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Abstract
Corruption has been a major issue in numerous post-communist countries that is causing
economic issues, social inequalities, and institutional illegitimacy. This thesis investigates the
psychological mechanisms sustaining corruption in Bulgaria before and after it joined the
European Union in 2007. Whereas the related increase in transparency and enforcement of the
rule of law was expected to curb corruption, the latest indicators still show high levels of
corruption and low levels of institutional trust. I use Goal-Framing Theory to explore the
behavioural micro foundations linking institutional trust and motivation in a system transitioned
into capitalism. I argue that norm following is contingent on the degree of institutional trust.
However, since capitalism fosters a stronger gain and hedonic orientation, I expect the effect of
institutional trust on normative rule following to decline after Bulgaria joined the EU. A mixed-
methods design is used combining interviews with policy experts with a repeated cross-sectional
analysis of 9 waves of European Social Survey (ESS) data on Bulgaria, spanning the years 2006
to 2023. As hypothesized, I find that the negative effect of hedonic motivations on norm
compliance became stronger after the transition. Unlike predicted, the effect of a strong gain
motivation strengthened rather than weakened. Implications for theory and transition economies

are discussed.
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A Goal-Framing approach to corruption in Bulgaria: examining differences before and

after accession into the European Union

Bulgaria, as the oldest country in the continent of Europe, has gone through several
system transitions each leaving lasting effects on the functionality of the current institutional
system, rationality and mindset of the citizens. According to some observers, the transition of
Bulgaria to a new democracy played a crucial role in the decline of institutional trust
(Pehlivanova, 2009). Bulgaria faced a crisis of confidence in political and civil institutions,
underscoring an issue with severe consequences for institutional legitimacy. Corruption has been
a persistent issue in Bulgaria, and it continued after the transition, becoming deeply embedded in
all areas of governance and resulting in a systemic problem (Iwasaki & Suzuki, 2011; Placek et
al., 2018). The systemic nature of corruption in Bulgaria played an important role in the decline
of institutional trust and legitimacy. However, this relationship is not unidirectional - it can be
self-reinforcing (Boly & Gillanders, 2022; Kubbe, 2013; Wallace & Latcheva, 2006). The
erosion of trust can stimulate people without political or economic power to seek alternative
ways to acquire resources. Therefore, trust is essential for building mutual support, unity and
collective action (Uslaner, 2002).

Bulgaria’s accession to the European Union (EU) introduced a new institutional reality,
which many had hoped would decrease corruption, for at least two reasons. First, by joining the
EU, Bulgaria became subject to institutional frameworks imposed from outside its national
context, introducing stronger oversight and conditions tied to transparency, rule of law, and good
governance (Pehlivanova, 2009). Compliance with these standards is incentivized through
financial mechanisms, such as access to EU funding. Noncompliance may come with sanctions

and withheld payments. Second, the deeper integration into the European market increased



economic freedom and introduced a more capitalistic dynamic, allowing individuals to engage in
economic activities with less reliance on state institutions (Peev & Mueller, 2012). This shift
may reduce dependence on corruption structures but also potentially weaken the direct link
between institutional trust and corrupt behaviours.

Contrary to expectations, recent data from the Corruption Perceptions Index indicates that
Bulgaria's situation has deteriorated (TCP, 2025). A recent policy brief by the Centre of Study
for Democracy (CSD) revealed that involvement in corruption schemes by individuals peaked in
2023. This raises concerns about the effectiveness of the country's current anti-corruption
measures (CSD, 2024). Furthermore, a Eurofound report examining institutional trust in EU
countries reveals the persistently low levels of institutional trust in Bulgaria (Eurofound, 2018).
In sum, the institutional changes following Bulgaria’s accession to the EU failed to temper
corruption. The question is: what could explain this failure? The present thesis argues that to
answer this question, we need a more fine-grained look at (1) the changing institutional context
and (2) how these changes affect individual level beliefs and behaviours.

First, I argue that the impact of Bulgaria’s EU accession on corruption was weaker than
expected because of its systemic nature. Systemic corruption refers to corruption embedded in
institutions, involving coordinated actors over time (Pohlmann, 2024). It is marked by durability,
institutional embeddedness, coordination among actors, and the participation of multiple agents.
Systemic corruption in Bulgaria is not a recent development, it has been a standing feature of its
institutional landscape (Ganev, 2013; Iwasaki & Suzuki, 2011; Placek et al., 2018). Systemic
corruption can hinder the progress towards sustainable solutions (TCP, 2025). This is reflected in
the amount of voter turnout in Bulgaria over the years, where in 1991 eighty-four percent of the

population voted and in 2023 this number declined to forty percent (Addeo et al., 2024).



This persistence of systemic corruption has eroded trust in institutions and undermined
people’s motivation to comply with rules, especially in a system where compliance is not seen as
rewarding. Studies argue that when trust in institutions is low, individuals may feel justified in
pursuing self-serving goals through corrupt behaviour (Morris & Klesner, 2010; De Graaf,
2007). Media coverage in Bulgaria frequently highlights corruption involving government
officials (Corruption and anti-corruption narratives, 2023), further weakening strategic trust
based on past institutional performance (Uslaner, 2002). The moral component of trust is also
affected, where the frequency of corruption signals a lack of shared moral standards, especially
in former communist societies where corruption has become culturally embedded (Clausen et al.,
2011; Pellegata & Memoli, 2015; Kubbe, 2013; Wallace & Latcheva, 2006). Institutional trust,
which is defined as confidence in entities like government, judiciary, and police (Cole & Cohn,
2016), is shaped by both strategic (experience based) and moralistic (value based) dimensions
(Uslaner, 2002). Institutional fairness often centres on outcome expectations, where people
assess institutions based on perceived efficiency (Clausen et al. 2011; Cole & Cohn, 2016). In
this context, the widespread view that institutions serve elites rather than ordinary people reduces
the motivation for rule compliance (Olken & Pande, 2012). Taking into consideration this
ongoing institutional context, in 2007 Bulgaria became part of the EU, while policy makers and
politicians expected an increase in institutional trust and decrease in corruption, macro indicators

years later show a different picture (TCP, 2025; CSD, 2024; Eurofound, 2018).

Research question 1: What is the institutional context and patterns of corruption before

and after Bulgria's entry into the EU?



Second, regarding the question how institutional change affected individual beliefs and
behaviours, I argue that Bulgaria joining the EU was not merely a political integration into
European institutions, it also marked a transition into a capitalistic socio-economic system. This
shift did not only expand market opportunities, but it also reshaped societal values, individual
motivations, and behavioural expectations. Building on goal framing theory (GFT, Lindenberg,
2025) I argue that the move toward a more capitalistic environment increases the salience of gain
and hedonic goals, focused on personal advancement and pleasure, while diminishing the
importance of normative goals such as collective responsibility and rule compliance. In the
context of Bulgaria, the increase in economic freedom (Graeff, 2004) brought new opportunities
for private gain, especially when institutional controls were weak (Peev & Mueller, 2012). This
erosion of trust can reduce individuals’ willingness to follow institutional rules, as they may
perceive that compliance does not lead to the desired outcome. As a result, institutional trust may
become a less important predictor of rule compliance, because individuals increasingly pursue

personal gain or hedonic satisfaction, regardless of institutional legitimacy.

Research question 2: How can differences in rule following be explained by differences in
institutional trust and to what degree is the effect of institutional trust on rule compliance

dependent on Bulgaria joining the EU?

In sum: to understand why Bulgaria continues to experience high levels of corruption and
low institutional trust despite joining the EU, it is important to distinguish between macro and
micro levels of analysis. The macro indicators mentioned above show that Bulgaria’s accession

to the EU has not led to significant improvements. These macro level indicators alone cannot



explain the persistence of corruption or the failure of EU accession to deliver the expected
outcomes. Therefore, this calls for a shift to micro-level analyses of the motivation of
individuals. This allows disentangling how the transition to capitalism may have reshaped
people’s motivation and therefore addressing the question of why the transition did not have the
intended effects.

A mixed-method approach is used to answer the two research questions. First, expert
interviews are conducted to explore how systemic corruption has developed in Bulgaria and how
changes in the regulatory environment have shaped the institutional context. Second, data from
the European Social Survey (ESS) is used to examine, at the individual level, whether changes in
the institutional trust over time influence rule compliance, and whether shifts in goal salience

following the accession of Bulgaria into the EU play a role.

Theoretical Background: A Goal Framing Approach to Rule Compliance

This study focuses on rule compliance, specifically the extent to which individuals adhere
to rules, laws, and social norms. According to Gross and Vostroknutov (2021), several
mechanisms relate to rule compliance and one of them is the goals people place salience on. This
indicates that self-restriction might be required from the individual to suppress their personal
goals for the greater good. Keizer et al. (2008) found that violation of a specific social norms or
formal rule increases the likelihood that they also violated other social norms or rules. This
suggests that in environments with low institutional trust, normative goals can weaken, and rule
compliance may erode.

To disentangle this phenomenon and its underlying assumptions, this study examines

how this institutional transformation shaped individual motives, beliefs, and behaviours and how



that could have contributed to the declining institutional trust and persistent corruption. GFT,
according to Lindenberg (2008), uses self-regulation as a process to navigate different goal-
frames. Goals tend to be flexible and adapt according to contextual cues around them. In this
way certain overarching goals might become more salient and push the other. According to GFT,
depending on the context and the situation a specific goal becomes salient without individuals
being fully aware of the shift, therefore one of the following goal frames emerges: hedonic, gain,
and normative goal frames (Lindenberg & Steg, 2007, 2013). The hedonic goal frame refers to
the immediate satisfaction an individual is seeking, such as instant gratification of their needs
and wants (Lindenberg, 2008). The gain goal frame refers to the long-term improvement of one’s
resources (money, social status, networks, etc.). The normative goal frame focuses on individuals
acting according to the set norms around them, creating a more collective perception of what is
good for the collective or for society. According to the GFT only one of the three goal frame
dominates and guides the behaviour of individuals at any given moment. From the three goals
mentioned above, the normative goal frame is the most sensitive to situational cues from the
environment around them (Silitonga et al., 2019).

When economic freedom increases without a corresponding strengthening of institutional
integrity, the salience of the hedonic and gain goal frame is likely to increase (Lindenberg,
2025). The imbalance comes when normative concerns like justice, care, and solidarity are
pushed aside to prioritize self-interest. Especially in an environment where low institutional trust
is present this can be a catalyst to lower rule compliance and further perpetuate corruption acts.
Social norms and normative rule following begin to lose their binding force, since both the
moralistic and strategic components of trust are damaged by the environment. Because of the

transition to a capitalistic system individuals become more prone to short-term gratification and
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gain-seeking behaviour (Lindenberg, 2025). In this thesis, this mechanism is used to interpret
changes in the relationship between institutional trust and rule compliance over time, before and

after Bulgaria’s accession into the EU. Hypothesis 1 summarizes:

Hypothesis 1: “Lower levels of institutional trust are associated with lower levels of

normative rule-following.”

With the increase of economic freedom, capitalism becomes the dominant socio-
economic system in which individuals are encouraged and rewarded for their opportunistic
behaviour (Etienne & Schnyder, 2014). In a capitalist system where material success is
emphasized, individuals are more likely to adopt hedonic and gain oriented goals. Lindenberg
(2025), refers to this as a shift in social rationality where people prioritize individual needs over
collective pursuit of goals. In a capitalist society where consumption of goods is prioritized to
stimulate more production for the market to grow, individuals will be stimulated by this
environment to focus on their self-interest. Elster (1991) notes that an ongoing dynamic is
present between social norms and individual rationality, which has implications for societal
behaviour. Rule compliance and normative goal frame are oftentimes not directly tied to the
pursuit of outcomes, making it more difficult to sustain in environments where self-interest is
structurally and culturally reinforced.

