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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

D

ata is seen as an extremely valuable, until now not fully tapped resource that plays a
pivotal role in the development of economies and societies. Numerous studies have
measured the impact of data for economic, political and societal development, with several others pinpointing the importance of Open Data for economic growth. Open Data is seen as a
driver not only for economic development, but also for transparency and accountability, as well as
innovation and knowledge. Several studies have been conducted so far to assess the maturity levels
of Open Data in the European Union as well as Norway, Iceland and Liechtenstein (referred to as
the EU28+). In this light, it becomes interesting to take a look at Open Data beyond the EU28+ borders, in the EU Neighbourhood to the East and South. Having strong Open Data practices in these
regions is not only advantageous for the countries and the regions themselves, but also benefits the
European Union and its Member States. Two reasons come to the fore here: on the one hand, Open
Data fosters economic and societal development, thus contributing to stability and security at the
EU borders. On the other hand, Open Data can act as an enabler of sustainable partnerships between the EU and its neighbours for the decades to come.

The present report provides a high-level assessment of the state of play of Open Data in the EU
Neighbourhood and showcases the stumbling blocks that the EU neighbourhood countries encounter in their journey towards becoming (Open) Data-driven societies and economies. The report
shows that the expectations with regard to the benefits of Open Data in the EU Neighbourhood are
high, with country official pe cei ing Open Da a a he oil ha make he mo o of go e n
ments, economies and societies run smoothly. Beyond a doubt, Open Data has the potential to do
so. However, in order to stand up to its hype, Open Data needs to be grounded in a solid foundation.
Creating an enabling framework on which Open Data can thrive should be the next immediate step
to take in order to make Open Data the rule, rather than the exception in the EU Neighbourhood.
Towards achieving this, concerted efforts are needed from both the European Union and the neighbourhood countries.
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Key Findings

The EU Neighbourhood countries are facing similar Open Data challenges to the EU Member States, albeit to different extents. A he ame ime he EU Neighbo hood e pec
a ion i h ega d o Open Da a po i i e impac on go e nmen ocie and econom
are higher compared to the EU28+.
Political will for Open Data development is stronger in the neighbourhood countries compared to the EU28+. This is fuelled by an overall eage ne o ca ch p i h E ope a
driving force that should be stronger capitalised in the EU Neighbourhood.
A solid foundation on which Open Data can thrive consisting of an Open Data Policy and
an Open Data Portal at national level is still missing in the majority of the EU Neighbourhood countries.
There is an urgent need to increase awareness and capacity on both the Open Data supply
and demand side, in order to enable neighbourhood countries to ripe the full benefits of
Open Data. Concerted capacity building efforts in the EU Neighbourhood should be undertaken by both the EU and the neighbourhood governments.
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Introduction
In the past years, a series of studies have been
conducted to quantify both direct and indirect
benefits deriving from the use of Open Data, in
terms of knowledge economy, related markets,
efficiency and effectiveness in public service
provision, transparency and accountability of
government, as well as the overall impact that
Open Data can have on people lives1. Noteworthy in this context are also the reports published by the European Data Portal on the maturity levels of Open Data in the EU28+. The results of the studies conducted in 2015 and 2016
are summarised in the first and respectively the
econd epo on Open Da a Ma i in E
ope 2. However, little research has been conducted so far with regard to Open Data in the
European Union (EU) Neighbourhood. The present analytical report addresses this blindpo and offe s a high-level assessment on
Open Data in the EU Neighbourhood.

1.1.

Open (Government) Data is information collected, produced or paid for by the public bodies (also referred to as Public Sector Information) and made freely available for re-use
for any purpose. Associated data licences
specify the terms of use.
Public Sector Information is information collected by the public sector. The Directive on
the re-use of Public Sector Information provides a common legal framework for a European market for government-held data.

Beyond any doubt, Open Data has the potential
to foster economic and societal development,
which in turn leads to more democratic decision-making and more inclusive societies, as
well as stability and security at national and regional levels. Moreover, Open Data can ignite
synergies for cross-region collaboration between governments, businesses, research and
academic institutions and create sustainable
partnerships between the EU and its neighbours for the decades to come.

Relevance

The report complements the work done by the
European Data Portal in the area of Open Data:
the studies assessing the maturity levels of
Open Data in the EU28+, the barriers to Open
Data in the EU Member States, Open Da a
contribution to digital transformation as well as
the benefits of Open Data in cities to name
just a few3. The report provides a high-level assessment on Open Data practices in the EU
Neighbourhood, in an attempt to better grasp
the maturity levels of the countries situated at
the south and east of EU borders. The assessment is relevant for the EU within the broader
context of promoting Open Data beyond its geographical borders, and towards fostering democracy, security and stability in the neighbourhood regions.

1.2.

Method

The report is based on the results of a thematic
workshop4 conducted in March 2017 with 21
neighbouring countries, as well as an elaborate
survey carried out among government officials
of the participating countries. The insights
gathered from the break-out and plenary sessions as well as the 32 returned questionnaires
constitute the foundation for the present report. Where applicable, further analysis and research was conducted to account for the conflicting answers of government officials from
the same country.
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Following countries took part in this Open Data
exercise:
Western Balkan and Turkey: Albania, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Kosovo, Montenegro,
Serbia, Turkey;
Neighbourhood South: Algeria, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Morocco, Palestine,
and Tunisia;
Neighbourhood East: Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Belarus, Georgia, Moldova, and Ukraine.

“

1.3.

Structure

The report is structured as follows:
Section 2 provides an overview of the
efforts undertaken in the framework of
the European Neighbourhood Policy to
foster Open Data and elaborates on
the benefits of Open Data for the EU
Neighbourhood;
Section 3 offers a bird eye perspective on Open Data Maturity in the EU
Neighbourhood and discusses the expected impact of Open Data in the region;
Section 4 illustrates the barriers that
the EU Neighbourhood countries are
facing, by looking at both the Open
Data publishing and re-use side;
Section 5 highlights the main findings
and offers a series of recommendations for the EU Neighbourhood countries.

Open Data entails a tremendous potential for economic
development. It can contribute
to improving public services and creating
more transparent and accountable governments.
Access to Open Data allows individuals and
organisations to develop new ideas and services that
have a social and economic impact.
Government official, EaP country

”
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2. Open Data and the EU Neighbourhood
2.1. Open Data in the context of the
EU Neighbourhood Policy
The ENP was launched in 2004 and now covers 16
partner countries:
To the East: Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Moldova and Ukraine to the East, forming the
Eastern Partnership;
To the South: Algeria, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Palestine, Syria and Tunisia.
The European Neighbourhood Instrument (ENI) is
the ENP funding instrument, a policy-driven instrumen o h o e
billion fo he pe iod
2020. The vast majority of ENI funding is used for
bilateral cooperation, set out in the ENI Action
Plans (APs) with each partner country. The ENI APs
provide the agenda of political and economic reforms and serve as political guiding framework for
the priorities for cooperation.
The ENP is designed as a bilateral policy between
the EU and each partner country. It is complemented by other regional and multilateral cooperation initiatives: The Eastern Partnership, Regional Cooperation with Mediterranean Partners,
Neighbourhood Wide Cooperation, and CrossBorder Cooperation.
The ENP undergone a review in 2015. The new
ENP proposes revised joint priorities for cooperation. The existing priorities areas: good governance, democracy, rule of law and human rights
were complemented by three other joint priorities: Economic development for stabilisation; Security; and Migration and mobility.

