1. What drives policy (policy/programmes/legislations) as of now, according to the presenter?

2. What constitutes knowledge or expertise which is used as input into policy-making right now in the field that the presenter is involved in?

3. How were community experiences showcased to present alternative knowledge or expertise?

4. Where and how were community representatives themselves involved in the policy-influencing and policy-formulation process?

5. Was there an involvement of academics or formal specialists in the process and did that add to credibility?
6. What ‘tools’ helped and what did not in successful policy influencing? (‘tools’ here include scientific studies and papers/”discourse” as Sreekumar called it, campaigning tools (engaging from outside, as I called it), institutional mechanisms floated, lobbying efforts, working from within including legal instruments (mainstream institutions, as Sreekumar called it) etc. etc.)
Dinesh Mishra, Sagar Dhara, Udayashankar, Kavitha, HRK, Prajit Basu.

Sagar – there is still some point in engaging with state and another view is that of saying that there isn’t. Making interventions to make state policies change and work for people.
Dinesh – going to people is a better option. What do we do with faulty measures being taken up constantly – do we counter them? Local people are already creating their own technologies to demolish the embankments….newer and newer methods to cut embankments with diesel pumps – quicklime in drums buried in embankments….during rainy season, it gets blasted.
But the state is not keeping quiet you know. We need to counter.

Udayashankar – the ground truth is representative democracy – no recall and referendum. We have to engage with the state. Try and influence committed bureaucracy. Spot committed politicians – as long as they have some foothold. What attracts a politician – if something can be offered as a cost-effective solution, the person might pick it up. Even this, if it goes against the elite, there is no chance.
If what I offer goes against MNCs and corporate interests, no takers. How to break that is the real question.
HRK – too much diversity in the presentations. Everybody is unhappy with the space civil society has in policy making. Even our work is top-down. Our ability to take this to the grassroots is important. There needs to be an informed debate and alternatives must come from them. Gonchi method of surface irrigation – NPM methods – picked up from people. 
Prajit – general consensus that the intervention will not work because completely different paradigms….if we think engagement is a must, we can at least begin by Knowledge for People. Can this domain be effectively used? People’s knowledge – in their own context. 
If we want to take on the expert, we need to identify strategically where there exists a larger chance? Govt listens to health questions much more easily – it directly concerns people’s lives. Public Good is a concept that still seems to be in the consciousness. If concerns of health are tied into the discourse, this might have more impact.
In Space/Defence etc., there will be no space….
11th plan proposals – rural development, women and …..: CSIR thinks it should focus their attention on this.
If public debates are run and you can seek mandates from people, then you have to accept it. However, experts dictate to politicians also.
Kk – you have to engage with state policies – limitations with the way civil society groups have organized themselves in their work. What are they engaged with at present – part of large programmes. Some of the decisions that will be imposed on us will far outpace our groundlevel work. There is no alternative but to engage. I think across sectors there have been variable experiences. 
Civil society – gross mistrust between us and the people. Then only will there be mobilization – you are one amongst us. Equal status – same language to be spoken. However, that is not the reality. 

Even good bureaucrats seem to manipulate us….

What is the kurukshetra where we fight? Is it not the people? 
· only when there is a crisis situation – not because they believe – suicides, droughts, natural calamities…..
· throw crumbs and shut them up

· when there is a threat to their vote bank - 
· health and life and death issues
· if it appeals to their sense of economic models
· balance of class forces….

· When there is true people’s pressure….people’s movement

· Media pressure, evidence, direct actions – 

· Flows from international commitment……

Civil society is doing reactive politics – responding to state policy. They are not coming up with proactive policies. Social movements have put in some effort. In some sectors, it has been done. But not a complete people’s plan.
· money making opportunities – corporate powers  
· revenue generators…..

· even on policy on paper, there have been stark shifts….blatant changes and admissions abt where they want to go.
More losses than gains in policy-influencing.
Acceptable standards and acceptable/unacceptable impacts.

CSOs – outside the state….State is embedded in civil society. CSOs mostly acting as outreach of the State.

2. KNOWLEDGE THAT INPUTS INTO policy making

· all that knowledge which leads to gain maximization of a few – huge few corporations
· all knowledge that will allow for re-organising

Skills that will improve quality of life….only that which will not threaten the existing structures.
 3. WHAT POSSIBILITIES FOR COMMUNITY THEMSELVES BEING INVOLVED IN policy making? 

· by uniting and direct actions
· establishing alternatives convincingly- 
· citizens’ juries
· giving legal spaces for consultations and decision-making – institutional and process-related spaces.

4. Strategies 

· intelligent way of using media

· move from consumer to citizen to controller / manager
· de-legitimisation of the state – take away their credibility
NO State – Secede from the state.
