
 

Opening session 

In his opening speech, Christophe Lefèvre welcomed the participants on behalf of the EESC President, 

Luca Jahier, who was sending his words of support for the European Citizens' Initiative and ECI Day. 

The conference was happening at a pivotal moment for the ECI – right after the European Parliament's 

adoption of the text of the new ECI regulation, which would be endorsed by the Council by mid-April.  

Mr Lefèvre reminded participants that the ECI had always been dear to the Committee and it had become 

a tradition to welcome the successful and nearly successful initiatives in the plenary sessions and section 

meetings. Mr Lefèvre also thanked Mr Timmermans for joining the session for the third time in a row, 

thus confirming both his commitment to the ECI and his recognition of the role of the EESC in 

supporting this tool.  

Mr Lefèvre called ECI Day "THE place to be for all active citizens", as it was there where the change 

began or was announced. The EESC was happy to see that the new ECI Regulation had acquired its final 

shape within two years of being announced. In particular, the EESC was satisfied to see the number of 

simplifications and improvements in the procedure itself, which to a great extent reflected what citizens 

have been advocating. The EESC saw this new regulation as a great opportunity to redefine the role of 

each EU institution to get them actively involved.  

The new regulation was not yet in force, but civil society had already raised concerns about the follow-

up phase, which had not been changed from the old procedure. Mr Lefèvre said that the EESC was the 

first institution to invite citizen-organisers to the plenary sessions and section meetings and was happy 

to see how it became "the thing to do" in relation to the ECI in the other institutions, in particular in the 

European Committee of the Regions and the European Parliament, which had included a plenary debate 

on successful ECIs in its internal rules of procedure. 

The purpose of ECI Day "Digital Voices" was to explore new digital trends in the very interesting 

context of the European elections – to see how the online campaigns were matching the ones offline. 

The advantage of an ECI over an election campaign period is that citizens can start fighting for their 



cause outside of any political campaign or elections. The ECI unites them over the cause and allows 

them to pressure the EU institutions into action by setting up an agenda that responds to citizens' 

concerns. 

The next speaker to take the floor was Laura Sullivan. She first presented her organisation We Move. 

She said that her organisation was a strong supporter of Europe and would like to change Europe so that 

all its decisions would be social, economic, environmentally friendly and democratic and not just about 

the wellbeing of corporations. They would also fight to see more diversity in leadership.  

According to Ms Sullivan, EU decision-making required transnational mobilisation and there was too 

much distance between the citizens and the EU. Organised civil society was organising a lot at a national 

level but perhaps not at a European level. Currently, one could observe the rise of far right, nationalist, 

eurosceptic political groups about which she was very worried, especially in the context of the upcoming 

elections. She also mentioned the fact that Europeans spoke so many languages and this was a challenge 

to manage.  

Ms Sullivan defended the point that democracy could be more than just voting and many people were 

already engaging in civic activities. However, online campaigning signalled a new way of engagement. 

It could mobilise larger groups than offline. It also allowed millions of people from multiple countries 

and languages to act together. It could connect activists from all over the place. Nevertheless, online 

campaigns did not work alone; they were complementary to offline actions. At that point, Ms Sullivan 

enumerated a few examples of successful campaigns in which her organisation was involved.  

Regarding the ECI, Ms Sullivan expressed a certain concern about the Open ECI being, in a sense, killed 

off. According to Ms Sullivan, if the organisers could not keep in touch with the people who were 

interested in one subject it would make their campaigning very difficult. She still had some hope, though. 

She asked the Commission to involve campaigners in designing the new collection system so that it 

became campaigner-friendly. Lastly, she pledged to make of the ECI a real tool of democracy, and not 

something that generated cynicism because of a lack of impact and results. She concluded by saying that 

the ECI could be a reason to be European if it was properly used as a tool to change things for social 

justice, for environmental justice etc. 