Boosting sustainable development in economic, political, and societal terms is at the
heart of the European Union's contribution to
stabilising its neighbourhood. Towards this
end, the EU launched the European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP). With the ENP, the EU aims
at strengthening stability, prosperity and security at south and east of its borders, while at the
same time promoting its core principles of democracy, rule of law and human rights.
Concerted efforts were undertaken to bring
about sustainable change along these dimensions, and to increase capacity and ownership
in the EU Neighbourhood. This was also underlined in the May 2017 Report on the Implementation of the European Neighbourhood Policy
Review5, which proposes revised joint priorities
fo coope a ion in line i h oda challenges,
the egion e ol ion and each co n
a pi
rations and needs. Within the framework of the
ENP, the EU has invested in structural reforms
to improve competitiveness and the business
environment, to boost trade, support SMEs
and tailor education and skills to the needs of
the real economy.6 Although bilateral cooperation agreements are signed with each individual country, the ENP clusters its actions along
geographic lines as well, thus promoting regional initiatives to the south and east of its
borders. This segmentation will also be followed by the current report, when summarising the EU efforts towards promoting Open
Data in the Neighbourhood.
With regard to the EU Neighbourhood to the
East, the EU has pushed forward the establishment of a Digital Economy and a Digital Community7, in the frame of the Eastern Partnership (EaP). This is expected to actively contribute to the priority areas identified at the EaP
8

Summit in Riga 8 : i) institutional development
and good governance; ii) mobility and peopleto-people interaction; iii) market opportunities
and interconnection. A closer digital integration will also provide benefits to the 75 million
consumers in the EaP countries, by generating
new jobs, improving people's lives and helping
businesses thrive9. In this context, Open Data
was acknowledged as an oppo ni to improve government transparency and efficiency,
and p omo e b ine c ea ion 10. A noteworthy development in the context of the digital
economy and Open Data was the set-up of the
EU4Digital regional networks between the EU
and the EaP countries. The EU4Digital networks
are meant to serve as platforms to share best
practices and experience, and promote joint
projects in various areas11.
Promising steps towards Open Data promotion
in the eastern neighbourhood were also made
with the launch of the Eastern Partnership Connect (EaPConnect) project12. EaPConnect aims
to link the National Research and Education
Networks in the partner countries to the panEuropean research and education network
GÉANT13, and connect over two million scientists, academics and students from 700 institutions across the region14.

All these represent great examples for the efforts undertaken to foster the creating of digital economies and promote Open Data in the
EU Neighbourhood to the East.
With regard to the EU Neighbourhood to the
South, the EU has undertaken initiatives in areas such as energy, transport and environment, economic and social cooperation, and
political and security dialogue, in a similar effort to promote sustainable development at its
southern borders. In the Southern Mediterranean region, the European Commission plays
an active role through its membership in the
Union for the Mediterranean (UfM). In this
frame, the EU is supporting the establishment
of digital markets in the region, and is dedicating o e
million15in funding for the years
2014-2020 towards this end.
Against this background, various initiatives
have been launched to promote e-trust services including e-Signatures or e-Health as well
as to harmonise the legal frameworks in the
area of telecommunications and Open Data.
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With regard to Open Data, the EU has pushed
towards placing the topic higher on the political agendas of the countries in the Southern
Neighbourhood. Within the UfM, the EU supported efforts towards stronger collaboration
in the Open Data and eGovernment fields, as
well as actions to improve connectivity between the scientific and research communities
in the region16.
In this context, the Southern Neighbourhood
countries have stressed their commitment to
fo e coope a ion in he de elopmen of dig
ital services, in particular Open Data, big data,
and e-inf a
c e 17 as well as to leverage
the full potential of Open Data within the scientific and research communities18.
Further actions were undertaken to foster cooperation and synergies around Open Data.
An example thereof was the set-up of the Digital Economy and Internet Access Expert Working Group (DEWoG) in 2015, which has also
been undertaking steps to promote Open Data
policy frameworks and practices in the South
Mediterranean countries19.
As shown above, the ENP partners both to the
South and East of EU borders have acknowledged Open Da a potential towards their region s development and are undertaking steps
to foster Open Data practices in their national
contexts.

2.2. Benefits of Open Data for the EU
Neighbourhood
Similar to the forecasted impact for the EU
Member States, Open Data is also expected to
bring benefits along the same lines to the EU
Neighbourhood countries.
Open Data is expected to provide significant
cost savings in the public administrations of
the EU Neighbourhood: it will enable policy integration and institutional coordination by improving data sharing across administrations
acting at different government levels, thus contributing to the improving effectiveness of public service delivery. As the 2017 European Data
Po al Repo on Re- ing Open Da a highlights in terms of market size per sector, public
administration is the sector that would most
benefit from opening up data, thereby being
the first and most important re-user of (its
own) Open Data20.
Open Data is expected to push forward societal development: Open Data helps citizens become more informed, by enabling them to engage in policy and decision-making processes
of their countries. Moreover, Open Data can
help save lives21 and increase efficiency gains
in the transportation sector by saving millions
of hours of unnecessary waiting time on the
road22. More specifically, it can help local communities achieve environmental benefits by reducing the toxic effects of CO2 emission and improving waste management. Regarding the latter, Open Data can provide insights into the
specific areas where such problems cause the
highest health risks and help municipalities
tackle these issues.23
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Open Data is expected to boost economic
growth and innovation: Open Data can be leveraged by civil society and businesses towards
developing innovative products and services,
i.e. mobile applications, new market analyses
to assess competitiveness of activities and explore new areas of investment. When looking
at the estimates for the EU28+, the forecasted
numbers look very promising: the cumulative
total market size for Open Data consisting of
both direct and indirect market size is estimated to reach 1,138 to 1,229 bn. EUR by 2020.
When looking at the direct market size for the
EU28+, this was estimated at 55.3 bn. EUR for
the year 2016 and is expected to increase by
36.9%, to a value of 75.7 bn. EUR in 2020. In
total, the direct market size for the EU28+ is expected to amount to 325 bn. EUR 24 for the
years 2016-2020. In terms of job creation,
Open Da a impac i expected to create
25,000 direct jobs 25 per year by 2020. Although we are not aware of any similar study
that would cover the EU Neighbourhood as a

whole, several of these countries have conducted studies on the economic impact of
Open Data. As Section 3.2 will illustrate, almost
all EU Neighbourhood officials expect a high
economic impact of Open Data in their country.
Open Data is expected to foster government
accountability and transparency: access to accurate data with regard to policies, assets,
funding and international aid provides citizens
with valuable information on government
spending, tax revenue allocation, and increases
transparency and accountability of government action. Open Data also empowers citizens to become agents of social transformation
and allows them to monitor government actions and public policies.
The above mentioned aspects are in line with
he E opean Commi ion a ionale fo p o
moting Open Data26 a rationale that also fuels
the EU Open Data actions in the ENP partner
countries.

Figure 1: Benefits of Open Data
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The workshop provided valuable insights into
the levels of Open Data Maturity in the EU
Neighbourhood, and elaborated upon the most
salient challenges that the EU Neighbours to
the East and South face in their Open Data journeys.

3. Open Data Maturity in the EU
Neighbourhood
The Fourth Edition of the Open Data Barometer27 published by the Web Foundation in May
2017 shows modest scores in terms of Open
Data Maturity for the EU Neighbourhood, while
highlights the fact that neighbourhood countries need to undertake more sustained efforts
with regard to Open Data. Figure 2 shows the
Open Data maturity level in the EU Neighbourhood countries, as depicted by the Open Data
Barometer Report1.