According to Etienne and Schnyder (2014) capitalism is not enough to shift the focus of
goals. However, in combination with institutions and social norms, this shift can be stronger. A
value orientation analysis conducted by Garvanova (2017), shows that there was a

transformation within the values of Bulgarians ever since the transition, which continued and
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was reinforced by the entrance of Bulgaria in the EU. Before joining the EU, group
embeddedness was a predominant value of society. This indicates that individuals prioritized
group well-being, indicating stronger adherence to social norms and a salient normative goal
frame. After 2007, autonomy started becoming a more dominant value in Bulgarian society
(Garvanova, 2017). This indicates a shift in perspective, where people move from more
collectivistic values to individualistic ones. In combination with low institutional trust and high
levels of systemic corruption this can perpetuate and reinforce the hedonic goal frame and
normalize self-interest, especially in a society where corruption is normalized. Individuals who
live in environments where corruption is a common practice may experience the normalization
of corrupt behaviour, especially when this behaviour has been present for numerous years
(Bicchieri & Ganegoda, 2017). Therefore, from a goal framing perspective, weakened
institutional trust reinforce self-interest, while undermining rule compliance. This is due to
capitalism fostering the hedonic goal frame, because in the sphere of consumption it reproduces
itself through individuals spending their income, this can be achieved by pushing impulsive
spending. This makes individuals more “myopic”, which also impacts the future orientation

inherent to goal frame. Hypothesis 2 summarizes:

Hypothesis 2: “The relationship between institutional trust and normative rule following
is moderated by Bulgaria’s accession into the EU, such that the effect of institutional

trust on rule compliance is weaker after the accession.”



Methodology
An exploratory sequential mixed-method design will be used. The qualitative phase will
provide context on the emergence of systemic corruption in Bulgaria and institutional changes
linked to regulatory shifts. This context will inform the interpretation of findings from the
quantitative phase, which draws on European Social Survey (ESS) data. The quantitative

analysis will explore whether changes in institutional trust over time influence rule compliance,
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particularly in relation to shifts in goal salience following EU accession. A longitudinal approach

will be applied to data from 2006-2023, covering Bulgaria’s entry into the EU in 2007. The

following section outlines the rationale behind the methods, design, procedure, and analysis used

to conduct the study.

Study Design

Systemic corruption operates at multiple levels, arising from individual behavior while
shaping broader institutional contexts making, mixed-method approach appropriate for the
analysis. While corruption in Bulgaria has been widely studies, this research focuses on the
institutional transformation following EU accession. Expert interviews provide insight into
changes in corruption and institutional scene, offering essential context for interpreting
quantitative findings and enhancing ecological validity.

An emergent mixed-method design was adopted (Creswell & Clark, 2011), with
methodological decisions evolving throughout to support effective integration of the qualitative
and quantitative data. The interviews ass narrative depth, grounding the statistical relationship
explored (Johnson & Onwuegbuzie, 2004). Despite challenges in combining differing

epistemologies, this thesis follows a pragmatic approach focused on the research problem and
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practical implications (Creswell, 2003). Though sometimes for philosophical ambiguity,
pragmatism is well-suited for addressing complex issues like corruption. For further background
on mixed method and their philosophical foundations, see Dawadi et al. (2021), Creswell and
Clark (2011), and Johnson and Onwuegbuzie (2004).

Exploratory sequential design will be used for this study, focusing on the quantitative part
of the study, while using qualitative findings as context setting. This design begins with
qualitative analysis, followed by quantitative analysis (Creswell & Creswell, 2017). It offers a
unique perspective by exploring institutional change and corruption patterns before and after EU
accession. Rather than relying on pre-existing frameworks, the quantitative part is grounded in
real world experiences of experts. This allows observed shifts in the relationship between

institutional trust and rule compliance to be interpreted in the actual context.

Qualitative Inquiry
Design

To gain insight into the institutional context with the entrance of Bulgaria into the EU, a
face-to-face, semi-structured interview was conducted with experts who work in the field. The
semi-structured setting of this interview will ensure the interviewer to ask specific questions
about the topic of interest, while considering follow up questions that might occur throughout the
interview (Brinkmann, 2020). In conducting the interviews, a flexible yet focused approach was
used to guide the conversation toward the study’s key themes, including the hypothesis. Rather
than maintaining strict neutrality, the interviewer took active role in shaping the discussion,
encouraging participants to reflect on and interpret the relationship between institutional changes

and systemic corruption (Brinkmann, 2020). This aligns with a constructivist perspective, where
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knowledge is co-produced through the interaction between interviewer and interviewee
(Roulston, 2010). A detailed interview guide is provided in Appendix A, available in both

Bulgarian and English.

Sample

A purposive sampling was used to find experts from organizations, who study the
phenomenon of corruption and its consequences in Bulgaria. Interviewing experts who work in
the field of studying corruption ensures that they have the knowledge and can adequately provide
the contextual background needed to answer the research questions posed. The experts working
in this field work with their own independent data, that is not gathered from the government,
which heightens the chance that they are independent agents without agenda. The experts who
are interviewed work for the Centre of Study of Democracy (CSD) and the Anti-Corruption
Foundation (ACF), to keep their anonymity pseudonymization will be used. The organizations
were selected because of their independence of the government since they were funded by

external sources and not the government.

Procedure

The two interviews were conducted in Bulgaria the organizations were firstly contacted
through a phone call and then an email was sent explaining the background of the study. The first
interview was conducted in the office of the CSD with a specialist in the field. The expert
interviewed was a senior in the organization, which ensures richer information and specifically
more contextual information about Bulgaria before and after the entrance into the EU. The

second interview was held in the office of ACF, where instead of an individual interview, a
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group interview took place. This gave more contextual information about Bulgaria, since the two

people had expertise in different areas of corruption.

Analysis

Reflexive thematic analysis was used to interpret the data (Braun & Clarke, 2006; 2022),
capturing both explicit content and underlying meaning related to institutional changes following
Bulgaria’s EU accession. Interviews were transcribed using denaturalized approach, omitting
stutters, pauses, and nonverbal cues to focus on content (Davidson, 2009) (see Appendix D). An
inductive process guided the analysis: coding was data-driven, followed by broader
categorization and theme development, using ATLAS.ti. This approach helped contextualize
systemic corruption and institutional dynamics before and after EU accession. A positionality

statement is provided in Appendix B.

Quantitative Inquiry
Design

The quantitative inquiry followed a repeated-cross-sectional correlational design, with
institutional trust being the independent variable and normative motivation (as a proxy for rule
compliance) as the dependent variable. Multiple rounds of the European Social Survey (ESS) for
Bulgaria were utilized to examine both individual and contextual level information. All available
years in which Bulgaria participated in the ESS were included in the analysis. This covers the
rounds conducted in 2006, 2008, 2010, 2012, 2018, 2020, 2023 (ESS ERIC, 2018, 2023a, 2023b,
2023c¢, 2023d, 2025). This design is appropriate to address how differences in rule compliance

can be explained by differences in institutional trust. This allows the correlation of the constructs
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to be observed across several nationally representative samples over time. The time component
will give insight into the variation in the relationship between the two variables. In this way it
can be observed what effect did the entrance of Bulgaria into the EU have. This allows the
exploration of the degree to which there is an effect of institutional trust on rule following
dependent on Bulgaria joining the EU. Following the GFT the model will additionally include
gain and hedonic goal orientation as psychological predictors. These goals are theorized to
influence compliance behaviour by interacting with the capitalist dynamic created by the system.
Therefore, allowing to test whether rule following is shaped not only by institutional trust but
also by individual motivational frames. Moreover, gain and hedonic motivation will also be
included as moderators to examine whether they condition the effect of institutional trust on
compliance. This approach will enable the analysis of potential interaction effects, highlighting
how the strength or direction of the relationship between institutional trust and rule compliance
may vary depending on an individual’s goal orientation. Additionally, a few control variables
will help examine clearer the relation between institutional trust and rule compliance. Age,
socioeconomic status, and region will be added as covariates to account for structural and
demographic variation that might influence the relationship. All rounds of the ESS apply
appropriate design to ensure representativeness of the population and comparability between the

rounds (Lynn et al., 2007).

Sample
The same method of sampling process had been used throughout the years (ESS ERIC,
2018, 2023a, 2023b, 2023c, 2023d, 2025). The process consisted of firstly, researchers divided

Bulgaria into groups based on location and type of place (village, city, province). Following this
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they defined some regions as “control regions”. They used the control regions to select a random
sample from them using proportional probability to the number of residents aged 15 and above.
Secondly, several households were selected from the control region, again using population size.
The last stage consisted of selecting one individual per household using “the last birthday
method”. The response rate over the years ranged from 64,5% to 81,4%, with the lowest one in
2006 and the highest one in 2010. The combination of all the years leads to a final sample of
13240 observations. The samples throughout the years range from 1400 to 2718. The sample
population is divided into cohorts based on the year that the survey took place. Demographics

describing the population per year are included in Table 1.

Table 1

Descriptive variables broken down by ESS round

ESS3 ESS4 ESS5 ESS6 ESS9 ESS10 ESS11

2006 2008 2010 2012 2018 2020 2023

Age 50 51.8 53.4 54 546 527 52.4
% of women 61 56.1 56.3 57.6 55.6 52.8 52.5
% coming from Big City 33.6 30.2 31.2 31.0 324 354 35.8

N 1400 2230 2434 2260 2198 2718 2239

Note. The values given are the means except with % of women (which indicates the percentage
of women in the sample) and % coming from the Big City (Defined as the top 3 cities in

Bulgaria Sofia, Varna, Plovdiv).



18

Instruments and Procedure

The ESS ensures content validity through expert reviews and piloting. Pilot studies help
identify potential issues with the test allowing for refinement, which increases both validity and
reliability. The design process and collaboration between scientists ensures clear and relevant
questionnaires across countries. Furthermore, full documentation is made publicly available to
support transparency. Data was collected using face-two-face interviews. Interviews were
conducted in varied settings to have a representative sample. Any potential attrition sources were
considered (e.g. noncompliance, dropout), since they can introduce bias and impact

generalizability.

Measurements

The main variables will be operationalized through a combination of individual items
from the ESS.

Human values. To explore the motivational orientation, human values will be used as a
proxy for GFT. The items were developed by S. Schwartz to understand the moral values of
participants (Findings From the Human Values Scale, 2023). The scale includes 21 items,
measured on a 6-point scale, where 1 indicates “Very much like me” and 6 “Not like me at all”.
Three subscales were created to reflect normative (e.g. “Important to do what is told and follow
rules”), gain (e.g. “Important to be successful and that people recognize achievements”), and
hedonic (e.g. “Important to seek fun and things that give pleasure”) goal frames for full list of
items see Appendix C. Each subscale demonstrated acceptable internal consistency, normative (o

=.8), gain (a0 =.7), and hedonic (o =.9).
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Institutional trust. Institutional trust is defined as a combination of four different
variables. The four variables are: trust in the legal system, trust in police, trust in politicians, and
trust in the country's parliament. Each variable is scored on a scale from 0 (no trust at all) till 10
(complete trust). The new variable of institutional trust is the mean of the four values combined
therefore also ranging from 0 to 10. The scale demonstrated good internal consistency (a=0.9).

Covariates and Demographics. Age and region will be used as control variables. Age
may influence the relationship as older participants have lived through the accession of Bulgaria
into the EU firsthand, potentially shaping their perception and attitudes differently compared to
younger individuals. Secondly, region might influence the opportunities people get, therefore
shaping their morals. The other demographic variable that will describe the sample is gender (see

Table 1).

Statistical analysis

The analysis will examine the effect sizes and statistical significance of the relationship
between the key variables across the different ESS rounds. Regression models will be employed
for each year to assess changes over time, while controlling for age and region. Effect sizes will
give insight into the strength of the relationship, while p-values will show the statistical
significance. Time series trends will be explored to see whether the observed effects are
consistent, increase or decrease over time. Interaction plots will visualize the moderation slopes

to interpret the moderation effect.
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Results
Qualitative Inquiry
Five core themes were identified that capture the institutional context and pattern of
corruption before and after Bulgaria’s entry into the EU. The themes are interconnected with
each other and contribute to the overall context of Bulgaria. The themes are the following:
Historical and Political context, Culture, Identity and Social Values, Corruption Dynamics and

Reform Pathways, Institutional Context and Governance, International and EU influence.