The keynote speech was followed by an opening speech delivered by First Vice-President of the 

European Commission, Frans Timmermans. Mr Timmermans started by thanking the EESC for once 

again hosting European Citizens' Initiative (ECI) Day. He said he appreciated its continuous 

commitment to promoting citizen participation in the EU democratic process. It was Mr Timmermans's 

fourth time taking part in ECI Day, and he said that the event came at a pivotal moment. He remembered 

that two years earlier, at ECI Day 2017, he announced the reform of the European Citizens' Initiative 

Regulation and this was now on the brink of being completed. The Parliament and the Council had 

reached a political agreement on the Commission's proposal on 12 December 2018 and there had been 

a positive vote of the European Parliament on 12 March 2019. He said he expected the new Regulation 

to be formally signed in Strasbourg later in April after the Council had also approved it. Mr Timmermans 

said that there were some reasons to celebrate. In the past 12 months, the Commission had received no 

less than 17 registration requests (including as many as nine since the beginning of 2019). There had 

already been 10 initiatives registered and a few were still in the registration process. 2020 might deliver 

even more impressive results, when the ECI would become easier and simpler to use. These encouraging 

developments could – if not entirely, at least in great part – be attributed to the communication campaign 

and to the online collaborative platform, which was initiated in 2018 with support from the European 

Parliament. The communication campaign entitled "'You Take the Initiative"' had been launched at ECI 



Day 2018. Since then, there have been events targeting stakeholders across the Union so they could act 

as amplifiers and spread the word on the ECI. Mr Timmermans also mentioned the investment in 

reaching out to the wider public via digital solutions, such as social media. Mr Timmermans claimed to 

also have addressed another shortcoming of the ECI outlined by many participants over the years, 

namely the insufficient level and quality of the assistance provided to organisers and potential organisers 

of citizens' initiatives. The Commission had launched the new ECI online collaborative platform and 

tested it in a stakeholder participatory workshop at ECI Day 2018, some weeks before the platform went 

live. He was pleased to report that the first results were positive. The organisers of some of the recent 

initiatives submitted had made extensive use of the various services provided by the platform. That 

included the independent advice and support mechanism and the discussion forum.  

According to Mr Timmermans, both the awareness-raising activities and the platform had proved their 

worth and were now embedded in the future regulatory framework as intrinsic parts of the ECI 

ecosystem. They were there to stay and would expand further. The Commission was in negotiations on 

the next long-term budget for the EU and he said that he was confident that funding to support these 

ECI actions would be included in the future Rights and Values programme. Mr Timmermans said that 

ECIs, whether successful or not, were an expression of a political concern on the part of citizens, which 

the EU institutions could and should take note of, and which could be the basis of a political debate.  

As concerns the follow-up given to previous successful initiatives, Mr Timmermans explained that 

political agreement was reached in February on the legislative proposal related to the transparency and 

sustainability of EU risk assessment in the food chain. This proposal was a follow-up to the 'Ban 

Glyphosate' initiative. Another major legislative proposal the Commission tabled last year was under 

discussion in the Council and in the Parliament. He referred to the revision of the Drinking Water 

Directive inspired by the 'Right to Water' initiative. The draft legislation would oblige Member States 

to improve access to safe drinking water for all and ensure access for vulnerable and marginalised 

groups. These examples showed, according to Mr Timmermans, that European citizens could influence 

the EU agenda, that they were listened to and that the Commission was ready to deliver where it could. 

Despite the deficiencies of the ECI that have been repeatedly highlighted over the past years, these 

developments also showed that the tool did work. Above all, it demonstrated that there was a vibrant 

community of engaged citizens who were eager to take an active part in EU policy making. "We will 

not let them down", stated Mr Timmermans.  

The new ECI regulation foresaw major improvements. Organisers would get more support through the 

online collaborative platform but also through contact points in each Member State. Organisers would 

be able to create legal entities in accordance with the national law of a Member State, which meant that 

they would no longer have to engage their personal liability. At the stage of registration, organisers 

would be able to revise their proposed initiative before the Commission took a decision on registration. 

