterosexuality, homosexuality and bisexuality while asexuality (the lack of sexual attraction

to others) is sometimes identified as the fourth category.

Transgender
An umbrella term for people whose gender identity differs from their birth gender. Transgender can refer to a
range of groups including transsexual people and those who see themselves as not clearly fitting into a male or

female identity. Transgender people may or may not alter their bodies hormonally and/or surgically.

The emergence of the young as a distinct social group, and their slowly increasing empowerment through the
availability of digital technology, has brought with it an understanding that they have a key role to play in the
digital society, as drivers of new behaviours and understandings. However, their active participation in society
is not reflected sufficiently in policy and decision-making, especially in relation to digital issues. Because of this,

they are not well represented and their voices are unheard, and this makes it hard for research and policy to



identify and understand their needs. These issues are further complicated by the fact that the group of young
people is a swiftly moving target, as heterogeneous as wider society, and its members may be unwilling to be

subjects of research.

The WYRED project (netWorked Youth Research for Empowerment in the Digital society) (Garcia-Pefialvo, 2016,
2017; Garcia-Pefialvo & Kearney, 2016) aims to provide a framework for research in which children and young
people can express and explore their perspectives and interests in relation to digital society, but also a platform
from which they can communicate their perspectives to other stakeholders effectively through innovative
engagement processes. WYRED will do this by implementing a generative research cycle involving networking,
dialogue, participatory research and interpretation phases centred around and driven by children and young
people, out of which a diverse range of outputs, critical perspectives and other insights will emerge to inform

policy and decision-making in relation to children and young people’s needs in relation to digital society.

The project is informed by the recognition that young people of all ages have the right to participation and
engagement. It has a strong focus on inclusion, diversity and the empowerment of the marginalised. The aim is
to replace the disempowering scrutiny of conventional research processes with the empowerment of self-

scrutiny and self-organisation through social dialogue and participatory research (Griffiths et al., 2017).

The project work plan involves ten work packages (WP, see Figure 1). The first of these involves the definition of
the different processes involved in the research cycle, and the second is dedicated to the preparation of the
inclusion strategy and its implementation throughout the project, while the third focuses on the development
of the WYRED platform, which will be used during the entire project as the space in which the activities and

interaction take place, after the first three preparatory work packages have been completed.



€ WP8 )
- Valorisation <«

Figure 1: WYRED work packages (WP)

The next five work packages cover the full cycle of activity in WYRED. This starts with network building in WP 4,
in which the children and young people who will participate in the research cycle are attracted and engaged and
the principal themes that represent their concerns are identified. The next work package (5) focuses on social
dialogue around those themes, exploring them in order to identify key research questions relating to the digital
society that concern children and young people. In the subsequent work package (6), these children and young
people, supported by the partners, will focus on designing and implementing research activities to explore these
questions and issues in a range of different ways. WP7 focuses on the interpretation and evaluation both of the
process and its resulting production types by the young research participants and partners, and of different
formats and artefacts that will be used to present the results, principally insights and recommendations to
different target groups at policy level and in wider society. The final phase of the cycle in WP8 focuses on the
dissemination and exploitation of these results, though this work package runs throughout the project, engaging
in the valorization of the WYRED activity through workshops, event participation, online activity and association.
These 5 work packages form a cycle that is aimed at generating insights relating to the perspectives and concerns
of children and young people in relation to digital society. The cycle repeats twice during the funding period of
the project and will continue indefinitely after the funding period under the aegis of the WYRED Association.

The WYRED cycle is supported by 2 other work packages focusing on management (WP9) and quality (WP10).

The present report focusses on WP 2 and presents the activities of this work package within the first three

months of the WYRED project.



Inclusion in WYRED is committed to an understanding of diversity that regards differences as normal and values
the idea of anyone equally participating in all aspects of life and decision-making. Focusing on the issue of giving
the great variety of children and young people a voice- is one of the project’s most essential prerequisites, both
for the quality of the outcome and for fulfilling its objectives. The inclusion process is an integral part of the
whole work process and it accompanies WYRED from the very beginning to even beyond the end of the project,
as sustainability of the project will be closely related to the success of WYRED’s theoretical understanding and
practical implementation of inclusion. Inclusion criteria within the first project cycle are initially oriented towards
internationally well-known diversity criteria (e.g. Abdul- Hussain & Baig, 2009), which will continuously be
evaluated throughout the progress of the project. When, during the course of the project, it turns out to be

necessary, these preliminary criteria will be adapted to the needs of WYRED.

