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Abstract  

This paper presents some results of the second phase of the Technology 
Foresight (TF) study in Slovenia conducted in 2007 and 2008. The main goal of 
the TF study was to identify key technologies and R&D areas that are 
significant for the Slovenian economy. The main goal of this paper was to open 
some non-technological issues that came out of our research and discussions 
with experts that participated in discussion panels. The article promotes TF as 
a methodology, as a tool and as a valuable source of information for strategic 
planning in government, academic and business communities.  

Introduction 

Foresight studies have proved to be an effective policy tools to improve 
long-term R&D planning and decision-making processes, and particularly to 
enhance collaboration between academia, the private business sector, and 
government. In developed countries, the long-term R&D planning and decision-
making processes have become a crucial tool in strengthening development 
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processes. Many new EU member states have followed this experience hoping 
that it would contribute to narrowing their competitive gap in the global 
economy. In this region, central governments traditionally carried out national 
technology development planning with the participation of a narrow circle of 
experts from academia. However, economic competition and increasing 
globalisation required the introduction of more flexible and more objective 
approaches that would embrace all relevant stakeholders, particularly the 
business community. Foresight studies with strong methodological backgrounds 
and high applicability are one of the best available tools to support these trends. 

With this in mind, we implemented a Technology Foresight project in 
Slovenia in years 2007–2008. After that, it took us more than one year for data 
analysis, follow-ups and preparation of final reports. However, our objective 
was to finish the project before we shall start working on the new National 
Research and Innovation program 2011–2020. 

The main objective of the new national program is the significant 
improvement in our national R&D and innovation capacity and the transfer of 
knowledge to industry and wider society. However, experience from the similar 
national programs in the last two decades shows that we did not achieve many 
important goals. There were several reasons for that, but one of them was 
a never solved dilemma, what kind of R&D and what priorities small economies 
with very limited human and financial capital should have. Until now, we have 
avoided any detailed national technological priorities based on preselected and 
potentially promising technologies. The result was over segmentation of 
research funds and researchers that covered too wide a spectrum of 
technologies. Now, we are on the crossroad and have to decide whether should 
we follow the line of least resistance and let the researches select their own 
priorities, or should we provide some basic technological priorities and 
guidelines at the national level. We have not reached any final decisions, yet. 
Nevertheless, the main goal of our Technology Foresight project was to provide 
potential technological priorities, which could incorporate national authorities 
into the new National Research and Innovation program.  

We are also opening many dilemmas about small economies and their R&D 
role in the EU or even the global environment. Many argue that science should 
not follow any commercial goals, and others are arguing opposite. We believe 
that the role of science is twofold and that we have to follow both goals 
simultaneously – commercialisation and basic research without any direct 
application in mind. But, the smaller the nation is, the more difficult it is to 
satisfy both roles at one time. 

In the following chapters, we present our approach to Technology 
Foresight (TF), the main findings and technologies that we found appealing for 
a small country. This part illustrates some dilemmas that could be relevant and 
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some that are not. In the conclusions, we extract some policy implications and 
link results to national research policies. 

1. Some current experiences 

Future oriented technology analyses (FTA) have been presented by 
a number of authors as moving through successive generations [4, 14]. 
According to Georghiou, the first generation of FTAs focused on forecasting 
technological developments and the internal dynamics of technology. In the 
second generation, the emphasis was on the interplay of technology and markets 
with the participation of scientific research and industrial organisations. The 
third generation includes a broader social dimension, involving the concerns and 
inputs from social actors. In the fourth generation, foresight exercises have 
a distributed role in the science and innovation system. In the fifth generation, 
there is a mix of foresight exercises that are distributed across many research 
sites, with a particular concern on how to fit their scientific and technological 
dimensions into a broader economic and social environment [3].  

In parallel with the generational models, some authors [12, 20] proposed 
several principles relevant for FTA: 
1. The principle of future orientation: (FTA assumes that the future is not pre-

determined, it can evolve in different directions, depending on actions of 
different players). 

2. The principle of participation: (it demands the involvement of a wider 
number of different groups of actors concerned with the problems at stake). 

3. The principle of evidence: (foresight studies must rely on a sound knowledge 
base and various sorts of data from trend analyses and forecasting, 
bibliometrics to official statistics).  

4. The principle of multidisciplinarity: (foresight studies include increasingly 
different disciplines and areas of investigation). 

