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1. Introduction 
Statistics Sweden was informed on April 16 that we had been selected to host the first ESSnet 
Workshop, one week later we received the contract and we could start our work with the workshop. 
The project group consisted of five people, where Ms Pernilla Widebrink acted as Project Leader and 
Ms Åsa Arrhén was responsible for the dedicated web-site. The program and speakers were set 
together with Mr Pascal Jacques at Eurostat, for the final agenda please see Appendix 1  

2. Invitation 
338 persons were invited by E-mail, first invitation was sent out April 29, followed by two 
remainders. 54 people, including personnel from Eurostat and Statistics Sweden, representing 19 
countries registered for participation at the workshop. For a complete participants list please see 
Appendix 2. 

3. Website 
A dedicated website for the ESSnet conference was set up at www.scb.se/ESSnet. Here delegates were 
able to register for the conference, find hotels and travel instructions together with general information 
of Stockholm.  
Also the agenda and the technical presentations were published here. 

4. Workshop 
The workshop was held at the conference centre Parken in central Stockholm, most delegates stayed at 
hotels within a walking distance from the conference centre. The workshop started at Monday 31 at 
8.30 with registration and coffee, at 9.30 it was officially opened by Mr Michel Glaude from Eurostat 
and was finished by 1 pm Tuesday June 1. During the workshop 18 ESSnet projects were presented 
and discussed. From Statistic Sweden Ms Johanna Ekberg, Mr Anders Holmberg, Mr Boris Lorenc 
and Mr Klas Blomqvist acted as “rapporteurs” and wrapped upped each cluster. This group, together 
with Mr Pascal Jacques, has written the Technical report, see the final version in Appendix 3. 

5. Meals and social event 
Lunches and coffee were served at the Parken Conference centre. A three course dinner were served  
at the Ship M/S Riddarholmen that cruised through the archipelago of Stockholm. The delegates were 
transported from the conference centre to the harbour with a hired bus.  

6. Reimbursement 
One delegate from 13 countries applied for and received reimbursement for their travel costs to 
Stockholm.   

7. Evaluation 
The questionnaire was sent out to 31 delegates, and 21 answered, the results are as followed. 

Invitation 
 
1) Did the invitation contain the information that you needed to be able to decide if you should take 
part in the workshop? 
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 20 yes, 1 no 
 
 
2) If not, what was missing?  

• Advance warning that there was to be a workshop would have been helpful as the 
invitations were issued rather late 

• Not in the beginning but after info on the structure of presentations it was ok 
• Not directly because there wasn't an agenda available at the time of the invitation 

 
3) Did you have enough time to prepare yourself for the workshop after you had received the 
invitation?  
20 yes, 1 no 

Web 
 
4) Could you find the information you needed to have in order to book your travels and make your 
hotel reservations?  
20 yes 
 
5) Was the relevant information about the workshop on the web?  
19 yes, 1 no 
 
6) Was it easy to find the information you needed?  
19 yes, 1 no 
 
7) Did you miss any information?  
4 yes, 16 no 
 
8) If yes, what information did you miss on the web? 

• Perhaps some more information on how to travel from the airport to Stockholm 
• A deadline for the presentations to be sent to the organisers. Suddenly I only had one day ... It 

seemed to me from the e-mail sent out that everyone should address in their presentation both 
project issues & administrative issues, but when I hear the first part I realised it wasn't 
necessary for the projects to use time on the administrative issues as they were well covered in 
the first part. Separate instructions to those presenting admin and those presenting projects 
would have helped. Separate meetings would have helped even more. 

• There could be approximate range of prices for the suggested hotels.  
• Some information was provided very late  Workshop as a whole 

 
9) What was your impression of the workshop as a whole?  
(1 = not good at all and 7 = excellent)  
5,5 
 
10) Did the workshop meet your expectations?  
18 yes 
 
11) Was the division among the different subject areas sufficient?  
16 yes, 4 no 
 
 
12) Was there a subject area that you thought was missing? 
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• I would have preferred to spend more time on the organisational and administrative aspects of 
ESSnets and less on technical details regarding the subjects 

 
13) Was the number of presentations sufficient?  
18 yes, 2 no 
 
13 a) If not, were there too few or to many?  
2 too many 
 
 
14) Was there sufficient time devoted to each presentation?  
17 yes, 2 no 
 
 
14a) If not, were they too short or too long?  
1 too short, 1 too long 
 
15) Was there sufficient time for questions and discussion?  
14 yes, 5 no 
 
16) Was the function of the rapporteur, who summed up after each part of the workshop, effective?  
18 yes, 1 no 