As a sociological term, inclusion indicates a society in which every person is accepted and regarded as equal and
self-determined, irrespective of specific individual diversity criteria. Differences between individuals are
regarded as an enrichment, as normal. Inclusion is often defined in delineation from integration, which goes
back to the 1970s (see figure 2). It was a response to the segregation of people with disability in education and
society. Exclusion of handicapped persons, treatment in special institutions and a norm-oriented understanding
of normality were radically questioned. The integration of children and adults with disability into regular school
classes (supported by special-needs teachers), into society (supported by ambulant treatment) and into the
labour market (supported by work assistants) we promoted, and self-determination became the leading
paradigm. In the last 40 years, the term integration was especially used in education. Many different models
were developed, ranging from the celebration of festivities together, to real integration into mainstream

education whenever possible. (see e.g. Wikipedia: ‘Soziale Inkusion’)
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Figure 2: From Segregation to Inclusion (source: self-designed according to: https.//de.wikipedia.org/wiki/
Soziale_Inklusion)

At the World Conference on Special Needs held by the UNESCO in 1994 the term inclusion — originally stemming
from the USA — was introduced and spread worldwide (e.g. UNESCO, 1999). Whereas integration intends to
integrate handicapped persons into society, inclusion goes farther: it focuses on changing existing structures
and attitudes so that they regard the differences and diversity of all people as normal. Inclusion values the
equality and equal participation of every member of society in all aspects of life, including civic, social, economic,
and political activities, as well as in decision-making processes. Regarding difference as normal is the most

essential proposition in the model of inclusion.

The WYRED inclusion team assures continuous exchange regarding diversity criteria (see below) as well as
cultural and regional aspects of inclusion. All partners selected their representatives for the inclusion team,
whose responsibility it is to assure diversity in WYRED and to continuously monitor the status quo of inclusion
within the research circles. To ensure an ongoing reflection and/or adaptation of the preliminarily agreed criteria
within this report, quarterly skype-meetings will be organized by the partner MOVES. These online meetings will
bring together the partners” experiences with the implementation of diversity criteria in the ongoing research
process within their respective countries. The meetings aim at continuously collecting feedback about the
applicability of the criteria and about how far the predefined criteria and respective benchmarks have been
reached. The protocols of the Skype meetings will report the actual inclusion status of WYRED in terms of
participating children and youth and it will summarize the recommendations for the further process. The first
online meeting, based on an agenda agreed by the inclusion team, will take place three months after the due

date of Deliverable 2.1 (31.01.2017) in April 2017.

In Table 1, the inclusion team members of all partner organisations are presented.



Partner Name Country Member

1 UNIVERSITY of SALAMANCA (USAL) Spain Maria José Rodriguez
Conde
2 OXFAM Italy Federica Cical
3 PARTNERS for YOUTH EMPOWERMENT England Anna Renau
(PYE)
4 ASIST OGRETIM KURUMLARI A. (DOGA) Turkey Sedef Altas
5 EARLY YEARS - THE ORGANISATION FOR Northern Ireland Mary O'Reilly
YOUNG CHILDREN
6 YOUTH FOR EXCHANGE AND Belgium Panagiotis Chatzimichail
UNDERSTANDING INTERNATIONAL

AISBL(YEU)
7 MOVES - CENTRE for GENDER and Austria Sabine Zauchner-

DIVERSITY Studnicka
8 THE BOUNDARIES OBSERVATORY C.I.C England Nick Kearney
9 TEL AVIV UNIVERSITY (TAU) Israel Tal Soffer

Table 1: WYRED Inclusion Team

Table 1 represents the broad variety of cultures in the WYRED Inclusion Team and the wealth of (technical)
backgrounds the partners come from. Gender balance (3 men, 6 women) is sufficiently given in the composition

of the entire WYRED team, which in January 2017 consists of 10 men and 14 women.

The present deliverable is the first WP2 report about inclusion in WYRED, which will be followed by the yearly
inclusion reports in month 12 (October 2017), month 24 (October 2018) and month 36 (October 2019). Based
upon literature and data, Deliverable 2.1 proposes and defines the essential diversity factors to be implemented
into the research process in a first step. The second main issue of the report is to operationalize these criteria
for use in research. It is different to the following reports, in that it is more technically oriented, providing the
partners with practical information about how to efficiently implement the individual criteria in their countries,
which will form the main part of the present report. Further, the integration of partners” feedback is most
essential for WYRED, as it not only adds culture-specific aspects to the diversity criteria, but also enhances the

way of operationalizing them.

