°9 TRANSPARENCY ® #\TPAHCIAPEHTHOCT HYATA KOPYMLMJA
INTERNATIONAL TRANSPARENCY ZERO CORRUPTION

Fno6aneH Kopynuucku 6apomertap 2010

nobanHuoT Kopynuuckm 6apomeTtap (Bapometapot) Ha Transparency International (TI) e
HajroNemoTo rnobanHo UCTpaXKyBakbe Koe v npnbupa mmcaeraTa M UCKYCTBaTa Ha NOLUMPOKATA jaBHOCT
BO BPCKa co KopynuwujaTa. Bo 2010 rogmnHa BapomeTapoT BKAydyBa noseke og 91.500 ncnutanumum so 86
3eMju, NpaBejKM ro 0Ba UCTpaXKyBakbe 3a HajceondaTHO o4 NOYETOKOT Ha usgaHmeTto 8o 2003 roamHa, na
pocera. bapomeTtapoT rM ucTtpaxkysa CTaBOBWMTE Ha MOLIMPOKATa jaBHOCT BO BPCKAa CO CTEMEHOT Ha
KOpynumja BO HMBHaTa 3emja M HamopuTe Ha HWBHUTE BAagM 3a 6opba npoTus KopynuujaTa.
bapomeTapot 3a 2010 ncto Taka ro UCTparkyBa CTENEHOT Ha 3a4eCTeHOCT Ha NOTKYMNOT, NPUYUHUTE 3a
naakarbe NOTKyN BO M3MWHATaTa roAMHa, KaKo M CMPEeMHOCTA 33 NpujaByBakbe HA MHUUAEHTU NOBP3aHM
€O Kopynumja.

BapomeTapoT rM HafOMONHYBa CTAaBOBUTE HA HALMOHANUTE aHANUTUYAPU U BUSHUCMEHU YUK
MUC/IeHba ce NPeTCTaBeHU Npeky MHAEeKCoT Ha nepuenumja Ha Kopynumjata' u MHAEKCOT Ha naakaum Ha
non(yn2 Ha Tl. BapomeTapoT r1M npnMbupa CTaBOBUTE HA MOLIMPOKATA jaBHOCT 3a TOA KaKBO BAWjaHWE MMA
KopynuujaTa Bp3 KAYYHUTE MHCTUTYUMU. BapomeTpoT 3a 2010 ucTo TaKa MCTparkyBa BO KOro syfeTo
MMmaaT HajmHory gosepba Bo BogeHeTO Ha bopbaTa NpoTUB KopynunjaTa BO HUBHUTE APXKaABU.

Mpawarbata B0 bapomeTapoT BapumupaT o4 rogMHa BO rogmHa, nNpy WTO oAapeAeHU npallarba
poT1paaT 1 ce NMPUCYTHU BO OAPEAEHN rOANHW, A0AEKa NaK APYrv npallakba ce nojaBysaaT edHall uan
BO HepeaoBHM MHTepBanu. Kako pesynTaTt, BpemeHCKuTe cnopeabu ce orpaHUMYeHU Ha OHWMe Mmpallakba
KoM 6une BKAy4eHU BO ABe UK noseKe u3gaHunja. FleHepasHNOT NPUCTan KOH CropeayBakeTo BO BPCKa
co bapometapot 3a 2010 roguHa e ga ce cnopenat pe3y/nTaTuTe of OBaa roAuvHa Co npeaxoaHuTe
pacnofioXuBM pesynTatM 3a UCTUTE npawaka. Bo cute cnyyam, rogMHuUTe KoM ce crnopedyBaaT ce
HOTMpaHu Bo rpaduyKata Tabena u ce AOMNOAHETU CO aHANU3UTE 3a NMPOMEHUTE KOW HacTaHasle Co TeKOT

Ha BPEMETO.

JaBHOTO MuCAeE 3a KopynuujaTa € 04 UCKAYYUTENHO 3HaYerbe. Toa HyaM UCKAYyYUTENHO BUTeH
YyBUA BO TOa KaKo Kopynuujata BAMjae Bp3 YOBEYKUTE KMBOTM LWIMPYM CBeTOT. Transparency
International BepyBa AeKa e Ba)KHO 4a v MpUKa)ke nepuenummTe Ha NoLWMpPOoKaTa jaBHOCT BO BPCKa CO
KopynuujaTa 6uAaejkM jaBHOCTa HAjMHOTY M YyBCTBYBAa AWMPEKTHUTE U UHAMPEKTHUTTE MOCAEeANUN Of,
KopynuujaTa wupym ceeToT. Bo ncto Bpeme, Transparency International ja oxpabpysa jaBHocTa aa
npesB3eme aKTMBHa ynora Bo 6opbaTa MpoTMB KopynuujaTa M noaobpysarbeTo Ha BnageereTo. 3a
OCTBApyBatbe Ha OBaa L/, OBOrOAMHEWHOTO M3daHWe Ha bapomeTapoT 3a MpB NaT ja MCTpa)KyBa
CNpemHoCTa Ha NyfeTo Aa ce BKAydYaT Bo 6opbaTa NpoTUB KopynuujaTa.

1 , . . - .
3a noBeKe AeTanm noceteTe ja cieAHaBa CTpaHMLUA: www.transparency.org/policy research/surveys indices/cpi/2010

2 , . ) - .
3a noseKe geTanm noceTeTe ja cheaHasBa CTpaHMLA: www.transparency.org/policy research/surveys indices/bpi




CegmoTO M3gaHue Ha bapomeTapoT HyAM YHMKATHA MOXHOCT 3@ UCTpParkyBakbe Ha TOa KakKo
nepuenunnte 3a Kopynu,mja M NOTKYN Ha /'nyeTO ce nNpomeHunne Co TEKOT Ha BPeMETO BO pPas/INyHU

zemju’.
FnasHuTe pesyntatm og bapometapor 3a 2010 ce:
e HwuBoaTa Ha KOpynuMja BO CBETOT Ce CMETA AeKa ce NOKaymae BO NOCAegHUTE TPU rogMHN

O Okony wect og 10 nyfe npujaBune AeKa HMBOTO Ha Kopynuuja CO TeK Ha Bpeme
3abeneXKano nopacT BO HMBHATa 3eMja;

O HajronemuoT nopact e 3abenexaH BO OAroBopuTe Ha wucnuTaHuumte on CeBepHa
AmepuKa n EBponckata YHuja (Ey)4

o [l0/IMTUYKUTE NAPTUMN Ce NAEHTUGUKYBAHUN KAaKO HAjKOPYMMNUPAHUTE UHCTUTYLUW LUMPYM CBETOT

O Ocym og 10 nyfe cmeTaaT [AeKa MNOAUTUYKUTE MNAPTUM Ce KOPYMMMPaAHU WM
WCKNYYMTEIHO KOPYMMNUPaHW, a BeAHall Noc/ie HMUB Ce rparfaHCKUTe ycayru, CyacTsoTo,
nap/iameHTUTe U NoAMLMjaTa;

0 CoTeKHa BpemeTo, jaBHOTO MUcnere 3a NOINTUHKNUTE NapPTUK Ce BIOLWNANO, A0AEKA NAK
MUCNEHETO 3a CyACTBOTO Ce I'IO,CI,O6pVI}'IO,'

e  CUTHMOT MOTKYM OCTaHyBa LUMPOKO pacnpocTpaHeT npobiem 3a KOj MOKe [a Ce 3aK/y4n AeKa He
ce NPOMEHW/ aKo ce HanpaBgaT crnopeadu co UcTpaxkyBakeTo og 2006 roamnHa

0 MNonuumjata e naeHTMOMKYBaHa KaKO HajuecTMOT NpPMMay Ha NOTKyN BO nocnegHute 12
meceum. Kaj nonnumjata UCTO TaKa ce 3abenexyBa Hajrosiem MopacT Ha MHUMAEHTU
NoBp3aHM CO NOTKyn BO nocaegHute 12 meceun Bp3 OCHOBA Ha MMC/eHaTa Ha
NUCNUTAHULNTE;

O [pu MCNUTyBaHETO Ha AEBET CAYXKOW, Ce OUEHyBa AeKa NyfeTo KoM MMaaT MOHUCKM
npMmarba € NoBepojaTHO [eKa Ke maaTtaT MoTKyn Bo cnopeaba co Ayfeto Kou umaar

