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Methodology

 Anonymous on-line questionnaire
e 4 questions

* On-line and e-mail promotion in July
and September

40 answers from 27" July until 16" of
October

e \Web address

http://www.predsedovanje.si/ankete/vkljucevanje-nvo.html
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ndgovoroy)

M wem
2 1.56% W
Mepostedna vplivanie na vsebing in odladitve na ravni EU
3 2.34% -
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Do you consider that NGOs had opportunities to directly influence issues and decisions adopted and
to participate in events during the Slovene presidency? (one possible answer N=39)

No, because fictional
11ip}a’{cipation took place
12 during the Presidency; 11
Yes, but opportunities for

vore not

VIV 11IVL

utilized sufficiently because

10 of lack of interest and
capacities both on
| : GOs side;-8
8 No, NGOs did not have

ppportunities to participate; 6

Yes, but without results,
because government

6- representatives did not

respond or did not take into

onsideration initiatives and
pogi GOs; 4 Yes, the results of influence

4- Other: 3  are also measurable; 3

No, NGOs participation was
Do not know; 2 notimportant; 2




How would you estimate the officially signed Agreement between the Government communication
office and the web portal Predsedovanije.si on the communication before and during the Slovenian
presidency of the EU? (one possible answer N=40)

| am not familiar with the
content of the Agreement /|
was not aware of its

The Agreement strengthened

Xj8 10 communication role and
101 | increased the importance,
e Agreement was only credibility and efficiency of
91 | provisional political the web portal The Agreement provided
hcument without formal Predsedovanje.si ; 6 more efficient, inclusive and
8 quaranties and will be soon transparent information and
| forgotten; 6 consultation between
7 The Agreement formalized government institutions and
new standard of mutual
61 i interaction ; 3
5- Do not know ; 4
I ited co- The Agreement did not
4- substantially improved
3 Other; 2
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How would you evaluate the role of the web portal Predsedovanj.si in involving NGOs during the Slovene EU
Content available on the portal
increased NGOs information
regarding issues, course and

Council Presidency? (multiple answers possible)

The pnrfal pnrfnrm ed.as.acommon

ring the Presidency. ;17

e content related impact of the

bortal on policies, events and
decisions taken during the
esidenc

gnificant; 15

information and communication
space for the NGOs during the
Presi ed to
NGOs cooperation, networking and
media recognisability; 11

The
as t
amo
conn
the P
and 4

ion wi
idency and on-|
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of the gortal is|
ortal was not r
GOs angd lacke
live ev

das
of partidipants

The portal was not utilized on

Hyw|

. English translation of the portal
Imrieu

financial and staffing capacities of |mprove:d A g
e NGOs, limited knowledge on EU networking of Slovene NGO sector
T T with foreign organization and to
better information and involvement
of foreign NGOs during the
Presidency ;5

5putable
bgnised
tronger

anin

ocesses and lack of the interest
for participation ;8

debates
number

On-line debates and polls
contributed to public identification,
creation and visibility of the NGOs
positions related to the Presidency
political priories and enabled

Do not know ;5

transpz dback from

gove i titutions: 4
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What are the benefits provide by the Slovene EU Council presidency for the NGOs? (multiple answer possible)

pe
Sla

ration and networking in
venia and the EU ; 22

Better understanding and
information on processes

Greater media
recognisably ; 15

New working and project
experience useful
in the future ;13

[ Il A4
and-policiesat the Edtevet;t1

Only certain NGOs
(notably bigger organizations)
benefited from the presidency

Additional project,

and not the NGOs sector More efficient public exposure of

financial and staffing as awhole; 11 issues and their rapprochement to
reinforcement : 12 wider segments of people ;10
GOs did not benefit Enhanced cooperation with
)m the Presidency ; goyernment institutions; 10

nditions within the NGO
segtor had deteriorated during
e Presidency because
offafiditional organization and

ministration efforts ;5
Direct influence on

issues and decisions
at the EU level ; 3

Do not know ; 2




Results

Positive impact on information accessibility/availability,
policy issues awareness, developments and events
visibility, media recognizability, reinforced networking
and cooperation.

Interactive e-participation features were not fully
exploited

Limited feedback from the government

The Predsedovanje.si e-participation initiative reinforced
both NGOs and the Government of Slovenia awareness,
public recognition and political formalization of the
Internet as a relevant channel of democratic participation
and civil dialogue in Slovenia.




Thank you!

simon.delakorda@inepa.si

Institute for Electronic Participation (INePA)
Povsetova ulica 37
1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia
Tel.:-+386 41 365 529
http://www.inepa.si
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