Section 3 provides a high-level assessment of
these results and sheds some light onto the
barriers to Open Data development and on the
expected impact of Open Data in the EU Neighbourhood.

Figure 2: Open Data Maturity Scores 2016
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The following chapters draw on the results of
the Open Data exercise of March 2017 conducted with 21 of EU Ea e n and So he n
Neighbours. The exercise consisted of a twoday workshop and a survey carried out among
government officials of the participating countries.

1Aggregated

scores (%) on three indicators: Open Data maturity,
Open Data Readiness, Open Data Implementation.
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3.1. A bi d e e e
Data

ec i e n O en

The Open Data Maturity in Europe reports of
201528 and 201629 provide a detailed assessment on Open Data in the EU Member States,
as well as Norway, Switzerland and Liechtenstein (referred to as EU28+). The two key indicators used to measure Open Data Maturity
are Open Data Readiness and Portal Maturity.
Following these same lines, the present report
will undertake a high-level assessment of Open
Data in the EU Neighbourhood.
With regard to the first key indicator Open
Data Readiness, only 67% of the interviewed
neighbourhood countries have an Open Data
Policy in place.
Figure 3: Open Data Policy

Having a solid policy framework in place represents one of the basic requirements to develop
sustainable Open Data practices, regardless of
national context. Despite the fact that two
thirds of the EU Neighbourhood countries
stated that there is an Open Data policy framework in place, concerns were raised that the
existing legal frameworks do not account for
effective enforcement mechanisms, nor do
they foresee any penalties for the public institutions that do not comply. Moreover, there
seem to be no clear roles and responsibilities
with regard to the institutions enforcing such
legal provisions. All these add to the list of barriers that hamper sustainable Open Data progress in the region.
With regard to the existence of an Open Data
portal, only 53% of the neighbourhood countries have an Open Data portal in place at national level. This dimension leaves some room
for improvement and is pivotal alongside an
Open Data Policy to setting up an enabling
framework for Open Data. With regard to the
salience attributed to the development of an
Open Data portal at national level, the results
are mixed: while in some countries this action
point did not reach the national agenda, others
Figure 4: Open Data Portal

While a good score, when compared against
the 81% registered for the EU28+, the number
falls short. On this dimension, the EU Neighbourhood countries would need to step up
their pace and work towards setting up Open
Data policies at national level in a timely manner.
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have set this as one of their top priorities. An
example thereof comes from Georgia, a country that has anchored the development of an
Open Data portal as one of the objectives of its
National Action Plan. The main objective of the
Open Data portal in Georgia is to increase the
accessibility of Open Data, support the development of e-services and e-applications, stimulate business activities and enhance transparency and accountability of government.
Looking one level deeper, the results also show
that Open Data portals are also available at regional level in 40% of the countries. Israel represents an example in this perspective, with cities such as Tel Aviv and Jerusalem having
launched their own Open Data portals. Interestingly enough, there are also cases in which
Open Data portals were launched by several
ministries to provide access to collected data.
An example hereof is Tunisia where the Ministry of Interior and the Ministry of Finance provide access to their data online as well as builtin data visualisation tools2 for those interested
in gaining deeper insights from the data. Another interesting observation was the fact that
some countries have Open Data portals in
place at regional or local level, but not at national level. This appears to be the case in Turkey, Lebanon and Armenia. The lack of an Open
Data portal at national level could be explained
by a lack of coordination and/or difficulty of
consensus-building regarding responsibilities,
jurisdiction, financing, and harmonisation of
regulation between central and regional and
local levels.
Regardless of what the reasons for such developments might be, the existence of regional
and local Open Data portals and the opening up
of data by individual ministries represent encouraging observations. Such activities will
most certainly gi e he nece a bo om-up

push o a d he development of a single
point of access for Open Data at national level.
Encouraging news in this regard comes from
Jordan, with the country launching its national
Open Data portal in May 2017.
Noteworthy in this context are also the steps
undertaken by Belarus, where the set-up of an
Open Data portal at national level was also anchored as main action point in the S a e P o
gramme for the Development of the Digital
Economy and Information Society for the period 2016. Belarus is planning on launching a national portal by the end of 2018 and it
also plans to create the legal foundation for
further promoting Open Data principles and
practices. In this context, the efforts undertaken in Kosovo are also worth underlining. Kosovo has taken a participatory approach to
strengthening its legal framework for Open
(government) Data, by initiating a series of consultations on amending the Law on Access to
Information to include the EU Directive on the
re-use of public sector information30.
Overall, there is broad consensus among the
EU Neighbourhood countries with respect to
the benefits of adopting an Open Data policy.
An Open Data policy is considered to represent
the legal framework for public administrations
to act and interact: it provides the framework
to foster collaboration on data exchange and
the guidelines by which such exchange should
take place. It contributes to a more democratic
decision-making process and increases government acco n abili and transparency. Indirectly, it makes governments more aware of
the responsibility they have towards their citizens.

2

Open Data Portals of the Ministry of Interior and
Ministry of Finance of Tunisia.
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In this regard, Israel has passed a resolution to
open up government data by 2022, requiring all
government bodies to integrate activities to
open their data to the public from 2017 on.
Building on that, Open Data is also believed to
have the potential to fight corruption in the
public sector. Kosovo is undertaking steps towards preventing the conflict of interests in the
exercise of public office, by publishing informa ion on p blic official assets. In order to
improve the direct interaction with its citizens,
Kosovo has set up a website where citizens can
report corruption directly.
Looking at the impact of Open Data from a
timeframe perspective, the survey results have
shown that government officials of the EU
Neighbourhood expect Open Data to have an
impact on the short, medium and long term. In
the short term, Open Data is expected to help
improve the interactions and exchanges between public and private organisations on the
one hand and citizens on the other hand. In the
medium term, Open Data is believed to boost a
country s business sector and innovation capacity, as it is believed to foster the development of new products and services. In the long
term, Open Data is expected to lead to a cultural and mind- e hif b inc ea ing people
awareness with regard to sustainability and by
creating a culture of environmental awareness,
co-creation and sharing.
In connection to the content of an Open Data
policy, several elements were underlined as
important by the EU Neighbourhood country
officials. The most important aspects were a
clear definition of the policy scope and its relevance in the national context, a clear prioritisation of the focus areas for development of
Open Data practices, as well as an underlining
of the legal aspects surrounding Open Data. An
important part should also be attributed to defining the penalties for government institutions

that do not comply, as opening up data is understood as an obligation of public administrations towards their citizens. More, it was also
suggested that an Open Data governance body
be constituted, and the roles for monitoring
and promoting Open Data clearly defined.
Several neighbourhood countries have taken a
comprehensive approach to Open Data. One
example thereof is the Republic of Moldova a
country which has both a strong Open Data legal framework in place and a well-documented
Open Data Portal at national level. Open Data
has been on the national agenda of Moldova
for the past three years with different laws
passed to support a sustainable Open Data development in the country. Positive developments also come from Albania, a country that
has an Open Data policy in place since 2015 and
has also launched a comprehensive Open Data
Portal at national level. Both Albania and the
Republic of Moldova provide great best-practice examples in terms of developing their national Open Data Portals into One-Stop-Shop
for Open Data: aside from the datasets, the
portals provide useful information on relevant
legislation, various articles and news items,
event as well as video materials on Open Data.

