MINUTES

ESA Executive Committee 2005-2007

Third Meeting, Paris, 27th-28th October 2006

FRIDAY, 27TH OCTOBER 2006

The meeting starts at 13:30 PM

Present: Giovanna Procacci, Sara Arber, Constanza Tobio, Tuula Gordon, Analia Torres, Sokratis Koniordos, Louis Chauvel, Elianne Riska, Valerij Mansurov, Patrick Baert, Tommi Hoikkalla, Monika Kwiecinska, Catherine Delcroix, Lennart Svensson and Carlo Ruzza for the ESA Executive Committee; Claire Wallace and John Scott for the Editorial Board; Gisèle Tchinda for the ESA office; Bill Hughes, for the Glasgow Caledonian University; Daniel Bertaux for the National Associations Council.

Absent: Dagmar Kutsar and Pamela Abbot.

1. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES FROM MAY 2006 ExeC MEETING IN GLASGOW

The President asks if there are questions or remarks on the Minutes; the minutes are approved.  

2. COMMUNICATIONS OF THE PRESIDENT

ESA Web domain: Europeansociology.org 
Giovanna informs that the rent for the web has been paid by JP Roos for the next two years. The room is under JP Roos’ name, but he wants the situation to be changed so that the room is under ESA name. It is approved to reimburse JP. Roos and to proceed for a change. 
Analia would like to talk about the Research Networks Gender relations and Qualitative Methods. She noticed that these networks were very active, that there has been a lot of participation, that’s why she thinks this activity of the Research Networks will certainly bring a lot of people to the Glasgow Conference in 2007. Sokratis agrees with her, since the RN Economic Sociology also was successful and was not very expensive.

3. FINANCIAL REPORT
Lennart presents the treasurer’s report and budget 2006.

He would like to deal with six different points.

1- The Torun Conference budget

Lennart doesn’t understand the Torun budget made by Monika. He thinks that some corrections must be made. He was not able to reconstruct all the fees, since there was a difference between Conference fees and membership fees.

Monika explains that indeed there were two kinds of payments for the Torun conference: 

· one payment directly to ESA in Paris

· another payment to Torun.

In all, € 67003 were paid directly by conference participants, and € 17370 were to stay in the ESA account, since it had been paid for ESA membership.

She adds that there was a surplus of € 8000.
Giovanna asks to Monika why travel costs for the Student Workshop were so high, while selected students’ travels have been reimbursed by ESA.

Monika replies that Torun also paid some travels for students nearby (out of the selection) and tutors.

It is clarified that 35000 are zlotis and not in euros. . In a nutshell, accommodations costed € 8000 to the LOC, and other things were paid by the city.

Giovanna reminds the ESA policy for SW, which is to reimburse travels to all students passing selection. However, ESA doesn’t reimburse any travel to speakers since they come anyway to the Conference; they are paid by the LOC only for additional nights.

The financial report from Torun is approved.

2- New fee levels

The new amounts proposed by the finance committee and shown in Lennart’s report are approved.

	
	Old fees
	New fees 

	Individual 
	
	

	Regular Member Western countries
	170
	150

	Regular Member Eastern countries
	  60
	  50

	Students Western countries
	  60
	  50

	Students Eastern countries
	  50
	  40

	Institutional
	
	 

	Institutions (with Journal)
	360
	300

	National Associations (without Journal)
	620
	200 


Structure and duration of membership

Lennart reminds Sara’s proposal (May) that fees paid in Nov-Dec 2006 will be counted for membership 2007-2008. So the last two months of the year would count for the following year. 
Analia find it unfair for people who register in September, and she proposes to include September in this rule. Monika and Constanza agree with her.

Giovanna replies that we should avoid having people getting two conferences with only one registration.
Constanza says that the objective of ESA is to have the largest list of members regardless to the conference and to have a stable membership, so we shouldn’t worry about conferences. She adds that it is fairer to include September, since members will be able to pay a lower fee for the second Conference.

Daniel thinks that it doesn’t make sense to decide for September, since usually people register before September for the Conference. So it’s good for people who pay in September, but not for those who register three months before the conference.

Louisproposes a date to date membership, so that we are sure that in September many members will come to the Congress every two years.

After a long discussion, Giovanna recapitulates the proposals:

· Two calendar years with a tolerance of two months (starting in November) proposed by Sara

· Two calendar years plus one bonus of four months (starting in September) proposed by Monika and Analia

· No calendar years (starting in September) proposed by Constanza and Louis
The majority vote for two calendar years with two months of tolerance (starting in 1st November), including 5 issues of European Societies instead of 4.

