State and the government/public authorities relationship
First part of discussion tried to map the present experience in these relationships; determine what needs to be changed, what are the priorities in that need 
The description of the current state was generally quite critical, though few differences in experience among the countries of the region were stated:
· majority of the region is characterized by overlap of services, or minimal communication between CSOs and state, paternalism, supporting NGOs under some condition. E.g.  Bulgarian example proves that there might be a difference between cooperation declaration and real partnership (experience showed that  councils composed of ngos and gvt never got into practical work, this effort was not sincere EU forced gov’t to cooperate).
· Czech example documented shift in the relationships from the previous starting experience in CSO perception exclusively as a service provider to growing into more partnering relationship. Currently NGOs more and more  find themselves in the position of proposing/formulating policy in specific areas

· CSOs need to be equipped with both roles in relation to state : service provider and the watchdog 

The priority areas to focus on that relationship are:

· Mechanisms for consultancy status of the civil society (e.g. joint elaboration of the government and NGO experts in legal reforms, drafting regulations, etc…)

· Legal framework for NGOs/Gov’t collaboration

·  Developing trust (trust building measures)

· Priority should be given to representation and subsidiarity


The discussion focused on the recommendations - how to change the current situation, what are examples of good practice, capacity issues, gaps…:

Ways for the real partnerships were discussed: 
· NOs have to become experts, and the subject who are prepared to devote sustaining effort and time to the society issues

·  we should start by reflecting and defining ourselves, what we represent?
· Need of transparency, only transparent and accountable NGOs are able to acquire trust 

·  NGOs cant voice their constituency because they depend on state funding, redefinition of the EU funds delivery has to follow, rules about NGO gaining public support 

· Ngo platforms should be created as the tools for partnering ongoing discussion  with governments
Third part of discussion focused on future. What is our realistic vision of future of CSOs-Gov’t relationships in 10-20 years
· Legal framework that is comparable and fits into the standards of EU

· Increased mutual trust based on transparency of the CS and gov’t actors 
· Nobody  knows how the politics will look like in future, we hope that the CSs will be able and prepare to react properly to emerging needs (having increased expertise in becoming trustful reliable partners or becoming influential watchdog)
· Regular and well elaborated processes of consultancies between ngos and state. More and more NGOs will become professional partners in participating and influencing public decisions and public policies 

Last part of discussion focused on what we should do in 3-5 yrs, what should have the priority


· More of academic and nonformal education in the area of preparing civil servants – e.g. ways and tools to motivate participation (environmental topics)

· Much more efficient ways of showing results of the civil society work and activism, 
· Continuing in building trust by stressing transparency and accountability of the NGOs

· Define common strategy how to communicate with the state, creating national and regional coalitions and strengthening internal coordination of the efforts  

· Influencing state policy – (using Estonia or GB as the examples)  

· Need of citizens feedback on EU funding (e.g. starting public discourse around very visible precedent case of returning money misused by gov’ t

· Creating funding for professional watchdog
· Setting up specialized agencies as a mechanism for better control of the public money