An overview of the efforts made by various
countries in the EU Southern and Eastern
Neighbourhood is provided in the insight pages
below.
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A Comprehensive Approach to Open Data
in the Republic of Moldova

In December 2016, The Republic of Moldova adopted its
Action Plan for an Open Government for 2016-2018 and
committed to strengthening public integrity, ensuring a
more efficient resource management and improving the
quality of public services. The country's comprehensive
Open Data Policy has been in place since 2014 and
comprises The Concept on Principles of Open Data as well
as The Methodology for Open Data Publishing.
The same comprehensive approach was followed with
regard to the Open Data portal. Moldova has launched its
portal in 2011 and has been providing datasets as well as
useful information, news and videos on Open Data. The
portal is available in English, Romanian and Russian and
can be accessed under: http://www.date.gov.md/.

A strong legal framework in Azerbaijan

Over the past decade, Azerbaijan has adopted several
legislative texts to enable the development of eGovernment
and Open Government.
The main objectives of the legislations in place in
Azerbaijan are to simplify service provision and make
public services more transparent, and therefore reduce the
distance between citizens and civil servants. Towards this
end, Azerbaijan also passed legislation that lays out the
provisions on information and data security, as well as
access to information of public interest.

Open Data in Albania

Albania has adopted an Open Data policy paper in
February 2015, that aimed at implementing an Open Data
policy and creating an Open Data portal.
These objectives have been met, with Albania now having
an Open Data Policy in place as well as an Open Data
portal at national level.
The objectives of the Albanian Open Data Policy are: i)
Adoption of a legal framework and implementation
mechanisms to ensure an efficient system of Open Data; ii)
Creation of a unique portal for Open Data; iii)
Standardisation and harmonisation of Open Data at the
national, regional and local level; iv) Creation of a
transparent and accountable government through the
provision of Open Data.
The Albanian Open Data Portal is available under
www.open.data.al

Israel

Morocco

Israel passed legislation on "Improving the Transfer of
Government Information and Making Government
Databases Accessible to the Public" to open up all
government data to the public by 2022. Ministries are
required to map all their data and publish the list to
the public by the end of 2017 as well as to integrate
activities to open up data in their annual work plans
from beginning of 2017 on.

Morocco is currently working on a new Action Plan
"Morocco Digital 2020“ which aims to better foster the
development of a digital economy. Morocco also
adopted a new legislative act on the Right to Access to
Information and has an Open Data Portal in place at
national level, accessible under
http://www.data.gov.ma/

Algeria

Algeria provides its citizens with online access to
legal texts such as the Constitution, the published
issues of official journals, as well as other
publications elaborated by the General Secretariat of
the Government.
The information can be accessed under:
http://www.joradp.dz/HAR/Index.htm.

Jordan

Ranked 87th (of 114) in 2016 in the Open Data
Barometer and 58th (of 173) in the Open Data Inventory,
Jordan is making visible efforts in the Open Data field by
launching its Open Data Portal, as part of the National
e-Government Portal. The Open Data Portal was
launched in May 2017 and is integrated in the official
website of the Jordanian Government

The Republic of Serbia

Belarus

Serbia has passed various legislation to enable
transparency of government actions and to ensure access
to information for citizens. Serbia underlined the strong
commitment on behalf of government bodies towards
opening up data.

Belarus has launched a research to monitor the demand
for Open Data and its possible impact. This represents
the first step of actions towards the development of the
digital economy and information society in the years
2016 - 2020.

The FYR of Macedonia
In the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia great
interest is shown by academic institutions and students
to further explore and develop Open Data use cases.

Georgia
Georgia set the development of an Open Data portal as one
of the objectives of its Action Plan for 2015-2016. With this,
it aimed at increasing the accessibility of Open Data,
supporting the development of e-services and
e-applications, stimulating business activities, and
increasing government transparency and accountability.
Georgia’s Open Data portal is available under:
http://data.gov.ge/

Tunisia
Tunisia has launched its Open Data Portal in June 2012.
Tunisia believes in the power of Open Data to enhance
value creation and generate new sources of employment,
in particular in the fields of technology and scientific
research. Open Data is understood as a powerful
instrument to enable transparency and a favourable
business climate for investment. The Open Data Portal of
Tunisia can be accessed online under a www.data.gov.tn.

Egypt
Egypt experienced a strong pressure from behalf of the
business sector to open up government held data. By this,
businesses hope to gain better insights into their
customers, markets, and to develop more comprehensive
strategies and products. Open Data is also believed to help
government bodies achieve their goals and enable them to
provide more efficient public services.

With regard to the second key indicator Portal
Maturity, the survey inquired about the usability of the portal, in particular the availability of
functionalities, and the overall re-usability of
data (e.g. datasets provided in machine-readable formats).

Figure 5: Search option on file formats

In the context of the EU Neighbourhood, the
countries that already have an Open Data Portal in place seem to be on track towards reaching Portal Maturity. In terms of both portal
functionalities and dataset re-usability, the survey shows that 57% of the national portals are
accessible via a specific API.
Figure 6: API accessibility

Optimistic results were also registered in terms
of the download possibility of datasets, with
80% of the EU Neighbourhood portals having
a download possibility for datasets. This is not
surprising as this is considered one of the mandatory features for an Open Data portal in order to foster further re-use of Open Data.

Figure 7: Download possibility of datasets

An API (Application Programming Interface) allows machine-to-machine communication and
enables machines to directly access data on a
given platform, thus facilitating data harvesting
by other applications.
Looking at the portal features, 73% of Open
Data Portals provide the user with search options on file formats31, whereas 89% of Open
Data portals in the EU28+ provide such search
function. Despite the difference between the
EU28+ and the EU Neighbourhood scores, the
numbers are encouraging and will hopefully increase in the months to come.
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In terms of quality of data, only one third of
data-sets on the portals are provided in machine-readable formats.
Figure 8: Datasets in machine-readable formats

On this dimension, the EU Neighbourhood
would need to step up its pace. When compared to the EU28+ where over 90% of the datasets available on the national portals are machine-readable32, the percentage in the neighbourhood countries is indeed very modest.
Given the role that data quality plays in the promotion and stimulation of Open Data re-use,
ensuring that datasets are published in a machine readable format should be placed higher
on the priority list in the EU Neighbourhood.
With regard to the free access to Open Data,
positive developments were observed with
74% of neighbourhood countries providing
data free of charge on the portal.
Figure 9: Data available free of charge

This slows down the immediate re-use of available datasets, since such datasets would need
manual processing in order to be further employed. As depicted by Figure 8 the findings illustrate an overall low quality of available datasets: almost the majority of respondents
(43%) stated that less than 15% of the data accessible via the Open Data portal is provided in
a machine-readable format, with only one fifth
of the interviewed neighbourhood countries
highlighting that 50% of the available datasets
are machine-readable.
This observation brings the quality aspect to
the fore an aspect that is quite often neglected. While having a high quantity of data
accessible is unquestionable, making sure that
such data is available in a high-quality is equally
salient. Open Data published in a structured,
machine-readable format increases the potential for further re-use by citizens, businesses
and/or civil society organisations. Several steps
can be undertaken here to improve the quality
of data. Setting up standards for the collection
and publishing of data is one measure towards
this end.