The process of defining inclusion, as well as selecting the diversity-criteria for WYRED, started collaboratively at
the kick off-meeting in early November 2016, when MOVES put up a first set of criteria for discussion. The
partners gave several valuable inputs, ranging from amending general factors like geographic location to
allowing for different realities in the partner countries to follow differentiated ways of operationalization.
Further, until the end of December 2016, the partners were offered the possibility of continuously adding to
their comments to D 2.1 to the WP2 wiki at the WYRED (redmine) collaboration platform, and were asked to

add their feedback to the draft in January.

The changes in the present version of D2.1 (v2) are derived from discussions at the 2"9 project meeting in Vienna

and continuous further exchanges between the partners regarding applicability and operationalization the



diversity criteria. This especially accounts for the diversity categories ethnic background and religion. D2.1_v2
presents the WYRED inclusion criteria as to be implemented on the platform, when the participants start their

research and exploration processes.

Diversity is referred to as the variety to be found in human beings, who differ from one another in many respects
with the basic idea of anyone to be unique. Such a broad definition of diversity can mean anything and nothing,
so that, in numerous approaches, diversity was connected to specific aspects, originally comprising gender and
ethnicity, but also including — although not solely — other human differences, such as education, ethnicity, age,
sexual orientation, social class, physical ability or attributes, religious or ethical values, national origin, or political
beliefs (see also Figure 3). “When trying to describe the variety and differences of individuals with specific
characteristics the danger arises of reducing the complexity of the variety which makes humans unique to
simple categories." (Abdul- Hussain & Baig, 2009, p. 27). This means that focussing on these categories without
considering the differences which also consist within the categories will lead to stereotypes, as Stuber and
Achenbach (2004, p. 18) explain: “A specific risk arises when selected criteria are reduced and when,

simultaneously, difference in the sense of dichotomy and separation is emphasized.”?

An understanding of diversity as the implementation of inclusion, as described in chapter 2, therefore needs
reflection on these issues, especially when considering for example the recent discussions about immigration in
Europe, which tends to emphasize the problematic aspects of diversity. In WYRED, diversity is regarded as
valuable because the differences of backgrounds that characterize people lead to different perspectives, to
different understandings of the world. Page (2007) regards diversity as the differences in the ways problem-
solvers encode the problem and search for solutions, and states that “in problem-solving, diversity is powerful
stuff” (p. xxvi). Especially for an increasingly complex and consistently changing digital society, this
understanding of diversity shows a way to go about improving the world and creating an inclusive society that

takes advantage of peoples’ diverse resources.

1 German: “Bei dem Versuch, Vielfalt und Unterschiedlichkeit in Bezug auf die Individualitit der Menschen mit konkreten
Aspekten zu beschreiben, besteht die Gefahr, die Komplexitat der vielfaltigen Aspekte, die Menschen ausmacht und
voneinander unterscheidet, zu reduzieren.”

2 German: “Ein besonderes Risiko besteht in der Reduzierung der ausgewihlten Unterscheidungsfaktoren bei gleichzeitiger
Betonung von Unterschiedlichkeit im Sinne von (trennendem) Anderssein.”



When describing diversity, the chart by Loden and Rosener (1991) displayed in Figure 3 is often used and copied,
be it in the form as shown, or adapted to e.g. national contexts, or to other (also more politically correct)
languages. The so-called model of “Four Layers of Diversity” puts personality — which is understood as a unique
combination of individual characteristics — at the centre. The primary (also internal) dimensions describe
categories that cannot be influenced by ourselves® and are regarded as the core dimensions of diversity.
Secondary (also external) categories can be more or less changed, and shape personality like the primary

dimensions.
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Figure 3: Four Layers of Diversity, Diversity Criteria in WYRED (green

Diversity is also a core economic topic, therefore dimensions making a difference on an organisational level are
likewise defined. In this context, the concept of diversity management in organisations is to be mentioned as a
management model which describes the measures leading to the acknowledgement and valuing of differences,
as well as being something useful to an organisation in itself (Abdul- Hussain & Baig, 2009; Gardenswartz &

Rowe, 2003; Stuber & Achenbach, 2004).