NMOBUCOKU NMPUMatba,

O KaKo npuumHa Koja Hajuecto ce fAaBa 3a OnNpasAyBarbe Mpu MakarbeTo MOTKyn e
nsberHysarbeTo npobsemu co BaacTure.

e BnaauHuTe akumu 3a 60pba NPOTUB KopynuMjaTa YECTO Ce CMeTaaT 3a HeepeKTUBHU

0 UWupym cBeToT, efieH Of ABajuLa CMeTa AeKa BNaMHUTE aKTUBHOCTM 33 CpeyyBakbe Ha
KopynuujaTa ce HeedeKTUBHY;

3 PesyntatuTe 3a cekoja 3emja nocebHo HasepeHW Bo AHekc [l ce ocobeHo 6orat m3Bop Ha MHPoOpPMaLMM KoM
YKarKyBaaT Ha noraeaute 3a, M UCKycTBaTa BO BPCKa CO Kopynuuja. Fo oxpTabpyBame AETaNHOTO UCMMTYBakbe Ha
OBME Pe3yNTaTu Co e 4a ce BOCMOCTABaT LM 33 aKLuKM BO 061acTv Ha 3emjuUTe BO KOM UTHU aKLMM ce NoTpebHu
* 3a pervoHanHu rpynupatrba norneaHeTe ja Tabenarta nogony
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Mako nornegute ce HemaaT reHepasiHO NPOMEHETO HU3 FOAMHUTE, CEMaK MUC/IeHaTa 3a
BMIAANHUTE Hanopwu ce Baowwune BO Naumdumyka Asuja, JlaTMHCKa Amepuka W
cyncaxapcka AdpwuKa, a ce nomobpuie BO nopaHewHuTe penybankm Ha CCCP,

MoHronuja n Bo CesepHa AMepuKa;

Mma manky gosepba Bo GoOpManHUTE MHCTUTYLUKM Npu 6opbaTa NpoTMB KopynuumjaTa

EneH on yeTBOpMLI@ BO CBETOT HE U BepyBa MCKAYYMUTENIHO Ha HUTY eHa KOHKpeTHa
MHCTUTYLMja BO bopbaTa NpoTnB KopynunjaTa;

OKony efeH oA YeTBOpPULA BEPyBa AeKa MeAUYMUTE UMW BAadaTta MOMKaT HajMHory aa
npuaoHecat 8o 6opbaTta NpoTUB KopynuujaTa.

MNocTon 3HauYnTeNHOo BAMjaHMe AeKa jaBHOCTa MMa y/10ra BO 3aNnpakbeTo Ha KopynumjaTa, Kako m

CNPEeMHOCT 3a aKL1ja U NpujaByBarbe Ha KOpynuMja Kora uctaTa Ke HacTaHe

(0]

Ceaym oa 10 ucnutaHMuM BepyBaaT AeKka 0bUUYHUTE Nyfe MOXKaT Aa HanpaBaT pa3/nka
Bo 6opbHaTa NpoTMB Kopynuujata, AOAeKa Mak MONOBMHa MOXKaT Aa ce 3amucnat cebe
CM KaKo y4yecHuum Bo bopbara;

JlyfeTo ce cnpemHu ga npujaBaT Kopynuuja Ha Baactute: ceaym of 10 nyre musjasune
Oeka bu npujaBuae cnyyaj Ha Kopynuuja. CnpemHOCTa 3a NpujaByBakbe Kopynuuja e

noHarsiaceHa Bo Amepuka u Bo EVY.

Bo npunor ce perMoHanHuTe KnacupukaLmm Kom ce KopucteHu Bo bapometaport 3a 2010:
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1. CrasoBsuTe WKUpym cBeTOT: Kopynuujarta ce 3ronemuna BO USMUHATUTE TPU FTOANHM

CreneHOT Ha Kopynuuja ce noKavymn BO U3IMUHATUTE TPU FOAMHW CMETaaT UCNUTAHMLMTE Ha
BapomeTtapot 3a 2010 roauHa. HewTto noseke oA nonvBMHaTa O, UCNUTaHMUWUTE CMeTaaT AeKa
KopynuujaTa ce 3rofiemuna, AoAeKa NaK Tpojua of AeCeTMMHA, CMeTaaT AeKa CTeneHoT Ha
Kopynumja oCTaHan HenpoMeHeT BO U3MWHATUTE Tpu rognHn. Camo epeH of ceaym UCIUTAHULN
CMeTa AeKa CTENEHOT Ha Kopynuuja ce Hamaann BO U3MUHATUTE TPU rOgMHU. KeHnTe noyecTo of
MaXKuTe buae Ha MUCNEHE AeKa HUBOTO Ha Kopyrnuuja ce NoKavymao BO U3MUHATUTE Tpu roguHu ( 60
% HacnpoTtn 52 %).

MocTojaT perMoHanHW pasnuvKM BO Mepuenuujata Ha NPOMeHUTe BO CTeNeHOT Ha Kopynuuja.
Noneka noseke of 2/3 oa ucnutaHuumte 8o EY n CeBepHa AMepuKa ce Ha MUCIEHE AeKa NocTon
nopacT Ha Kopynuujata BO WU3IMMHATUTE TPWU FOAMHM, OoBaa Opojka e nmomana o NONOBMHA BO
naunduuka Asmja n nopaHewHuTte penybamkn Ha CCCP n MoHronuja ( FpadukoH 1). Bo cekoj cnyyaj,
Aypu 1 BO OBME ABa pPernoHa, UCNUTaHMUUTE TPM NaTM NOBEKe U3jaByBaaT AeKa NMOCTOM NOPACT Ha
KopynuujaTa OTKOJIKY HamaslyBakbe Ha uctata ( nornegHete ja Tabena 1).

Figure 1 Changes in corruption levels in the past three years, by region
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted.



1.1 CeKTop WAM MHCTUTYLM]ja KOja e HajMHOrY 3acerHarta og, Kopynuuja: NOAUTUYKUTE NapTUmn

bapomeTtapoT 3a 2010 coap:ku npallarba 3a MUC/NEeHaTa Ha UCNUMTaHULMTE 3a CTENEHOT A0 KOoj
CEKTOPUTE U MHCTUTYUMUTE BO HMBHATa 3eMja ce 3acerHaTV oA Kopynuuja. JiuctaTa ro BKAyvyBsa
rpafaHCKMOT CeKTop>, 06pPa3sOBHMOT CUCTEM, CYACTBOTO, MEAWUYMWTE, BOjCKaTa, HEBAAAUHUTE
opraHv3aumMu, napAameHToT, noaAuumjaTa, MOAUTUUYKUTE NapTUKM, MPUBATHUOT CEeKTop U
pPenurnosHuTe Tena.

FnobanHo, NOAUTUYKMTE NAPTUM Ce HajMHOrY 3acerHaTv of KopynuujaTta: okony 80 % og, cute
UCNUTAHULM CMeTaaT AeKa MapTUUTe ce WM KOPYMMUPaHU WM EKCTPEMHO KopymnupaHu. MNocne
HWB Cneau raynata Ha jaBHU CNy»K6eHULM, MapAaMeHTM U noavumja. TpeTaTta rpyna Ha MHCTUTYTL MK
Cce cocTou of, NPMBATHMOT CEKTOP, PEeNUrMO3HWUTE Tena, CyACTBOTO, MeauMymuTe U 06pasoBHMOT
cuctem. McnuTaHUuuMTEe WUPYM CBETOT CMeTaaT AeKa BOjcKaTa M HeBNaAMHWUTE OpraHu3auum ce
HajManKy KOpyMnupaHu, Ho cenak okony 30 % cmeTaaT geKa Tve ce KOPYMMUpPaHU UAN eKCTPEMHO
Kopymnupanu ( FpadukoH 2).

Figure 2 Perceived levels of corruption in key institutions, worldwide
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted. Colour of the institutions
represents the groups identified by cluster analysis, and indicates that there is a statistical difference between them.