If the Commission's initial assessment was that there was a risk that signatures could not be collected 

because the initiative did not fall within the competences of the Commission, partial registration of an 

initiative would be possible (already a current practice).  

At the collection stage, organisers would also have more flexibility to choose the starting date of their 

campaign within six months of the registration date. This would give them sufficient time to prepare 

their collection campaigns and would increase the chance of obtaining one million signatures. EU 

citizens who wanted to support an initiative would be able to do so regardless of where they lived. They 

would also need to provide less personal data when giving their support. The Commission would also 

provide a free service for the online collection of signatures. Finally, Mr Timmermans explained that as 



far as the examination of successful initiatives was concerned, the time for this phase would be extended 

from three to six months. This would leave more time for meaningful engagement and debate, before 

the Commission set out its legal and political conclusions. Importantly, more stakeholders would have 

the possibility to take part in the public hearing held by the European Parliament, including not only the 

EU institutions and advisory bodies, but also national parliaments and civil society.  

As with any compromise, some of the objectives set by the Commission could not be reached. Firstly, 

it was not possible to reach an agreement to lower the participation age for signatories from 18 to 16 

across the Union. Each Member State would have the possibility to lower the age for their own citizens 

if they wished to do so. Mr Timmermans regretted that it was not possible to have more ambition here, 

as a common participation age of 16 across the EU could be a useful way to engage young people in EU 

democratic processes. Secondly, the Commission proposed to keep the possibility for organisers to use 

their own online collection systems to ensure flexibility and diversity of online tools. In the end, the 

Parliament and Council agreed that over time there should be a single system run centrally by the 

Commission. Individual online collection systems would be allowed for the first three years of the 

implementation of the new Regulation. As of 2023, the central online collection system operated 

centrally by the Commission would therefore become the sole system for all initiatives. The Commission 

regretted this loss of flexibility for the organisers, but was committed to setting up and maintaining a 

high quality, secure yet accessible tool for collecting statements of support online. Mr Timmermans said 

they would allow signatories to use e-Identification, which would make supporting an initiative even 

easier.  

The Commission would consult stakeholders on the developments and improvements of the new central 

online collection system for the European Citizens' Initiative to take into account their suggestions and 

concerns. One of the ECI Day workshops was dedicated to that aim. Overall, the agreement reached in 

December with the Parliament and the Council delivered on the objectives of the Commission's proposal 

to make the ECI more accessible, less burdensome and easier to use for organisers and supporters.  

The speech by Mr Timmermans was followed by a "Questions and Answers" session with the audience 

of ECI Day 2019. 

Bruno Kauffmann, the moderator, started with the first question, saying that five years ago Mr 

Timmermans had expressed that he saw the ECI as a tool for dialogue, and asked how he saw the ECI 

five years later. Mr Timmermans answered that he thought there was a mixed picture: on one hand, there 

were many ongoing 'ECIs, on the other, he understood the feeling of frustration about the sometimes 

modest results after the effort of collecting signatures. He was worried that the lack of huge outcomes 

could discourage people, but the increase in the number of new ECIs proved otherwise. On balance, he 

said, we could be positive, especially that more 'ECIs meant more people understanding better how 

institutions work, which would be a huge win.  

Mr Kauffmann also asked for the interplay between the ECI and the elections. Mr Timmermans 

answered that the picture was not the same everywhere. There was increasing adversity in how 

democracy was perceived in the Member States. In some parts of Europe, democracy was used to attack 

fundamental rights and the rule of law. He guaranteed that without the ECI the institutions would not 

have gotten the message on glyphosate because it was seen as a very technical matter.  

