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Questions for Panel Sessions
Session 1

Do you see the need for these frameworks to help in product
differentiation in the market place?

Will these frameworks add value your share price?

Where is the drive for these frameworks coming from? — NGOs vs
employees vs corporate vs government?



Session 2

How do you evaluate success/ failure in sustainability?

Do you have a comparative valuation tool to demonstrate progress
and distinguish good from bad?

How do companies go about the task of valuing the benefit to them
of adopting SD improvements

What is the evidence that social interaction and engagement is
needed and is effective?

How do we better communicate the complexity of what we do to
the wider community?



Session 3

How do we ensure sustainability principles are included at the
earliest stage of concept and design?

How do we incorporate improved eco efficiency thinking into our
current operations?

Have we seen a change in attitude towards balancing cost,
environmental and social issues?

Do you have any examples of spending more for the long term
social good?

What techniques do you have for continuous improvement on the
job? (capturing in-house ideas etc).

How do we ease the pain in risking new technologies?