Theme 1: Historical and Political context

The first theme centres around the historical context of Bulgaria which plays a crucial
role in the subsequent evolution of the current political environment and corruption dynamics
within the country. This theme consists of the following categories: Historical context,
Description of socialist structures left from communist times, Bulgarian current politics, Lack of
morally trustworthy successors.

The interviewee emphasized the deep Russophile affinity that Bulgarians experience
because of the believe that they liberated us from the Ottoman empire, however, with the coup
d’etat on 9" of September which marked the communist rule in Bulgaria. The consequences are

reflected in the following excerpt:

Interview 2: “( ... ) because here the elites, those who were called bourgeois elites, they

are slaughtered, slaughtered, destroyed after September 9th, and a large part of the left-

’

wing intelligentsia has died around them.’
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As reflected in both interviews, corruption took roots during the communist regime and

the transition from planned economy:

Interview 2: “( ... ) if you want to buy ( ... ) something there was nowhere to be found ( ...
) you resort to people who are intermediaries ( ... ) and you add some money there ( ...)

the intermediaries profit.”

Interview 1: “( ... ) All enterprises that were state-owned were privatized ( ... ) the same
people who had political connections, that is, those who had been strong since the time of
communism (... ) they received the state-owned enterprises from the privatization, and
they continue to have this wealth to this day. Now they may have developed it into a legal
or non-legal business, use it for political or economic influence, make investments, ( ... )
But the point is that people are the same, yes, that is, the initially distributed wealth

remains in those people who do not have integrity.”

This, therefore, is reflected in the state of the current politics and the lack of trustworthy

successors in the case of political changes in the country:

Interview 2: “( ... ) what is happening at the moment, the severe corruption, which is
especially at the highest levels of power, and is in total synergy with the large companies

created by the cracks in the former State Security (DANS) and the Communist Party ( ... )"
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Interview 1:“ (... ) we need leaders who have integrity, but they are missing. Meaning,
even if those protests overthrow the government, what does it matter who will take the

reins.”

Altogether, the historical legacy starting from the ties with Russia and suppression of the
intelligentsia, through the roots of corruption taking place in communist times which transferred
through the transition period and continue to be part of the political landscape to this day, have

profoundly shaped the systemic corruption found in the country.

Theme 2: Culture, Identity and Social Values
The second theme emerged through both interviews and played an integral part in

explaining why corruption is to this extent entrenched in the country. This theme emerged
through the following categories: characteristics of Bulgarians, cultural and civic value erosion,
and perception of Bulgarians.

As emphasized through both interviews the national psychology of the people plays a
profound role:

Interview 1:“( ... ) it can start with the national psychology ( ... ) not all people learn

from childhood and from their education, that they should not do certain things, and that

they must comply with the laws.”

Interview 2: “( ... ) And in the end, everyone becomes vicious, and the conclusion is that

there was and is a natural environment and it is in the mentality of people.”
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The second category reflects the public discontent from civic responsibility shaped by
disinformation, internalized authoritarian sympathies, while also experiencing a deep loss of

solidarity and critical thinking.

Interview 2: “( ... ) but the essence is that if we have to make the diagnosis at the moment,

it means that the Bulgarian is almost completely amputated by a sense of solidarity.”

The common perceptions people hold in Bulgaria, additionally, reflects the ingrained

distrust they have in the institutions nowadays, this can be seen through the following quote:

Interview 2: “( ... ) They feel harmed, artificially kept at the bottom, poor, and because it is
a poor country ( ... ) Bulgaria, by the way, is a record holder in terms of money kept

under mattresses.”

Therefore, the characteristics of the cultural identity of the Bulgarian show how the deeply
rooted corruption in Bulgaria is reinforced by a national psychology marked by wakened civic
values, widespread distrust in institutions, and loss of solidarity and organization all of which

contribute to the ongoing normalization of illicit activity.

Theme 3: Corruption Dynamics and Reform Pathways
Throughout both interviews common corruption dynamics and potential reform pathways
emerged through a few categories: characteristics of corruption in Bulgaria, economic insecurity

important contributor for corruption, examples of corruption schemes, and suggestions for
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battling corruption. From both interviews the main characteristics of the corruption in Bulgaria
that emerged were historical entrenchment, systemic, endemic, politically protected, structurally

self-enforcing, and institutionally embedded. This is shown through the following excerpts:

Interview 2: “The basis of the corruption pyramid is very different than, for example, in
Western Europe ( ... ) big problem is that they do not fully understand it, they simply

cannot imagine this endemic corruption.”

Interview 1: “( ... ) We really have only one mayor so far who has been imprisoned, we
don't have another high-ranking person. Unlike Romania, where they can form an entire

government in prison.”

While the characteristics describe quite well the entrenched corruption into the

system, economic insecurity is seen as a contributing factor for corruption:

Interview 2: “( ... ) the year 89-90 comes and we are just moving towards a market
economy, although the deficits are decreasing, people are still poor, they are still currently
the poorest in the European Union ( ... ) but so, poverty itself is not a vice, but it is, as we

are told, it generates vices.”

To make it more concrete different kinds of corruption are shown even through

examples from the interviews:
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Interview 1: “( ...) it is easy to bribe in customs, and although there are cameras, they
know where the cameras are looking, they just go to some bush in the back, where there

are no cameras, you can always quietly avoid the technology.”

Interview 2: “( ... ) These are ours, brother-in-law, that cousin, and that one, not only to
find them a job, and so you provide yourself with voters, by putting the aunt of the aunt,
these are whole communities that work for you, on some state or municipal job, and they

are loyal to the grave.”

As a suggestion to have some reforms in place the experts underscored the
importance of prevention starting from an early age and additionally tools such as risk

monitoring and impact indicators.

Interview 1: “( ... ) from kindergarten we should start talking about ethics, what is right,
what is wrong. When one child takes the toy of the other child to tell him the mother, it is

not good to steal.”

Corruption in Bulgaria was described as embedded and institutionally entrenched
where economic insecurity contributing to corrupt practices, while suggested reforms focus on

prevention from an early age and systemic monitoring.
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Theme 4: Institutional Context and Governance

The fourth theme that emerged through the interviews was the institutional context and
governance of Bulgaria. This theme consisted of four categories that describe the context:
characteristics of institutional infrastructure, institutional dysfunction, structural barriers to
effective anti-corruption, unreliable data coming out of official institutions.

Firstly, the experts through both interviews mentioned some characteristics of the
institutional infrastructure, they emphasized that the lack of unified registers, insufficient
investigative capacity, and deep public distrust in institutions significantly hinder efforts to

uncover and address systemic corruption in Bulgaria.

Interview 1: “( ...) all the registers in Bulgaria need to be merged into one register, which
is not the case now. At the moment the bulstat of the register of cars, the register of boats,

the agricultural register are separate ( ... )"

Interview 2. “( ... ) here there is a critically low trust in the authorities, especially in the
executive branch a little more towards the president, because he is by definition a majority

vote, after all, a choice for one person is not a party.”

Secondly, they described the institutional dysfunction and dissatisfaction found in the
country mainly coming from nepotism and the lack of qualified people to work in public

institutions.
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Interview 2: “( ... ) a person when he encounters any public institution, be it healthcare,
police, because you have theft, he faces either ignorance and incompetence because of the

negative long-term selection, merit-based people are not put there.”

Thirdly, the government faces structural barriers to effective anti-corruption measures this
is often due to a lack of oversight, punishment and resources put into anti-corruption

investigations.

Interview 1: “( ... ) we think we can do everything without punishment. And from there,

people are starting to see an opportunity to benefit.”

Interview 2: “( ... ) The biggest problem is that the system allows absolutely incompetent
and even harmful people to occupy key positions, even if they are not corrupt, they are

permeable”

Lastly, a subcategory that emerged through the second interview mostly, was the unreliable
data that is coming out of official sources in Bulgaria. This also includes the lack of

predictability in elections because of the amount of bought vote. This can be seen with the

following excerpts:

Interview 2: “( ... ) Because the government always gives them a powdered version, some

reports, some statistics from which they will tell themselves, that it is not so bad.”
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Interview 2 “( ... ) because with this bought, manipulated vote, fear, and especially in the
periphery of the country, especially the countryside, it is monstrous, you cannot predict

anything.”

Overall, the theme captures the fragmented institutional infrastructure, dysfunctional
institutions marked by nepotistic appointments, lack of accountability, and unreliable data, as
individuals face daily experiences of incompetence from the very institutions that are meant to

serve them.

Theme 5: International and EU Influence

The final theme focuses on the role of international actors and foreign influences in the
Bulgarian context. Interviewees highlighted the complex relationship between domestic
corruption and external actors, particularly the EU. This theme contains six categories:
differences with other countries, foreign politics play a role in how foreign agents act in
Bulgaria, international influences, the approach of the EU towards corruption in Bulgaria,
tolerance from EU institutions for corruption, what EU brough to Bulgaria.

Interviewees emphasized perceived differences in national attitudes and cultural
approaches to corruption between Bulgaria and other countries. This theme was also mentioned
in the first interview, where it was noted that Bulgaria’s extensive body of anti-corruption
legislation stands in contrast to the more concise legal framework found in countries like those in
Scandinavia, where such laws may span only a single page. Additionally, there was a concern

about strategic foreign influence, especially from authoritarian states like Russia, as it was
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mentioned in the first interview that in the last fifteen years there was an increase in state
capture.

EU’s role emerged as central in both interviews. Initially EU accession brought hope for
democracy, prosperity, and the rule of law, however, a wave of disappointment followed by the
lack of real systemic change and persistent inequalities. The increased digitalization helped
reduce administrative corruption. Despite the EU having tools to sanction corruption, like
suspending funds, these are rarely used. Some EU leaders are viewed as either complicit or
naive, with examples cited of former officials joining corrupt or controversial organizations. This
perceived hypocrisy weakens the EU’s credibility, making it appear unable or unwilling to

enforce the rule of law in Bulgaria. This is also reflected in the following quote:

Interview 2: “( ... ) Given this background, Europe is associated with corruption, because

’

it has failed to enforce the rule of law in Bulgaria with all its mechanisms.’

The EU approach to corruption in Bulgaria is viewed as bureaucratic, ineffective, and
hypocritical. Although it provides funding and recommendations, it fails to impose real
consequences. Interviewees express how EU leaders publicly support or ignore known
corruption figures, like Borisov and Peevski. This affiliation with such figures reinforces the
perception that EU tolerates or even enables corruption, ultimately damaging its authority in

Bulgaria. This is also reflected in the following quote:
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Interview 2: “( ... ) when the leaders of the European Union come and pat these
sanctioned for corruption persons from the world and from our colleagues and journalists,

revelations, people say okay EU is corruption, because it tolerates corruption.”

This theme reveals a disillusionment with international actors who were supposed to offer
external help to the ongoing problems. To summarize some insight from the second interview,

Table 2 presents words and phrases commonly used to describe the situation in Bulgaria.
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Typical Bulgarian phrases used during the second interview to describe the context.

Orignial quote Literal translation in Meaning
Eglish
"Te s cBapuxa xkabata npe3  They boiled the frog The failure in the system already
89" Oauk uH 89 comes from the post-communist
transition.
"Koneiikure" Russophiles A mocking nickname for the

"U cera cMe Ha HIKAKHB
Bomoaen"

"mrypobamxananiuaa”

"mapu, JbpKaHU 110]

mromrernu”

"IPUBUKBAHE U 3aTHIISIBAHE

1 OE3KPUTHYHOCT Ha
xopara"
"Mapoaepu, Kpaalu,
qopOa KUK, n3eqHuIn"
"eHgemMu4Ha Kopynuus'"
n n

reHesuca
n n

HaHJEMHUS

"cuBO MOKpPUTO"

And now we are at some
watershed

brother-in-law

Money kept under the
matress

Habituation, dullness,
and uncriticalness of
people

Looters, thieves, rich
owners, robbers
Endemic corruption
Genesis

Pandemic

Grey and hidden

supporters of Russia. Drawing from
"kopeyka" smallest coin in Russia.

A moment of potential change

Unique cuturally specific word
used to describe nepotism.
Shows the deep entrenched
mistrust.

Characteristics of Bulgarians

Greed, theft and exploitation
present.