Olga Kikou, representative of the ECI End the Cage Age said that her ECI had close to 700 000 

signatures and hoped that it would be the next successful one. Her question was about how the ECI 

differed from other online platforms, such as Avaaz. Mr Timmermans said there was obviously a 



limitation by the Treaty regarding the scope of the ECIs, but one should not underestimate their 

influence. Having an ECI and one million signatures did not oblige the Commission to reply positively 

each time. However, an ECI had a political weight and imposed on the Commission a moral obligation 

to react and explain what could be done. A serious Commission response to every ECI was the ECI's 

advantage over any other platform.  

Carsten Berg, from The ECI Campaign, feared that 10 ongoing ECI's for 500 million citizens was still 

a low number. The most important tool to increase it was the digital dimension, so he regretted the loss 

of the independent collection system. He also regretted that the email collected by the campaigners had 

to be destroyed. He also mentioned a low awareness of the national authorities about the ECI in general, 

it was hard to identify the ministry responsible. Mr Timmermans advised him to identify in the Member 

States which ministry was responsible for the ECI, because it could change from one country to another. 

For the wider question about the digital dimension, he said that we were only beginning to understand 

the complexity of all of this. Many citizens are very much concerned about the protection of personal 

data on digital platforms. To get this right the institutions need to sit down with all the stakeholders; 

Europe should take the initiative and see how we use digital platforms to increase democracy and at the 

same time protect democracy. Mr Timmermans stated that the coming of this digital age was similar 

with the invention of the printing press by Gutenberg. The printing press led to a wave of 

democratisation but also to one hundred years of religious wars. The coming of a new form of 

communication requires that everyone sit down together to make sure that there are no disruptive effects, 

only constructive effects.  

A representative of the Dutch petition organisation asked Mr Timmermans whether, upon registration, 

the ECIs could be forwarded to the national parliaments. Mr Timmermans said that he would give further 

thought to this idea, as he found it worth considering for the Commission.  

Michael Laubsch, representative of the ECI Stop Extremism, said that he lacked statements regarding 

the quality of the ECIs. He explained that when his campaign collected signatures on the streets they 

had to dialogue with the citizens. He hoped for more dialoguing opportunities with the Commission. Mr 

Timmermans assured that he would not personally block the dialogue only because one million 

signatures had not been reached. He said to invite him or invite the Commission to such dialogue and 

he guaranteed that he would be part of it.  

Mr Timmermans concluded by saying that if he were president of the Commission he would write an 

evaluation of the changes in one or two years' time to evaluate open dialogue opportunities and then 

propose to the Member States to go beyond the current state of play, as he strongly believed that we 

needed to reinvent democracy. 

*** 

Workshop 1: Co-creating a new online collection system 

Organised by Democracy International and the European Citizen Action Service (ECAS) 

This report was written by European Citizen Action Service. 

The moderator, Assya Kavrakova, Executive Director of the European Citizen Action Service, 

introduced the workshop on the co-creation of a new central Online Collection System to be launched 

by the European Commission by 1 January 2020. The workshop was aimed at bringing together 

participants' creativity and input in order to highlight the must-have features of the ideal online collection 

system.  



Charlotte Rive, Secretariat-General of the European Commission, presented the features of the new 

system and introduced the related provisional mock-up designs. She explained that the current software 

served as a starting point; the new system will be a relevant upgrade, keeping many of the support 

features that are available today, and will remain free of charge. She remarked that the new system 

would bring many advantages to organisers and offer the possibility to upload the statements of support 

collected in paper form that will be sent directly to Member States' authorities for verification. One 

account will manage all the steps of the initiative, and translation services will continue to be provided. 

The new system will also display a timeline showing the next steps and pending actions of the initiative. 

Organisers will have many options for customisation, such as the possibility to customise the signature 

collection page, and the data requirements will be significantly simplified. She concluded by underlining 

that social media sharing features and the possibility to give feedback directly on the system would be 

included. 

