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Summary: This document, the sixth in the second cycle, is the latest from the Etorkizuna Eraikiz Think
Tank Deliberation Group (2021-2023). This session addressed three issues: proposed changes to the
Think Tank’s agenda and work schedule for 2022-2023; assessments on the quality evaluation system and
social policies; and group work on personalisation indicators and monitoring of the White Paper.

A. Proposed changes to the Think Tank’s agenda and work schedule for 2022-
2023

With regard to the progress made on the Code of Good Governance, it was stressed that a code of this kind is
essential in order to:

Working agenda

24 October 2022 A joint session will be held with the participation of the
four Think Tank groups.

24 November 2022 Session to discuss the evaluation and conclusions of the
visit to Scotland and Sweden from 5-11 November.

16 December 2022 International seminar.

16 January 2023 Session focusing on analysing proposals for evaluation
models.

As regards the sessions for February and March 2023, as yet there is not much in the way of specific detail, but the
idea has been mentioned of presenting the results of the Think Tank (i.e. the conclusions it will reach) at the February
session.

B) Assessments on the Quality evaluation system and Social Policies

A session was held at Orona on 21 June. During the discussion session, the different experiences were analysed, in an
attempt to provide feedback and an explanation of some of the results that arose in the debate on the system for
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evaluating quality and social policies. The session discussed the Quality and Social Policy evaluation system from a
range of perspectives:

Why... to address the context and needs.

What for... to identify the objectives.

What... to visualise the dimensions and services.

How... to determine the methods and tools.

Who, where and when... to talk about structures and responsibilities.

The main conclusions were the need not to restrict ourselves to the residential environment and also address home
care and other contingencies; a lack of consensus on the creation of rankings, in terms of the publication of results;
Finally, it was stressed that the evaluation should be used for learning and improvement.



