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Introduction

1 MACROBUTTON NUMBERING .

In the last decade new development strategies have emerged in many OECD countries aimed at enhancing the growth potential of specific geographical areas. These policies focus on the provision of public goods that are critical to closing the regional output gap.  Such public goods improve the local context where people live and firms operate and thus, boost competitiveness and citizens’ well-being. These new strategies are designed and implemented within a multilevel governance framework, accompanied by conditional granting systems, new methods of evaluation and monitoring, institutional capacity building and a higher level of involvement of economic and social partners.  

2 MACROBUTTON NUMBERING .

Public goods play a critical role in boosting the economic competitiveness of regions.  Public investment often supplies the broad framework that is the pre-condition for business investment.  Public goods often take two forms. The first might be called “essential public services”.  These services (e.g. education, child care and elderly assistance, health, public transport, water provision, waste management, network infrastructure such as roads, ICT, etc.) are the ones public policy officials often address first.  The second ones refer to a category of public investments, which are attached to a given region’s economy, specifically targeting the exploitation of local opportunities for development.  Both forms are important to regional competitiveness, but the issue of equitable provision of services (standards) is particularly important to “essential public services.”   

3 MACROBUTTON NUMBERING .

For certain types of essential public goods standards throughout the country are generally set at the national level (often by the Constitution). Standards can be uniformly defined or might differ by region in order to take into account diverse starting conditions, resource availability, or policy objectives. In order to set and reach unique standards for each region, strong commitment of all institutional actors – central and local – is necessary. 

4 MACROBUTTON NUMBERING .

These standards are often difficult to define and measure and, once established, they may not be financially sustainable. Standards can be defined in terms of the inputs used to deliver them (e.g. number of teachers). Standards can also be set in terms of quantifiable outputs, (e.g. number of hours taught) or even outcomes (e.g. referring to the same example, the level of education competencies). Among such “outcome” standards to be delivered, the quality of life as perceived by local stakeholders (firms, citizens) using these public goods generally goes unmeasured, while it often constitutes the very objective of public policies and acts to attract human talent and business investment. Thus, to the extent that citizens’ perceptions are affected by the local context (history and level of development of a territory), collaborative approaches involving the central government together with local authorities and local stakeholders are needed to invest in the appropriate public goods and to ensure that policy is accountable for delivering them effectively. 

5 MACROBUTTON NUMBERING .

This Symposium will explore whether and how setting standards can be used to improve the local provision of public goods, and thereby enhance regional competitiveness and societal progress.

	9:00-9:30

	Welcome coffee
	

	9:30-10:00
	Opening statement:

        Mr. Aart de Geus, Deputy Secretary-General of the OECD 
        Mr. Pier Luigi Bersani, Minister for Economic Development, Italy

        Mrs. Rosy Bindi, Minister for Family Policies, Italy
 
	

	10:00-11:15
	Session I: Setting standards for public goods provision

Chair: Mrs. Odile Sallard, Head of Public Governance and Territorial Development Directorate, OECD
	

	
	1. Are you setting standards for certain types of decentralised public goods provision in your country in order to guarantee the achievement of a set of policy objectives? What could be the impact on territorial competitiveness of setting standards throughout the country? To what extent are homogenous targets throughout the country more appropriate than territorially differentiated ones?   

2. What are the pros and cons of different arrangements between levels of government for ensuring their commitment to the achievement of targets while supporting sub-national autonomy (i.e. participation in the definition, clear identification of roles and responsibilities, process revision of the targets, etc.)? Are there lessons from the experience of regional policy?
Key presentations: 

United Kingdom: Mr. James Blake, Deputy Director, Local Strategic Partnerships and Performance Directorate, Department for Communities and Local Government
Italy: Mrs. Monica Brezzi, Evaluation Unit of Public Investments; Mrs.Francesca Utili, Head of Office, Department for Development Policies, Ministry of Economic Development
General debate


	

	11:15-  12:30
	Session II : Involving local stakeholders:  collaborative approaches to setting targets

  Chair: OECD Director or TDPCDelegate, tbc)
1.   How can local knowledge be used for setting targets and to spur sub national governments accountability? How can citizens be involved in defining indicators? Are bottom-up approaches more/less useful for targeting difficult-to-measure aspects of public services, such as quality? 

2.   The OECD is planning to develop a global infrastructure (based on a web 2.0 platform) about the measurement of societal progress. What can be learned from this project about targeting difficult-to-measure aspects of public service delivery?  

Key presentations: 

Spain (Ministry of Public Administration)
OECD (Mr. Enrico Giovannini, Head of Statistics Directorate) 

General debate 


	

	12:30- 13:00
	Conclusions:  

Mr. Mark Drabenstott (United States), TDPC Chair