Thomas Eitzenberger, Open ECI software developer, reacted to the mock-up demonstration and 

considered it promising – the back-end features are appropriate, meet data protection standards and 

centralise the collection of signatures. However, he remarked that better front-end features, such as 

design and adaptability, could be provided by campaigners, as the software customisation' options could 

benefit from their experience. Mr Eitzenberger recommended an open source development process as 

well as the possibility to communicate by email to campaigners in order to maximise the campaign's 

effort. He suggested using pre-filled forms with citizens' data to collect the signatures and that a new 

approach should be explored, which includes the collection of email addresses for every EU citizen and 

a two-factor authorisation. He concluded by stating that the KISS (Keep It Simple, Stupid) method 

should be applied across the front-end usability and more separation should be allowed between the 

front-end and back-end features of the system.  

Olga Kikou, representative of End the Cage Age ECI, presented the initiative's decision and reasoning 

for using the OpenECI system, including the ability to collect data from supporters and the more flexible 

communication features of the system across campaign stages. She explained that the OpenECI System 

would be particularly relevant in the post-ECI phase to keep citizens informed about the campaign's 

developments. Another relevant feature was the users' positive experience on mobile phones. The 

shortcomings of OpenECI included the costs of hosting and customisation. She remarked that requests 

for improvement of the new central system included a more campaigner-friendly format and the ability 

to contact willing participants. She noted that it was also important to provide users with a more 

appealing and non-bureaucratic design, and the option to utilise an open source version of the collection 

system. Finally, she welcomed the improvements of the new system and stated her availability to 

continue the dialogue with the European Commission on this subject.  

Denés András Nagy, Policy Advisor at the Federal Union of European Nationalities for the ECI 

Minority SafePack, Hungary, affirmed that the initiative benefited significantly from the use of the 

European Commission's system. He remarked that the main advantages and reasons to use it included 

low entry point hurdles and that it was free of cost, reliable, and supportive. Furthermore, a positive 

aspect to take into account was the fact that the European Commission worked effectively and promptly 

with the campaigners. He suggested that the future collection system should incorporate real-time 

database access to know where someone is signing the initiative from and a map with local/regional 

levels to see which signature collection teams are doing well and which need more support. Finally, he 

remarked that the campaigners' perspective should be taken into account, and, together with The ECI 



Forum, the online collection system should be incorporated into the Citizens' App1, a mobile application 

developed by the European Parliament to provide EU citizens useful information about the European 

Union.  

Jim Dratwa, Head of the European Commission Group on Ethics in Science and New Technologies, 

presented key ethical questions. He affirmed that digital democracy was at risk of being destructive and 

exploitative, and it was up to us to design our systems to disentangle empowerment from exploitation. 

He remarked how we should not lose sight of the ECI as a digital and transnational tool of citizens' 

participation and participatory democracy, as well as the interplay between established institutions of 

democracy and emerging forms of participatory action. He concluded by stressing the necessity of 

participative actions concerning the ECI in order to link participatory and representative democracy.  

Elisa Lironi, Senior Manager at the European Citizen Action Service, and Daniela Vancic, European 

Programme Manager at Democracy International, introduced and guided the participants in the second 

part of the co-creation workshop. The participants worked together at different tables and discussed the 

strengths and weaknesses of the current collection system, providing suggestions to the European 

Commission for the new system.  

Strengths – The strengths were that it was free of cost, the security of personal data and that the system 

allows all information to be stored in one place. Furthermore, participants remarked on the importance 

that translations were provided in all the languages of the EU.  

Weaknesses – The weaknesses included the institutional design, the limited personalisation and 

flexibility in the design and content, and that there was no freedom of further campaigning.  

Recommendations – The improvements to the system would include flexibility in embedding the new 

system into the websites to give more freedom of creativity to campaigners, developing the front-end 

over the back-end and more connection with social media. Participants remarked on the importance of 

including the possibility for campaigners to collect the email addresses, an automatic notification system 

for new ECIs, and the ability to easily subscribe to updates. Other suggestions included the need to have 

one main page in order to access the ECI Forum, the ECI register and the collection system. The page 

should be easily approachable and accessible with a consistent design across the different websites. 