The conference centre 
 
17) What did you think of Parken as a conference centre?  
(1 = not good at all, 7 = excellent)  
 6,3 
 
18) What did you think of the service there?  
(1 = not good at all, 7 = excellent) 
 6,4 
  
 
19) Did you feel that you were well received by the conference staff?  
(1 = not at all, 7 very well)  
6,4 
 
20) How was the food at Parken?  
(1 = not good at all, 7 = excellent)  
6 
 
21) Other comments on the conference facilities 

• More restrooms would be helpful! A rubbish bin beside the bar area would be useful. 
• Thank you very much for a well organized workshop 

Evening event 
 
22) What was your impression of the dinner cruise as a whole?  
(1 = not good at all, 7 = excellent)  
6,6 
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23) What did you think of the service on board the boat?  
(1 = not good at all, 7 = excellent)   
6,5 
 
24) How was the dinner?  
(1 = not good at all, 7 = excellent)  
6,5 
 
25) Other comments on the evening activity? 

• It was a very pleasant activity which I will remember me! 
• Everything was perfect: beautiful sightseeing, perfect food and wine, nice formal 

communication 
• It was not asked from the participants about their diet (vegan, vegetarian, etc.). But the 

appropriate food was available. 
• We were so busy talking we almost didn't get to see the beautiful view passing by - I hope I 

have a chance to repeat the tour one day! 
 

First session - Administration and financial issues 
 
26) How relevant was the presentations for you  
(1 = not at all, 7 = very relevant)  
4,8 
 
27) Did the presentations meet your expectations?   
(1 = not at all, 7 = completely)  
5,2 
 
28) Other comments 

• All the member states asked for templates and there was a lack of administrative support from 
Eurostat. Eurostat recognized this and would make templates available. It would be good to 
see this promise back in minutes. 

• ESSnet projects administration and financial issues is quite new subject for all countries. 
Thus, it is very important to share experience. During the workshop a lot of questions were 
raised, for which even Eurostat had no direct answers. It shows that in future before 
launching new projects administration and financial requirements have to be explained and 
discussed in advance in more details. This workshop was a good start for such discussions. 

• Discussion was too moderate. Presentation of Eurostat's position was weak. 
• The presentations were more interesting (3) than I expected (2), but I think participation at the 

(both) meeting(s) might be higher if this part could be a separate meeting. 
• The presentations were fine, but Pascal Jacques took control of the session.  It would have 

been better if SCB's Rapporteur had had a greater role.  What she was able to say at the end 
of the session was an excellent summary of the views expressed in the session. 

 

Cluster 1 - Use of Administrative Data 
 
29) How relevant was the presentations for you?  
(1 = not at all, 7 = very relevant)  
5,3 
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30) Did the presentations meet your expectations?  
(1 = not at all, 7 = completely)  
5,2 
 
Other comments 
No comments 
 

Cluster 2 - IT development/standardisation 
 
31) How relevant was the presentations for you?  
(1 = not at all, 7 = very relevant)  
4,7 
 
32) Did the presentations meet your expectations?  
(1 = not at all, 7 = completely)  
5,6 
 
33) Other comments 
No comments 

Cluster 3 - Access to micro data 
 
34) How relevant was the presentations for you?  
(1 = not at all, 7 = very relevant)  
5,3 
 
35) Did the presentations meet your expectations?  
(1 = not at all, 7 = completely)  
5,7 
 
36) Other comments 
No comments 

Cluster 4 - Other ESSnet actions 
 
37) How relevant was the presentations for you? 
 (1 = not at all, 7 = very relevant)  
5,3 
 
38) Did the presentations meet your expectations?  
(1 = not at all, 7 = completely)  
6 
 
39) Other comments 

• For better communication between different ESSnet projects, more participants from different 
ESSnet projects should be present. Participation in the ESSnet seminar should be compulsory 
for all coordinators of ESSnet projects and leaders of work packages. Definitely, the seminar 
should be continued. 
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• The use of microphones during the questions was not effective.  Very often, the Eurostat staff 
member kept hold of the microphone, so that the presenter was not able to answer the 
questions raised. 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 