5. The principle of coordination: (foresights involve multiple actors around 
new agendas, resulting in a coordinated mobilisation of people and 
resources).  

6. The principle of action orientation: (FTA is not only about analysing the 
future developments, but also supporting actors to actively shape the future).      

Hungary was the first country from the CEE region to introduce technology 
foresight [15]. A few years later, other countries from the region, the Czech 
Republic, Poland, Romania, Estonia, Bulgaria and Slovenia [9, 22] also undertook 
the first steps towards promoting the Technology Foresights (TF) at the national 
and regional levels [1, 2, 11, 19]. However, we all learned from the experience of 
the most developed European countries, which demonstrated efficient 
methodologies and particularly follow-ups to their TF projects. For example, the 
Netherlands [6] was very successful in the area of TF implementation. After the 
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completion of a TF project, they reorganised and transformed the institution that 
conducted it. They expanded it and entrusted it with the responsibility to initiate 
policies and priorities, as well as TF implementation. As a result, they implement 
TF projects in five-year intervals. Trends in TF projects also show changes in the 
participants’ involvement. Verifications and discussions on expert panels are 
gradually replaced with the deeper and more formal involvement of participating 
institutions. This is the so-called “integrated TF type” that is typical for countries 
with several years of experience in TF, like Finland, the Netherlands, Sweden, 
Denmark, and Norway. 

The Finnish experience [8]) suggested that we would significantly improve 
the implementation of TF results if they are included directly into research 
priorities and policies. To create a consensus on national technological projects 
the implementation of TF results should not be limited to particular institutions or 
sectors. For that reason, it is extremely important to understand and appreciate the 
communication between stakeholders, changes in their forward thinking, their 
ability to raise innovative issues and even to change their attitudes towards 
problem solving. In the Slovenian case, for example, we tried to overcome 
a widely held perception that corporate management can integrate into their 
decision-making processes only short-term assessments. Several interviewees 
argued that prognosis for 10 to 15 years have no value for them. The German 
Future project took quite an opposite stand and showed that TF projects 
contributed to long-term strategic thinking even at the corporate levels. 

We also closely studied experiences from Finland [21]. They did not 
implement the TF at the national level, but in various sectors (energy, forestry, 
ICT, food technology, biotechnology). A group of experts from industrial R&D 
and top researchers set up a vision of the future, taking into account the 
demands and opportunities of Finnish researchers and the economy. They 
organised brainstorming sessions dealing with issues on a medium-term basis. 
By doing so, they stimulated implementation instead of in-advance networking 
and interactions between various research and industry groups. Participating 
experts in the TF came from the fields of technical and natural sciences and 
commercial users of technological innovations. The result was a consensus 
reached within various research groups and technological areas, and also 
between all relevant sectors at a national level.  

Foresight and innovation policy in small countries, particularly for those 
engaged in the fast-track process of catch-up and transition to a knowledge 
based economy, is set to become a more permanent feature of policy-making, 
particularly within Europe, where the utility of such activity is becoming 
increasingly recognised as a key tool for more coherent and sustainable 
development and supported through structural funds. This should open up an 
array of appropriate tools and approaches and the identification of good 
practices that can contribute to the knowledge pool for other small countries 
within Europe [13]. 
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As ascertained by Joyce Tait [23], in many European countries, a “political 
gap” exists between the needs of individual businesses and the formal decision-
making hierarchy, which is heavily influenced by academic lobbies, top political 
institutions and economic entities dominated by regional and local interests. It is 
an important challenge to close this political gap by efficient vertical and 
horizontal integration of governing levels and by transparent activities. This 
situation is more than obvious in almost all new EU member states. Another 
related challenge is how to establish an efficient and balanced dialogue among 
all stakeholders when “strong” partners, like some politicians and sometimes 
even individual scientist are playing an over-dominating role. 

TFs in Europe are still distinctly national; however, many indications show 
that we should look over national borders, too (UNIDO, 2002). The first step is 
to closely follow and analyse TF activities conducted within the 6th and 7th 
Framework Programme. We can also extract extremely valuable information 
and innovative ideas by comparing different TF studies in different countries. It 
could serve as a benchmark and should significantly improve the reliability of 
results of national foresights. 