Characteristic of the corruption
Characteristic of the corruption
Characteristic of the corruption

Characteristic of the communism
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Quantitative Inquiry
Descriptives of the data.

In this section the results of the quantitative inquiry using data from the ESS rounds
available will be presented. Firstly, tables for each round including the descriptive statistics and
correlations were computed for the main variables used in the analysis (see Appendix E). The
analysis was performed separately for each round as well to capture changes over time. Pearson
correlations were computed among the main variables: normative, gain, hedonic, institutional
trust, and age. Across all rounds, hedonic and gain values show a strong positive correlation
(r=0.61 to =71, p<0.01), suggesting an association. Correlations with the scale for norm
compliance are consistently positive and weak to moderate, with gain (r=0.21 to r=0.47, p<0.01),
while institutional trust had weak correlations with all the other variables. Age showed moderate
positive correlations with hedonic values and gain across the rounds, however, weak or low
negative correlations with normative and institutional trust values (see Table 1-7, Appendix E).
The correlation between hedonic and gain values supports the theorized overlap of the
underlying goal frames, while the weak correlation with institutional trust suggests its distinct
role in the model. Missingness per variable was below 3% in most rounds, only in round 9 there
were variables that had up to 7.4% missingness, which was treated with listwise deletion.
Outliers were not relevant for these variables since they are calculated on a scale and all detected
outliers fall within the scale. The only relevant variable to detect outliers was age, where none
were detected. A distribution of the density of the main variables through the rounds can be seen
in Figure 1. The scores on the variable measuring the salience of the hedonic goal frame show a
relatively normal distribution, generally centred between 3 and 4 across rounds, some of the

curves differ in skewness and highness especially round 9-11. The scores measuring gain show a
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consistently unidimensional distribution, with peaks around 2 and 3 across rounds. The variable
for normative orientation is more skewed to the right, with the peaks clustering around 2,
indicating that most respondents score low on this dimension. Trust in institution scores show
variation and irregularity. This suggests greater individual inter-individual variability in

institutional trust.

Figure 1
Density plots for main variables used for analysis

Distribution of Hedonic Goal Orientation by ESS Round Distribution of Gain Goal Orientation by ESS Round
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Note. Density plots illustrate the estimates of scale scores across rounds. Higher scores indicate

stronger endorsement of the respective values.
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Figure 2 shows institutional trust scores over the different rounds of the ESS. The overall
trend is and increase by one point from 2006 to 2023, which suggests some improvement after

joining the EU, however, in absolute terms the score of 3.5/10 in 2023 remains very low.

Figure 2
Institutional trust over the years for each ESS round.

Average Institutional Trust Score by ESS Year
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Note. Confidence intervals are displayed for each year.
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Figure 3 shows the variables for gain, hedonic, and normative orientation over the
different rounds, with normative being the lowest in all rounds and hedonic being the highest.
Compared to 2006, norm compliance went up, however hedonic and gain decreased. It can be
observed that before the transition gain and hedonic values were already high, however after

2006 the distance between the three goal frames decreased.

Figure 3

Gain, Hedonic, and Normative values over the ESS rounds.

Value Scores by Year

35

30

Mean Value Score

2006 2008 2010 2012 2018 2020 2023
Year

Note. Confidence intervals are displayed for each year.

Assumption checks.

Before testing the hypothesis, several assumptions were checked. The key assumptions
examined for each model were linearity, normality, homoscedasticity, and independence of
errors. Multicollinearity was examined as well because of the high correlation between some of

the variables. The figures used to examine the assumptions were comparable with each other for

Value Type
== Gain
=@ Hedonic

=®- Normative
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every round. Overall, most of the assumptions seem to be met in the models. A pattern that
appears is a slight funnel shape in the scatter plot for fitted values versus standardized residuals,
this indicates a slight violation of the heteroscedasticity assumption, however keeping in mind
that we have a large sample size. The assumption of normality seems too also be slightly violated
in the edges of the Q-Q plot. Even though variable were correlated, after centring then
multicollinearity seems to not be an issue with VIF<2.5 for all variables in all models. With

some precaution about the homoscedasticity assumption, we can continue the analysis.

Hypothesis testing

For each round of the ESS a linear regression model was constructed predicting
normative motivation from the centred variables of institutional trust, gain, and hedonic,
including two interaction terms (trust x hedonic and trust x gain), while controlling for age and
region. Table 8 (see Appendix E) shows the standardized regression coefficients and zero-order
correlation for the predictors, interactions, and covariates across the seven waves of the ESS. The
gain value showed a moderate positive effect on normative motivation across all rounds, with
beta coefficients ranging from [0.31, 0.54] and (p<0.01). Hedonic motivation and institutional
trust had more variability and weaker effects in the results. Hedonic motivation did show a
negative statistically significant influence on normative motivation in the later rounds (9-10).
While institutional trust showed a negative correlation (beta=-0.09, r=-0.11, p<0.01) with the
normative scale in round 10. Interaction effects between institutional trust and gain were mostly
negative and significant from round 4 onwards, with beta values ranging between [-0.05, -0.09]
with (p<0.01), indicating that gain increasingly moderated the effect of institutional trust over

time. Meanwhile the interaction between institutional trust and hedonic, also negative, became
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more pronounced and statistically significant in later rounds, particularly in round 10 (beta=-

0.07,1=-0.09, p<0.01) and 11 (beta=-0.26, =-0.18, p<0.01).

Age consistently shows significant negative correlation with normative motivation, while

regional effects varied across time. This suggests that older individuals tend to report lower

levels of normative goal salience. The direction of the relationship between region and normative

motivation varies by round, therefore there is no stable influence on normative goal salience

when controlling for region.

Figure 4 summarizes the results for the regression coefficients across ESS rounds,

showing the continuous positive coefficients of gain, the negative ones for hedonic and the small

negative effect institutional trust has on the normative scale for round 10.

Figure 4

Standardized Regression Coefficients for main predictors of norm compliance
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has a positive effect on the normative scale, while for round 9-11 it has a negative effect. The

opposite is observed for institutional trust x gain, while for rounds 3-6 it is negative, the

coefficient becomes positive for rounds 9 and 11 (see Figure 5). Additionally, the predicted

effect of joining the EU can be observed, namely that the gain and hedonic orientation play a
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For the interaction it can be seen from the coefficients that for rounds 3-6 trust x hedonic

more effective role in later rounds, but as the figure shows there are nuances to this relationship

the two have the opposite effects from positive becoming negative for trust x hedonic, and vice

versa for trust x gain.

Figure 5

Standardized Regression Coefficients for interaction effect
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To further examine the moderation effects, interaction plots were created for better

interpretation. In Figure 6 interaction effects are displayed for the moderation effect of hedonic

and gain. The interaction shows that when gain is high and institutional trust is low, normative
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orientation is high. In contrast, when gain is high and institutional trust is high, normative
orientation is lower. For low gain, normative orientation is lower when institutional trust is low
and increase slightly when institutional trust is high (see Figure 6A). The interaction pattern for
hedonic mirrors this with steeper slopes (see Figure 6B). The interaction patterns are consistent
across most rounds, apart from Rounds 6 and 9, where the slopes for high gain and high hedonic
values are reversed. The main variation across rounds lies in the steepness of the slopes, with

later rounds (10 and 11) showing steeper interactions compared to earlier rounds (3 and 4).

Figure 6

Interaction effects for Round 11 (A) Gain x Trust (B) Gain x Hedonic
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These results provide some insights about the hypotheses. The first hypothesis, which
predicted lower levels of institutional trust to be associated with lower levels of normative goal
orientation is not supported by the data. Taken over the whole period, there seems to be no
relationship between trust and norm compliance. Instead, the only negative significant
relationship found was in Round 10. This contradicts the direction of the hypothesis, which
suggests that higher trust is associated with lower normative values. The second hypothesis about
the moderation of Bulgaria’s accession into the EU between institutional trust and normative
motivation, is partially supported. There is a moderating effect of the gain goal orientation after
Round 4 (2008) that weakens the relationship between institutional trust and normative values.
For the last two Rounds of the ESS the same holds also for the moderating effect of the hedonic
goal on relationship between institutional trust and normative values, hedonic values weaken this

relationship.

Discussion

This thesis was set to explore the persistent trend of high levels of corruption and low
levels of institutional trust in Bulgaria despite the accession into the EU, which was expected to
bring stricter applied rule of law and transparency. For this purpose, a micro level approach was
undertaken to capture the nuances of individuals in a system change of a country which has
experienced endemic corruption through the years. Goal Framing Theory (GFT) was used as a
framework to examine the change to a more capitalistic dynamic, which the EU brough with the
increased economic freedom. As the results of the first qualitative analysis show, Bulgaria has
deeply rooted historical and political roots where corruption has grown into an endemic issue and

despite outside interventions, current situation shows no improvement. When analysed within
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this context, the quantitative analysis becomes more nuanced, as it allows for the examination of
how systemic corruption and institutional mistrust shape individual level motivations and
behaviours over time. The first hypothesis of this study was not supported by the data, however,

the second one was supported with some interesting nuances.

Theoretical Implications

GFT suggests that a normative orientation or goal frame, which drives individuals to act
in accordance with social and moral norms, can be influenced by institutional legitimacy
(Etienne, 2011). This thesis hypothesized that in the context of Bulgaria low levels of
institutional trust will predict low levels of normative goal orientation. Normative goal
orientation in this context was used as a proxy for rule compliance, which relates to corruption
behaviour. Firstly, drawing some insights from the qualitative data can help contextualize the
results found in the quantitative analysis. As described by experts in Bulgaria there is a
fragmented institutional infrastructure, which is characterized by disjoint public registers, poor
investigative capacity, nepotism, and deep public mistrust. These experiences point to a lack of
institutional coherence and reliability. This can cause individuals to believe that compliance with
the rules will not serve a common goal. This is also reflected in the quantitative analysis where
normative goal orientation is on average the lowest from the three over the years. Contrary to the
first hypothesis, the quantitative results did not show positive association between institutional
trust and normative goal orientation. In Round 10 (2020) the relationship between the variables
even indicated that higher trust correlated with weaker normative orientation. Considering the
context, in a setting where corruption is perceived as endemic individuals might sever the

concept of trust in institutions and moral obligations. As Jha et al. (2023) explain there is a
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“legitimacy trap”, where systemic corruption erodes both institutional legitimacy and the
effectiveness of compliance efforts. Therefore, even when some trust is reported it might not
reflect genuine confidence in legitimacy or fairness. In this way trust can be superficial and fail
to activate the normative goal orientation. In the absence of the normative goal orientation, other
motivations such as gain and hedonic might become more dominant.

Gain goal orientation in the model did prove to be a significant predictor for normative
motivation. This means that individuals with a stronger gain orientation tend to be more likely to
comply to norms. As described by the experts in the qualitative analysis, there is a lack of
solidarity in Bulgarians, this can point to people believing that they can only rely on themselves.
When the gain orientation is dominant in such a context, people might take a more pragmatic
approach and believe that systemic rule-breaking is not sustainable for realizing their long-term
personal goals. With the entrance of Bulgaria in the EU more economic opportunities have
presented themselves, where individuals can seek economic liberty and advancement without
being dependent on the government that they do not trust. On the other hand, the consistent
negative relationship observed between hedonic orientation and normative orientation, signals
that individuals who seek immediate pleasure are not motivated by normative concerns, which
would lead to lower rule compliance. In the Bulgarian context as highlighted by experts the
widespread mistrust and years of long-standing poverty and institutional neglect can be
interpreted not only as a moral vice but as an adaptive response to the new system. According to
Lindenberg (2025) this shift to a more capitalistic dynamic fosters a change in social rationality,
from a normative-based collective orientation to one that is centred around individual outcomes.
Additionally, as observed in Figure 3, the mean values for gain and hedonic orientation have

declined from 2006 to 2023. This can indicate that gain and hedonic were already strong before



43

the accession into the EU, possibly due to the systemic corruption that was present in the country
even before that, citizens may have been forced on making end meet and realizing their
immediate needs. When stronger capitalistic cues came, it pushed the three goal frames closer to
each other, implying that changes in contextual and situational cues may have much stronger
effect to effectuate frame switch.