3- Non-European members fees

The American Sociological Association request to have its members becoming ESA members for a reduced fee without Journal has been approved in May meeting, on the condition that ASA has the same policy for ESA members. 
The proposed fee in Lennart’s report is 50 euros without journal. 

It is agreed that other continents’ members of Sociological Associations can get a fee of € 50 without Journal.

4- National Associations

In the last meeting, it had been approved that Institutions and National Associations shouldn’t have registration for free, rather lower fees. € 200 had been proposed for two years + newsletters and Journal.

It is approved that fees for National Associations will be € 200 without Journal, fees for Institutions will be € 300 with Journal. 

5- Budget Glasgow

Since Bill Hugues and Sara Arber will only arrive on Saturday 28th, Giovanna proposes to speak about the Glasgow budget on Saturday 28th with Bill and Sara.

Lennart informs that the seed money (6000 pounds) for the Glasgow conference 2007 has already been transferred.

The estimation of the Glasgow surplus is € 14000, which should be a low estimation according to Lennart.

6- Budget 2006-2007

Lennart informs that there is a deficit of € 25.000 due to investments we have made for RNs and other activities, according to the bookkeeper’s advices.

The Summer School costed € 6719, corresponding to the reimbursement of the 30 participants’ travels.

Now the Exec has to decide to sell some SICAV to get more cash. This money can be invested for lower membership fees, Research Networks and workshops.

The decision is taken to sell € 30000 of the oldest SICAV, according to the bookkeeper’s suggestion.

Tommi suggests we might have to put some money for the website. Giovanna tells she has no news about this for the moment; indeed, René Bekkers hasn’t yet asked neither for leaving nor for money. It is decided that we might propose to Rene some paid help, if he needs it.
Lennart mentions that out of the 15 Research Networks having obtained a grant, 3 haven’t been paid; the secretariat is still waiting for bank details. It is decided that Tuula will check with the RNs about this.

4. REPORT FROM THE RNs COMMITTEE
Tuula thanks Elianne for having introduced Research Networks and for giving a lot of information.

RNs funding

There is a request from Shalva Weil (RN Qualitative methods) for additional funding of € 1000 for the RN, because she has a lot of work to do. Tuula needs to respond to her, so she asks if there is money available to do that.

Giovanna answers that she already responded to her that ESA do not grant money on the year of the Conference, therefore this would be unlikely and only exceptional. ESA has been generous, funding 15 RNs. Sokratis thinks that new rules should be clarified concerning RNs, and that ESA should subsidy RNs also for websites.  It is reminded that ESA already grant RNs money for websites.

Claire remarks that RNs do not include only ESA members, so if ESA give more money to them, it means that ESA members are subsiding RNs.

Analia proposes that Research Networks get some money directly from their members, not much, on average € 20, so that these networks get financial autonomy.

Giovanna says that it is likely that a request in this sense will be presented at the RNs Council at Glasgow, since some RNs would like to get some financial autonomy. Tuula proposes that this topic will be discussed in that meeting. It is decided that ESA will continue to fund RNs only in the year between 2 Conferences, therefore cannot satisfy the new request from Qualitative methods RN. Tuula will communicate this to Shalva. 

Valerij thinks that all of our decisions about financial support should be made in accordance with ESA membership: it should be a condition for funding a RN. Daniel and Louis agree with him. Giovanna thinks it’s too rigid to ask to RNs to have only ESA members. What we can do is ask to RNs to promote ESA membership. It is agreed.

Tuula asks if RNs can get support twice: yes, they can, grants amount at € 1000 for mid-term conference + € 300 for website. It is approved.

Circulation of information within the RNs

Concerning the fact that information doesn’t circulate within RNs, Tuula proposes to ask them to keep a list of their members and then circulate information. Giovanna agrees that we should ask to RNs to give ESA office a list of their members since we only have a list of chairs, Catherine agrees too. Lennart proposes to adjourn this discussion to the RNs Council in Glasgow.

Elianne suggests that when somebody applies to ESA membership, he gives 2 or 3 RNs he is interested in, so that we have more information about RNs members.

It is approved that ESA registration form should include information about interest in RNs, asking to the members what is the RN they want to be or they are attached to.  It is decided to let René deciding the best way to do this. 

Applications times

It is approved that there will be 2 deadlines for application to RNs grants:

· One month before the first Executive meeting (October/November)

· One month before the second Executive meeting (April/May)

External Relations

Tuula informs that concerning the discussion on External Relations, she only received responses from 9 RNs out of 27, and we will have to deal with them.