5 .
MpalwakeTo ce ogHecyBa Ha jaBHUTE CAYKOEHULM AN APpXKaBHUTE CAYKEEHMLM.



lpadMKOHOT 3 'M NpUKaxKyBa CTaBOBMTE Ha /IyfeTo 3a TOa AeKa B/IMjaHMETO Ha KopynuujaTa Bp3
K/NIYYHUTE CEKTOPM HE Ce MPOMEHWUIO 3HAYUTENIHO CO TEKOT HA BpemeTo. Bo 2010 roamnHa, UCTO KaKo
u Bo 2004 roanHa, Ha BPBOT Ha JINCTUTE Ce HaofaaT NoJIMTUYKUTE NapTUK, a Ha AHOTO CE€ CMECTEHU
HeBNaAUHUTE OpraHM3auuMm 1 BojckaTta. Cenak, peNMrmosHuTe Tena U NoJUTUYKUTE NapTum benexxaT
HajBMCOK CTeneH Ha NOpacT 3a B/AMWjaHME OfF, KOpynuuja cO TEeKOT Ha Bpemeto. CrasosuTe 3a
HEeB/MIAANHUTE OPraHM3aLLMKN 1 33 MPUBATHUOT CEKTOP CENakK ce BaowWwuAe. 3HaYajHO e Aa ce CMoOMeHe
W OeKa jaBHOTO MUC/IeHe 3a CyACTBOTO ce Nogobpuno: 6pojoT Ha OHME KoM CYyACTBOTO ro CMeTaaT 3a
KOPYMMNUPAHO MU/IN 32 EKCTPEMHO KOPYMMMpaHo ce Hamanmn 3a 10 %.

Figure 3 Corruption affecting key institutions/sectors, comparison over time, overall results
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2004 and 2010. Percentages are weighted. Only countries
included in both editions are used in the analysis.

2. UcKycTtBaTa Ha HYI"eTO CO CUTHUOT NOTKYN: eaeH o4 YeTBopuua BO CBETOT N/1IaTUN NOTKYN

BapomeTtapoT 3a 2010 rogMHa rm UCTpaXKyBa MCKYCTBaTa BO BPCKA CO CUTHWMOT MOTKYN momery
NnoliMpoKaTa CBETCKa jaBHOCT npalwysajkm noseke og 77,000 KOpUCHWUM Ha A€BET pPas/iMyHu
OCHOBHU CNYX6M Janu Tpebano Aa nnataT NOTKyN NPM HUBHATa KOMyHMKaLMja co oBue cysK6um®.
Kako 1 namunHatute usgaHunja Ha bapomeTtaport, Taka u nsgaHueto 3a 2010 ro ucnutysa NOTKYNOT BO

6 .

BapomeTapoT rm McKaydyBa OHME UCMUTAHULM KOU He M3jaBue AeKa MMaaT KOHTaKTU CO OCHOBHUTE cayxbu. Co
Apyrn 360poBKM, CAMO OHME KOM MMAAT KOHTAKT CO CAyKbute 6Mne UCNUTaHU Aann nnatuae MNoTKyn AOoAeKa
KOMYHULMpPAne co HUB.



C/ly4amTe Kora /yfeTo MMaaT KOHTaKT cO UapuHaTta, obpa3oBaHMETO, CYACTBOTO, 3EMjULLHUTE
yenyrm’, MeOMUMHCKMUTE YCAYTW, NOAMLMjaTa, PErucTpuTe M CAyK6WUTe 3a u3paBarbe [03BoanS
AaHOoYyHaTa aAMUHUCTpauMja U ApyrM cnyxbu. EaeH of yeTBOpuUa KOPUCHULM Ha OBUE YCAYTU
npwujaBun nnakake Ha NOTKyN BO nocnegHuTe 12 meceum.

lpynaTa Ha 3emju Kou 3abenerkane HajBUCOK CTEMEH Ha CUTEH MOTKYM M BKAyYyBa: ABraHUCTaH,
BaHrnagew, Kamboua, KamepyH, NHawnja, Upak, lnbepuja, Hurepuja, ManectmHa, CeHeran, Cuepa
JleoHe n yraHp,ag. (Tabena 1 Koja e NnpuKarka NOA0NY 'Y NOKaXKyBaaT KOMMJETHUTE pe3yaTaTh).

Table 1 Percentage of respondents who report paying bribes in the past year to different service
providers, by country’

Country/Territory

Group 1: 50 per Afghanistan, Bangladesh, Cambodia, Cameroon, India, Iraq, Liberia, Nigeria, Palestine, Senegal,
cent or more Sierra Leone, Uganda.

% of respondents
Who.report payﬁng Group 2: Between |Azerbaijan, Bolivia, El Salvador, Ghana, Kenya, Lebanon, Lithuania, Mexico, Moldova,
a bribe to receive|30 and 49.9 per cent|Mongolia, Pakistan, Ukraine, Vietnam, Zambia.
attention from
any of nine
different service
providers in the
past 12 months . Argentina, Austria, Bulgaria, China, Czech Republic, Fiji, France, Greece, Indonesia, Italy,
Group 4: Between 6 . P . . .
Japan, Kosovo, Latvia, Luxembourg, Poland, Philippines, Malaysia, Serbia, Singapore,
and 19.9 per cent -
Taiwan, Vanuatu.
Australia, Brazil, Canada, Croatia, Denmark, Finland, Georgia, Germany, Hong Kong,
Iceland, Ireland , Israel, Korea (South), Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, United Kingdom, United States.

Group 3: Between |Armenia, Belarus, Bosnia & Herzegovina , Chile, Colombia, FYR Macedonia, Hungary, Papua New
20 and 29.9 per cent|Guinea, Peru, Romania, Russia, Solomon Islands, Thailand, Turkey, Venezuela.

Group 5: Less than
6 per cent

Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted. Figures are calculated for
those respondents who came in contact with the services listed and paid a bribe to any of the providers. Groups were
defined using cluster analysis. The result for Malaysia was calculated for 8 services instead of 9 because the question about
tax administration was not included in the survey. Morocco is not included in the table due to their low reported contact
rate with most services and South Africa was not included because of data validity concerns regarding this question.

Kako 1 usmmHatuTe rogmHun, Taka n bapometapot 3a 2010 roamnHa NoOKaXKyBa AeKa nomiagute
nyfe ce nocnpeMHW ga nnataTt Kopynumja Bo cnopeaba co noctapute nyfe. Okony 35 % opf, oHMe Kou
WTO NpujaBune Aeka naaTune NOTKYyNn BO M3MMHATaTa roguHa ce Ha Bo3pacTt og 30 roamHu mam ce
nomsagu, goaeka nak 21 % Ha Bo3pacT o4, 65 UM noBeKe roanHN NpujaBue candeH HacTaH (Tabena 2).
BapomeTtapot 3a 2010 He 3abenerkyBa 3HauuTe/IHA MOJI0OBA pPa3/iMka BO MNPUjaByBakbeTO HA CUTHA
Kopynuwuja. OBae moxke Aa ce 3abenexun pasnuka Bo cnopeaba co npeaxogHuTe usgaHwuja Kage wWwTo

7 Yenyru noBp3aHm co KynyBarbe, NPOAABathbe, HAaCAeyBatbe U U3HAjMYBAtLE Ha 3eMjuLLTE.

8 Ycnyrute Kou ce oBae BKAYYEHM v ondaKkaaT rpafaHCKUTE perncTpum 3a poaeHun, 6pakosu, IMLEHUM 1 A03BON.

° [pynuTe ce U36paHM NPeKy KOPUCTEHbE HA KNACTEPCKM aHaU3M.

1% Cnyx6uTe BKRNYdyBaaT: LApUHA, 06Pa30BaHNE, CYACTBO, MEAMLMHCKM YCAYIW, MOANLMIA, 3EMULIHN CayK6M,
perncTpu v cny»bu 3a nsgasarbe 40380, LAHOUHU CAYKOU U yCayru.



NCnnTyBakaTa NOKaxKyBaa AeKa € Nomasia BepOjaTHOCTa 3a XXeHuTe Oa anjaBaT nnakame NOTKYN (AHEKC

A).

Table 2 Percentage of people who report paying bribes to
different service providers' in the past 12 months, by age

group.
Age Group Percentage
Total Sample 25%
Under 30 35%
30-50 22%
51-65 18%
65 + 21%

Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010.
Percentages are weighted.