The accession into the EU was seen by many Bulgarians as a turning point, a promise of
institutional transparency, economic opportunity, and stricter rule of law. However, qualitative
findings suggest that this gradually turned into disillusionment, because they failed to dismantle
the entrenched corruption. Tools, which help this reinforcement of the promise such as sanctions
and withholding funds, are rarely used. There is an observed difference in the significance of the
moderation of gain and hedonic values from the first rounds of the ESS especially in the last two
rounds of the ESS, therefore the second hypothesis is partially supported, although interpretation
is more nuanced than expected. The disillusionment can help explain the results of the
quantitative data, as seen by the interaction effect when gain motivation is high but institutional
trust is low individuals show higher normative motivation, possibly as a safeguard. In
environments where institutions are not trusted to act fairly, people may comply with rules not
out of trust, but out of self-protection. Similar pattern holds for the hedonic variable. This might
be due to a third unaccounted variation coming from a variable such as socioeconomic status.
Individuals with lower socioeconomic status may perceive greater personal risk in institutional
failure, which can be reinforced by stricter rule compliance. Additionally, the way the hedonic
items were asked in the questionnaire (see Appendix C) might reflect future orientation, which

will be interpreted differently depending on life circumstances. What can also be observed from
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the interaction effect is that trust tempers the effect of hedonic and gain orientation, therefore
institutional trust reduces the effect these orientations have on the normative orientation.

The first research question can be answered from the qualitative analysis, which shows
the historical roots of the systemic corruption and capture the specific characteristics of
Bulgarians such as national psychology, culture, and lack of solidarity as a reason for the
perpetuation of corruption. This is mixed with institutional facilities who hire people not based
on merit but nepotism and lack of investigative power and capacity from the state. The political
scene, which has been the consisting of similar actors for years, describes the institutional
context before and after the entrance of Bulgaria in the EU. This and the quantitative analysis
contribute with answering the second research question. The influence of institutional trust on
rule compliance, proxied by normative goal orientation, is to some extent dependent on the post-
accession into the EU. Although more nuanced than expected, in later rounds the moderating

factors of gain and hedonic did show to be significant.

Policy Implications

As indicated in the qualitative results by experts the entrenched corruption found in
institutions, lack of ethical behaviour from an early age, and solidarity among people contributes
to the low morale in the country. This is also shown in the low normative goal orientation found
through the years in the quantitative analysis. This calls for policies to shift their focus and not
only include macro-centred preventions but also take into consideration individual level
variables. As reported by Collier (2000), raising moral norms is an important part of having
effective anti-corruption strategies. This is also supported by the low salience of the normative

goal frame in Bulgaria. As indicated by Lindenberg and Steg (2007), when this frame is weak
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people might not be concerned with following social expectations and complying to rules. This
suggests that rising moral and changing the norm in the country is equally important as including

risk monitoring interventions and policies.

Limitations

A few limitations are worth acknowledging. Firstly, the data used from the ESS does not
include multiple years before joining the EU. This limits the ability to make clear predictions
about the specific effects that joining the EU had on institutional trust and rule compliance.
Especially, when it comes to observing effects for the variables included in the GFT, as it is
unclear whether the found effect was present in the years before 2007. Without a longer pre-
accession baseline it’s hard to assess the true magnitude that EU had on rule compliance in
Bulgaria, as other social or political developments might also play a role in the relationship.
Secondly, using normative goal frame as a proxy for rule compliance and corruption behaviour
presents some challenges, as it captures individual’s motivation to follow social norms rather
than direct measures of corruption or rule-breaking. This might also be seen as a strength of the
study because corruption is inherently a hidden act, therefore direct observation might be
difficult. However, normative orientation might not fully reflect real world behaviours,
influenced by opportunities or external pressure. Thirdly, while the thesis integrates qualitative
findings the number of expert interviews is limited, and their perspective may not capture the full
range of experiences across different groups. As already observed the different experts focused

on different aspects of the context in Bulgaria, therefore more interviews will enrich the context.
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Recommendations for Future Research

Future studies applying the same framework in similar context should consider
theoretical refinement of the GFT, to better fit transitional economies. It becomes clear that the
straightforward application of GFT that was used does not hold in the expected way. One
possible reinterpretation is that the experience of scarcity and systemic unreliability during the
socialist period may have fostered a short-term orientation driven by the need to secure both
basic and non-basic consumption goods. This is also seen in the former German Democratic
Republic, where access to consumer goods often depended on weak social ties that enabled
participation in black market exchanges (Volker & Flap, 2001). Similar patterns were also
described in the Bulgarian context by experts during the interviews. This points to interesting
interpretations regarding the interaction between social values and market dynamics. A recent
study by Harris et al. (2022) found a humanizing effect of market interaction, contrary to
expectations. This calls for a more nuanced approach of market transitions and interactions

between human values and rule compliance.

Conclusion
Taking everything into consideration, the persistent systemic corruption in Bulgaria has
left long lasting effects on the country. While Bulgaria’s EU accession initially raised hope for
stronger institutions and stricter rule of law, current statistics show the persistent nature of
corruption in Bulgaria and the failure to implement these measures. In this setting, the thesis set
out to examine how lowered institutional trust interacts with goal framing processes, using the
salience of a normative orientation as a proxy for rule compliance. Normative motivation was

generally low and did not consistently covary with institutional trust. In one of the seven
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measurement waves, higher trust was even associated with lower normative orientation. This
could have been due to “legitimacy trap” rather than genuine rule compliance. Gain orientation
was positively associated with normative motivation indicating that self-protective rule
compliance might be a pragmatic strategy in a corrupt system, given the context of Bulgaria
revealed by experts. Revealing the deeply entrenched mistrust in institutions and long-lasting
endemic corruption ruled by nepotism and lack of punishment. Hedonic orientation consistently
predicted lower normative orientation, aligning with the idea that short term gratification
undermines norm motivation, especially in settings with weak institutions. Although a significant
moderation effect was found after the accession into the EU, a detailed inspection of the
interaction plots shows a mixed picture that is partially consistent with the predicted effects and
partially contradicts them. Taken together, the findings show that in the context of endemic
corruption, normative goal orientation is shaped less by institutional legitimacy and more by
pragmatic and strategic concerns like self-protection and gain. This calls for a more nuanced

understanding of rule compliance in endemically corrupt settings.
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Appendix A

Interview Guide
1. Introduction:
a. Introducing myself and my background.
b. Introducing the purpose of the study and the main research problem I am
interested in and why I am interested in studying corruption.
c. Ensure they understand that their data will be protected and anonymized.
d. Ask about the background of the participant, what is their specific expertise (How
did he get into this kind of field...etc)
2. Context Exploration:
a. Can you describe the context in Bulgaria and why is this an environment where
corruption has become so prevalent?
Would you describe the corruption in Bulgaria as a systemic issue?
c. Can you describe the current efforts of the government to tackle corruption?
d. How does the political instability in recent years affected the perceptions of
corruption?
3. Evolution of Corruption:
a. How has corruption evolved since Bulgaria’s post-communist transition?
b. What are the primary factors that embed corruption within public institutions?
c. Has corruption changed before and after the entence of Bulgaria in the EU?
i. Ifyes, what are the differences that you observed before and after?
4. Impact of EU:
a. In what ways did economic freedom and integration into the EU market alter
opportunities for corruption?
b. In what ways did the acessoin of Bulgaria into the EU influence corruptioin
dynamics?
c. Have anti-corruption measures increased perceived uncertainty for those involved
in corrupt practices?
5. Conectioin between corruption and trust:
a. How is corruption coonected to the low institutioonal trust in Bulgaria?
b. Are there specific cases or events that have significantly damaged or improved
trust?
c. Inyour experience, what do you think is the link between corruption and
institutional trust?
6. Measuring Corruption:
a. What are the main challenges in measuring corruption?
b. Do you think that there is reliable data that depicts the current state of corruption
in the country?
c. Do you think that research such as the one I am conducting contributes to the
realistic depiction of corruption in Bulgaria?
7. Recommendations:
a. What policy or institutional change would you recommend to reduce corruption in
Bulgaria?
8. Closure:
a. Ensure that the interviewee can receive a transcript on request.



b. Thank them for the particpation and time invested.
9. Evaluative Questions (for the resercher after the interview)
a. Did the interviewee’s responses require any changes in the way the questions
were phrased during the interview?
b. Where there any prior assumptions that limited the flow of the conversation?

56
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Bulgarian Version:

PBKOBOACTBO 32 MHTEPBIO:

1. BbBenenue:
a. IlpencraBsiHe Ha cebe CH M HA MOS IPOU3XO/I.
b. IlpexacraBsiHe Ha IeNTa HA U3CJIECABAHETO U OCHOBHHUS U3CJIEOBATEICKU IPOOIIEM,
KOITO Me MHTepeCcyBa, KaKTO U 3aIl0 C€ MHTEPECyBaM OT U3y4yaBaHETO Ha
KOpYTMILHUATA.
c. VYBepere ce, ue Te pa3dupar, ue TEXHUTE JaHHU 1e ObJAT 3alUTCHU U
AHOHUMH3HPAHH.
d. Tlomuraiite 3a 6buorpadusara Ha yUaCTHUKA, KAKBB € HETOBUSAT CIICIIU(PHUEH OIHUT
(Kak e momagHan B TO3u BH 00JACT... ¥ T.H.)
2. IIpoyuBaHe Ha KOHTEKCTA:
a. Cnopez Bac KOM MOpPAJIHU HArJIacH Ha XOpaTa JONPHHACAT 32 TOBa KOPYIIHATA
J1a ce BBh3MpUEMa KaTo ,,HOpMaJIHA " UJTU ,,0TpaBaHa‘ B 1aJICHU CUTyaluu?
b. Bwxnare nu kopynuusara B bearapus kato cucremen npooiem?
c. MoeTe 11 J]a OMMIIETE HACTOSIIUTE YCHIIUS Ha PABUTEIICTBOTO 3a CIPABSHE C
Kopymnuusira’?
d. Kak nmonmutrueckaTa HeCTaOMIIHOCT Tpe3 MOCIESTHUTE TOAUHU CE OTPa3u Ha
BB3IPUEMAHETO Ha KOpynuusTa?
3. EBosroniyst Ha kopynuusTa:
a. Kak eBomonpa kopyniusTa ciiei ToOCTKOMYHUCTHYECKUS npexo B bbarapus?
b. Kou ca ocHOBHUTE (haKTOpH, KOUTO BKOPEHSIBAT KOPYIIHUATA B ITyOJUYHUTE
WHCTUTYLUU?
c. Ilpomenuina nu ce KOpynuusTa peau u ciel Biusanero Ha boarapus B EC?
1. AKo Ja, KakBH ca pa3iMKHUTe, KOUTO HAOI0AaBaTe Mpean U ciesl ToBa?
4. Bp3nelictue Ha EC:
a. [Ilo kakbB HaUMH MKOHOMHYECKaTa cBOOOIa M HHTerpauusaTa B nazapa Ha EC
IIPOMEHHXA Bb3MOKHOCTUTE 38 KOPYIIHs?
b. Ilo kakbB HaYMH NpUCheauHsABaHEeTO HAa bbirapus kM EC noBnust Ha
JMHAMUKaTa Ha KopymnuusaTa?
c. Jlanmu aHTUKOPYNIIMOHHUTE MEPKH Ca YBEIHMUMWIN Bh3IpHUEMaHaTa HECUTYPHOCT 32
JMIIaTa, y9acTBAIY B KOPYIIIUOHHH MPAKTHKH?
S. Bpb3ka Mexay KOpynuusaTa u JOBEPUETO:
a. Kaksu cTparerun xopaTa U3IM0JI3BaT, 3a J1a ONPABIASAT YIaCTHETO CH B
KOPYMIIMOHHU ACUCTBUS criopes Bac?
b. Bwxnare nu pa3nuuus B MOPATHUTE HAarjaacu MKy NOKOJICHUSATA WIH PA3IUYHU
npodeCHOHATHY TPYIH CIPSIMO KOPYIIIHOHHH MPAKTHKH?
6. W3mepBaHe Ha KOpyNIMATA:
a. Kaksa e posfta Ha rpynoBaTa UASHTUYHOCT M COIIMATHUS HATHUCK B

HOPMAJIM3UPAHETO HAa KOPYILUATA CIIope Bac?
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b. CwmsTare 1, ye UMa HaJICKIHU JTAHHHU, KOUTO MPEJICTABIT HACTOSIIOTO
ChCTOSIHUE Ha KOPYMIHUATA B CTpaHaTa?

c. CwmsTaTe 1u, Y€ U3CJIEIBAHNS KaTO TOBA, KOETO IIPOBEXAAM, JOIIPUHACST 3a
PEaTMCTUYHOTO NpeACTaBsHe Ha KopynuusaTta B bearapus?

