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Documentation

Notes from the closing panel and plenary discussion in Stockholm, April10th

Facilitator:
Luc Van Ootegem

Panel:
Hans Bruyninckx
Per Mickwitz
Lisa Eriksson

The facilitator Luc Van Ootegem started with describing the purpose and role of the EEEN network and outlined the discussion with a wish to cover the role and objective of the network, a strategic plan for how to realize the objectives and also concrete actions and initiatives in terms of what to do and by whom.

The question to the panel was to elaborate on the future role of the network.

Hans Bruyninckx made three points:
	Be relevant. To ourselves and to others. Among others to policy makers. What can we contribute to them?

How work with others? We need broader participation. Southern and Eastern Europe are missing from this forum as well as the private sector. 
What type of focus? Focused summer schools, focus on methodology?


Per Mickwitz also talked about being relevant, to work with others and assess what happens elsewhere. On the negative side he found the fact that there was no representation from the European Commission at this year’s forum. Mickwitz meant that the EEEN could (should?) link up with the Commission and possibly influence them. Mickwitz also was positive to connect with EEA 
For the future the forum need to get consultants, big NGO’s and big organizations like the World Bank involved. The network also needs to link up with ex-ante impact assessment (which needs ex post evaluation knowledge) and to facilitate learning among ourselves.

Lisa Eriksson said that what we want to achieve is to advance knowledge, share views and to bring people together. The web site is good for making contacts, but an annual forum is refreshing. It could be evolved, but that takes a lot of work. Lisa likes easy solutions in that sense. She also said that we need ways to handle diversity and complex systems, on a national, regional and local level, that there is a long way to Brussels (from Sweden, at least) and that collaboration is a good thing.

Luc Van Ootegem then asked the three panelists for one concrete proposal each. Hans Breyninckx promised to start a debate with the EEA by June 1. Per Mickwitz proposed that for the next forum the organization has to ensure participation from the European Commission. Lisa Eriksson promised to preserve documentation from this year’s forum.

From the plenary discussion

Audience #1  For continuity there is a need for structure. Some kind of secretariat is necessary to open up dialogue with the Commission.

#2  The web site could be used better to showcase information that is relevant to politicians and NGO’s.

#3  Green Growth OECD could be interested in/be an interesting organization to work with.

#4  It is a full time job to connect with and invite other organizations. To do this we need funding.
No NGO’s are here. No students are here. Maybe EUR300 is value for money, maybe not?

#5 We should strengthen connection to European Evaluation Society and arrange 2014 forum together with their bi-annual conference.

Comment from Per Mickwitz: Only some would be interested in participating in both conferences. We should do something with them, but not just linking up.

Comment from Lisa Eriksson: When we (Swedish EPA) got the responsibility, we saw it as a one-year commitment, we could do it within our resources. A secretariat will make it bigger and make it harder to participate. To do it bi-annually is a completely other organization.

Comment from Hans Bruyninckx: There could be money in the EU to fund a knowledge network. This would give a little finance for a couple of years. Hans also like to see very focused conferences on a specific topic added to the current agenda.	

#6  The plenary speakers at this conference has given hints at what we need to do, which is to convince policy makers. That could be the topic for the next conference.