At the same time, only 40% of respondents
state that data is available under open licence.
This is an important aspect for the publishing of
Open Data, as only data that can be freely accessed, used and modified qualifies as Open
Data. From a legal perspective and in particular
with regard to boosting Open Data re-use, having a clear set of rules on licencing is key. This
prevents uncertainty especially for Open Data
re-users, as it clarifies the extent to which the
available data can be used and shared. Setting
up such regulatory framework at national level
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could be an option to consider by the EU Neighbours.
Figure 10: Data available under open licence

A positive example here is given by Israel,
where a series of hackathons are being organised, and several partnerships for the organisation of Open Data events established.
In terms of additional portal features, the survey results also show that only 53% of portals
have a news section and 60% of them showcase examples of Open Data re-use. This can
be explained by the fact that many portals are
relatively o ng and the countries are in the
incipient stages of their Open Data journey.
The focus has apparently been set on the core
features for such portals, and on the publication of datasets.
Figure 12: News section on portal

What is more, a rather general observation regarding Open Data holds true in the EU Neighbourhood context as well: opening up data and
making datasets available on portals do not automatically clarify the licencing issue.
The survey also highlighted another area that
needs significant improvement activities for
Open Data re-use, with only 34% of countries
organising activities that promote re-use.
Figure 11: Activities to support re-use

However insignificant a news section might appear at a first glance, showcasing activities and
events taking place in the field is an important
aspect, as it raises awareness among the website visitors regarding Open Data activities at
national, regional or local level. The same holds
true for exhibiting use cases of Open Data. By
doing so, Open Data portals present their visitors with tangible examples to might serve as
inspiration for some towards developing services and products that are based on Open
Data.
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Figure 13: Examples of Open Data re-use

The modest promotion of Open Data that is being observed in the EU Neighbourhood is further reinforced by the scarcity of Open Data
events taking place annually, at either national
or regional level. A third of countries seem to
have no events promoting Open Data organised by any public organisation. These numbers are particularly low and reinforce the belief that countries in the EU Neighbourhood are
not making sufficient effort to promote the
benefits and chances that Open Data entails.

Figure 14: Annual Open Data events

It therefore comes as no surprise that some
government officials expressed concerns regarding the overall low level or awareness
around Open Data in the EU Neighbourhood
at public, private and third sector levels as well
as among the broader population. This aspect
could explain to a certain extent the low number of activities around Open Data organised in
the EU Neighbourhood. The low level of visibility of the topic at all government levels and
among civil society and broad public contributes to the fact that there is little pressure on
governments or private sector organisations to
do more in this regard.
Going beyond Open Data Readiness and Portal
Maturity, the EU Neighbourhood countries still
show some opportunities for improvement
with regard to the actual use of Open Data in
decision-making, with only 30% of the EU
Neighbourhood countries use Open Data in
the decision-making process. This can be explained by the fact that some governments in
the EU Neighbourhood might not be wellaware of the ways Open Data can be used to
create insights to improve policies and the decision-making processes. Some examples of
how Open Data could enable better policymaking come from the EU Neighbourhood
countries themselves, with Egypt giving some
insights on the use of Open Data to create better policies with regard to social programmes
and health care services. Despite acknowledging these tremendous benefits, the neighbourhood countries are still at an incipient stage
when it comes to actually using Open Data in
the decision-making process.
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Figure 15: Open Data in decision-making

The following section will examine closer the
dimensions on which Open Data is believed to
have an impact in the EU Neighbourhood.

3.2. Impact of Open Data
The present section takes a closer look at the
expected impact of Open Data on the following
dimensions:
Government effectiveness & efficiency
Transparency and accountability
Environmental sustainability
Inclusion of marginalised groups
With regard to the political impact, Open Data
is expected to have a positive impact in the EU
Neighbourhood with 67% of respondents stating their belief that Open Data will have a high
impact on increasing government efficiency
and effectiveness. In Serbia for example, there
is a strong belief in the high impact of Open
Data on increasing efficiency and effectiveness
of public administrations, and a strong commitment from the vast majority of ministries and
public agencies that are willing to move forward with opening up their data.

In this context, the access to base registries
seems to be seen as a great instrument to increase government effectiveness and efficiency in public service provision. In Serbia this
also comes as a result of the increased pressure
of civil society and the business community on
government to open up its data. By doing so,
the costs of doing business are expected to decrease, while transparency of government action and consequently providing more certainty for entrepreneurs towards investing in
particular areas.
The transparency aspect is also considered to
be an important area in which Open Data is expected to have a high impact: 83% of government officials believe Open Data to have a
high impact on increasing transparency, and
implicitly accountability of government.
This in turn is believed to increase the level of
trust citizens have in their governments. These
high numbers can be explained by the relatively modest scores on the corruption dimension in international rankings. By increasing
transparency of Government actions, the perception with regard to the level of corruption
within government is expected to drop. At the
same time, accountability of government is expected to increase, with public bodies now being under observation by he ci il ocie
a chdog Indeed co p ion emain a chal
lenge for most of the neighbourhood governments, as Transparenc In e na ional
Corruption Perception Index 33 shows. For an
overview of the EU Neighbourhood country
scores in this regard see Figure 16 below.
When comparing the figures registered in the
EU28+ on the same dimension, the EU neighbourhood expectations towards Open Data
helping tackle the corruption challenges in
their countries are significantly higher. In the
EU28+ only 25% of Government officials estimate Open Data to have a high impact on

20

Figure 16: Corruption Perception Index 2016 - EU Neighbourhood
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increasing Government efficiency, and 47% believe in its high impact with regard to transparency of Government action34. This can be explained by the fact that issues such as transparency and accountability, in particular the fight
against corruption, are not as stringent in the
EU28+, compared to the EU Neighbourhood.
This is not to say, that such aspects are not important, but more to emphasise the fact that
the degree to which the EU Neighbourhood is
facing challenges around corruption is higher
than in the EU28+. This also enables the EU28+
to set other focus points and move towards exploring and exploiting the potential of Open
Data for their increasingly data-driven economies.
With regard to the social impact, which includes aspects such as environmental sustainability and the inclusion of marginalised groups
in policy-making processes and their access to
government services, the EU Neighbourhood
country officials expressed again a strong belief
in the innovation potential of Open Data to
solve such problems.

In ela ion o Open Da a po en ial o p ovide
solutions to current environmental challenges,
47% of respondents expressed confidence in
Open Data's high impact on environmental
sustainability, and another 40% expect Open
Data to have a medium impact on this dimension.35 In particular in the Southern Mediterranean region the expectations in this regard are
high, with Jordan, Lebanon, Palestine, and Tunisia awaiting a high impact of Open Data on
this dimension.
Other countries such as Belarus expect the
publishing of Open Data on the levels of air, soil
and water pollution to give the necessary impulse to citizens and businesses towards applying a more rational approach to their activities
in areas such as manufacturing, farming and
tourism.
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With almost half of neighbourhood country officials expecting Open Data to have a high impact on environmental sustainability, the EU
Neighbourhood places appears to be placing
more confidence in Open Data than the EU28+,
where only 25% of government officials agree
with the same statement and another 25% anticipate a medium impact on environmental
sustainability. It appears that Open Data receives a strong vote of confidence from behalf
of the EU Neighbourhood, who seem to see a
high innovation potential for Open Data towards tackling environmental challenges such
as water and air quality, as well as waste management. What is more, Open Data is also expected to help governments raise awareness of
the negative effects on the environment
caused by direct and indirect results of human
activities.
An interesting example comes from within the
EU28+, more precisely from Ireland, where the
impact of Open Data on environmental sustainability is also estimated as high.

This is due to the intense work of the geospatial
and environmental bodies in publishing data
collected on water quality, air quality as well as
waste information. Such Open Data is then
used for applications such as the EPA bathing
water quality website 36 or the Marine Institute's Marine Atlas37.This could be an interesting best practice for the Southern Mediterranean region as well. By having public environmental institutions publish the collected data,
impulses could be given to developers and entrepreneurs to create applications based on
this data.
With respect to the better inclusion of marginalised groups, a third of the Government officials expect a high impact, with another third
affirming their belief that Open Data will have
a medium impact on this dimension. This goes
more along the same lines as the numbers registered in EU Member States, with one quarter
of Government officials crediting a high impact
and a third estimating a medium impact of
Open Data on the better inclusion of marginalised groups38.