2.  Overview of the Technology Foresight Study in Slovenia 

2.1. Goals of TFs and selected thematic fields 

The structure of the Slovenian economy and the relatively small size of the 
country significantly influenced the choice of the foresight approach. Many 
technologies cannot be developed below a certain “critical mass” of resources. 
A small country means smaller resources, which leads to an assumption that 
these countries can be successful only in technologies that are below these 
critical development resources. On the other side, there is an advantage for 
a small country, because the key shareholders usually know each other, or they 
use a common contact network enabling them to exchange various types of 
information relatively fast. However, this happens in an “ad hoc” manner, 
through informal channels in the absence of any organised and documented 
procedures and consequently cannot be any replacement for organised TF. For 
that reason, we opted for continuous forward thinking, which would be closer to 
government and business decision-makers and the research community. It was 
important to integrate anticipatory thinking into planning activities in 
government and also industry. As already mentioned, we severely lacked the 
involvement of some relevant stakeholders in the planning processes concerned 
with innovations and technology development. Therefore, the TF was supposed 
to integrate all stakeholders, which are viewed as the vital elements of strategic 
planning [24].  
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The goals of the Slovenian TF were similar to the goals of TF in other 
countries in the region or worldwide: 
1. The main goal was to identify the key technological areas relevant for the 

Slovenian economy and society.  
2. We intended to define R&D and technology priorities for the next 10 to 15 

years, as realistically as possible. 
3. We also wanted to strengthen a dialogue between industry on one side and 

scientists, R&D executives, and public officials on the other side.  
4. The final step of the TF should be a wide diffusion of results and recognition 

of priorities at the government and corporate levels. 
The Slovenian TF was distinctively technology-centric, scanning through 

all relevant areas in the search for key technologies. We based our methodology 
on the European Commission’s study of key technologies and emerging 
scientific and technological research topics in fifteen specific areas 
(biotechnology, nanotechnology, information and communication technologies, 
transport technologies, energy technologies, environmental research, social 
science and humanities, manufacturing and materials technologies, health 
research, agricultural research, cognitive sciences, safety technologies, 
complexity research and systemic research in the services sector) and their 
impact on EU competitiveness [7]. However, we had to reduce this wide 
spectrum of technologies to a more manageable number. Finally, we ended with 
six technological thematic fields: eco-technologies, sustainable chemistry, ICT, 
biotechnology, pharmaceuticals and nutrition, advanced materials and 
sustainable construction.   

We conducted the first phase of the TF in 2004 and 2005. At that time, the 
main task was to make a preliminary identification of priority theses for eight 
technological and societal areas. On the bases of lessons from the first phase, we 
prepared the second phase. In the paper, we present just the second phase of TF 
conducted in 2007 and 2008.  

 
Table 1. Responses by thematic fields 
 

Thematic field Number of responses Date of surveys 

  1. Eco-technologies 78 Oct. – Dec. 2007 

  2. Sustainable chemistry 55 July – Sept. 2007 

  3. Information and Communications 
technologies 

78 Nov. 2007 – Feb. 2008 

  4. Biotechnology, pharmaceuticals, nutrition 65 Oct. 2007 – Feb. 2008 

  5. Advanced materials 71 Oct. 2007 – Feb. 2008 

  6. Sustainable construction 52 Nov. 2007 – March 2008 
 

Source: Authors. 
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The questionnaires contained five topics covered with several questions: 
1.  Knowledge or competence of the respondent on the individual issue  

(scale 1–5); 
2.  The innovation level of a particular thesis in the Slovenian economy  

(scale 1–5); 
3.  The importance of a particular thesis for economic development in Slovenia 

(scale 1–5); 
4.  The prospect for implementing the thesis within the next 10–15 years (scale 

1–5); 
5. The prospect of Slovenia reaching one of the leading positions in R&D or in 

delivering new products or services (Yes–No). 

2.2. TFS procedure 

By implementing strict foresight [10], we tried to reduce the arbitrariness 
or predominance of individual views based on strong personal pretensions and 
authoritativeness. For that reason, we conducted the survey in 4 steps, allowing 
some filtering and reassessing the results:  

Step 1: Filtering respondents’ answers  
In the first step of the evaluation process, we ignored the answers of those 

respondents who assessed their knowledge of individual theses below 3, since 
respondents with too limited knowledge clearly cannot give a reliable 
judgement. The answers of the remaining respondents were processed further. 

Step 2: Determination of the shares of high assessments for each observed 
thesis 

For each of the six fields, we calculated shares of “high assessments,” i.e. 
rankings between 4 and 5 for questions 2 to 4, or “yes” answers for question 5.  