For WYRED especially the inner dimensions of diversity and some of the external dimensions (marked in green)

are initially proposed to be implemented by the partners. These are:

1. Gender

3 Apart from hormonal or surgical alterations of transgender persons.



Age

Education and/or work situation
Socio-economic status
Geographic location

Cultural background/migration
Disabilities

Religion

W X N v kWD

Sexual orientation

Following the discussions at and after the 2" project-meeting according to cultural applicability of the criteria,
several options not to give answers were added to the questionnaire. Further, question 6 was divided into
“Ethnic/national background” and “Migration” and or question 8 the issue of being an active part of a religious
group was added. Therefore, the WYRED inclusion criteria for the present version, which is intended to be

published on the platform, are:

Gender (2 versions according to age and/or country)
Age
Education or work situation

Socio-economic status

Migration
Ethnic/national background

1

2

3

4

5. Geographic location
6

7

8. Religion

9

Disabilities

10. Sexual orientation (implementation depending on age and/or country)

In the following pages, these criteria will be described in the form of a short (theoretical) introduction, the

options for operationalization and the benchmarks the WYRED inclusion team will initially set itself.

3.2.1 Gender

3.2.1.1 Description|Background

The statement of Simone de Beauvoir ""One is not born, but rather becomes, a women* (2016, p. 267) goes
along with the state-of-the-art gender theory of (de)constructivism, established by one of the most influential
gender theorists and philosophers, Judith Butler (e.g. Butler 1991, 2004; Villa, 2010). It was she who introduced
the theory of the social construction of gender. She differentiated between the biological (sex) and social aspect
(gender), the latter being consistently constructed in interactions and discourses (Gildemeister, 2010; West &
Fenstermaker, 1995). The term gender is understood as all characteristics, attributes, traits, and expectations or

behaviour that are ascribed to being a ‘real’ woman or a ‘real’ man.



There is hardly a single social context, where gender dichotomies are not relevant. Even if a man and a woman
behave exactly the same way, it is often differently evaluated. Although, as early as1984, Carol Hagemann-White
analysed the studies on gender differences available at that time and found no naturally given differences in
ability upon which differences in behaviour could have been based. On the contrary, it turned out that women
and men have a very similar "basic repertoire", but in daily life mainly gender specific aspects of this repertoire
are used, motivated by a clear consciousness and a common understanding about what is appropriate for the
genders. Just as gender stereotypes are socially constructed, so they can also be deconstructed. Reflection on
a term’s historical or genealogical development shows its basic openness to different meanings. This in turn

facilitates changeability and deconstruction by means of irritation (Butler, 2004; Feustel, 2015).

3.2.1.2 Operationalization

The criterion Gender will be operationalized in two versions, to be chosen deliberately by the partners. One
version reflects deconstructive openness in acknowledging transitions between the gender-dichotomies (e.g.
transgender persons), the other represents the established and frequently used form of clearly distinguishing

between the genders.

Question 1 (Q1): Which gender do you attribute to yourself?

Version 1
o female

o male

Version 2
o female
o male

o not mentioned above (if you wish, please specify):

O no answer

3.2.1.3 Benchmark

WYRED aims at an equal share of male and female participants and is open to diversity in also considering

possible further gender categories.

3.2.2 Age
3.2.2.1 Description|Background

According to the recent European Report on being young in Europe today (Statistical Office of
the European Communities, 2015), children are defined as being younger than 15 years old
and young people are defined as being younger than 30 years old. The main target group of WYRED

therefore covers a very broad age spectrum. It is not only that children and young people — as stated in the




proposal —are a constantly moving target, but also that the variety of their ages reflects a high diversity of values,

needs and ideas.

3.2.2.2 Operationalisation

Question 2 (Q2): Your year of birth:

- List starting with 1945

3.2.2.3 Benchmark

WYRED aims at reaching participants from all the age groups listed below:

Younger than 10 years old,
10 to 14 years old,

15 to 19 years old,

20 to 24 years old and

LA A

25 to 29 years old.

It is obvious that reaching a balanced distribution of all groups will be challenging within the single partner
countries, since it is not only the case that the different target groups need to be reached, but also that these
groups demand different expertise when thinking of implementing the research cycles. For example, the
moderation of the exploration processes of young children will demand other approaches and expertise than
that for university students or for apprentices. This also accounts for other diversity criteria (e.g. educational
level, disabilities), but is most visible here. Nonetheless, even in this initial phase, the consortium in general
aims at a balanced distribution of the age groups, facilitated by the expertise of the partner organisations.
Supported by the continuous extensions of the networks throughout the research process, new or other options

of cooperation in the single partner countries will further be supportive of this aim.

3.2.3 Educational and Work Background

3.2.3.1 Description|Background

ISCED (International Standard Classification of Education) is the educational classification of the UNESCO (United
Nations Educational Scientific and Cultural Organisation). National education systems vary in terms of structure
and curricular content. Itis therefore difficult to compare systems across countries, as will be necessary in
WYRED. In order to understand and properly interpret the processes of education systems from a global
perspective, it is vital to ensure that the data is comparable. This can be done by applying the International
Standard Classification of Education (ISCED), the standard framework used to categorise and report education

statistics that are comparable cross-nationally.