IIpenopbku:

a. KakBa monmuTHuecka Wiy MHCTUTYIIMOHAIHA IPOMsIHA OMXTe Mpenopbyaiy, 3a 1a
ce HamaJIu Kopymnuusita B bearapus?

3akpuBaHe:

a. YBeperte ce, 4e MHTEPBIOMPAHMST MOXKE J1a MOJIY4YH CTEHOTpama Ipyu IIOUCKBaHE.

b. Bbmarogapere My 3a y4acTHETO U OTACICHOTO BpEME.

Bbrpocu 3a onieHka (3a pecrioHACHTH Clie]] UHTEPBIOTO)

a. OTroBopuTe Ha MHTEPBIOMPAHUS HAJIOKUXA JIM HAKAKBH IPOMEHH B HAUMHA, 1O
KoiiTo Osixa (hopMyTupaHu BHIIPOCUTE MO BpeMe Ha MHTEPBIOTO?

b. Vmarmie a1 npeIBapUTEIHU MPEATIONIOKEHHS, KOUTO OrpaHHYaBaxa Xxo/a Ha
pasrosopa?
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Appendix B
Positionality statement:

My positionality as a researcher is worth being noted, as this can influence the
interpretation of the results. It’s important to note that while I was born in Bulgaria and lived
there for the first ten years of my life, I moved to Cyprus afterwards. Another transition occurred
when [ was 19 and moved to the Netherlands. It was during my Master studies that my academic
interest in corruption in Bulgaria began to take shape. These transitional experiences have shaped
my perspective, adding both a degree of distance from the topic and personal connection to the
subject matter. I want to acknowledge that I am in the advantageous position that my family in
Bulgaria, through their network helped me find relevant information for the topic. My exposure
to different cultures and more liberal political inclinations may also influence how I interpret the
topic and engage with the findings. My encounters with different Bulgarian scholars and experts
who worked in the field as well as personal experiences through my network, additionally
influenced the interpretation of the findings, especially in the last month of writing this thesis, as

I moved back to Bulgaria and have daily encounters with the culture.
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Appendix C

Value Dimension

Item Description

Hedonic

Gain

Normative

Important to have a good time
Important to seek adventures and have an exciting life
Important to seek fun and things that give pleasure

Important to try new and different things in life

Important to be rich, have money and expensive things

Important to get respect from others

Important to show abilities and be admired

Important to be successful and that people recognize achievements

Important to make own decisions and be free

Important that people are treated equally and have equal opportunities
Important to do what is told and follow rules

Important to help people and care for others' well-being
Important to be loyal to friends and devote to people close
Important to be humble and modest, not draw attention
Important to follow traditions and customs

Important to behave properly

Important to care for nature and environment

Important to live in secure and safe surroundings
Important to think new ideas and be creative

Important that government is strong and ensures safety

Important to understand different people
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Appendix D
Transcription of Interview 1 in Bulgarian:

(0:00) Interviewer: Taka, amu 1a a3 BCBIIHOCT ce MpeAcTaBuX Beue, [[Beta boresa ce ka3Bam
BTOpa roJiiHA CTYACHT ChM B MpOrpamara 3a u3cle/IBaHe B yHUBEPCUTET B | pOHUHTEH, U TIO
MIPUHIINAI CHM KUBSIT M B Kurbp u He ¢bM kuBsisia MHOTO B bharapus BebmHoCT. OT Tam jgoiiae
MHTEpeca J1a MPaBAT TaKWBa U3CIIENOBATEIICKU TPpOy4YBaHus 3a brirapus u 3a kopynuusara. Kato
5710 TEMATa € 3a KOPYIIHUATA BCHIIHOCT KaK TS ce MPOMEHS CJIe]] BIU3aHeTo Ha brarapus B
EBporneiickus cbro3. Mickam 1a BUIsI KAKBO BIMSIHHE UMa Ha JOBEPUETO B XOpaTa KbM
WHCTUTYITUUTE.

(0:52) Interviewee: BepmnocT wieHctBoTo Ha EC?

(0:54) Interviewer: Jla wiencTBo Ha EBpornelickust ChI03 U BCHITHOCT U3IOJI3BAM HKOHOMUYECKA
cB00O/Ia KaTO BEpUBHOBII 32 /1a OMHIIIA BIU3AHETO B EBPOTICHCKUS ChIO3 MMa H3CIIEOBATEIICKI
CTaTWH, U3BAJICHH, Y€ B IPYTH IbP)KABU NTOBEYE HKOHOMUYECKa CBOOO/Ia O3HAYABA 110 MAJIKO
KOPYIILHS, 3al[0TO UMAIIl HAJIM TIOBEYE OMITMH BCHITHOCT Ja mpaBuil OuzHec. A B briarapus
MoOXe O € 00paTHOTO, 3aI0TO Aa MHCTUTYLIMUTE HA PEryaupar JOCTaThYHO OU3HECUTE U
BCBIIHOCT C€ MOTy4aBa TOYHO OOPATHOTO.

(1:45) Interviewee: [a.

(1:46) Interviewer: Kato 115510 mbpBHSAT MM BBIIPOC € 3aIlI0 cpenara B brirapus pasmnonara
KOpYNUHUATA U HEMHOTO pa3npocTpaHeHue?

(1:53) Interviewee: To He e camo B bearapus. ToBa e MHOTO 0011l BBIIPOC, 3AIIOTO IPHYUHH
MHOT0, 2 MOXe€ JIa C€ 3all04He OT HapOIOIICUXOJIOTUATA U OlIe OT TOBA, Y€ HE Ha BCUYKH OIIE OT
7ena, OT 00pa30BaHUETO UM € BKOPEHEHO 4e He TpsiOBa J1a mpaBsT, HaJK 4ye TpsiOBa ja cra3Bar
3akoHuTe. Ml MOXKe O clies1 KaTo ce € MpeMaxHalla IIaHOBaTa NKOHOMUKA M KOMyHH3Ma HaJll
Xopara ca MMaJi HyX/1a OT eJ{Ha TakaBa rojsiMa cBoooza. Kosito cBobomaTa u3pacTsa Majiko B
aHapxus. B HauanoTo Ha JeMoKpanusaTa uMaiie MHOTO Hanu Oopuera, Magus. OcBeH ToBa
BCHYKH ce TpeanpuaTus. ToBa € MHOTO BaKHO. BCHUkM nmpeAnpusiTys, KOUTo 0sXxa Jbp>KaBHH, cCe
npuBatu3upaxa. [Ipu npusaruzanusTa odaye Karo ce MpUBaTU3UPaxa TE3U MPEANPHUITUS TH
JlaBaxa Mo TOYHO Ha TOJIEMIIUTE, KOUTO OsiXa ¢ MOJIUTUYECKH BPB3KHU, TOECT TE3U, KOUTO Ca CH
OUJIM CHJIHU OT BPEMETO Ha KOMYHH3Ma, T€ CH OCTaHaxa ChIIUTE XOpa CUJIHM U 110 BpeMe Ha
JeMOKpalusATa. 3amoTo Te MoJyuynxa AbP>KaBHUTE NPEANPUATHS OT IPUBATU3ALUATA, U T€ JI0
JIeH JHEUIeH MPOoIbJKABAT J1a pasoarar ¢ ToBa dorarctBo. Cera Te MOXe /1a ca ro pa3BHUIIH B
3aKOHEH WJIU HE 3aKOHEH OM3HecC, /1a ro U3IMO0I3BaT 33 MOJIUTUYECKO UM HKOHOMUYECKO BIUSHHE,
7la IPaBAT MHBECTULIMHU KAaKBOTO TaM MpaBaT. Ho BBIPOCHT € ue Xopara ca ChIIUTE, 1a TOECT
M3HAYaJIHO OOraTCTBOTO OCTaBa B TE3U XOpa KOUTO HAMAT MHTETpUTET. ToBa € MHOTO Ba)KHO, Ue
OT MpUBATU3ALUATA UIBA, CE 3aII0YBa U TOBA, Y€ HAJM JOCETa C OUJI B KOMYHHU3BM H U3BEIHBK
MMalll MHOTO royisiMa cBoOous. Bcuuku cu ka3Bar, aMmu a3 HsMa Ja X0/ Ha yYWIUIIEe, MOTa Ja
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CH IUIaTs MPOCTO 3a AUIJIOMHATa paboTa WiIH Jia CU IuIaTs oT pedepar.or 1a cu cBajist roToB
pedepar u 1a ro mojaM Cpeury 3aruiaiane HsaMa Hyxaa aa yya. M mpocto Moxke Ou Majko... He
Ka3BaM 4e KOMYHU3MBT € 100bp cera.

(4:11) Interviewer: [la, na, na pa3oupa ce.

(4:12) Interviewee: IIpocTo ce e momyymniia egqHa TakaBa KpUBopa3OpaHa [UBUIN3AIMS Y€ MOXKEM
7la IpaBUM BCUUYKO 0€3 HaKa3aHO. A M OT TaM Bede HaJIM XOpaTa MoYBaT J1a BIXKJAT Bb3MOKHOCT
ce 00J1aroIeTeNCTBAT.

(4:32) Interviewer: [a.

(4:33) Interviewee: ToecT akropute, 3a 1a UMa KOpynius ca MHOTro. Cera He MOXXEM J1a KaXKeM,
Yye caMO M eIUHCTBEHO JIMIIcaTa Ha oversight, uncara Ha HaOIIOCHUE KAaKBO CE CIIy4Ba, HE
TOECT HE MOKE €JMH MOJIMIIAM J1a THYa MOCTOSHHO Clie]l BCHUKU noiuTuiy. Hanu ToBa na nma
BHCOKH CaHKIIMH, J]a C€ BKapBaT BUCOKOMOCTABEHH JIMYHOCTH KOWUTO ca 3JI0yNOTPEOHIIN ¢ apu B
3aTBOpa, TOBAa € BakHO. Hue HancTHHA eHa KMETHIIA 1I0Cera IMaMe caMo BKapaHa B 3aTBOPA,
HaJI IPYT BUCOKOIIOCTABEH YOBEK HAMaMe. 3a pa3yinka OT PyMbHUS, KOUTO €HO 510
MIPABUTEJICTBO MOXE J]a CH HAIIPABAT B 3aTBOPA, Beye BKapaHO. A Ta BaAXKHO € J1a MMa CaHKIIHH.
Obaue, ToBa HE B BOJICIIOTO, 3aIl[OTO €IHU CAHKIIMU HSIMA Jla T€ CIIparT, TH PELII JIU CH Ja
OTKpajHem! Hemo. /{a, BAXKHOTO € nMa peBeHIHs U risk monitoring, U ja MpeBEHIUATA HIBa
olIe OT JeTCcKaTa rpaJiHa U OT YUUJIMILIETO U B YHUBEPCUTETHUTE, MEXKTY IPYTOTO, B MHOTO
IbpKaBU UMAaT B TEXHUSAT curriculum ypouu TakuBa, KOUTO Ca 110 UHTETPUTET, AaHTU-KOPYIILHS.
Cera Moxe J1a He ca 3aIbJDKUTEIHA. MoXe Jja ca TaM 3a HAKAKBU JOIMBIHUTEIHH TOUYKH HAJIH,
HO, TIO €THKa IPUMEPHO MOXKE J1a ca 3abJDKUTEIICH MPEIMET €TUKATA.

(5:58) Interviewer: Ilpu Hac € 3aABIKUTENICH.