Giovanna says she proposed to RNs a meeting in which a debate could be started about European science policy and the role of sociology, etc. She thought RNs could be even more interested in it than National Associations. However, the ones who answered to her suggested they would prefer to discuss this separately from National Associations. That’s why she organized a meeting only with National Associations on December 15th. We must decide if we want to organize a second meeting on the same issues with RNs Chairs in the spring, or we want to leave this for the RNs Council at Glasgow. A decision will have to be taken with the point “External Relations”.

Tuula informs that she had a feedback from RNs about their seminars: it is positive that they gave us information about it and programs about their conferences.

She asks if there is any issue that RN Committee members want to raise.

Valerij remarks it’s a good thing that they keep us informed.

Daniel wants to speak about the RN “Southern European Societies”: in the minutes of the last meeting, it is said that Gabriella Lazaridis, the existing coordinator, never answered to Tuula. Daniel found her, she’s in Leicester. It is proposed that Tuula tries to contact her again. Tuula says that if Gabriella shows interest, if the RN is active, we can convene her in Glasgow. Sokratis has the same point of view.

Tuula informs that the RN “Ageing in Europe” is applying for representation in the Executive Committee. The request is unclear, they might think about the meeting proposed by External Relations Committee or about RNs Council. It is agreed that Tuula shall ask them more information about that request.
5. REPORT FROM THE COMMUNICATIONS COMMITTEE
Newsletter

Elianne informs that there have been problems concerning the issue of the newsletter of July, because of vacations, so it is better to have the deadline in June. She adds that November is good, it’s a realistic deadline. 
Giovanna asks Elianne to include information about new structure of fees and the abstracts.

Website

Giovanna informs that concerning the Conference website, she received no information from René Bekkers.


She thinks that the website is a bit empty whereas we receive a lot of announcements from the secretariat. That’s why she asks to all Executive members to help, send materials and check the web, so that if they find any problem they can write to René.

The proposal of opening a discussion list in the website is discussed, but only if someone is coordinating it. Claire proposes to ask Andreas Berger, Elianne answers that he is very busy. According to Louis, the priority is to have a good website which is often renewed. 
It is decided not to open a forum now.

5. REPORT FROM THE POST-GRADUATE RESEARCH COMMITTEE
Giovanna informs that we have four lists of students from previous SWs and the Summer school, and says that we should check the lists so that we won’t select the same students.

She also remarks that among the selected students, there was one from Turkey who didn’t work on immigration. Indeed sometimes projects are very vague so we should be careful.

Patrick asks if there are quotas of nationality. There are no quotas, but some kind of balance among regions of Europe, we cannot consider only the place where they study. ESA criteria are regions and gender balance. Constanza says that we have to be flexible concerning the choice, because in some country (like in Turkey) they don’t only study sociology.

Student workshop

Catherine thanks Charles Lagrée for having sent all papers from previous SWs. The proposed call is discussed; dates need to be modified: the SW will take place Sept.1-3.

She presents sessions: we need volunteers to give a lecture, they are also requested to take part in afternoon sessions where students will present their research projects. 6 speakers are needed.

Claire is volunteer, Constanza, Sokratis and Monika too.

Catherine will ask a title and a biography to them. Half of a morning will be needed for the presentation.

Rules: 

· 30 participants

· Calls for applications shall be out at the beginning of the year

· Students have to know about acceptance in time for registering into the Conference at early bird fare.

The application form should be put in the website. Catherine will write to René and ask him.

Students are requested to present their project; therefore on the Application form, it is decided to replace the questions “Do you plan to present a paper?” and If yes, what will be the topic or title?” by “What is the topic or (provisional) title of your PhD project?”.

ESA Prize for young sociologist

Catherine and Claire say there are not a lot of candidates.

Catherine informs that the jury will be composed of the committee of post-graduate research plus Patrick, Carlo, Claire and John Scott; it is approved. The jury will meet during next ExeC meeting.

Procedures proposed by the post-doctoral research committee are discussed. The proposal to identify broad categories and in each category identify quality is rejected, because with so few candidates there is no need for this. It is approved that criteria for choosing the best article is only quality, and that 5 years are requested from the PhD. as definition of “young sociologist”.

The prize will be given in Glasgow, during the opening plenary. The deadline will be decided on Saturday 28th.

Catherine shall think about a certificate for the ESA price. Motivations will have to be written for the prize. 