Finally, participants considered it important to thoroughly test the technical flexibility across the 

platform before the official launch of this new interface.  

*** 

Workshop 2: Learning from the Member States – What can the ECI and the EU learn from 

national agenda-setting initiatives? 

Organised by Bertelsmann Stiftung, The ECI Campaign and Democracy International. 

This report was written by Maarten de Groot. 

The ECI is the world's first ever instrument for digital, transnational and participatory democracy. 

However, it is not the only agenda-setting instrument for citizens in Europe. Citizens in many Member 

States have the possibility of bringing topics to the political agenda. For this, they use sometimes similar 

– but also sometimes different – methods to engage citizens and to influence policy making, some of 

them with remarkable success. The ECI can learn from these good examples, and so can the EU itself.  

                                                      
1

 http://www.europarl.europa.eu/at-your-service/en/stay-informed/citizens-app 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/at-your-service/en/stay-informed/citizens-app


Workshop overview  

● Introduction & warm-up exercise  

● Part 1 – Panel: Taking stock: the ECI & three national citizens' initiatives  

● Part 2 – Group work: How to create a more successful ECI?  

● Wrapping up & closing  

Part 1 – Panel: Taking stock: the ECI & three national citizens' initiatives  

The panel discussion started with a presentation on the ECI by Christian Huesmann (Project Manager 

at Bertelsmann Stiftung). Mr Huesmann provided an account of the ECI since its introduction in April 

2012, coming to the conclusion that the high hopes and expectations with which it was launched have 

not yet been met in practice. This is illustrated by the low political impact of – and the low public 

awareness about – this unique instrument for transnational citizen participation, as demonstrated by the 

policy brief developed by Bertelsmann Stiftung. Nonetheless, Mr Huesmann explained how the recently 

concluded legislative revision has created a window of opportunity to improve the ECI, with some 

limited but visible improvements as a result, including but not limited to the lowering of the barriers to 

start an ECI and the option for Member States to lower the age of support to 16 years.  

Maija Setälä (Professor of Political Science at the Department of Philosophy, Contemporary History 

and Political Science at the University of Turku, Finland) continued the panel with a presentation on the 

Finnish citizens' initiative (CI), which – just like the ECI – came into being in 2012. This citizen 

participation right, enshrined in the Finnish constitution, allows 50 000 Finnish citizens to call for 

legislative action. Just like the ECI, signatures can be collected on paper or online. However, in 

comparison with ECI, the Finnish CI has been used much more (>1000 initiatives launched), has been 

successful more often (30 successful initiatives reaching the signature collection threshold), and is much 

more known among the population (48% have signed at least one CI). Only two initiatives have been 

accepted by the Parliament (the 2014 Equal Marriage Act and the 2018 Maternity Law). Despite this 

low number, 80% of the Finnish population believes the Finnish CI has improved the quality of 

democracy. Furthermore, Ms Setälä's research has shown that the Finnish CI has the potential to engage 

otherwise politically passive societal groups, and young people in particular. Ms Setälä explained the 

relative success of the Finnish CI by referring to the low participation barriers.  

After discussing the successful case of the Finnish CI, Toñi Vazquez (activist for housing rights in the 

PAH – Stop Evictions [Platform of People Affected by Mortgages], Spain) explained how she and her 

fellow PAH activists first used the rather unsuccessful Spanish CI to address the issue of evictions. 