Figure 17: Political, economic and social impact of Open Data
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High hopes in this regard seem to lie in countries in the immediate EU vicinity such as Albania, Kosovo and Serbia, where government officials expect Open Data to have a high impact
in this area. This could be explained by the fact
that these countries are still dealing with problems such as strong social divides along ethnic
and religious lines and are searching for new
ways to solve deep-rooted challenges.
With regard to the economic impact, it comes
as a surprise that only scarce efforts have been
made to assess the economic impact of Open
Data in different sectors in the EU Neighbourhood, despite the belief among almost all
neighbourhood countries that Open Data will
have a high economic impact in their countries.
As both in Europe and worldwide studies have
been carried out to measure the economic impact of Open Data on dimensions such as market size, job creation, cost savings and efficiency gains 39 , it is somehow puzzling to see
that only 13% of the EU Eastern and Southern
Neighbours have conducted studies to assess
O en Da a ma ke al e This number is extremely low when compared to the EU28+,
where almost half of countries 40 have such
commissioned such studies.
Figure 18: Open Data market value studies

Encouraging news come from Belarus, which
has launched a research initiative to monitor
the demand for Open Data and its possible impact an initiative which is part of the State
Programme for development of the digital
economy and information society in Belarus.
The Belarus government officials expressed
their belief that the publishing of data will
boost the creation of new innovative products,
which in turn can lead to the further development of the ICT sector, creation of new firms
and organisations, jobs as well as to the increase of the export potential of the ICT sector
in Belarus. The same belief is shared by another
EU Eastern Neighbour Georgia, which emphasised the expected impact of Open Data on
boosting the digital entrepreneur community
in the country, with this community already
showing interest in exploring first-hand the potential of Open Data on their markets.
Along the same lines, the representatives of
Morocco noted the potential of Open Data to
boost the development of new services and
products in the private sector, but also to improve investment conditions in the country.
This was also highlighted by Tunisia, which expects the opening up of data to boost job creation, with new sources of employment created,
particularly in the field of technology and scientific research. Here, Open Data is perceived as
means to foster a business climate that is favourable to investment, as it will reinforce
transparency a necessary element for attracting foreign investment.
Despite the overall conviction among the EU
Neighbourhood country officials that Open
Data has a high positive impact on many areas,
only 17% of the survey countries conduct activities to monitor the impact of Open Data.
This comes as a surprise, given the high expectations that EU Neighbourhood countries have
Open Data.
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Figure 19: Activities to monitor impact

At a first glance, it could therefore be difficult
to understand why such low numbers are registered in the EU Neighbourhood, despite the
high e pec a ion i h ega d o Open Da a
benefits on economic growth.

When looking beyond the surface, these low
figures could be explained by the overall lack of
awareness among government bodies on Open
Da a benefi a ell a the low levels of digitisation and consequently, low availability of
data required to undertake such studies and
monitoring activities.
Furthermore, the lack of capacity both in terms
of organisational and financial resources, could
further contribute to explaining these low
numbers. However, it should also be noted
that Open Data is a relatively young area for
the majority of EU Neighbours. In addition,
many of the countries have only just recently
began opening up their data and developing
the underpinning policies.

Figure 20: Expectations on economic impact of Open Data
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This may explain why the economic benefits
may yet be difficult to fathom. Studies that ill
a e Open Da a benefi and a e i
market value are pivotal to underline the
missed opportunities of not adopting Open
Data. This point was also stressed by some government officials that call for such ex-ante impact assessment studies in their countries.

As shown above, the expectations regarding
the benefits of Open Data for governments,
economies and societies in the EU Neighbourhood are high, with the vast majority of countries perceiving (Open) Data as the oil that enable he mo o of go e nmen economie
and societies to run smoothly. Interestingly
enough, the expectations of government officials in the EU Neighbourhood are significantly
higher compared to those of their EU counterparts. It appears that a lot of trust and hope is
being put in Open Data to help solve some of
the region s challenges.

Beyond any doubt, Open Data has the potential
to do so. However, in order to stand up to its
hype, Open Data needs to be grounded in a
solid foundation. Only with such framework in
place will countries be able to leverage Open
Da a fullest potential.
The following section explores the obstacles
that stand in the way of Open Data development in the EU Neighbourhood, on both the
publishing and re-use sides.
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4. Barriers to Open Data in the EU
Neighbourhood Countries
When it comes to the barriers that EU Neighbourhood countries face in developing sustainable Open Data practices, there are little differences to those encountered by EU Member
States. The present section elaborates on the
stumbling blocks of the EU Neighbourhood
countries in terms of publishing (Section 4.1)
and re-use of Open Data (Section 4.2). It looks
at the political, legal, technical, financial dimensions, hence following the lines of the report on Open Data Maturity in Europe41. The
aim is to get a better understanding of the main
challenges to Open Data in the EU Neighbourhood.

4.1. Barriers for publishers
In terms of barriers to the publication of Open
Data, 50% of the respondents mention technical barriers as obstacle. Aspects such as incompatible IT systems as well as the incompatible formats in which data is made available by
public administrations (semantical aspect)
seem to represent the main hurdles on this dimension. In addition to this, government officials also named the lack of technical knowhow at all government levels regarding the
technology needed to open up data. Government institutions have difficulties comprehending what changes need to be made to the
existing IT systems to be able to export data in
suitable formats.

Figure 21: Barriers to Open Data publishing
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Strongly interrelated especially with regard to
the latter, are the financial barriers (with a
third of respondents naming these as the
most frequent barrier). The high costs of modernising existing IT systems and the application
landscapes, as well as the setup and maintenance costs of Open Data portals were mentioned in this context. Government officials
also highlighted the need for training of employees at all public administration levels that
translates into additional costs. However, as
the European Data Portal Report on Recommendations for Open Data Portals 42 also
demonstrates, there are several funding
schemes for cost distribution among government levels, as well as cost distribution between public and private organisations or funding via sponsorships and grants. Furthermore,
several economic arguments can be made towards rallying support and funding for the development of Open Data. They range from the
increased general tax revenues from increased
economic
activity, compliance
with
regulation, compliance
with
a
gene al a eg o inc ea e a co n
or region's digital economy, compliance with a general strategy of open government all the way to
operational efficiencies and improved public
sector services43. That is why the financial aspect although relevant should not represent a pretext to stay behind.
Concerns were also voiced regarding the legal
aspects. Legal impediments rank second, with
34% of respondents mentioning it as impediment. In this context, Bosnia and Herzegovina
underlined the lack of harmonisation of regulations, with regulations in place in this area at all
three levels of government as being the most
difficult barrier. This leads to collusion and creates extra hurdles in the way of Open Data promotion.

The survey results also point out that it does
not seem to lack on political support, as the political dimension was the least often mentioned barrier to Open Data in the EU Neighbourhood. This appears to be in complete opposition to the obstacles to Open Data identified by the EU Member States, where, as the
2016 Open Data Maturity in Europe Report
shows, political aspects are the most often
mentioned barrier44. This could be explained by
the overall eagerness of the political elites in
the EU Neighbo hood co n ie o ca ch p
with the progress made by the majority of EU
countries, which have already started to reap
the fruit of their intensive fostering of Open
Data.