2.1 CuTeH NOTKyN: NoAMLMjaTa Ha BPBOT Ha IMCTaTa

Monnumjata e Ha BPBOT HA MHCTUTYLMUTE 32 KOW HAjY4ECTO Ce M3jaBMIO AeKa Ce MPMMaduM Ha
noTkyn. Kako wTo nokaskysa padumkoH 4 nogony, Tpojua oA 10 o4 OHME UCMUTAHMLM KOW Mmane
KOHTAKT CO MoauumjaTta WMPYM CBETOT U3jaBune geka naatune notkyn. CyacTBOTO, perncrpure m
M34aBayunTe Ha A03BOJIN Ce HapegHW Ha nncTtata. Ha KpajoT Ha auctata, CO MOMAnKy og, net
MPOLLEHTM Ha CAyYam CO NOTKYM, CE€ OHME KOWU MMale KOHTAKT CO AaHOYHaTa agMUHUCTPaLMja.

11 . .
Cny:kbute BK/AydyBaaT: UapuHa, 0bpasoBaHMe, CYACTBO, MEAMLMHCKM YCAYrM, NOAULMja, 3EM]ULLIHU CAYK6M,
PerucTpu v cayx6u 3a n3gasarbe f03B0OJM, JAHOUHU CAYKOU U yCayru.



Figure 4 Percentage of people who report paying a bribe in the previous 12 months, by service
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted and calculated for
respondents who came in contact with the services listed. Colour of the institutions represents the groups identified by
cluster analysis and indicates that there is a statistical difference between reported levels of bribery by service.

Ce 3abenexyBa noctoere Ha pernoHanHu pasanku. bapometapoT 3a 2010 noKaxyBa Aeka

ucnuTaHuumnTe Bo naunodudka Asmnja n JlaTuHcKa Amepuka npujasysaat norosiem 6poj Ha ciy4yaum Ha

NOTKYN NPV KOHTaKTUTEe co cyacteoTo. Cyncaxapcka AdpuKa npujaByBa HajBUCOKO HMBO Ha NOTKYnN

BO perucTpute u caykbute 3a nsgasarbe A03BOIN- CKOPO HA MCTO HMBO CO MOTKYM BO moauuwmjata.

JaBHOCTa BO 3emjute Ha EY HaBeayBa geka uapuHaTa e ciay)kbaTa Koja HajMHOry NOAJ/IEXW Ha

Kopynuuja, AofdeKa nak Toa Bo CeBepHa AMepuKa ce 3emjuliHuTe cny»bu. Cenak Bo oBMe ABa

PEervoHM LeNoKyMHaTa CTanKka Ha Kopynuuja ocTaHyBa HUcKa ( Tabena 3).



Table 3 Percentage of people who report paying a bribe in the past 12 months, by
service/institution and region

Asia Latin Middle East North Sub- | Western

Service provider i EU+ . and North NIS+ - Saharan | Balkans+ Total
Pacific America ) America :

Africa Africa Turkey
Police 18% 4% 19% 37% 38% 4% 44% 15% 31%
Registry and Permit Services 15% 3% 12% 30% 20% 5% 41% 9% 22%
Judiciary 27% 3% 23% 30% 26% 6% 20% 14% 16%
Customs 8% 7% 17% 23% 27% 5% 13% 14% 10%
Utilities 13% 2% 9% 23% 5% 3% 15% 5% 9%
Medical Services 10% 2% 11% 21% 28% 3% 13% 15% 8%
Education System 10% 3% 9% 23% 20% 4% 8% 10% 7%
Land Services 18% 4% 11% 29% 25% 8% 4% 12% 7%
Tax Revenue 10% 2% 8% 15% 10% 3% 4% 7% 5%

Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted and calculated for

respondents who had contact with the services listed.

2.2 YHa3apyBarbe KaKo pe3yntaTt Ha CUTHUOT NOTKYN

BapomeTapoT 33 2010 noKaxkyBa fAeKa NOBTOPHO NOCUPOMALLHUTE Nyfe LWMPYM CBETOT Ce MHOrY
MoYyecTo nog B/AujaHME Ha MOTKYNOT. Bo ocym of AeBeT CAyXbu, KOPUCHULMUTE YnM MPUXOAM Cce
HUCKM MHOTY NOYecTo NnakaaT MOTKyn BO cnopenba co OHME KOW U3jaBuie AeKa MMaaT NMoBUCOKM
npvmarba. Hajronemute pasnmku NocTojaT Npu KOMYHUUMPaHETO CO LapuHaTa M CO PErucTpute u
CNyXbuTe 3a M3gaBarbe A03BO/IM, AOAEKA NaK UCMMTAHWULMUTE CO MOHWUCKM MpMxoau npujaBysaaTt

nobpojHu cnyyaun Ha Kopynumja ( FpadmKoHOT 5).



Figure 5 Percentage of people who report paying a bribe in the previous 12 months, by income and
service
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted and calculated for
respondents who came in contact with the services listed.

2.3 Hema HamanyBsare Ha CUTHMOT NOTKYN BO NocaeaHUTe net roauHu

BapomeTapoT 3a 2010 0BO3MOXKYBA Aa MCTPa)KMMe KaKO MCKycTBaTa CO CMTHMOT MOTKyN ce
NPOMEeHW/Ie CO TEKOT Ha BpemeTo. Bo BpcKa co oBa pesyataTuTe ce obecxpabpyBayku: Ha rnobanHo
HMBO, KOPUCHULMUTE Ha CeayM OCHOBHW YCAYrM npujaByBaaT nnakakbe Ha CUTEH MOTKyM BO
NnocAefHOTO UCTpaXKyBakbe, WTO MpeTcTaByBa CAMYHA BPOjKa CO CTENeHOT Ha NOTKyNn o4 npeg net
roavHu. Ho oHa WTO 3arpuiKyBa ywTe NoBeKke e pesyaTaToT AeKa Ha HMBO Ha MHCTMTYUMja/ cnyKba-
6p0ojoT Ha NpujaBeHM Cayd4an Ha MOTKYM BO CYACTBOTO, No/avuMjaTa U PerucTpute u cay:bute 3a
[03BO/IN Ce 3roeMn Bo cnopeaba co npeaxoaHute pesyntatu (Fpapukor 6).



Figure 6 Percentage of people who report paying a bribe, comparison over time, by service
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2006 and 2010 Percentages are weighted and calculated
for respondents who came in contact with the services listed. Only countries included in both editions are used for
comparison.

PeroHanHu BapujauMu nocTojaT U Npu NpUjaByBarbeTo Ha CUTHUOT MOTKyn. Bo 3emjute op,
3anageH bankaH v Typumja, Kako 1 Bo 3emjute of Cyncaxapcka AdpuKa, UCNUTaAHMLMTE U3jaBuie Aeka
noTKynoT ce 3ronemun. O Apyra cTpaHa, b6pojkaTa Ha NOTKyNW onagHana BO Nauuduyka Asuja.
(TpaduKoH 7).



Figure 7 Percentage of people who reported paying bribes, comparison over time, by region
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2006 and 2010. Percentages are weighted and calculated
for respondents who came in contact with the services listed. Only countries included in both editions are used for
comparison. The Middle East and North Africa and the Newly Independent States+ regions are not included as there were
too few countries from these regions covered by the 2006 Barometer.

2.4 Kon ce npuuMHuTe 3a naakawe noTtkyn? [la ce usberHat npobnemu co BnaacTute, ce

oAarosopuTte Ha noeeKeTo

3a ga gonpuHece KOH noanaboko  pasbuparbe Ha MCKycTBaTa Ha /yfeTo CO MNOTKynoT

BapomeTapoT 3a 2010 ucTparkyBa Koja e NpuYMHaTa 3a naakarkbe noTKyn. bapomeTapoT KOHKpeTHOo

' npawysa UCNUTaHWUUTE Oa ja cenekTnpaart npunvmHata nopagun KOja nocneneH nat naatune

NOTKYyNn BpP3 OCHOBa Ha nNpeaxoaHO AO0CTaBeHa J/IUCTa. OKOJ'Iy nonoBMHa oO4 CUTE UCNUTAHUNUU

npujasuae geka nocnefHUoOT NaT Naatuae NOTKyN cCo uen Aa nsberHat npo6nemm CO Bnacrtute.

