Minutes Network meeting Network 25: Guidance and counselling
NERA Lillehammer 6 March 2014

Chairperson and minutes taker: Cato R. P. Bjørndal


The network's first network meeting was held with 12 members present. It was discussed several issues regarding how the network should be driven in the future. It was agreed to work on the following matters:

1. There will be established a website for the network. The page must contain a list of members.

The following issues were discussed with no definitive conclusions, and it was agreed that the discussions should be continued on the next NERA-congress:

2. Should we change the name of the network? Several states that the concepts in the network name can be seen as being too narrow, relative to the width of guidance contexts represented in the group. A reevaluation of the name should be discussed at the next congress.

3. How should we organize our meetings?
Several sub-questions were discussed related to this question:
- Should we possibly have a preconference before NERA, as some networks have ?
- Should we in the longer term still meet within NERA or should we have our own conference etc.
- Should we also use other forms, in addition to paper presentations? It was launched a proposal to have one or more symposia during the congress. (Members can initiate a symposium through the network convenor).

4. How should the network be managed in the future? During this year's congress, Cato R. P. Bjørndal, University of Tromsø, is the convenor. Sissel Sollied at the University of Tromsø was convenor at the time the network was created and will take over as convenor when she is back from a research leave, from autumn 2014. It is established a working group that the convenor may consult regarding current affairs until the next Congress. This group consists of Eva Bjerkholt at Telemark University College and Kerstin Bladini at Karlstad University, in addition to the convenor. Further questions regarding the future management of the network should be discussed during the next NERA congress.

5. Should the network be limited to some contexts or should it be kept open for a width of contexts? It was discussed the pros and cons of respectively wide and narrow orientation. We agreed to wait and see how the network evolves, especially regarding the number of members. It was also discussed opportunities to create subgroups within the network, and for example arrange some parallel tracks or sessions. 
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