6. STATUTES PROPOSED CHANGES
Giovanna asks if there are any additional proposals besides the two proposals made two meetings ago, that is to say adding rules for ex-aequo voting (art. 14) and more flexible numbers for candidates (art. 13). 
There are not.

The discussion of possible changes is postponed to the next ESA meeting in Paris.
7. NATIONAL ASSOCIATIONS COUNCIL
Giovanna informs that the meeting with National Associations has been fixed for 15th-16th December 2006 in Paris. It will be held on Friday afternoon in the CNRS (Rue Pouchet) and Saturday morning in MSH. Giovanna, Dagmar, Carlo and Daniel will attend to this meeting. 
ESA will offer a dinner to National Associations representatives on Friday, and Gisele will be there for the minutes. It is approved.
Daniel says that he has asked the President of the French Association to make a consultation as large as possible among its members about the research topics which they think should be given priority in the EU.  He asks why in her letters Giovanna points especially infrastructures and training programmes.
Giovanna explains that in the Cordis website, there is a list of scientific infrastructures, but there is nothing for Sociology, so a discussion will be needed about it. Moreover, concerning training for young researchers, the European Research Council needs channels of communications. Daniel remarks that  the sheer size of overall funding is considerable. A further point of discussion might be that sociology only appears in one subject of research to be funded by the ERC; we might ask that sociology is given more weight; the point is to launch a debate about this among the scientific community of European sociologists.  Daniel suggests that the range of research themes should be more open;   European sociologists should not censor themselves..

Giovanna asks that anyone think about materials useful for the meeting and send them to the secretary. This meeting with national associations is also made to prepare the next National Associations Council in Glasgow in 2007.

7. LAUNCH OF A BID FOT THE 9th CONFERENCE
We received a bid from Vilnius and a bid from Rome. There is still the bid from Moscow pending.

A question about deadline for bids is raised. Giovanna remarks that it’s not necessary to decide a deadline. Indeed, for Glasgow we had decided in the spring, so we can decide in the next Executive meeting. If we are able to decide now it is better, but if not we postpone the decision. Discussion is open.

Daniel asks if the Russian bid is still valid. Valerij is skeptical about the Russian bid. Giovanna says she had no news about the Russian proposal, but she thought it was useful to insert it in the materials. Valerij suggests that the Russian bid should be remade.

Analia informs that we will probably receive  a bid from Lisbon.

Constanza thinks that Roma is a good thing since they will not charge for the rooms.

Rome and Lisbon appear more suitable because after Eastern Europe (Poland) and the North (Scotland) in 2009 it would be better to move to Southern Europe, where ESA has been only once (Murcia) and where our membership is less widespread. In this case, we could explore the possibility to keep the Vilnius offer for 2011.

As for Rome, Constanza remarks that there could be accommodation’s problems because it is an expensive city. Giovanna will ask to people in Rome what range of prices for hotels and accommodations they expect. We also have to check dates and calculation of proposed fees.
Concerning Vilnius, the problem is the dates (August), and rooms for semi-plenaries. We need also to know on what basis they calculated fees. Tuula remarks that it can be easier in Vilnius. Valerij says that they should give detailed budget.

It is decided that Giovanna shall write to both Rome and Vilnius asking further information about most critical points.

The meeting ends at 7pm.

SATURDAY, 28TH OCTOBER 2006:

The meeting starts at 9:30 am.

8. PROGRAMME COMMITTEE
Bill speaks about the 15th November as a key date to send out information about the Glasgow Conference to members of RNs and other contacts to encourage submission of abstracts.

Giovanna says that the information will be sent to ESA members by the secretariat.

Bill informs that there are already a lot of pages on the website, but from now to the 15th, a registration page will have to be made. 

RNs coordinators and Glasgow organizers will both directly receive abstracts; once abstracts will be accepted they will be sent to the LOC.

Tuula will send the updated list of RN coordinators.

Deadlines

Bill proposes that the deadline for the receipt of abstracts is 15th Feb but Sokratis remarks that it is too early, and everybody agree.

28th February is agreed as the deadline for the receipt of abstracts.
15th April is agreed as the deadline to decide which abstracts have been chosen.

It is approved that programs of the sessions should be ready on 15th May, and that the deadline for registration of paper-givers is 15th July.

Louis proposes that  RN and RS coordinators put a pre-program on the web, so that it is easier to know what they propose. Sara answers that the pre-program should have to be checked, so it’s the same problem.