Ckopo % opg, vcnuTaHMuMTe ro HaBesna M3pasoT ,3abp3yBarbe Ha paboTUTe” KaKo MpUYMHa 3a

nnakake NoTKyn. BeaHal 3aa oBa ce HaBeAyBa , Aia ce Aobue ycnyra Koja WTo Ha UCMUTaHLMUTE UM

npunara“ Kako NpMumnHa 3a gasarbe NoTkyn (Tabena 4).

OBue 30UMpPHM pe3ynTaTy MOKaxKyBaaT PernoHanHu pasanku. Bo nmaumduuka Asmja, HajuyecTa

NMPUYNHaA 3a NOTKyNn € AO6VIBaI-be ycnyra KOja WwTo My npmnal‘a Ha UCNUTAHUKOT, AO4EKaA MNaK BO

cyncaxapcka Adpuka npuunHata e msberHyBarbe npobnaemm co Bnactute. Bo Banckmor UcTok um

CeBepHa AdpuKa, /laTuHCKa AMepuKa M nopaHewHuTe penybamku Ha CCCP u MoHroanja HajuecTo

CNOMeHyBaHa NpuMYKnHa e 3abp3yBarbeTo Ha paboTute.



Table 4 Percentage of people by region reporting that the last bribe paid was to...

Asia Latin Eglsctkillﬁd North Sub- | Western
" EU+ | Americ ) NIS+ Saharan | Balkans | Total
Pacific North America -
a Africa Africa | +Turkey

Avoid a problem with the authorities
Speed things up

Receive a service entitled to

Don't know

Don't remember

12%
28%
35%
20%
5%

6%
15%
8%
59%
12%

10%

44%

34%
8%
5%

9%
48%
14%
20%
10%

16%
9%
6%

59%

10%

12%
28%
21%
33%
6%

67%
20%
11%
1%
0%

6%
21%
15%
53%

5%

44%
22%
17%
14%
3%

Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted.

3. TMepuenuuu n UCKYCTBa Ha jaBHOCTa BO BpPCKa CO Kopynu,uja'ra HaCNpoTU eKCNPeTCKUTe OUEHKHU

bapomeTapoTt 3a 2010 gaBa MOKHOCT 3a pa3r/iefyBakbe Ha jaBHOTO MUCNEHE 3a KopynuujaTta
HacnpoTW norneguTe Ha ekcnepTuTe. MHAEKCOT Ha nmepuenuuja Ha Kopynuwujata Ha Transparency
International ro mepu cTeneHOT Ha BOOYEHa KOpPyMuUWja BO jaBHUMOT CEKTOP BO 3eMjuUTe LUMPYM
csetor.? MNocnegHoTO M3aaHme Ha MHaekcot 3a 2010 rognHa M3BpLIM OUEHKA Ha 178 3emju wnym
CBETOT, Kopuctejku ckana og 10 ( mHory ,,umctn” og Kopynumja) o 0 (BUCOKO HMBO Ha Kopynuuja).
Bo cnpopenba co nobanHMOT KOpynuMCKM GapomeTap Koj ro pedneKkTMpa jaBHOTO MUCNEHE,
NHAeKcoT Ha nepuenumja Ha KopynuumjaTa rv oapasyBa MUC/eHaTa Ha eKcnepTuTe U BUSHUCMeEHUTE.

Kako wTto nokaxyea lpaduKoH 8, nepuenuumte Ha reHepasHaTa jaBHOCT13 NPUKaxaHn BO
BapomeTtaport 3a 2010, n nepuenunmTe Ha ekcnepTmuTe BO MHAEKCOT Ha nepuenuuja Ha KopynuymjaTta
3a 2010 roauHa, ce noknonysaat . OBa 3Hauy AeKa, BO NPOCEK, BO OHME 3eMjU1 Kage BU3HUCMEHUTE,
aHaNMTUYapUTE M eKCMepTUTe CMeTaaT AeKa Kopynumjata e LWWMPOKO pacnpocTaHeTa, MUCIEHETO CO

HUB ro geam n NnownpoKaTa jaBHOCT.

Cenak, Mma 3emju U TepuTOPUMU Kage LWTO OBMEe ABe NepCnekTUBM ce passiMKysBaaTt. Bo
ABcTtpanuja, KaHaga, Yune, XoHr KoHnr, Wpcka, JanoHuja, HoB 3enaHa, ObegmHeToTo Kpancteo u
CoegmHeTtnte AMepuKaHCKM [pXKaBu eKcnepTute U aHaAUTUYapuUTe MMAaT NONO3UTUBHO MUC/IEHE
BO crnopeaba co MUC/IEHETO Ha HAaceNEeHNETO, KOe CMETa fieKa CTENEHOT Ha Kopynuuja Bo 3emjaTa e

Ha NOBUCOKO HUBO.

3a nogetanHu uHdopmaumm 3a MHAEKCOT HA MepuenuMja Ha KopynuujaTa noceTeTe ja cnefHaBa CTpaHWUaA:

http://www.transparency.org/policy research/surveys indices/cpi/2010

13
3a fa ce pasbepe Kako ce BpwM cnopeaba Ha pasMYHUTE Mepuenuuu, Co3gadeH e npoceyeH pesynTaTt 3a
nepuenuuMTe Ha jaBHOCTa BO BPCKa CO KOpynuujaTa BO MET jaBHW MHCTUTYLIMM KOW Ce COCTaBEH AeN Ha e4HO 04

npalwaraTa Ha bapomeTapoT, NOTOYHO Ha MpallareTo , A0 KOj CTeneH cnopes, BalleTo corieayBarbe ciefHuBe
CeKTopu/ WMHCTUTYUMKM ce MOo4 BAMjaHME Ha Kopynuuja?“. Pe3ynTaTtoT o4 OBa Mpallakbe ce cropegysa co
pesyntatute of NHAEKCOT Ha nepuenumja Hakopynuujata 3a 2010. Kako u Kaj MIHAEKCOT, Taka M Npu MepeHeTo Ha
nepuenuujata Kaj rpafaHuTe ce Kopuctu ckana og 0 go 10, Kage wTto 10 e mHory ,,4McT” o4 Kopynuuja, AoAeKa nak

0 e BUCOKO HMBO Ha Kopynuuja.
" Kopenaumjata nomefy asata uHamkatopu e 0.54 (p<0.01).



CnpotuBHo ogf oBa, BO ABraHuctaH, AsepbejyaH, [pysuja, Wpak, Mapoko u BueTHam
nolIMpoKaTa jaBHOCT He CMeTa AeKa KopynuujaTa € TO/KYy LMPOKO PacnpocTpaHeTa KOMKY LWTO

CMeTaaT eKcnepTuTe.

Figure 8 General public perceptions of corruption in the 2010 Barometer compared to expert
perceptions of corruption in the 2010 Corruption Perceptions Index
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010 and Corruption Perceptions Index 2010. Each
dot represents a country.

3emajKku ja BO NpeaBua CKpMeHaTa NpMpoaa Ha KopynuujaTta, nepuenummte KoM UM npunaraat
Ha €eKcrnepTuTe Cce LBPCTa OCHOBA 3a MNPETNOCTAaBYBatb€ HA PEANHUOT CTENeH Ha Kopynuuja.
bapomeTapoT HM 0BO3MOXKyBa Aa ro UCTpaxKyBame OBOj OAHOC NMPeKy aHaAn3npare Ha UCKyCTBaTa
Ha NyfeTo BO BPCKa CO CMTEH MOTKYN'™ M eKCMepTCKWUTE MepLENLMM, Kako LTO e NpUKaKaHo npu
MU3pamHyBareTo co MHAEKCOoT 3a nepuenuuja Ha Kopynuujata (UMNK). UMK rm paHrupa 3emjute Ha

> 33 na ce pasbepe KaKo NepLEnLMUTE Ha EKCNepTUTE Ce MOBP3YBaaT CO OHME Ha rpafaHUTE Ce KOPUCTU MPOLLEHT
Ha AOMaKMHCTBA KOM Natvae MOTKYNn Mnpu onwTere co 6MA0 Koja of cneaHvBe AeBeT CAyX6u: uapuHa,
0b6pasoBaHue, CYACTBO, MEAMUMHCKM YCAYrY, MOAWLMjA, 3EMjULLIHU CNYKOUM, perncTpu u cayxbu 3a usgasarbe
[003BO/IN, AAHOUYHU CAYK6M U ycayru.



ckana og 10 (mHory ,umctn” op Kopynumja) go O (BMCOKO HMBO Ha Kopynuwja). PesyntaTtute
NOKa)XyBaaT AeKa UCKYCTBaTa U NepLenLmnuTe ce TECHO NoBp3aHu™®. Co apyrv 360poBu, OHME 3emju
KOM OfL CTPaHa Ha eKcnepTuTe Buie oLEeHEeTU KaKo 3eMjU CO BUCOKO HMBO Ha KOpymnuuja BO jaBHUOT
CEKTOp COOABETCTBYBAaT CO 3eMjUTe Of, KOW BUCOK MPOLLEHT 04 MCNUTaHUUUTe Ha bapomeTapoT
u3jaBune Aeka naatune NoTKyn Bo nocneaHute 12 meceum. ( FpadukoH 9).