For every WYRED partner country, the 2011 Operation Manual (UNESCO, 2015) provides
detailed information on how to integrate their respective national school levels into the ISCED framework, the

details of which are as follows:

ISCED 0 — Pre-Primary Level of Education,
ISCED 1 — Primary Level of Education

ISCED 2 — Lower Secondary Level of Education
ISCED 3 — Upper Secondary Level of Education
ISCED 4 — Post-Secondary Non-Tertiary

ISCED 5 — Short-cycle tertiary education

ISCED 6 — Bachelor’s or equivalent level

ISCED 7 — Master’s or equivalent level

W X N o Uk wWN R

ISCED 8 — Doctoral or equivalent level

But it is also the young working person — being employed, self-employed or unemployed, being an apprentice

or a skilled worker —who is an essential target group for WYRED.

3.2.3.2 Operationalisation

Question 3 (Q3): At the moment, are you a student in formal education?
o If yes:
Which form of education/school type? [insert national categories, then add to ISCED levels]
o If not:
What is your highest level of education? [insert national categories, then add to ISCED levels]
What are you doing in the moment? List to be chosen:
o Non-formal training
o Internship
o Employed
o Self-employed

o Unemployed

3.2.3.3 Benchmark

As with the age groups (see 3.3.2), a balanced distribution of educational levels and of youth in the workforce is

aimed at.

3.2.4 Socio-economic status




3.2.4.1 Description|Background

“Socioeconomic status (SES) is an economic and sociologically combined total measure of an individual's or
family's economic and social position in relation to others, based on income, education, and occupation. /...J
Socioeconomic status is typically broken into high, middle, and low SES to describe the three areas a family or
an individual may fall into. When placing a family or individual into one of these categories, any or all of the

three variables (income, education, and occupation) can be assessed. ” (Wikipedia)

When assessing the socio-economic status of children and young people, an indicator derived from the parents’
income, education and occupation is often criticized due to the lack of reliability of the data — especially regarding
income and the specific occupational status of the parents. Therefore, also other — indirect — indicators are
often implemented. One indicator often applied is “home resources”, which may, for example, be the number
of books in the student’s home, an indicator being in agreement with Bourdieu’s theory of cultural capital

(Bourdieu, 1986; Bourdieu & Kreckel, 1983) as a marker for (un)privileged families.

Of course, indicators derived from multiple measures tend to be more reliable and have e.g. stronger
correlations with school achievement than single measures. In the OECD Programme for International Student
Assessment (PISA), a student’s socio-economic status is estimated by the PISA index of economic, social and
cultural status (ESCS), which is derived from several variables related to students’ family background: parents’
education, parents’ occupations, a number of home possessions that can be taken as proxies for material wealth,
and the number of books and other educational resources available in the home (OECD, 2014; OECD iLibrary,

2016).

In order to assure ease of use as far as possible, in WYRED solely the parental education according to ISCED (see
above) will be used. The number of books in the household will not be considered, as in many families online-
readers replace hard-cover versions of books. Students may be classified as socio-economically advantaged if
they are among the 25% of students with the highest parental” values on the index, and are regarded as
socio-economically disadvantaged if their values are among the lowest 25% within their country. Students
whose values are in the middle 50% within their country are classified as having an average socio-economic

status.

3.2.4.2 Operationalisation

Question 4 (Q4): Parents’ educational status

o What is the highest school level attained by your mother? = ISCED List
ol can’t answer this question

o What is the highest school level attained by your father? = ISED List

ol can’t answer this question




3.2.4.3 Benchmark
A share of high (25%), middle (50%) and low (25%) SES per county is envisaged.

3.2.5 Geographic Location
3.2.5.1 Description|Background

Geographic location makes a difference. This may account for differences in the availability of educational
(Ortlieb & Cheek, 2008) or health systems (e.g. Chan, Hart, & Goodman, 2006) in the countryside and in smaller
or bigger towns. It also may account for the development of technological infrastructure, such as broadband
internet access (Whitacre & Mills, 2007), or the expansion of public transport or the road network. Moreover,
the development of ventures may, for example, differ in relation to the geographic location (e.g. Fernhaber,

Gilbert, & McDougall, 2008).