500 000 signatures needed to be collected within nine months after the Standing Committee of the 

Parliament had accepted their initiative. All signatures had to be collected on official state-stamped 

papers. The organisers were highly successful and collected 1.5 million signatures, but the Spanish 

government blocked the legal reform that was asked for. Out of all 77 successful CIs, only one was 

adopted by the Parliament. Successful CI organisers are not even given the right to defend their initiative 

in Parliament. One positive thing to be shared about the Spanish CI is the opportunity for successful 

initiatives to get reimbursed for a certain amount of their campaigning expenses (up to 340 000 EUR), 

even though the reimbursement procedure is rather cumbersome. The PAH activists have not given up 

the fight against housing evictions – they have recently launched the ECI Housing for all to address the 

issue transnationally.  



The panel was concluded by Annija Emersone (Board member of organisation ManaBalss, Latvia), 

who spoke about the Latvian CI and the role the ManaBalss platform plays in its success. Just like the 

Finnish CI, the Latvian CI was introduced around the same time as the ECI, in this case in 2011. The 

Latvian CI was introduced after successful lobbying by the founders of ManaBalss and with a huge 

support network from several NGO organisations and individuals. 10 000 online or offline signatures 

are needed for initiatives to be submitted to and debated in Parliament. 67% of the initiatives that have 

received responses from Parliament have resulted in changed laws – which is the highest known success 

rate worldwide. Furthermore, 70% of the Latvian population has visited the platform of ManaBalss.lv, 

and 16.6% of the electorate have given their signature at least once. The success can be attributed in part 

to the trust from various stakeholders (citizens, government, media) in the instrument. ManaBalss is the 

only independent civil society platform providing the digital and support infrastructure for the Latvian 

CI.  

Part 2 – Group work: How to create a more successful ECI?  

The second part of the workshop was introduced by Carsten Berg (Director of The ECI Campaign), by 

means of a critical society perspective on the state of the ECI and its revision process. This was followed 

by the introduction of the three working groups that discussed different questions in parallel, the 

outcomes of which were shared with the whole group afterwards.  

Group 1 discussed the question: How to strengthen the digital participation infrastructure for the 

ECI? The group came to the conclusion that there was a need for a single central platform that allowed 

new ECIs to be connected to already existing national petitions and citizens' initiative platforms, thus 

allowing them to multiply their outreach. This platform would play a crucial role in building an effective 

digital participation infrastructure, complementing the services already provided through the ECI 

Forum. Suggestions also included: (1) know your audience and use the right channels to reach it. For 

example, if the national CI experience shows that most of the signatories come from friends/family and 

Facebook channels, use this information in ECI communications; (2) do not focus too much on engaging 

the existing community – from national experiences, the majority of the people come to CI platforms to 

sign just one initiative that they are somehow personally interested in, so attracting ad-hoc signatories 

could be more efficient; (3) consider an option to add “suggested initiatives” after a person signs an ECI 

– this could help to engage ECI platform users for a longer time and to create a community.  

Group 2 discussed the question: How to lower the bureaucratic hurdles and how to strengthen the 

institutional support for the ECI? This group came up with several suggestions on how to make the 

ECI more accessible for citizens, including the provision of financial support, administrative/legal 

support and a more developed ECI Forum (not limited to an online forum, allowing for sharing of best 

practices among ECI organisers).  

Group 3 discussed the question: How to strengthen the political impact of and how to increase the 

public awareness about the ECI? It was argued that the ECI should be more strongly connected to the 

national level, e.g. by involving national parliaments in the follow-up on successful initiatives or by 

combining national participation instruments with the ECI. Additionally, it was suggested to introduce 

randomly selected Citizens' Initiative Review panels in the follow-up on successful initiatives, following 

the example of the Citizens' Initiative Review they have in Oregon (USA). Lastly, it was proposed to 

connect the ECI more effectively with other already existing citizen participation instruments at EU-

level, such as citizens' consultations.  



The workshop was concluded on the note that the ECI could be improved significantly without further 

legislative changes, and that the existing national citizens' initiatives offer many lessons for the ECI. 

The legislative revision has resulted in a new dynamic and momentum for the ECI, but it is the 

responsibility of the EU institutions and all of us to make use of it. 


