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EU WATER INITIATIVE
STEERING GROUP DISCUSSION PAPER No 2005/012
STOCKHOLM AS A VENUE FOR THE 2006 MSF?
1. The EUWI Multistakeholder Forum (MSF) was held during the Stockholm Water Week (SWW) on 25 August 2005. Preparatory seminars were held on 23 and 24 August.  All these meetings were part of the formal programme for the SWW.  There were also a number of other “informal” EUWI events (Working Group meetings) which were not part of the Water Week official programme.

2. The first announcement for the 2006 SWW will be published in November. This means that, as was the case in previous years, a decision in principle on whether to hold the EUWI MSF during the 2006 SWW should be taken by early November.

3. However, before deciding on the venue for the 2006 MSF it is necessary to consider the objectives of the MSF itself. The Organisational framework of the EUWI and modalities
 says that “the MSF serves a platform to sensitise and attract potential new parties and provides a framework for discussion and consultation with a broad group of water-sector and development co-operation interests on the design,  ”. The question that needs to be asked is whether this objective, still valid, is best served by holding the MSF in conjunction with the SWW.
4. The MSF is expected “to contribute advice and recommendations to the EUWI SG on the annual work programme” and “to review the implementation of the annual work programme”. Is the timing of the MSF during the SWW in August best suited for the MSF to carry out these tasks, given that the work programme is prepared in the autumn?
5. On the whole, the EUWI meetings at the SWW this year were well attended and the debates lively and constructive. Overall attendance was in the 60-100 range, similar to 2004, many of the participants were the same as in the previous year (mostly SG members, EU MS representatives, invited partner government representatives and stakeholders, some researchers and consultants). There were problems with some overlaps of meetings, particularly the AMIWASH meeting that drained African participants from the MSF on 25 August. More care could have been given to realigning the EUWI meetings with other SWW events to avoid such collisions.

6. This year the Commission sponsored 15 participants from partner countries, mostly from government water agencies and CSO stakeholders. Most of them participated actively in the EUWI meetings. However, bringing these participants to Stockholm meant more administrative work for the Secretariat relative to bringing them to, say, Brussels.
7. An objection to holding the MSF in conjunction with the SWW had in earlier years been the high registration fees. This year these fees had been waived for all participants registered for the EUWI meetings who, nevertheless, were free to attend the SWW events. For the EUWI this was clearly an advantageous arrangement.

8. The timing of the SWW is in August at a time when most people (except Scandinavians) are on vacation. Next year the SWW will be held during 20-26 August, so this factor will not go away.

9. The SWW is probably the best organized and well attended conference on water taking place on a regular annual basis. It is a meeting place for scientists and practitioners working with water and hence a venue for dialogue and cross-fertilization between theory and practice. It offers excellent opportunities for networking and side meetings and is useful to give visibility to the EUWI. This year total attendance at the SWW was about 1,500. 

10. The Swedish government subsidizes the SWW with at least €200,000 from various sources in order to promote participation from developing countries. It is estimated that this year there were some 450-500 participants from developing countries (final statistics are not yet available). 
11. In summary, it is evident that holding the MSF during the SWW brings both advantages and disadvantages to the EUWI. One obvious alternative, organising the MSF in Brussels later in the autumn, would mean less exposure in the water community, fewer opportunities for networking, mostly a specific EUWI business meeting. On the other hand, it appears that the MSF will not attract “the broad group of water-sector and development interests” that was originally intended. 

12. It is proposed that the SG weighs the arguments for and against holding the MSF during the SWW and gives guidance to the Secretariat in that regard.

13. If it is decided to proceed with planning for the 2006 MSF during the SWW, it would be necessary to ensure that

· the organizers can confirm that there will be no registration fees for EUWI participants,

· the EUWI events are reduced in number and length to reduce the risk of overlap with other events, 

· SIWI is asked to pay attention to detailed planning of the SWW programme with a view to avoiding major overlaps with EUWI events.
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