Figure 9 People’s experiences of bribery in the 2010 Barometer compared to experts’ perceptions of
corruption in the 2010 Corruption Perceptions Index
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010 and Corruption Perceptions Index 2010. Each dot
represents a country. Bangladesh, Morocco, South Africa are not included because of data validity concerns regarding the
question on bribery by service

4. BnaguHute Hanopu 3a 6opb6a NpoTUB KopynuujaTa He ce cmeTaaT 3a epeKTUBHMU, HO jaBHOCTa e
Ha MUC/IeHbE AEeKa MeAMYMUTE U BlaJaTa ce KpyuMjasiHu 3a cnpedyBake Ha KopynuujaTta

4.1 BnaguHuTe Hanopwu 3a 6op6a NpoTUB KOpynuujaTa OCTaHyBaaT HeepeKTUBHU

BapomeTtapoTt 3a 2010 ucTpaKyBa KaKO jaBHOCTA M OLEHyBa BAaAWHUTE Hanopu 3a 6opba
nNpoTMB KopynuwujaTa BO HMBHATa 3emja. [MONOBUHA Of, UCMUTAHULMTE WM3jaBUIE AeKa BNaguHuUTe

16 KoeduumeHToT Ha Kopenauuja mery UMK 2010 1 npoLeHTOT Ha rpafaHuTe KOU 13jaBuUe AeKa naaTuie noTkyn Bo
6apoemTtaport 3a 2010 e -0.66 (p,0.01).



Hanopu 3a 6opba npoTuB Kopynuujata ce HeedeKTUBHM, AO0AeKa NaK Tpojua og 10 ucnuTaHuum
CMETaaT [eKa BAaguMHUTe Hanopu ce epektTneHU. (FpadukoH 10).

Figure 10 Assessment of government actions in the fight against corruption, overall results

Effective, 29%

Ineffective,
50%
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted.

3HAUYMTENHU Ce Pa3/IMKUTE NPU OLEHKUTE KOU UCMUTAHMLUTE O Pa3/IMYHM 3eMjU MM AaBaaT 3a
cBouTe Bnagun. Okony ceaym og 10 ncnutaHmnum Bo Asepbejuan, Kamboua, dPuuu, M'pysumja, Kenuja,
JNlykcembypr n Cuepa JleoHe cmeTaaT feKa HanopwuTe Ha HWBHWUTE BAagM Bo Hopbata npoTus
KopynumjaTa ce epeKTUBHU UAN eKCTpeMHO edeKTMBHMU. CNPOTMBHO 04, OBa, oKoay ceaym og 10
ncnuTaHuum og ApreHtuHa, bocHa u XepuerosuHa, KaHaga, PpaHumja, Nepmanmja, Mpumja, NcnaHg,
Nateuja, JlutBanuja, MakwucrtaH, [MopTtyranvja, Pomanuja, CnoseHuja, LUnaHuja, ObeanHeToTO
Kpancteo, CoeanHetute AMepmKaHCKM [ApKaBuM u BeHeuyena cmeTaaT AeKa MePKUTE Ha HUBHUTe
Bnagm 3a 6opba NpoTMB Kopynuujata ce HeeDeKTUBHU NN eKCTPeMHOo HeedeKkTusHU (Tabena 4 of,
AHekc Ll coapun KomnaeTHU pesynTaTu).

4.2 Co TeKOT Ha BpemeTO KPUTUKUTEe yNaTeHU cnpema B/aAUHUTE HaNnopy OCTaHyBaaT AOC/eAHU

leHepasHaTa OLEHKa Ha NOLIMPOKATa jaBHOCT 33 BAAAMHWUTE Hanopu Bo 6Hopbata npoTus
KOpynunjaTa He e 3HAYMTe/NIHO NPOMEHeTa o4 rogMHa BO roaunHa. Ho, cemak nocrojaTt permoHanHu
pasvKM Kou Bpeau Aa ce cnomeHaT. [Jlogeka noman 6poj Ha nyfe Bo naunduyka Asmja, JlaTUHCKA
AmepuKa 1 cyncaxapcka APppurKa rm oueHuIe HanopuTe Ha HUBHUTE BNagu Kako edpektnsHu 8o 2010
roguHa Bo cnopeaba co 2007 rogmHa, BO nopaHelwHute penybankn Ha CCCP, MoHronnja u Bo
CeBepHa AmepuKa ce benexu CNpoTUBEH TPEHA, U UCMUTAHULUTE CMETaaT AeKa BAAAMHUTE Hanopwu
ce nogobpune. (MpadmkoH 11).



Figure 11 Percentage of people who feel their government’s anti-corruption efforts are effective,
comparison over time and by region
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010 and 2007. Percentages are weighted. Only countries
included in both editions are used for comparison. No 2007 data for the Middle East and North Africa region are available.

3a nps nat bapometapoTt Bo 2010 rogMHa nocTaByBa Mpallakbe 3a TOA KOj ja Y)KMBaA
Hajronemata gosepba 3a ga ja Boau 6opbHaTa NpoTMB Kopynuujata BO 3emjaTa. Pesyntatute
noKaxkyBaaT AeKa focera Hajrosiem cTeneH Ha gosepba e 3abenexaH Kaj meanymmute. Ho, % opa
WCMUTAHULNTE U3jaBUNE AeKa He BepyBaaT HUTY Ha eZiHa MHCTUTYLMja BO BPCKa CO ropeHaBeleHoTo
npawarbe. Okony eneH on 10 mcnutaHuum ceojata goBepba ja cTaBa BO paleTe Ha NPUBATHUOT
CEKTOp, HEBNAAMHWUTE OpraHu3aLmMn’’ uamn mefyHapogHUTe opraHusaumn'®. (TpadukoH 12).

17
bapomeTapor He ro aedpuHMpa 3HAYEHETO Ha TEPMMUHOT ,HEeBAagMHW oprauMsauumn” 3a uenute Ha

MCTParKyBareTO, Ma O4TOBOPUTE HA OBa MNpalarbe 3aBucaT O NepuenuuuTe Ha MNOLWMPOKaTa jaBHOCT 3a
3HayereTo Ha 0BOj U3pas.

18 ,
Kako Ha npumep ObeauHeTuTe Hauuu, Ceetcka 6baHka, MefyHapoaeH MoHeTapeH ®oHA UTH.



Figure 12 People’s trust: whom do people trust the most to fight corruption in their country?

30%
25%
20%

15%

% of respondents

10%

5%

0%

...Media ...Government ...Business /private ...NGOs (Non ...International ...Nobody
leaders sector governmental organisations [eg UN,
organisations) World Bank,
International

Monetary Fund, etc]

Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted

Tabena 5 rn npeTcTaByBa permoHaHUTE Pas3/IKM Npu OBUE OLLEHKWU. Hajronemu cuenTuum- oHne
KOW He BepyBaaT Ha HMeAHaA WHCTUTYuMja- ce 3emjute of 3anageH bankaH u Typuwuja, EY,
nopaHewHute penybankn Ha CCCP, MoHronnja u CesepHa AmepuKa. 3HauuTeneH Jaen of
ncnuTaHMumTe- YetTBopmua o 10- Bo cyncaxapcka AppuKa usjaBuie AeKa HajMHOry UM BepyBaaT Ha
BNAAVHUTE NMAepm 3a Aa ja Boaat 6opbaTa NpoTMB KopynuujaTa.