31st May is agreed as the deadline for early-bird registration.

Monika proposes to add a deadline for withdrawing from the conference, somewhere in the middle of August, in order to avoid too many reimbursements. It is approved and this will have to appear on the registration form.

Number of abstracts

Valerij asks why delegates should send only one abstract; two abstracts would be better. Patrick agrees with him and says that this rule is too strict.

Sara remarks that if we change to two abstracts, it will encourage people to make two, so it’s better to say nothing. Carlo thinks that if we ask for only one abstract it would improve quality, what is crucial for ESA Conferences; he proposes to accept one paper, and possibly another one co-authored. Patrick and Louis agree with him, saying that two should be the maximum. It is agreed that a maximum of two papers for the same person can be accepted; Bill suggests asking to the webmaster to install something automatic, so that if someone sends more than two papers, it’s not accepted.

It is recommended that in evaluating abstracts the objective is to improve quality, we need to engage RNs to do this. We might have less presentations if it is to improve quality; there will be room for poster papers, what might be a second way to circulate papers; the RNs have to be informed of this possibility.
Giovanna remarks that it is important to ask RNs-RS coordinators to  mention already in the call for papers some sub-themes around which sessions can be organized, in order to improve quality. It is accepted. 
Catherine proposes to make a specific space on the website for purpose of SW selection, where all materials, CVs, abstracts can be put, with limited access; this could help while selecting. She shall see this point with the Glasgow webmaster.

Program of the conference

Giovanna remarks that on Monday 3rd, 2h30 might be too much for the opening plenary, and 1h30 for the RN council might be too short.

It is agreed to change:

14h - 16h: RNs Council

16h - 18h: Opening plenary

Daniel proposes a lunch-time session, organized by the RESU, a network of Southern Europe Sociological Associations, on the subject “What is happening to sociology students after graduation?”; it is accepted. Given that on most days lunchtime is only one hour, it will take place on Monday.
Semi-plenaries

Sara reminds that there are 6 different topics, most of them completed, but there are still a couple of gaps.

Session 3: the proposal of David Silverman, from 2 RNs, is accepted, Sara will ask him a presentation not focused on methodological issues.

Session 4: Consuelo Corradi would better fit in the 5th session (“Urban space and conflict”). Besides David McCrone Tuula proposes Tom Hairne and her proposal is agreed by Sara.

Fee structure

The following fee is agreed

	Delegate Description
	Early Bird Fee *
	Later registration**

	Western ESA Member
	200
	250

	Western Non Member
	340
	390

	Eastern ESA Member
	140
	190

	Eastern ESA Non Member
	190
	240

	Western ESA Student Member
	110
	160

	Western Student Non Member
	160
	210

	Eastern ESA Student Member
	80
	130

	Eastern Student Non Member
	120
	170

	Day Rate: 1 Day
	180
	230

	Day Rate: 2 days
	260
	310


‘Western’ includes delegates from Western Europe, North America, Australia and Japan

‘Eastern’ includes delegates from Eastern Europe, Asia (except Japan), South America and Africa

*Early Bird registration = on or before 31st May 2007

** Later Registration = after 31st May 2007

Research Streams

It is decided to keep some of the RS existing in Torun and to ask to the chairs if they are willing to collaborate again. Those which are kept are:

- Enlargement of the European Union – lessons from the past and prospects for the future

- Work and organization 

- Sociology of food

- Collective identities: race, ethnicity, nation - Historical sociology

- Sociology of law/human rights

- Urban sociology/cities - Political sociology

- Culture, collective memories and public discourse  

- Europe and immigration - Sociology of religion

- Public opinion research dilemmas

- Rural sociology

- Sociology of racism

Those which are deleted are:

- Contemporary Balkan societies

“Behind the scenes” aspects of social transformation

- Sociology of childhood, because it has become a RN

Bill should contact the confirmed RS coordinators.

Budget

Budget is agreed, but it will have to be calculated by Bill on the basis of the new fees and then sent to them.

Contract

Bill brought the signed contract with him to leave it in the office.

Giovanna informs that the seed money (6000 pounds) has already been sent to the Glasgow Caledonian University.

She suggests that there should be a connection between the LOC webmaster and the ESA webmaster. It is very important to connect them as soon as possible; otherwise it will be too late.

9. REPORT FROM EXTERNAL RELATIONS COMMITTEE
Giovanna and Carlo participated at the meeting organized by ISE in Munich in July 2006 on behalf of ESA. The main concern is the European funding structure. The objective is to get in touch with bodies involved into European science policy, offering ESA as a channel of communication with the scientific community of European sociologists. To this purpose, we need to consult the community (National Associations and ESA RNs) In order to get some representativeness.