(6:00)Interviewee: [la eTo, Taka ye MHOTO € Ba)KHO OII[e OT 00pa30BaHUETO Ja UMa MPEBEHIINS, U
JPYTHUSAT €IEMEHTH Ha MPEBEHIUATA BeUe CJie]l KaTo ca 3aBbPIIMIM X0paTa U MOYHaT Ja padoTsT.
ToBa e na umam o o0OBp risk assessment, ¥ Kak MOXKe 1a ©Ma 10 JOOBp risk assessment, amMmu
KaTo MPUMEPHO BCUUKUTE PErucTpu B bbirapus na ce 00eAnHAT B €JMH PETUCTHP, TOBA B
MOMEHTa He €. B MoMeHTa OyncTaThT € OTAEJeH, PErHCThp Ha KUIUIIA U UMOTHU € OTIEIHO,
TOBa KOH 3a KOTO € KEHEH He 3HaM KaK Ce€ Ka3Ba TO3U PETUCTHP, a OTACTHO PErucThpa Ha
aBTOMOOMJINTE, PETUCTHPA Ha JIOIKUTE, 3eMEACIICKUAT PETUCTBP. A OTAEITHO HAJH KaKBH 3eMU
IpUTEXaBall, a PUPMEHHUs PETHCTBP € OTaeNHO. Benuko e otnenno. M ako HiIKo# ucka 1a
HalpaBy MHBECTUTEHIIIBH, HAJIM Ca MOMyYMId HHPOPMAIH, Ye €A1 KOW CH MOTUTHUK WIH
IbP>KaBEH CIYXKHUTEJN, )KHUBEE€ MHOTO OXOJIHO ITbK HE ChOTBETCTBAT HAa HEroBaTa WM HeifHaTa
3aruiaTa, TO MHOTO € TPYAHO J1a OTH/IEII BbB BCUUKU PErHCTPHU Ja MPOBEPHUII KAKBO ITBPBO €
3allMCaHo B T€3H PETUCTPH, BTOPO € TPYIHO Ja MPOBEPUII Jalld HsIMa HEIl[o 3aIIMCaHO Ha KEeHa
My OpaTtoBuen My, Hali-TOOPHUAT My MPHUTEN WIH €11 KaKBO CH, BbOOIIIE ITbK HAMa KakK Ja
MIPOBEPUII B UyKOMHA. Mex 1y IpyroTo ca B MOMEHTA MMa e1Ha MHUIIMaThBa 3a exchange of
information, cross-border exchange of asset declaration verification, s ¢ An6anust, Cepous,
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Maxkenonusi, bocHa u Xepieropuna Te3u JppxkaBu oT 3anagaute bankanu s npasar. TpsOBa na
¥Ma TakaBa MHUIMATHBA U HA €BPOIEHCKO HUBO HalH. To nMa Hajau nMa moneyeval nma Hainu
€rMOHT T'pyI, KOUTO Ce 3aHMMaBaT ¢ money laundering HamM UMa TakMBa €BPONEHCKH
MHHUIIMATHBH, HO T€ C€ 3aHMMAaBaT C MO-TOJIEMH Ka3yCH, Cera HsIMa J1a c€ 3aHMMaBaT ¢ HIKaKBa
M0-MaJIKa cyMa napHu KosiTo 3a bbarapus e ronsima, HO 3a TIX € Majka. Te HIMaT Karnaurer 1a
pasciieiBaT BCUUYKO, BCHYKH X0pa. Taka ue McKax J1a Kaka 4e IpUMEPHO, aKO BCHUKU T€3U
perucTpu ca 0OBbpP3aHU B €IUH €MHCTBEH PETUCTHP 1€ € MHOTO MO-JIECHO, MOXke Ou ¢ Al ¢
HSIKAKBU QJITOPUTMHU TaM IPOCTO J1a C€ BUIAT KOM KaKBH assets MPUTEkKaBa, KbJI€ T € CKPUIL, U
Jla ce HaIllpaBM Taka HapeyeHUAT JaicTaiin audit u ako He My ChOTBETCTBA HETOBUS JIalpcTaiin
Ha JIOXOJUTE, Beue MPOKypaTypara Jia mpoBezie 00CTONHO U3CIIeABaHE, MM KOMUCHUSTA IIPOTHB
kopynuus, wiu nek HAIT cbiro.

(9:14) Interviewer: ToecT UMa MHOTO HHCTUTYIIUH, KOUTO MOTaT BCBHITHOCT Jia MTPOBEIaT
WHBECTHUKAIUSL.

(9:18) Interviewee: [la mpocto Hasmame nHpopmanus. ToecT MHOTO MaJika € HH(pOopManuATa upe3
KOSITO MOKE J1a C€ HallpaBH investigation, 1 To € MHOTO TpyaHO. Tps6Ba pa3cieasaniure
KYpHAJIMCTU HAaUCTUHA TpsiOBa 1a... Te mpasst npuMepHo cHuMku npe3 Google earth u rmenar
Ipeay S5 TOAWHY KaK € U3ITIeKAAN NaJCH TepEeH U cera Kak M3IIexk/1a U MPUMEPHO aKo U3HUKHAT
HSIKOM JIBOPEII 32 5 TOAMHU IPOBEPSBAT OTKBJE € JIOILI0, Ha KOTO € U TaKa HaTaTbK.

(9:53) Interviewer: Yoy, TpsiOBa /1a U3MOI3BAT TAKUBA TAKTUKH, KOUTO J1a. ..

(9:55)Interviewee: Imat MHOTO, MHOTO JIpyTH TakuBa risk assessment, UMaT IpUMEPHO
corruption proofing of legislation, ToBa He € 3aIBIKUTEIHO HO C€ TIPAaBH, CMUCHI MHOTO
IbP>KaBHU MHCTUTYIIMH TO MPABST U UM € B MaHJaTa U B 3aIbJDKEHUETO J1a TO MIPABAT MMa MHOTO
CHBETHU KbM JbP>KaBHU MHCTUTYIIMH. Korato mma HOB 3aKOHOIIPOEKT, KOMTO € B TAXHATa
KOMIIETEHTHOCT, HaJIi T€ Ca BKJIIOYEHU B pabOTHATa IpyIa, 4e Te3U MPOCKTO3aKOHH Ka3BaT TyKa
U TyKa Ha TO3U YJICH U Ta3H TOYKAa MMa PUCK J1a Ce 3a00MKOJIH J1a c€ U3I0JI3Ba 3a KOPYILUS U
npomeHeTe 3akoHa. Ho ToBa Moke /1a ce mpaBH OT HEMPaBUTEICTBEHN OPTaHU3aINH, TaKa 4ye €
Ba)XKHO J1a ce MPpaBU TakbB corruption proofing of legislation. Karo ce Buau 4e cera, 3aKoHbBT €
IIPOMEHEH caMo 3a J1a Moke 3naTeH Bek 1a cu moctpou HebocThpray, Aa ce MpOMEHH 3aKOHA
TaKa 4e J1a He € B 10132 Ha YaCTHHUS UHTepec.

(10:56) Interviewer: /la, a Bue xa3Bare, ue B PyMmbHUS IMa TOBEUE X0pa, KOUTO ca B 3aTBOPA B
bearapus, 3amo?

(11:02) Interviewee: EmMu nanu Laura Kovesi 3a ToBa crana EBpornelicku poKypop TOYHO
3ami0To Oerle mpeau ToBa pyMBHCKH. AMU 3a10To ce ¢ Hamepuia Laura Kovesi enun
MHAVBUAYAJIEH JUEP ChC CMEJIOCTTA /1a HAalPaBU, HAJIM HE € cama TS HaJIM UMa U MHOT'O JIpYTH
70opu B PyMBHUS, KOUTO ca TONPUHECIH, IPOCTO Ca UMAJIM CMEJIOCTTA J1a OCHIAT
BHCOKOIIOCTaBEHH YJIEHOBE HA MUHUCTEPCTBOTO. A B bpirapust cMenusT yoBek ro Hsama. Heka na
MUHEM KBbM BTOPHST BBIIPOC UMaM HIKAKBH CPEILH.
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(11:51) Interviewer: AMu BChIIHOCT 1a. DyHIaMEHTANIEH BBIIPOC € KaK CE € MPOMEHIIIA
KOPYIIHATA MPEIH, BCHITHOCT Kak € Ouiia KOpymnuusATa Mpein BIu3aneTo B EBponeiickust cbio3 u
Kak ce € npoMeHua ciell EBponeiickus cbro3 ciel Bin3aHeTo B EBponeiickus cpro3? Mma nu
HSIKOM XapaKTepUCTHKH, KOUTO ca?