Whereas in the EU
Member States political will
is the most frequently named
barrier to Open Data, this
seems to be the least frequently mentioned obstacle
in the EU Neighbourhood.

In the EU neighbourhood, it appears that development is also hindered by the political structures. Several country officials have raised their
concerns regarding the difficulty in coordination and consensus-building, with jurisdictions
spread across the federal, regional and local
level. In particular, the difficulty in coordination
across these levels as well as the fussiness in
terms of distribution of roles and responsibilities appear to act as barriers. This can be explained by the fact that the jurisdictions might
not anchored in the existing Open Data policies, or that there are no Open Data policy
frameworks to begin with.
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Nonetheless, there is still some concern in
some neighbourhood countries, that the Open
Data promoters within the political elites cannot rally the necessary support around opening
and sharing data. An example in this regard is
Egypt, where there are still some concern
about the existence of strong parties that do
not believe in the benefits of data sharing. In
this context, Serbia seems to have come up
with a more innovative solution by planning to
launch a series of pilot projects to show the
quick wins of Open Data in different fields. This
comes as a response to the articulated demands and expectations on behalf of both citizens and private sector, and is expected to
counter the reluctance and lack of trust in
Open Data amongst societal stakeholders and
government bodies.
It appears that lack of trust and overall scepticism at organisational level concerning the
benefits of Open Data sharing between public
administrations represents a strong impediment towards further development. Adding to
this, there is also an overall lack of understanding that data held by public institutions qualifies as Open Data and can be re-used to create
further value. The signing of cooperation
agreements between government bodies towards data sharing and access to base registries could be a wise step forward towards fostering data exchange among public bodies.
Also highlighted were the inconsistent regulation frameworks as well as the existence of legislation that hinders the opening of data (e.g.
data protection laws). Here, it appears that the
EU Neighbourhood countries could also profit
from an Interoperability Framework as the one
published in March this year by the European
Commission 45 .The European Interoperability
Framework foresees legal and policy checks of
legislation in order to ensure that the legal barriers to interoperability are alleviated.

In addition to this, issues that relate to the
breath of the existing Open Data policy regulatory framework appear to be relevant. Government officials of countries in which Open Data
policies are already in place highlighted the
shortcomings in terms of standardisation and
mandatory disclosure of data by public institutions, as well as a lack of harmonisation of regulation between the local, regional and federal
levels of government.
Similar to the EU Member States, the political
barriers in the EU Neighbourhood seem to be
driven by the lack of political leadership and
ownership with regard to the promotion of
Open Data, as well as low levels of awareness
concerning the benefits of Open Data for a
co n
sustainable development. As one
government official highligh ed i appea
that those in charge do not have a view about
the economic impact of open government data
and how open government data can drive
stronger collaboration and hence more innovaion This seems to further emphasise the
findings of the Open Data Maturity in Europe
2016 Report 46 with regard to the lack of
awareness of the Open Data benefits among
the political elites. A positive example with regard to a strong political will and high level of
awareness among the political elites regarding
Open Da a po en ial come f om he Rep blic
of Moldova, as the country insights on the next
page show.
Some other important aspects were also mentioned by the government officials of the neighbourhood countries as stumbling blocks in the
development of Open Data practices. Worth
highlighting is the overall lack of capacity at
public administration levels --- that is strongly
interrelated to the above-mentioned financial,
legal and technical factors. In particular, the
difficulty of Government bodies to distinguish
between public and confidential data and to
balance data privacy concerns with the general
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public right to access data. In addition, public
administrations in the neighbourhood region
seems to have problems with attracting qualified workforce, in particular IT experts and data
scientists. These two elements go hand in hand
and represent important components of capacity building at public administration level. This
is a general challenge that several EU Member
States are also facing, albeit to different extends.

4.2. Barriers for re-users
When looking at the barriers that hinder the reuse of Open Data, the EU Neighbourhood country officials most frequently mentioned a lack
of awareness (40% of respondents), followed
by the low availability of data (31%). Technical
and legal barriers to Open Data re-use ranked
third and fourth respectively. In many of the EU
Neighbourhood countries, the Open Data field
is considered a relatively new one. Hence, the
lack of awareness with regard to Open Data
and its benefits was the most frequently mentioned ba ie o he field further development.

This lack of awareness is mentioned both when
it comes to the political elites and public servants, as well as the broader public: businesses,
academia and civil society. Interesting best
practice examples come from EU Member
States such as Malta, were data advocacy was
used to counter a similar trend.
Other EU Member States organised more
meetings and negotiations with government
and public administrations to raise awareness
about the salience of the topic. Examples in this
regard are Spain that hosted the International
Open Data Conference in Madrid in 2016 and
Estonia that also organised events to raise
awareness of the benefits and challenges of
opening up Government data. More innovative
formats such as hackathons are organised
throughout Europe that aim at creating certain
applications based on Open Data47.

Figure 22: Barriers to Open Data re-use
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Such events can be held in the neighbourhood
countries as well, at a smaller scale to start
with. In addition, there were also concerns regarding the financial burdens of add-ons o
the IT landscapes existing in public administrations. Moreover, the lack of awareness appears
to be a cross-cutting issue, as it is seen as an
impediment not only at the public administration level, but also in the broader society with
relatively low levels of awareness on the availability of data and usefulness of Open Data.
This appears to remain an important hurdle,
despite the advocacy efforts undertaken by
governments. Positive trends are however observed in the statistics regarding portal usage
(visits and downloads) as well as some internal
surveys all showing constant increase of data
assimilation and awareness.
Ho e e he o ba ie lack of awareness
and the low availability of data ho ld no be
underestimated, as their impact has far more
reaching consequences that beats the eye. On
the one hand, the lack of awareness also implies less pressure on behalf of citizens towards
their governments to put Open Data higher on
the political agenda.
On the other hand, the low quantity as well as
low quality of Open Data could in the long run
have implica ion on a co n
inno a ion ca
pacity, with direct negative effects for the business as well as the R&D sectors. Open Data
shows potential to foster innovation, by being
used as raw material o c ea e applications by
developers and entrepreneurs, and has the potential to create great value for businesses.
The political structure of the EU Neighbourhood countries seems to also play an important
role in the promotion of Open Data, as Open
Data might be a major topic for the national
level, but it does not enjoy the same salience at
the local and regional levels, where other issues are more urgent. In addition, the lack of
skills and capacity to take on Open Data as a
further task at the local, regional and national

administration levels appears to play a role as
well. Furthermore, some countries seem to experience low levels of interest from the business sector to re-use Open Data while others
Egypt and Serbia for example mention that
there is significant pressure from civil society
and the industry to open up government data.
In addition to this, Egypt is also exploring the
idea of a more life event oriented provision of
public services, by planning to enable access to
base registries by public administrations.
Encouraging is the observation made in the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia that great
interest is shown by academic institutions and
students to further explore and develop Open
Data use cases. In this context, the semantical
barrier to Open Data re-use appears to be salient, as some countries emphasise that datasets
are published in formats that do not enable reuse by other applications without further manual converting. What is more, updates to already available datasets are not always consistent with previous versions. Here the urgent
need for standardisation in this field ideally to
be pushed forward at national level comes
again into play.
In addition to the above mentioned factors, the
countries also highlighted various other challenges to Open Data. These relate more to lack

The benefits and added
value of Government
Open Data need to be
better promoted within
the public sector, as well
as within specific target
groups, such as academia, students, journalists, developers and businesses
Government official,
EU Neighbourhood
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of capacity and resources as well as to societal
and cultural dimensions. With regard to the
former, countries expressed concerns regarding the lack of capacity both administrative as
well as in terms of skills at national, but more
stringently at regional and local levels. It appears that this lack of capacity affects the public bodies the most; here, basic knowledge regarding the export of data into open, non-proprietary formats to enable further re-use appears to be still missing. The resistance to
change was also mentioned in this context. This
could be explained by the overall lack of understanding of the benefits that publishing Open
Data can have for the broader society an aspect mentioned quite often by the government
officials in the EU Neighbourhood.
In this light, capacity building is urgently
needed to bring about the boost in awareness,
skills and more importantly, on the long run
the needed change in mind-sets. With regard
to the latter, government officials also underlined their concern that a change in mind-set is
also needed at a societal level a change that
is far more difficult to bring about. An essential
aspect here is the increase in trust of citizens
that the data collected and published by public
institutions complies with national and/or even
international standards with regard to data privacy, data protection and data security.

