Ideas for presentations in Dubrovnik
Most presenters have 60 minutes at their disposal including discussion, i.e. for example a 30 minutes presentation and a 30 minutes discussion. 
There are 20 presentations and about 25 persons at the conference.

1. Preferably, you should send your paper by e-mail (the list of mails is in the program) some days before the conference. If not, please bring some copies with you. There are only very few copy facilities at the IUC. 
1. Overhead and power-point facilities are available at the IUC
1. Be aware that most participants do not have time to read 20 long papers before the conference 
1. Prepare your presentation so that it is neither too long nor too short, in order to get to the central points. Mark eventually central points in a short draft, hand out, overhead or power point. 
1. Take notice that the conference does not so much concern the empirical substance of your presentation, but more the way you use system analysis to open up the empirical problems you deal with; use your time on the problem of structural coupling. Below are a few hints you could choose to include in your discussion:
4. i.e. do discuss what conflict does mean in your case and your analysis. 
4. How does your analysis construct its object of analysis: how is it delimited? Is there already an ongoing debate about it outside system theory? Or inside system theory? Does the object already contain descriptions that invite concepts about conflicts?
4. Do you or could you compare with other analyses using system theory?
4. Is it general theory applied or grounded theory that leads to general propositions in your analysis? 
4. [bookmark: _GoBack]What is the distinctive system theoretical approach in your analysis? And the added value of system theory in your analysis of conflict?
4. Which other concepts, apart of systems and conflicts, are important in your analysis? 
4. Can you present such an analysis to people who do not know much about recent system theory (here the public knows about it, but are your analyses forever closed for say Foucauldians, Bourdieuians or main stream political scientists, lawyers, psychologists, historians, sociologists?)
4. How does it differ from other well-known important but different analyses (Weberian, Foucauldian, Bourdieuian or what ever)?
4. Thus, put some of such problems up for discussion and at least: deal a bit with them in your presentation (if not also in a paper)