Table 5 Percentage of respondents who trust the following institutions the most to fight
corruption, by region

Asia Latin Middle East North Sub- Western
Pacific EU+ America and North | NIS+ America Saharan | Balkans+ | Total

Africa Africa Turkey
Media 34% 18% 22% 21% 10% 22% 15% 11% 25%
Nobody 26% 34% 30% 29% 39% 33% 13% 45% 25%
Government leaders 17% 13% 29% 28% 35% 13% 40% 17% 22%
Business /private sector 10% 9% 4% 3% 2% 8% 17% 2% 11%
NGOs (Non governmental organisations) 10% 9% 8% 12% 5% 20% 7% 14% 9%

International organisations [eg UN, World o o o o o o o o o

Bank, International Monetary Fund, etc] S 520 820 e 5 220 e o 82

Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted



lpadmKkoT 13 ja McTpaxkyBa NoBpP3aHOCTa NMoMely MUC/IeHaTa 3a BNaAuMHUTe Hanopu 3a 6opba
NpPoTMB Kopynuujata u jaBHaTa gosepba BO MHCTUTYUMMTE. He e 3a4yayBayku AeKa OHMEe UCMUTAHUUM
KOW LUTO MM CMeTaaT HanopuTe Ha HUBHWUTE BNaAM 3a epeKTUBHM UmaaT gosepba Bo uctute. CNpoTUBHO
Ha 0Ba, OHWE UCMUTAHULM KOW Ce Ha MUC/ertbe AEeKa HMBHATa BaJa He NokaxKysa ycnex Bo 6opbaTa
NpPoTMB KopynuuMjaTa ce NoBeKe HaK/JOHETU KOH Toa 4a He BepyBaaT AeKa HeKOoj MOXKe [a ja cnpeun

KopynuujaTa BO HMBHaATa 3emja.

Figure 13 People’s trust versus evaluation of government’s anti corruption efforts
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted

5. JlyfeTo ce cnpeMHu Aa ce BKAy4yaTt Bo 6op6aTta npoTus Kopynuujata

BapomeTapoT 3a 2010 roamnHa ja UcnuTyBa CNPEMHOCTa Ha jaBHOCTa [a ce BKAyuyu Bo bopbaTa
npoTtus Kopynuujata. OKony cegym og 10 ncnutaHmum cmeTtaaT AeKa NOWMPOKaTA jaBHOCT MOXe Aa
HanpaBW pas/snKa Bo 6opbaTa NpoTUB KopynuujaTta, a U bM noagp:kane npujaten Koj 6u npojasun
MHTEpecC 3a aHra*KMaH Koj BOAWM KOH OCTBapyBaHeTO Ha oBaa uen. Kora buie 3anpallaHu 3a HUBHATA
CNPEMHOCT 3a IMYHA MHBOJIBUPAHOCT BpOojKUTE 00 oApeseH CTeMeH ce HamasyBaaT: MOJIOBUHA 04,
UCNUTAHMLUTE M3jaBUNE AEKa MOXKaT Aa ce 3ammucaaT cebe cu Kako CTaHyBaaT JIMYHO MHBOJIBUPAHU
BO bopbaTa NpoTMB KopynumjaTa, [MOBMCOK NPOLLEHT HA MakM BO cnopeaba co KeHu usjaBune aeka
61 ce BKAyunne Bo bopbaTta npoTms Kopynumjata (54 % HacnpoTtu 45 %) (AHekc ).

MocTojaT pernoHanHW pasiMKM NpU NOAFOTBEHOCTA 33 JIMYHO aHraxupake 8o 6opbata npotus
KopynuwujaTa. OBaa NOATrOTBEHOCT 33 BK/y4YyBatbe € HajHMCKA BO naumduuka Asuja (31 %).



MopaHewHwuTe penybamkm Ha CCCP 1 MoHronunja UcTo Taka benexkaT penaTMBHO HUCKM pPe3ynTaTi Bo
oBoj norneg, (53 %) (FTpadumkoH 14).

Figure 14 People’s engagement in the fight against corruption, by region
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McKycTBaTa co MOTKYN MMaaT HEraTUBHO B/WjaHWE BP3 BEPYBaHETO Ha NIyfeTo AeKa TMe MoKaT
Aa JonpuHecaT Bo 6opbata. [logeka ocym og 10 nyfe Kou He 6une gen of cuTyaumja nospsaHa co
MOTKYN CMeTaaT [eKa MOoLIMpPOKaTa jaBHOCT MOXKe Ja gonpuHece BO b6opbata npoTus KopynuwjaTta,
nomasnky og ceaym og, 10 ucnMTaHWUM KOM UCKYyCUNe CUTyauMu NOBP3aHW CO MOTKYM Ce Ha MCTOTO
mucnerwe. Of gpyra cTpaHa, AogeKa oKoay ceaym of 10 MCMMTaHWUM Of OHWME KOW He gane NoTKyn
MOXKaT Aa ce BMAaT cebe cv Kako MHBOIBUPaHM Bo bopbaTta NpoTMB KopynuujaTta, camo okosy net og 10
WCMUTaHWULM KoM NAaTuAe NOTKYN ja NoKayKyBaaT McTaTa CNpeMHOCT 3a BKAy4YyBakbe Bo 6bopbaTta npoTtus
KopynuujaTta. ( FpadmKoH 15).



Figure 15 People’s engagement in the fight against corruption and their experiences with
bribery
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted

BapomeTapoT 3a 2010 roauHa noctaByBa Mpallake 3a Toa Aanu UcnuTaHuuute 6u npujasmne
cny4yaj Ha Kopynumja. Cegym op 10 mcnutaHuuM oarosopuie AeKka 6M npujaBune TaKoB CAy4aj
MHAMUMPAjKN CUIHA NOArOTBEHOCT 3a BK/yYyBake Bo 6opbaTa NpoTmB KopynuujaTa. Ho, ceaym pasnmnkum
ce 3abenerKyBaaT Kora OBME HAaoAM Ke ce pasrnegaaT Ha perMoHasHo HMBO. Bo Amepuka u Bo EY,
npeoBnaayBavykMoOT Aen o4 MHO3UHCTBOTO (aeseT og, 10 ucnutaHmnum) 61 npujaBua cayyaj Ha Kopynuuja,
HO BO nopaHewHute penybamnkm Ha CCCP 1 MoHronuja, camo NoN0BUHA O UCMUTAHULUUTE BU Npujasune
cny4aj Ha Kopynuuja. (Tabena 6).



Table 6 : Percentage of respondents who agree/ strongly agree that they would report an
incident of corruption

Percentage
Total 71%
North America 91%
Latin America 90%
EU+ 88%
Western Balkans+Turkey 79%
Middle East and North Africa 73%
Asia Pacific 67%
Sub-Saharan Africa 61%
NIS+ 52%

Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted.

OHuve Kou u3jaBuie geka nnaTuae NOTKYn BO M3MMHATaTa roAuMHa ce NOMaKy CMpemHM Aa
npujasat caydaj Ha Kopynuuja. OBa e OCHOB 3a NPEeTNoCTaBKaTa AeKa naakarkbeTo Ha NOTKYMNoT A0BeayBa
[0 HamanyBatbe Ha MOTMBaUMjaTa HA MWCMUTAHMLMTE 3a BKAydYyBare BO 6opbaTa, Kako M 3a
HamanyBare Ha gosepbaTa BO MHCTUTYUMOHANHUTE NPOLEAYPU KOU Ce BOCMOCTaBeHW 3a 6opba npoTms
KopynuujaTa. (FTpadukoH 16).

Figure 16 People’s attitudes towards reporting an incident of corruption and experiences of
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Source: Transparency International Global Corruption Barometer 2010. Percentages are weighted and calculated for
respondents who came in contact with nine services customs, education system, judiciary, land related services,
medical services, police, registry and permit services, utilities, and tax revenue.



