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Frame for analysing multi-level governance

Resource attributes:
scarcity — divistbility —
excludability — mobility —
irreversibilities — uncertainty

|

Stakeholder attributes:

number — heterogeneity — socio-
economic and political status - interests
& relationships

]

Multi-level decision-making processes

Subsidiarnity & different national systems — Institutionalised interactions — concrete

legislation — Role of science

Analysis of EU policy

- Roles of Commission,
Council, EP?

- Compliance of member
statesr

- Science & policy
interfacesr

Analysis of member
state policies

- Federal or centralised
systemr

- Creation of new bodies?
- Role of participation?

Analysis of lower level
policy

- Interplay of interests?

- Degree of freedom?

- Consideration of costsr

!

Evaluation grid of governance
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Resource characteristics Stakeholder characteristics
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Multi-level decision making process

!

Evaluation grid of governance

Information |Elucidating and integrating different types of information

management | Outcome of management and governance structure

Coping with uncertainty an complexity

Legitimacy |Legal compatibility

Accountability

Inclusion/ representation

Transparency of rules and assumptions to in- and outsiders

Social Respect/ relationship

dynamics Agency/ empowerment

Changing behaviour, changing perspectives/ learning

Facilitate convergence or illustrate diversity

Costs Cost-effectiveness

Costs of the method

Decision failure costs
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Figure 1.2 A framework for institutional analysis. Source: Adapted from E. Os-
trom, Gardner, and Walker 1994, 37.
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e Abstract norms guide all evaluation
whether on outcome or process

e Qutcome-oriented evaluation iIs best
when clear causal relationships
e No misfit of scales

e Low complexity of natural and social
systems

e L ow diversity of time scales involved

10. — 12. January 2007 Kick-off Meeting