3.2.5.2 Operationalisation

Question 5 (Q5):

Where do you live? = List
o village/rural community (< 5,000 inhabitants)
o small town (5,000-20,000 inhabitants)
o medium town (20,000-100,000 inhabitants)
o big town (> 100,000 inhabitants)

Where do you go to school or to work? = List
o village/rural community (< 5,000 inhabitants)
o small town (5,000-20,000 inhabitants)
o medium town (20,000-100,000 inhabitants)
o big town (> 100,000 inhabitants)

[categories according to BBSR, 2016/Germany]

3.2.5.3 Benchmark

Representation in relation to the national population in the four categories is aspired to.

3.2.6 Migration

3.2.6.1 Description|Background

Migration is defined as "*"The movement of a person or a group of persons, either across an international

border, or within a state. It is a population movement, encompassing any kind of movement of people,




whatever its length, composition and causes; it includes migration of refugees, displaced persons, economic

migrants, and persons moving for other purposes, including family reunification™ (I0M, 2011).

For the operationalisation of migration, questions as being asked in PISA 2012 (OECD, 2014) will be used.

3.2.6.2 Operationalisation

Question 6 (Q6):

o Which language is mainly spoken in your family? (open question)

o0 Where were you born? List with countries: e.g.:

http://www.nationsonline.org/oneworld/countries of the world.htm - (also available in Spanish, German,

Italian)

o Where was your father born? = List

o | can’t answer this question

o Where was your mother born? = List

o | can’t answer this question

3.2.6.3 Benchmark

Individual estimation of the share of migrants in the partner countries,

3.2.7 Ethnic/National Background
3.2.7.1 Description|Background

Wikipedia defines an ethnic group as follows: “An ethnic group or ethnicity is a category of people who identify
with each other based on similarities such as common ancestral, language, social, cultural or national
experiences. Ethnicity is often an inherited status based on the society in which one lives. (...)”

(https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ethnic _group).

This concept is closely related to the definition of culture. However, it is to be clearly distinguished from the
term race, which refers to the concept of dividing people into groups based on their physical characteristics (see

e.g. http://www.diffen.com/difference/Ethnicity_vs_Race).

Question 7 (Q7):

What is your ethnic/national background* like for example, Kurd, Romani, Catalan, French, Austrian Croat,

Walloon, Persian, Dutch)?

(open question)

o No answer



http://www.nationsonline.org/oneworld/countries_of_the_world.htm
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Identity_(social_science)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ancestor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Language
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Social
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Culture
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nation
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Experience
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ethnic_group

* Might be added: An ethnic or national group is a group of people sharing for example a common language,

cultural heritage, social or national experiences.

The examples used for ethnic/national groups can be adapted to the partners conditions.

3.2.7.2 Benchmark

Specific ethnic groups in the partner countries, as far as they are given.

3.2.8 Religion
3.2.8.1 Description|Background

According to Wikipedia, the following major religions exist worldwide: Christianity, with about 2,3 billion
adherents; Islam, with about 1,6 billion adherents; Hinduism, with about 940 million adherents; Buddhism, with

about 460 million adherents; and Judaism, with about 15 million adherents.

3.2.8.2 Operationalisation

Question 8 (Q8)

o What is your religious background like for example, Christian (Protestant, Catholic), Muslime (Sunnite, Shiite),

Jew?
(open question)
o No answer

o Do you consider yourself an active part of this group?

oYes
o No

o No answer

3.2.8.3 Benchmark

Share as related to the partner countries.

3.2.9 Disabilities

3.2.9.1 Description|Background

There are 80 million Europeans with disabilities. This is over 15% of the whole population. At present, there
exists no unique and agreed definition of disability which relates to a different understanding of disability within
the main models. While the medical model is based on the persons’ “impairment” and “lack of ability”, the social
model shifts the focus onto “disability” due to surrounding barriers. In the social model, disability is understood
as the result of the interaction between the individual’s impairment and the barriers created by society, whether

they are social, environmental or attitudinal (see e.g. Shakespeare, 2013).




The main types of disabilities are: (1) Physical disability — a condition that limits one or more basic physical
activities, (2) Sensory disability — a condition affecting one of the five senses, typically vision, hearing, or touch,
(3) Mental disability — mental health disabilities can take many forms, such as e.g. schizophrenia, mood
disorders, anxiety disorders, eating disorders, personality disorders or organic brain disorders (e.g., Alzheimer’s,
a stroke, dementia) (4) Cognitive disability — an impairment that affects an individual’s ability to access, process,
or remember information, and (5)Learning disability — a a learning disability is essentially a specific and persistent
disorder of a person’s central nervous system affecting the learning process. This impacts a person’s ability to
either interpret what they see and hear, or to link information from different parts of the brain. (see e.g

Wikipedia, People First).

