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2T0X0C ToUu European Interoperability
Framework

INTEROPERABILITY INITIATIVES SUPPORT EUROPEAN PUBLIC
SERVICES ACTIVITIES
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The EIS steers the EIF and all other
- associated efforts by setting strategic -— _

priorities and objectives

EIF SCOPE

Frameworks —— The EIF sets a framework to help design

European public services

Guidelines help establish European intero-
=P  perability services and tools that underpin
the delivery of European public services
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-t Activities to support Europegn public — _
services operational delivery
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Country Comparative by EIF Alignment
EIF Average
w— Estonia

w— (RrMany
— (reece

— w.ﬂia

Scoring
2 Fully aligned

1 Partially aligned
0 Not aligned

1, Principles 2. Conceptual 3, Interoperability 4. Interoperability 5. Governance

Mode| Levels Agreements
a, 3 EIF Aligament 0 1 2 0 ' 2 @0 1 2 9 1 2 1 2
Inte i Interoperabiity
ot Levels Estonla AN BNl EEEE EEEE .
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ADMINISTRATIVE REGIONS
OF GREECE

1 ATTICA

2 CRETE

, SOUTHERN AEGEAN

4 NORTHERN AEGEAN

§ EPIRUS

6 CENTRAL GREECE

7 WESTERRN GREECE

8 IONIAN ISLANDS

9 CENTRAL MACEDONIA
10 WESTERN MACEDONIA

11 EASTERN MACEDONIA
AND THRACE




Intelligence in e-Regional _Governments
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Local information

systems
' . Spreadsheets
‘ Reporting and

. querying
Process mining BUSINESS |NTELLENCE
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Data mining

Business performance
management

Decision engineering

Data warehousing

Digital dashboards
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Interoperable smart
e-Regional Governments
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NIF Comparison Framework

;l Enterprise Architecture /
Services & Organizational for Sarvi ;
Repository Business Process Alignment, Business Process Re-engineering
and Legal Issues)
i R
Access &
Collaboration Tools
Coﬂllluuon Framework
Certification Tools (For organisations, systems, data andpeople)

1 | |

“Systems" Level “Standards & Specifications” Level “Coordination” Level
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Papadopoulou, Maria (2016).