Step 3: Filtering the theses 
In the next step, the theses were filtered again: 
1. First filtering: elimination of theses whose share of scores 4 and 5 was 

lower than 50% for the following variables: innovation level, importance of 
such development for Slovenia, prospects of accomplishing the thesis within the 
next 10–15 years.  

2. Second filtering: elimination of theses whose share of “yes” answers was 
lower than 60% for the variables “prospects of Slovenia for one of the leading 
positions in this area with regard to R&D”, “prospects of Slovenia for one of the 
leading positions in this area with regard to economic use in new products and 
services”. As a result, we eliminated all theses with poor potential for future 
development and implementation. 

Step 4: Examination of the selected technological theses 
The final step was an in-depth analysis of selected theses and assessments. 

We organised expert panels with participants from specific fields. In an open 
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dialogue, they mutually re-assessed all theses and their potential making the 
final selection. We believed that the intuition of the high-ranking experts 
(university professors and leading R&D experts from industry) added an 
additional value and trustworthiness to the selected theses.  

2.3. Comments of results  

The development stage and structure of the Slovenian economy [17] played 
an important role in the assessment of the selected priority theses. 
Manufacturing industries were the highest on the TF priority list, because they 
encompass processes and entities required to create, develop, support, and 
deliver new products, process innovations, and manufacture engineering. The 
manufacturing sector in Slovenia has considerable economic, social and 
environmental significance. Presently, it contributes almost 23% of Slovenian 
GDP, 26% of its gross value added, and 29% of total employment. 

 

 
Fig. 1. Average assessment of the most prosperous technological theses by thematic fields in 

Slovenian industries (list of theses is presented in the appendix) 
Source: Authors. 

 
Sustainable chemistry was considered to be the most promising 

technological field in Slovenia. The top ten technologies range from new 
synthesis technologies for the pharmaceutical industry, polymers, and 
nanochemistry, to “green“ chemistry. A lack of skilled researchers in the 
business sector, fragmented R&D institutions, and the small size of enterprises 
hinder faster development of this sector. 

Biotechnology is based on several scientific disciplines and can affect 
different industrial sectors. We classified biotechnology applications into three 
fields: health-related, agriculture-related, and industrial biotechnology. In all 
these applications, the Slovenian economy has limited potential. However, the 
pharmaceutical industry producing generic drugs is at the pinnacle of the 
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Slovenian economy and is the leading export industry. Its research level is high, 
since they have registered numerous patents with the American and European 
patent offices. The foresight analysis stressed the need for the collaboration of 
all important market players (pharmaceutical and food-processing companies, 
universities, and research institutes) in order to achieve a critical mass of 
knowledge, experience, human resources, and financial resources. The selected 
theses range from generic pharmaceuticals and delivery systems to tissue 
engineering and new production processes in the pharmaceutical and food-
processing industries.  

Information and communication technologies (ICT) are the most important 
generic technologies because of their dominant role in all manufacturing and 
service industries [7]. They deserve special attention, due to their economic and 
social relevance, not to mention innovations. ICT is important for its inherent 
cross-disciplinary and cross-sectors nature and for its support to new ways of 
producing, trading and communicating. In the 1995–2002 period, the Slovenian 
ICT market grew considerably at 17.3% annual growth rate. In 2006, the share 
of ICT’s value added in the business enterprise sector reached 8.2%. The 
selected technological theses for the Slovenian economy range from embedded 
systems, service ICT platforms, and wireless controlling systems in traffic for 
process controlling technologies. 

Advanced materials were ranked in fourth place, regardless of limited 
innovation and human resource potential in Slovenian manufacturing. Despite 
these disadvantages, the prosperous kinds of materials are environmentally 
friendly materials, intelligent, multifunctional nanomaterials, special steel, etc. 

The fifth place went to eco-technologies. The selected technological theses 
in this thematic field were advanced waste and water treatment, eco-friendly 
products and services, technologies for diminishing emissions of “green house” 
gases, renewable energy, etc.  

Sustainable construction technologies received, on average, the lowest 
foresight assessments. The underlying reasons are low R&D investments and 
the current orientation to a less demanding domestic market. However, the 
priority theses are obviously extremely important: low energy consumption 
buildings, “bio-” and “smart-buildings”, prefabricated construction systems and 
new technologies for building renovations and adaptations. 