3.2.9.2 Operationalisation

Question 9 (Q9):

Do you have any long-term illness, health problem or disability which limits your daily activities?

o No

o Yes

o No answer

3.2.9.3 Benchmark

A share of 15% of participants is aimed at.

3.2.10 Sexual orientation

3.2.10.1 Description|Background

Sexual orientation is an enduring pattern of romantic or sexual attraction (or a combination of these) to persons
of the opposite sex or gender, the same sex or gender, or to both sexes or more than one gender. These
attractions are generally subsumed under heterosexuality, homosexuality and bisexuality, while asexuality (the

lack of sexual attraction to others) is sometimes identified as the fourth category (source: Wikipedia)

Similar to the operationalisation of gender, this criterion will be implemented when the participant has come of

age and it is culturally viable in the partner countries.

3.2.10.2 Operationalisation

Question 10: Do you perceive yourself as being...

o heterosexual?

o homosexual?




o bisexual?

O no answer

3.2.10.3 Benchmark

The demographics of sexual orientation vary significantly, the most common ranges differ from 1 to 10%.

Therefore, the benchmarks for this criterion may be within this range.

Based upon the present deliverable, diversity criteria — representing the “practical side” of inclusion — will be
incorporated into the national research cycles. This means that all participants will be asked the questions
specified and operationalised in chapter 3 of the present deliverable (for an overview see Annex 1). There are
two questions which will need individual adaptation by the partners, i.e. the operationalisation of “Gender” and
the use of the criterion “Sexual Orientation” in dependence on applicability in the partner-countries and/or the

participant’s age.

The lively discussions beginning with and after the 2" project meeting as well as the process of translation into
the partner languages lead to this v2-document, in which the inclusions questions as thoroughly elaborated by
all partners, are presented. As different as the inclusion criteria are, their operationalisation by the partners will
be. It was a common decision of the consortium to start the implementation with the beginning of the research
phase, as soon as the platform is available. The further processes will show, if the criteria work well as they are

now or still will need to be adapted.

The implementation of the criteria in the partner countries is preceded by the Training Activities developed in
D4.5, which are closely related to the Participant Protection Policy developed in work package 1 (D1.4).
Therefore, in line with the participants” decisions to enter the project, accompanied by age-adequate informed
consents, they will be informed about the ethical issues in WYRED, which are e.g. to have the right not to answer
questions, to stop participation at any time, to know how their personal data will be treated within the project,
and to be informed about the WYRED open-access strategy. Being demographic personal data as specified in
D1.4, inclusion criteria will be collected within the registration form on the WYRED platform. They will be stored
in an off-line database, to which only the coordinating partner will have access, for the purpose of providing
anonymous data regarding the demographics of participation. This means that also those participants who do
not intend to explore their research topics online, or cannot do so, will fill in demographic data (though not
necessarily creating a digital avatar) in the online registration form, either individually or supported by the

researchers, teachers, youth workers, or legal representatives.



MOVES as the leader of WP2 is responsible for steadily collecting partners” feedback on the ongoing processes
of inclusion and the applicability of the criteria, for providing and discussing solutions in problematic situations

and keeping up to the benchmarks as specified before.

Practically, this is assured by quarterly online meetings of the inclusion team, depending upon the demographics
analysed anonymously by the coordinator for the individual partner countries and the consortium as a whole.
These participant demographics will be provided to all partners, in good time, before the online meetings. As
stated before, a main aim — besides the status-quo of criteria implementation — is to bring together and to
exchange the individual experiences of the partners. Beyond the background of the WYRED understanding of
inclusion, which essentially entails the equality, self-determination and participation of all children and young
people, these experiences will be reflected and discussed. In case of problems, these discussions and reflections
will methodologically adopt a solution-oriented approach and its tools, as applied in systemic-constructivist

business coaching (e.g. De Shazer & Berg, 2008; Furman, 2008; Hargens, 2011; Hargens & Grau, 1990).

The first “online” meeting of the inclusion team was replaced by a face-to-face discussion at the meeting in
Vienna in May. The second online meeting is scheduled for September, both being the basis for the first inclusion

report, which will be available in the end of October 2017.
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Dear participant,

in empowering children and young people to get heard in the digital society a core aim of the WYRED project is
to include a broad range of different voices, ideas and opinions into the project. We regard diverse perspectives
to be a most valuable resource in dealing with (future) societal changes or digital developments. Therefore, in

the following we ask you to answer some questions which focus on diversity and inclusion.