3aknyyouu

Fno6anHMOT KOpynuMCKM BapomeTap e yHMKaTHa afnaTKka Koja OBO3MOMKYBA KOpWCEH YBUA, BO
MUCAeHaTa Ha NyfeTo BO BPCKa CO KopynuMjaTa, Kako M YBUA BO HUBHUTE UCKYCTBA CO MOTKYNOT LMPYM
csetoT. Co UCTpa)KyBarbe Ha Kopynuujata M MOTKYMNOT Kaj NoliMpoKaTta jaBHOCT, ce gobusa 6a3a Ha
MHPOpPMaLMK 3a Toa KaKo Kopynuwujata ce npobuBa BO OMWTECTBOTO M A0 KOj CTEMNeH OnwTecTBOTO e
NoAroTBEHO Aa ja noaap:ku 6opbaTa NpPoOTMB KopynuujaTa. bapomeTapoT 0BO3MOXKYyBa npernes Ha
CEKTOpPUTE KOW Ccropes MMUC/IEHETO Ha jaBHOCTa Ce Mo HajcMAHO BAMjaHME Ha Kopynuujata u
O0BO3MOKYyBa ceondaTHa oueHKa Ha 6opbaTa Ha CBETCKUTE IMAepU 3a CNpedvyBatbe Ha KopynuujaTa.

HajronemuoT gen og nyreto Kou ce UHTepBjyMpaHu Bo bapomeTtapoT 3a 2010 ce Ha mucneme
[EeKa NoCToM 3rofieMyBarbe Ha CTEMEHOT Ha KOpynuMja BO HUBHUTE 3eMjU BO U3MUHATUTE TPU FOAUHMN.
OBa jacHO UM MopayyBa Ha AnaepuTe WIMPYM CBETOT JeKa Kopynuujata NpoAo/KyBa Aa M Hanara
onuwTecTBata. MexaHM3muTe 3a TPAHCNAPEHTHOCT U MHTErPUTET MOpa Aa Ce 3ajakHar.

MepuenuunTe ce BO COMNMACHOCT CO WMCKyCTBaTa Ha nyfeto: Bapometapot 3a 2010 pgoarfa o
pesyntatu geka npobsemoT CO CUTHMOT MOTKYN BO CBETCKM pPaMKM He benexu noaobpysarbe npwu
cnopenba co bapometapot 3a 2006 ( okony eneH of YyeTBoOpuULA Jiyfe NaaTWUA NOTKYN BO M3MMHATaTa
roanHa).

MHory noBeke MOXe Zla ce HanpaBW 3a Aa Ce rapaHTMpa Aeka NpucTanoT 40 OCHOBHUTE YCAayri,
o4, 34paBCTBO, Na ce A0 0bpasoBaHMe, Hema buae 3arposeH og Kopynuujata. MHCTUTYLMUTE KOW MMaaT
3a 3aZa4a A3 ja cnpedysaaT Kopynuujata 1 4a ro NPMMeHyBaaT 3aKOHOT, KaKo Ha MpMMep noauumjarta u
CyAcTBOTO, MoOpa A[06po Aa ¢YHKUMOHMpAaT 3a CEKOro BO OnwTectBoTo, 6e3 BAMjaHMETO Ha
KopynuujaTa, Koe ceyLuTe NOCTOM BO MOHIY AEN10BM Ha CBETOT.

Bo HajronemmnoT 6poj 3emju, jaBHOCTa € Ha MUC/EHETO AeKa MNOAUTUYKUTE MapTuM ce
WMHCTUTYLMN KOW Ce HAjMHOry MOANO0XHW Ha Kopynuuja. OBue nornegm He camo WTO ja M3pasyBaaT
HeraTMBHaTa C/AMKA Koja MCMUTAHUUMTE ja MMaaT 3a MOJIUTUYKUTE MApPTMM, a 3@ Koja pefoBHO ce
n3BecTyBa NpeKy bapomeTapoT, TyKy ja NOTKONyBaaT M OCHOBHAaTa y/0ra Ha NAPTUUTE BO AEMOKPATCKUTE
npouecw.

Joneka oa egHa cTpaHa HanopuTe 3a 6opba NpPoTUB KopynuujaTa ce cMeTaaT 3a HeepeKTUBHU
o/, noBeke oA MONOBMHA O, CBETCKATa jaBHOCT, CKOPO CEKOj YeTBPTM UCMUTAHUK, 04, Apyra CTpaHa, ce
ylWTe e Ha MUC/IeHe AeKa Bnagata € MHCTUTYUMjaTa Koja MoXKe HajMHory ga aonpuHece Bo bopbaTa
npoTMB Kopynuujata. OBaa HaBogHa pa3/iMKa MOXKHO e ga ce pedsieKTMpa Ha HEKOJsIKy HaumHW. EgHa
pedbnekcuja e nyreto ga 4yBcTByBaaT OOBPCKA, ONTMMM3aM, Ma Aypu U COAMAAPHOCT BO BPCKA CO
OCHOBHWTE Le/IN Ha BNajaTa 3a Bfafeere BP3 OCHOBA Ha OAFOBOPHOCT, MHTETPUTET U TPAHCMAPEHTHOCT
T.e. 04, HApoAoT M 3a HapogoT. O4 Apyra cTpaHa, NOCTOM MOMKHOCT /IYFeTO Aa Ce Ha MUC/NeHe AeKa
MeANYMUTE, KAaKO MHCTUTYMUMja BO KOja efleH of, 4eTBOpuLA MCMUTAHWUM ja Mma poBepbaTta npu
bopbaTta npoTMB KOpynuMjaTa, Ce HajnorogHu 3a Boaere Ha bopbaTa NpoTMB KopynumjaTa.

Ha rno6anHo HMBO ylITe MHOrY Mopa Aa Ce CTOpM 3a Aa Ce rapaHTMpa 3alTUTa Ha CBeTCKaTa
nonynaumja og, NOTKYyMNoT W KopynuujaTa. JosepbaTa BO BAaAWUTE HA NOLOAT POK, U MOKPaj NogeneHute



OLEeHKM 3a HMBHMTE yCnecu 40 cera, 0BO3MOXYBa KOHKpeTHa Nnopaka 3a nmaepure: ,pearvpajte segHall
3a [la MM 3a[0BO/IUTE OYeKyBakbaTa Ha NyfeTo”. PusmumTe Ko 61 HacTanmae ako 0Ba He ce NOCTUTHe ce
orpomHu. NyberbeTo Ha MoApluKaTa Ha jaBHOCTa 6W MM NOTKOMA/NO peanun3MpaHuTe Hanopu Kowu ce
notpebHu 3a 3anupatbe U KasHyBarbe Ha KopynuujaTta LWMPYM CBETOT.

[obpuTe BeCTU KoM MOXe Aa ce m3BneyaT og bapometapoT 3a 2010 rogmHa ce AeKa LiMpoKaTa
jaBHOCT e noBseKe o4, cnpemHa 3a 6opba NPoTUB KopynuujaTa KU BepyBa AeKa MoXKe Aa npuaoHece BO
peanusaumja Ha uctaTta. OBaa eHepruja 1 06BpcKa Mopa Aa ce 3a4yBa U 04PN, Buaejkn Ke 0BO3MOXKM
nogobpysarbe Ha A06POTO BRageetbe, WTO 61 6U0 04 KOPUCT 3a NYFeTO U ONLITECTBOTO KaKo LeAuHa.
JaBHUWOT aHraxmaH, peasiHMOT U NOTEHLMjaIHNOT, NOBTOPHO ja UCTAaKHYBa BaXKHOCTa Ha 04roBopHocTa (
Ha B/1acTa M Ha HapOAOT) BO KPEMPaHLETO Ha CUCTEM KOj Ke M 0a6MBa NOTKYMOT M KopynuujaTa.

3emajku v Bo npeaBua Haogute Ha bapomeTapoT 3a 2010 rogMHa,n3bopoT Ha CUTE OHUE KOU
CaKaarT ga CcTaBaT Kpaj Ha KopynuumjaTta e jaceH: Aa ce BK/y4aT NyreTo, Aa UM ce gage MoK, 1 ga ce bapaaT
peweHnja Kou Ke 6umpgatr BOo ¢yHKUMja Ha cuUTe W HaceKade, a Kou Ke TIM HaarpagysaaT
WMHCTUTYLIMOHAIHUTE PaMKM Of, 3Hauyere 33 oBaa Kaysa. Kako pesynTaT Ha oBa, 6opbaTa NpoTMB CEKO]j
06/1MK Ha KopynumMja Ke ce 3ajakHe Co pelleHMja KoM Ke Ce 3aCHOBAaaT Ha LWMPOKa noaapLlika o4 cTpaHa
Ha jaBHOCTa.