3. Lessons learned and some policy implications 

As we have already mentioned, the Slovenian TF was technology-centred. 
Nevertheless, in the analysis phase of the TF, we also assessed the filtering and 
selection of theses from a non-technological point of view. In the final discussion 
panels with selected experts, we identified many issues that were not directly a 
part of the TF but were important for the implementation of the results or for the 
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potential third phase of TF. Many of our conclusions are similar to other TF in the 
EU countries. The main message is that the identification of promising 
technologies is a significant task, but the main challenges are still on the path from 
research laboratories to industrial implementation. It is a long way to proceed with 
mainly non-technological obstacles. We will summarise some of these issues. 

As a small economy with consequently small R&D potential, we cannot 
develop technologies that require high R&D or industrial potential. We found 
ourselves selecting appealing technologies and, at the same time, considering a 
critical mass of resources for their development. Many small countries face the 
same problem. It means that all these countries are concentrating around similar 
development goals, which accidentally increase the competition and uncertainty. 
If would compare the list of promising technologies from our TF with similar 
results of other TFs in Central Europe, we would notice very similar priorities. 
It indicates that optimal selection of technologies should take into account 
development plans in other countries too. Avoiding unnecessary overlapping 
and search for niches could be one of the policy goals. Large economies with 
larger resources can comfortably develop high-cost technologies, which 
consequently face less competition.  

As a result, we are starting to wonder if we can even consider “national” 
TF, or if we have to go internationally from the beginning. This issue is 
particularly intriguing if we consider the business sector that is not national by 
its nature. Many enterprises are not interesting in pure national R&D and TF.  
They are looking for prosperous technologies, not even asking where they are 
developed. This national vs. international approach is something that smaller 
economies should take into deeper consideration. There are many options that 
can suit different circumstances. We presume that these issues will be opened in 
discussions on the Slovenian National Research and Innovation program 2011– 
–2020. However, the main obstacle for internationalisation is the fact that 
government is primarily financing national R&D and national scientists. From 
this point of view, the European Research Area is a great idea, but it still has 
very limited effects on national R&D programs. One reason is the relatively 
small share of the EU FP funds compared to the national R&D budget. The 
second is a historically grounded perception that the EU is just an additional 
funding source and not a strategy to be followed. We could do better in our TF 
to ask expert participants how they would assess EU R&D priorities from the 
Slovenian point of view. These priorities could even be an additional limiting 
factor for our priorities. 

On the positive side of the TF are changes in our perception of continuous 
forward thinking. In the future, we will have to overcome traditional and 
extremely rigid five-year or even longer planning in government agencies 
responsible for R&D and technological development. In Slovenia, we can see 
a reflection of this mentality in the National Research Programme for the period 
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2006–2010. We can also learn from TF and similar exercises in the technology 
oriented multinational companies. Usually, they are adopting and readjusting 
their technological vision every one or two years. For them, it is a never-ending 
story. The message is that the TF has to be a continuous activity, or repeated at 
least every two years. This is a conclusion of the majority of foresight studies 
across the Europe. However, no Central or Eastern European country even tried 
to implement this approach. It means that national policy-making bodies have 
still not accepted the Technology Foresights as a significant policy tool. 

The main pressure for more flexible and continuous R&D planning is 
coming from the business sector, which usually does not have time and patience 
to wait for a long-term R&D results. They expressed a special interest for short 
and sometimes simple research that produces relatively fast results. In the case 
of research that are more complex, they would be interesting in receiving results 
in phases that they can implement autonomously or gradually. It is obvious that 
we have to establish closer and permanent collaboration between the research 
community and decision-makers in industry, avoiding just “researcher to 
researcher” communications where the convinced are convincing the convinced. 
This is still a common practice in Slovenia and many other countries in the 
region. We also realised that many highly ranked researchers in the business 
sector have very limited decision-making power. Investments into technological 
development are notoriously risky, and it cannot be implemented without 
involving top managers. Top managers should be involved in TF and other 
technology development processes much earlier than we witness today. Sending 
them just “executive summaries” is simply not enough. We believe that this 
issue was the weakest point in our TF project. 

Finally, we turned our view to the future of TF and new priority tasks. We 
still have to focus on the currently identified theses for individual technological 
areas to reach a wider consensus on assessments. There is a lot of room for 
better interpretation and implementation of results. We should also invest more 
effort to make these results visible even to the general public. Rising public 
awareness about technology and development could indirectly influence 
decision-makers in government.  