Carlo raises the point that although the all process is dominated by hard sciences and life-sciences, they realize that they need social sciences and that ESA can help them. Giovanna agrees with him, saying that there is an interest towards sociology, especially towards ESA.

Carlo adds that we should work with them, and also directly with political lines, bureaucracy…

Giovanna asks if we decide to organize a meeting with RN representatives or not. It would be the same kind of meeting as the one with National Associations in December. 

Analia thinks it would be useful to make this meeting. Patrick stresses that ESA should pay for RNs representatives to come, since they do not have funds for this.

Tuula proposes they could apply for grants, because they have a lot of ideas.

Carlo suggests preparing a letter to RNs saying what we want: for example a more sociology-oriented science policy, more autonomous from policy issues, etc.

It is proposed that Tuula writes a few lines about it and send it to us so that we think of it before the December meeting.

Carlo is suggested by Catherine to ask support to the Commissions for the research on civil society.

10. REPORT FROM THE PUBLICATIONS COMMITTEE
Patrick presents his report on book series.

He informs that Routledge accepted Gerard Delanty’s and Jurgen Gerhards’ books. The book of Helena Flam was rejected and she is going to resend it. As to David Rose and Eric Harrison’s book, Patrick expects it to be accepted because it’s a very good book.

Report on the negotiations with Routledge by Patrick and Carlo about the contract renewal

Since Routledge doesn’t send copies of books, though requested to do so, Giovanna proposes to include in the new contract that ESA secretariat needs to receive one copy of the book series. It is agreed.

Routledge has decided to renew the contract signed ten years ago, with some amendments. Carlo presents the main amendments:

- For book series, Routledge proposes a download in paperback on demand, according to Carlo it’s a progress.

- Proposal to go up to 5 issues a year for the Journal. The price will increase proportionally.

- Something new: an electronic tracking system.

Carlo remarks that we need to read the contract carefully and take a few weeks before signing. He thinks it’s a good compromise that special issues of ES can be bound together. Buyers can go on the web; they pay and then are sent paperbacks. 

Patrick agrees with him, because usually publishers don’t accept that.

Giovanna remarks that ESA has to sign the contract by end of January, so we need to become clear and circulate a final version of the contract to Executive members.

It is agreed that Patrick and Carlo talk to Jane at Routledge and when everything is clear they circulate the information. If there is no objection then, we’ll sign the contract.

Louis asks if we have any statistics about the number of subscription. Claire answers that publishers produce a list, and there were on average 111 subscriptions (most ESA members). Publishers are happy with these figures, because it is increasing (on average 10% per year). It is a slow but steady increase.

Report by John

John informs that two parallel systems will be used for submission of papers:

- A “manuscript central” which helps maintaining a database of referees. So it’s an accessible system.

- Website submission.

So we will still be receiving manuscript submissions.

Claire is handling arrangements for issue 9 (1) and John will take full responsibility for issue 9 (2).

John adds that they have a lot of institutional support from his department, for example for office equipments, telephone, etc.

Report by Claire

Concerning articles received, they paid more and more attention to the quality; there are many rejections. 

European Societies Statutes and organization. Giovanna remarks that this information is very useful for the relationships between National Associations and the Journal. Claire says she tried to develop an organic relation between ESA and its Journal, mainly by including the publications committee into the Editorial Board. She reminds that for several people membership in the board ends at 2007, so we have to think about new names. 
Giovanna reminds that we decided to enlarge also the number of members of the International Advisory Board; members of the Executive Committee and RNs will have to propose names.

In fact, nobody received the minutes of the Editorial Board meeting in Glasgow. The minutes were taken during the meeting , Gisèle will ask Rosanna about them.

Special issues. According to Claire, we don’t need special issues now because there are a lot of articles. Catherine proposes that Claire and John  include in the journal some encouragement  in  proposing papers: it would be useful for the ESA Prize.

Discussion about the journal. 

Carlo suggests that issues  be made in accordance with the Conference's theme(s).

Sara says that we might encourage  Conference presenters to submit their papers to the Journal.

 DIVERS
It is decided that the next Executive Committee meeting will be held in Paris, from Friday 4th May to Saturday 5th May 2007.

The ES Editorial Board will decide whether they will hold their meeting in may in Paris, and then let it know to the secretary.

The meeting ends at 4:30 pm.
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