Q1 GENDER

Which gender do you attribute to yourself?

Version 1
o female

o male

Version 2 (If applicable: depending on country, participant’s age)
o female

o male

o not mentioned above (if you wish, please specify):

O no answer

Q2 AGE

Your year of birth:

-> List starting with 1945

Q3 EDUCATIONAL or WORK BACKGROUND

At the moment, are you student in formal education?




o If Yes: = List ISCED
o If No:

What is your highest level of education? = List ISCED

What are you doing in the moment? = List

o non-formal training,
o internship,

o employed,

o self-employed,

o unemployed

Q4 SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS
Parents’ Educational Status

What is the highest school level attained by your mother? = List ISCED

o lcan’tanswer this question

What is the highest school level attained by your father? = List ISCED

o Ilcan’t answer this question

Q5 GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION

Where do you live?

> List
o Village/rural community (< 5,000 inhabitants)
o Small town (5,000-20,000 inhabitants)
o Medium town (20,000-100,000 inhabitants)
o Big town (> 100,000 inhabitants)

Where do you study or work?

> List

o Village/rural community (< 5,000 inhabitants)
o Small town (5,000-20,000 inhabitants)
o Medium town (20,000-100,000 inhabitants)

o  Big town (> 100,000 inhabitants)

Q6 MIGRATION



Which language is mainly spoken in your family?

- (open question)

Where were you born?

- List with countries: e.g.: http://www.nationsonline.org/oneworld/countries _of the world.htm - (also
available in Spanish, German, Italian)

Where was your father born?

- List

o Ilcan’t answer this question

Where was your mother born?

- List

o Ican’t answer this question

Q7 ETHNIC/NATIONAL BACKGROUND

What is your ethnic/national background* like for example, Kurd, Romani, Catalan, French, Austrian Croat,

Walloon, Persian, Dutch)?

(open question)

o Noanswer
* Might be added: An ethnic or national group is a group of people sharing for example a common language,

cultural heritage, social or national experiences.

The examples used for ethnic/national groups can be adapted to the partners” conditions.

Q8 RELIGIOUS BACKGROUND

What is your religious background like for example, Christian (Protestant, Catholic), Muslime (Sunnite, Shiite),

Jew?
(open question)

o Noanswer

Do you consider yourself an active part of this group?

o Yes
o No
o Noanswer


http://www.nationsonline.org/oneworld/countries_of_the_world.htm

Q9 DISABILITY

Do you have any long-term illness, health problem or disability which limits your daily activities?

o No
o Yes

o No answer

Q10: SEXUAL ORIENTATION
If applicable: (depending on country, participant’s age)

Do you perceive yourself as being ...

2 List

o Heterosexual?
o Homosexual?
o Bisexual?

o No answer

THANK YOU!



	Acronyms, Figures and Tables
	Acronyms
	Figures and Tables
	Glossary of Terms

	1 The WYRED Project
	1.1 The Idea and the Aims
	1.2 The Process

	2 Inclusion in WYRED
	2.1 Work Package 2 - Inclusion
	2.2 Inclusion Team
	2.3 Deliverable 2.1 Objectives

	3 Diversity Criteria
	3.1 Diversity in WYRED
	3.2.1 Gender
	3.2.1.1 Description|Background
	3.2.1.2 Operationalization
	3.2.1.3 Benchmark

	3.2.2 Age
	3.2.2.1 Description|Background
	3.2.2.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.2.3 Benchmark

	3.2.3 Educational and Work Background
	3.2.3.1 Description|Background
	3.2.3.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.3.3 Benchmark

	3.2.4 Socio-economic status
	3.2.4.1 Description|Background
	3.2.4.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.4.3 Benchmark

	3.2.5 Geographic Location
	3.2.5.1 Description|Background
	3.2.5.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.5.3 Benchmark

	3.2.6 Migration
	3.2.6.1 Description|Background
	3.2.6.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.6.3 Benchmark

	3.2.7 Ethnic/National Background
	3.2.7.1 Description|Background
	3.2.7.2 Benchmark

	3.2.8 Religion
	3.2.8.1 Description|Background
	3.2.8.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.8.3 Benchmark

	3.2.9 Disabilities
	3.2.9.1 Description|Background
	3.2.9.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.9.3 Benchmark

	3.2.10 Sexual orientation
	3.2.10.1 Description|Background
	3.2.10.2 Operationalisation
	3.2.10.3 Benchmark



	2 Further procedure
	3 References
	3.1 Academic literature
	3.2  Weblinks

	4 Annex
	4.1 Annex 1 – List of Questions_v2