Conclusion 

In the paper, we briefly presented the results of the TF in Slovenia. 
However, our main goal was to discuss some non-technological issues that came 
out of the research and also from discussions with experts that participated in 
our panels. We realised that the gap between the R&D community and the 
business sector is still too wide. Participation of researchers from business 
companies was expected and welcomed, but the real business decision-makers 
were not included at all. The “public researchers to business researchers” 
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dialogue was quite fruitful from the scientific and technological point of view, 
but it has limited business consequences. We should find additional stimulus for 
private enterprises to participate not only with experts but also with decision-
making management. Only they can integrate the results of TF into their 
business strategies. 

Another important issue in the future is the relation between “national” and 
“international” TF. Small economies face many limitations in their R&D and 
industrial potential. They are bound to focus on the development of technologies 
that require a lower “critical mass” of resources. On the other side, Slovenia is 
one of the most opened economies in Europe and is hosting many multinational 
companies that are interested in new technologies. Therefore, our TF goals that 
technologies should be “relevant for Slovenian economy” could be quite tricky 
to interpret. As a result, the multinational companies operating in Slovenia were 
not interested in our TF. 

The foresight exercised in Slovenia also disclosed the current vacuum in 
long-term visions of Slovenian research and technological development. We 
tried to promote the TF as a methodology, as a tool, and as a valuable source of 
information for strategic planning in government, academic and business 
communities. With the TF project, we created a better understanding of 
evolutionary paths of key technologies for all of them.  

We will assess the final implications and success of our TF efforts when 
we will see its real implications on the National Research and Innovation 
program 2011–2020. We do not expect that all proposed priorities will be 
accepted. We would reach an important objective if our non-technological and 
policy relevant findings and dilemmas will be further discussed and elaborated 
in the forthcoming process of accepting the Slovenian National Research and 
Innovation program.   
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Appendix 

The list of selected technological theses in Slovenia by key technology areas: 
1. Sustainable chemistry 

− new synthesis technologies for the pharmaceutical industry, 
− polymers, 
− nanochemistry, 
− advanced separation techniques, and 
− “green” chemistry. 

2. Biotechnology, pharmaceuticals and nutrition 
− biogeneric drugs; 
− new delivery systems for pharmaceuticals; 
− development and analytical methods for pharmaceuticals, food processing and the 

environment; 
− food biotechnology; and, 
− biocultures and microbes. 

3. Information and communication technologies 
− embedded systems, 
− service ICT platforms, 
− wireless monitoring systems in traffic, 
− process controlling technologies, 
− system security and reliability, and 
− broadband systems and the convergence of communication systems. 

4. Advanced materials 
− intelligent materials with sensor and actuator capacities, 
− multifunctional materials, 
− nano materials, 
− special steel products, 
− polymers for building materials, and 
− composites for thermal durability. 

5. Eco-technologies 
− environment acceptable products; 
− renewable energy resources (solar and wind technology, biomass); 
− rational use of energy; 
− advanced waste and water treatment (waste reprocessing equipment, recycling equipment, 

waste collection equipment, cleaning pumps etc.); and, 
− technologies for diminishing emissions of “green house” gases. 

6. Sustainable construction 
− energy-efficient manufacture of building materials; 
− energy-saving building of low-energy and ‘passive’ houses by using modern materials, 

equipment and systems; 
− engineering high-construction objects (“bio” and intelligent buildings by using new 

materials, polymers, ceramics); 
− prefabricated construction systems; 
− advanced road construction technologies; and, 
− cost-effective technologies for the sanitation of old buildings. 
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Foresight technologiczny w Słowenii – implikacje dla polityki 

Słowa kluczowe 

Foresight technologiczny, myślenie perspektywiczne, polityka B+R, prioryte-
towe kierunki badawcze, technologie kluczowe. 

Streszczenie  

W artykule przedstawiono wybrane rezultaty drugiego etapu narodowego 
programu foresight zrealizowanego w Słowenii w latach 2007–2008. Główny 
cel programu stanowiło wygenerowanie kluczowych technologii oraz kierunków 
naukowo-badawczych o priorytetowym znaczeniu dla gospodarki Słowenii. 
W artykule omówiono również aspekty pozatechnologiczne, które zidentyfiko-
wano w ramach prac paneli eksperckich. Podkreślono ważną rolę foresightu 
technologicznego jako efektywnej metody planowania strategicznego w insty-
tucjach rządowych, naukowych oraz biznesowych. 

 