An interesting trend crystallised in Serbia,
where agencies in which there is a high IT
know-how have timely recognised the lack of
regulation on data security and established a
set of rules in this regard at organisational
level. However, such trend should be timely addressed by the national legislator, in order to
avoid a high level of segmentation with regard
to data security rules, with each organisation
being guided by their own principles and rules.
If such rules and regulations differ significantly
among the different public agencies, it could
hamper further progress when it comes to organisational interoperability and the signing of
cooperation agreements and Memoranda of
Understanding for data access (e.g. access to
base registries).

Increasing citi ens tr st
in Government becomes
pivotal to overcoming the
societal challenges to
Open Data.

As illustrated above, the journey ahead is
strenuous and most certainly, at times, bumpy.
Nevertheless, some steps can be taken in the
short-term to ensure that an enabling framework is created, on which Open Data can
thrive. These steps are depicted in the following section.
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5. Findings and Recommendations
The EU Neighbourhood countries have come to realise the importance of creating an enabling framework for the development and promotion of Open Data practices. However, most of them are at the
incipient stages of their Open Data journey. Nevertheless, recent developments such as the launch of
the Open Data Portal by Jordan reinforce the belief that Open Data is taking a more prominent position
on the national agendas in the EU Neighbourhood.
In light of the evidence presented above, several conclusions can be drawn. Overall, there is still a need
to create an enabling framework for Open Data in the majority of the EU Neighbourhood countries
and an urgent necessity to boost awareness and capacity on both Open Data supply (publishing) and
demand (re-use) side. Political will is present, as well as a strong eagerness to catch up with Europe.
Leveraging this more strongly, concerted efforts are needed from both the EU and the neighbourhood
countries, in order to boost Open Data development in the EU Neighbourhood.
Against this backdrop, some recommendations are in place. These recommendations should not be
understood a a one- i e fi all formula and should therefore be weighed against each co n
needs, objectives and evolution.
1. Open Data needs to be set higher on the political agenda
Open Da a i ackno ledged fo i po en ial o b ing benefi o a co n
poli ical economic and
societal development as well as o a co n
security and stability. Thus, placing Open Data on the
national and regional political agendas represents a clear statement of support and sends out a clear
message to all interested stakeholders. Countries in the EU Neighbourhood seem so far to be missing
the opportunity to send such signals to their citizens. Placing Open Data on the national agenda is the
first step to enabling an Open Data culture, regardless of national setting. In order to achieve this goal,
the strong political will in the EU neighbourhood countries could be better leveraged upon, in order to
rally the necessary support amongst the political decision-makers.
2. Open Data needs an adequate legal framework and infrastructure
With over half of the EU Neighbourhood countries not having a national Open Data Portal in place and
approximately one third still lacking an Open Data Policy, countries in the EU Neighbourhood still need
to take these first steps towards creating an enabling legal framework as well as the technical infrastructure for the development of Open Data. Surprisingly, government officials underline these two
aspects as main enablers towards Open Data development in a country. In this light, political leaders
should push forward the adoption of a National Open Data Policy that provides an adequate legal
framework for Open Data as well as the establishment of a single point of access to Open Data a
national Open Data portal. Such a platform is imperative to providing publishers and users with an
access infrastructure to Open Data.
3. Open Data needs a governance structure to ensure responsibility, ownership and sponsorship
Clear distribution of roles and responsibilities for the institutions in charge of the development of Open
Data can make the significant difference when moving forward in this domain. The lack of an Open
Data governance structure is a basic impediment to a sustainable Open Data development and represents a barrier in many of the EU Neighbourhood countries. Therefore, establishing a clear governance
for Open Data, while ensuring the inclusion of all stakeholder groups, will provide the necessary organisational framework to promote Open Data within a country. Having such a governance structure
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in place will ensure ownership and sponsorship for Open Data. By involving representatives of all stakeholder groups from the national, regional and local levels, countries enable a strong multiplier effect
towards promoting Open Data ideas and practices at all levels and in all activity areas.
4. Open Data lives and thrives from practice both bottom-up and top-down
A worrying observation in the EU Neighbourhood is the lack of awareness and, to a certain extent, lack
of interest with regard to Open Data at all levels and stakeholder groups. Although this is not a general observation for the entire EU Neighbourhood, the finding holds true in the vast majority of them.
To counter this development, working groups should be set up under the supervision of the Open
Data governance structure that conduct practical research on potential Open Data use cases, in line
with the needs and particularities of the given context. An example in this sense could be taken from
the EU28+, more precisely from Ireland, where a Local Government Open Data project team was set
up with the mandate to roll-out activities across local administration level. Similar pilot initiatives could
also be launched in the EU Neighbourhood countries, to bring use cases into practice at local level.
Such bottom-up activities require in turn a strong support and promotion from the central level, in
order to increase awareness, visibility and enable con agion ac o communities.
5. Open Data needs
f f c nce and fig e
all
Another important finding that should be dealt with in a timely manner, is the low number of studies
conducted on the (economic) impact of Open Data in the EU Neighbourhood, as well as the low number of studies that explore the market value of Open Data. Both the impact and market value of Open
Data need ex-ante assessments and deeper exploration at both macro and micro level. This will provide
a solid instrument towards raising awareness of the added value generated from Open Data amongst
stakeholders and the broader public. Such initiatives should be complemented by trainings at all government levels to create a better understanding of how Open Data can be used as an instrument for
better policy-making and to increase efficiency within public administrations.
6. Open Data needs partnerships and an ecosystem of promoters
Another valuable observation is represented by the lack of partnerships between the public and private sector o p omo e Open Da a In oda
ime , it is unrealistic to believe and expect that governments can do all he o k P blic-private partnerships can provide the necessary framework to pilot
use cases and enable innovation. They can provide a nurturing environment for the development of
new products and services by using Open Data. Actions from both private and public sector actors can
be undertaken in this regard by organising conferences, workshops and/or hackathons for researchers,
academia, civil society, developers and business entrepreneurs. Such events create important spaces
for Open Data innovation and can fo e
ne g creation between stakeholders. In time, they have
the potential to become a powerful instrument to foster an ecosystem of Open Data promoters.
Despite the different needs, prerequisites and particularities of the EU Neighbourhood countries, this
analytical report has highlighted a series of commonalities regarding the Open Data challenges that
the EU Neighbourhood countries face and presented a practical guide for the neighbourhood countries
towards developing sustainable Open Data practices. Such commonalities should be more strongly
leveraged towards building strong partnerships across countries. By doing so, the EU Neighbourhood
countries can embark together in their journeys towards developing (Open) Data-driven economies
and societies.
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