(12:10) Interviewee: Jla OCHOBHOTO, KOETO ama TO HE € TOYHO CBbp3aHo c. He mucs, e ¢
BIIM3aHETO B EBpPONEICKUS CBIO3 € TIOBJIMSIIO 110 TAKBB JUPEKTEH HAYMH, 110 KOMTO € 3a/1aJIeH
TO3U BbIIpoc. [1o cKOpo MO Apyr HauMH I11e OTTOBOPS, IIPE3 MOCIEAHNUTE Aa KakeM 15 roquHu, HO
HE Ka3BaM, Y€ BbB Bpb3Ka ¢ npuemaneto Ha bearapus B EC. 3a nocnegnure 15 u noBedye roaHu
Ta3W aJIMUHUCTPATUBHA KOPYIIIHUS, KOSATO S HMAIlle B HAYaJIOTO U g HaOIIogaBaxme ¢ HaleTo
corruption monitoring surveys B uaTepec Ha CSD. Ta3u Bucoka aiMUHUCTpaTUBHA KOPYTLIUS
PSI3KO HaMalsiBa, MOXKENI J1a BUIUII OT JaHHUTE TaM oT (urypara. ToBa KakBO 3Ha4H, 4e
aJIMUHUCTpATUBHATA KOPYIIIH HaMaJIsBa, aMU CIIOKHUIIM ca BCUYKO JIa € Ha €THO THUIIIe J]a He
XOJMII Ha JIECeT T'MIeTa, a Bede HAMa Hy’K/Ja Ha XapTHus J1a M0/1aBalll HIKakBU (GOPMYIISIpH B
HAIT u 858 ITMK umam B HATT 1 HOU 1 apyrst HHCTHTYIIMM MOYeENI 1a CH M3KapaIl ¢
enexkTpoHeH noanuc u ¢ Tam [TMK na cu nopanem HsikakBa JekiIapanus U 1o 6bp30To 1a TH
00paboTAT 3asBICHHE 32 HEIL[O. 3a CTPOEK, PETUCTPUpPAHE HA (hUpMa, 3a U3JaBaHE HAa HAKAKHB
JUIIEH3, HAJIU KaTo CTaHe eJIeKTpoHHO. OCBEH TOBa Aalu, € TyKa UMa Be4ue Bpb3Ka C
EBpomneickus cbr03, Halau JUPEKTUBUTE U perylauuTe Ha EBPONEHCKUs ChIO3 KAaTO IIOYHAT 1A
ce npunarat B beiarapus, e, ue Tazu Ol0poKpalirHa HaMaJsBa, 3all0TO UMa HAKAKBa
CTaHJapTHU3aLMs U €JIEKTPOHU3aLUs Ha nporiecuTe. Y HAMaII ToJIKOBa JOCTHII YOBEK € YOBEK C
aJIMUHHUCTpAIMATA, U aJMUHUCTPAaTUBHATa KOPYNUus HaMassiBa. Obade Hail TONeMUST pooiIeM,
KOWTO € mpe3 nociaegHuTe 15 u noBeve roquHu, KOWTO N3HUKBA €, HaMaJslsiBa aJMUHUCTpaTHBHATA
KOPYIIIHs, aMa ce KayBa state capture, 3aBJajsIBAHETO Ha IbpKaBaTa. ToecT Bce moBeue Onu3Hec
KPBroBeTe ce 0OBbP3BAT C MOJIUTUYECKUTE KPBroBe. Te ca eHH U CHIIU X0pa, Cera MOXe J1a €
3a0paHEHO WU CIIOPEA TaM KOH(INKTa Ha HHTEPECH, HAJIU €IMH MOJIUTHK J]a UMa U hupma.
O0aue, HETOBUAT MPHUATEN KaTo MMa (pUpMara, a 1a TOBa €IHOTO € 3aBJIa/SIBAHETO Ha JIbpXKaBara,
KBJIETO BE€Y€ YACTHUTE MHTEPECU Ka3BaT aMH IPOMEHETE TyKa 3aKOHa 3a J1a MOXKeE J1a CH
MOCTPOEHA HEOOCTHPraybT, TaKa e Jja He TUIAIaT JaHbLU. Te Morar ga MaxHaT JIOHUTE Ha
MOpETO, J1a CU TIOCTPOST HEIIO U Taka. ToBa € euHUAT pobieM state capture, BTOPHST pooiIeM,
KOWTO HHE Ka3BaMe corrosive capital mu sit financial flaws/strategic corruption ToBa e strategic
corruption Hue pazdupame BehiTHOCT authoritarian influence on our countries. Toect Hanmu
nbpkaBu karo Pycus, Kutaii, u npyru Typrus ToHAKbIe. A Te O BCAKAaKbB HAYMH U3MOI3BAT
BJIMSIHUE 32 J1a IPOMEHSAT HEIlIO B HAIIMTE IbPKaBH, IPUMEPHO MCKAT J1a HHBECTUPAT B HAKAKHB
powerplant ninm MarucTpaia Hemo Ja nocTpost. Kurailure cTposT MuUCHs ye MarucTpaia oT
I'bprus Harope, 10cTa Ha CeBEp 10 HIKBAE IIpe3 UepHa ropa au Kb/i€ MUHABA, U CbOTBETHO
Yepna ropa e B3elsia He 3HaM CH KOJIKO MMJIMOHA JUBJIT 3a Ja IJIaTH Ha KUTAHIKUTe 1a CTPOAT
maructpaina. Jlo Cepbus 1o benrpan noctpornxme Marucrpasia, He TIOMHs KOU 51 CTpOeIe, MOXe
Ou max TpsOBa, cera ja He u3Nbka gaxrure. Ho ckiouBar ce 3aj1 3aTBOPEHH BpaTH TaKHBa
bilateral agreements 3a ”HBECTHLINY HJTU 32 HAKAKBA TOJIIM HH(PPACTPYKTYypEH NMPOEKT, HATTU
KaKTO Ka3axMe OIle HAKAKBa eJIeKTPOLIEHTpaa, MarucTpania, 3aBof, padgunepus, Heuo Haiu. 1
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BCBIITHOCT KaTo ca 3aJ] 3aTBOPEHU BpaTu MOXKe J1a HsiMma cost-benefit analysis na ce mpomycHe
environment assessment, HaJli J1a He HapyH npupozara. Hama cost-benefit analyses, Hamai
rapaHIus Jajii Ta3u MHBECTHUIINS, e Ch3/ae pabOTHU MeCTa 32 MECTHOTO HacelleHue, a He
3HaeII clie S roauHu uiu cien SO roauHu T 1mie AoiAe Ha edanda Moxe 1a Tpsiosa 50 ronuHwu,
HaJIM BHYIIUTE TH Ja U3IUIAIIAT, & TOBA 3abJKCHHE, B KOETO CH HABJISI3BJI IPOCTO 3aII0TO STHU
XOpa TaM B JIpyrara JIbprKaBa MCKAT Ja ce 001aroJeTeNCTBar, Te ca IUIATHIU HIKAaKBH TaM
XOHOpapH WM MOJIKYITH Ha TE€3H, KOUTO Ca C€ CHhINIACKIIH OT ObJTapcKa CTpaHa Ja CKIoJar
JIOTOBOPA U TIOCIIE BCHIIHOCT XOpara Iiamar. ToBa € MKOHOMUYECKH, HO T€ Ype3 MEIUUTE HallU
MaK ce MycKa BCSIKaKbB BUJ MPOIAraHa, Taka 4e Ja ce€ 3aCHIUM MaK HEUYUe MOJTUTUYECKO
BIUsHUE. BesikakBa mpornarania uma, )KeHUTE MOTaT J1a ca TOJIUTHIIA, BAKCHHUTE HE 3HaM CU
KaKBO BH BPEJIST, BCAKAKBY HAJIM HAPATUBU CE MyCKAT B MEJIUUTE.

(17:55) Interviewer: A BCBITHOCT 3aII[OTO JTJOKOJIKOTO 3HAM, IIOBEYETO XOPa 3HAST 32 BCHUKH TE3H
HeIlla, KOUTO C€ CITy4YBaT CMUCHII HE € KaTo J1a He 3HASIT.

(18:02) Interviewee: Amu To ToBa € Xyb6aBoTo ye bbarapus e manka, 3a110TO BCHYKH CME CU
OparoBuenu. Bk cera B AMepuka TpyaHO J1a pazoepel TouHo B bearapusi, moHexe € maska
IbprKaBa OpraHU3UpaHaTa NpecThIIHOCT U HE MHOTO OPTaHU3UpaHa 3aIll0To, HAJIM HiAMa SiX
degrees of separation uma one degree of separation ToecT BeiHara 3Haell KOl Ha KOTO € MPUSITEIL,
KO Ha KOTo € OpaToBYE/ TaKa ue ako TPBrHE J1a ce pa3cieniBa AaJeHO NMPECThIUIEHUE JIECHO
MOXe€ J]a C€ CTUTHE JI0 UICTUHATA BBIIpOCa Jalli IEHCTBAT Te31 MeXaHU3MH. To 3aKOHUTE B
Bwirapust ca MHOTO HaJlu XapMOHU3HUPaHHU ¢ eBporeickuTe. Moxke Ou camuTe pascieaBaiu
OpraHu HAMAT Ta3W KOMIIETEHIIMs TOYHO KaKbB BH/ I0KA3aTEJICTBA /1a CbOMPAT KaK I'
MPECTaBAT B chla. ChAUKUTE TBK T€ Ca HAKOM HAali-OOMKHOBEHH XOpa Te He 3HasT KakBo ca block
chain technology nnu kpunToBasryTH, T€ pa3yUTaT Ha HAKAKBB BBHIIECH EKCIIEPT J]a UM Kaxe,
IPUMEPHO MMa JIM MPECTHIICHNUE WM HAMa 3alll0TO CAMUSAT Ch/AUS HE € eKCIePT M0 BCUYKO, IPU
eIMH ChAMS UBAT JIeJIa UBAT JIesia CBbP3aHH C Hall-pa3InyHU Hellla CTPOeX Ha Crpaja,
YKpUBaHE Ha JIaHbIIM, OOIIECTBEHH MMOPBHUKH, CHEPTETHKA, TEXHOIOTUYHH (PUPMHU, BCIKAKBU
Hellla TO eUH ChAUS He MOXE J1a € EKCIEPT M0 BCUYKO. A M c€ OTKJIOHUX U 3a0paBHX, KAKbB
Oerre Bbrpoca?

(19:01) Interviewer: AMH BCBIIHOCT a3 IO CKOPO C€ HHTEPECYBaM, 3aI[0TO KaTO MU MOKa3axTe
Ta3u rpaduka, 4ye camo 227 xopa BChUIHOCT ca prosecuted 0T BCHUKUTE TE3H..

(19:09) Interviewee: Jla camo na Buas kak ca.. convicted and sanctioned by final judgment act
2022 ronuHa 3am10TO KaTo cMe mucaiu To3u brief HaMaso e mo HoB annual report Bede Moxke aa
BUJUIII HA caiiTa Ha IIPOKypaTypaTra MOXKe Ja UMa II0-HOB penopT, Beue aa ca 300 ne 227.

(19:15) Interviewer: BchIHOCT KakBU ca KakBH ca MexaHu3MuTe? 3aio HaMa moseue prosecuted
xopa?

(19:20) Interviewee: Mnu HIMaT 3HAaHUETO, KAMAlIUTETa KAKBU JOKA3aTeJICTBA J]a CE ChOMpaT
KaK WIH MPOCTO HE UCKAT TOBA ca JBaTa OTrOBOpPAa, HAUCTHUHA CTaBa 1o cioxHo. Hanu cu
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MPEICTaBAII, Y€ B MOMEHTA KaTo Ce IUIalla 3a HApKOTUIM WM 33 HIKAKBU C/IEJIKH Ipe3
KPHUITOBAIYTH KaK TOUHO HAIIUTe ObJIrapcku Taka criminal investigators, KOUTO ca JbpKaBHU
CITy>)KUTENH Ha AbpKaBHa 3arJara. Kak TOYHO 1a TM OTKPHAT MPU NMOJOKEHUE, Y€ HE BUHATH
MMar Bb3MOXKHOCTTA JIa ca B Yac ¢ mocieqHuTe TexHonoruu. Cera 1a He I 00MXK/1aM MOXe J1a
MMa HSKOU, KOUTO HAUCTHHA ca CU 10OpH eKCIIEpTH B 001acTTA.

(22:05) Interviewer: Ho xato ce pa3BuBa 1o TaKbB HAYMH CMHCHJ caMmara TexHojorusi. He
TpsIOBa JTM ¥ OPraHUTE HA pelia Ja Ce Pa3BUBAT IO CHIUS HAYMH, 32 J]a MOTaT Jia MPEAOTBPATT?

(22:10) Interviewee: Mma u apyro, mpoCTO B MUTHUIIUTE, HAJIK 32 J1a MIOJKYIHII B MUTHHUIIUTE TO
€ JIECHO M MaKap /1a MMa KaMEpH Te 3HaAT Ha KbJIe INIeJaT KaMEPUTE T€ IPOCTO OTUBAT B HAKOU
XpacT 0T3all, KbJICTO HsIMa KaMepH, TO BUHATW MOXEII J1a U30erHell TUXO TEXHOJIOTuATa. AKO
MCKaIll I11e TyCHEeIll ITMCMO 10 MOIATa U I11e M30erHen BUCOKUTE TeXHOoIoruu. HaMa kak i1a T
XBaHaT UMEIa BUHATH 1€ OTUACII HAKBAE KbJIETO HAMA KaMepa 3Haell e HAMa Kamepa. Taka
Yye KOWTO MCKa BUHATH I1Ie HAMEpPHU HauWH J1a HallpaBH Hello 0e3 ja ro xBaHat. M e TpynHo, bk
3aIJIaTUTE HE Ca UM TOJIKOBA ToJIeMHU. A3 JOKOJIKOTO 3HaM IIPUMEPHO UMa Taka HapEeuEeHUs e-
audit, HIKaKbB €JIEKTPOHEH OJUT MMa HY’KJa OT CMETHaTa Iajara OT [MoBeye Taka 3HaHHE 32
pa3KpHBaHEe Ha Pa3JIYHU BUAOBE MPECTHIUICHNUS, T€ PABAT 00yUEHHE U KaTo HApPaBsIT
o0y4eHus Te3H X0Opa HaIlyCcKarT, OTHBAT J1a paboTAT B OaHKU B MHBECTUIIMOHHH JPY>KECTBA B
YaCTHHS CEKTOp, 3al0TO 3aIlJIaTUTE ca 110 TOJIEMH, TaKa Y€ CH ro uMa 1 Bcuuko. Mma ro u ToBa
4e ako Me(bT TH € MOJTUTHYECKU aHTAKUPAH U TH KakKe TO3U HiIMa Ja o HaKa3BaMe, He TO
Haka3zBail. lIma ToBa, ye ca MaJIKi 3arulaTUTe, MMa TOBa, Ye TpsiOBa HAKAKBO HOBO 3HAHHE, KOETO
ce pa3BUBA C HOBHUTE TEXHOJIOTUH ITOCTOSHHO J1a ©Ma 00y4YeHHUeE 3a Te3H pa3clie/IBalllk OpraHu. A
B MOMEHTA HaJIM C€ pa3ief aHTH- KOPYIIIMOHHATA KOMHUCHUS Ha JIBE U Te TpsiOBa j1a umar
OTIEPAaTHUBHHU U pasciaenBaiiy GyHKIUN T€3U X0pa, 00aue TO BCHIIHOCT I[aTa OlIe HE € 3aIlbJIHEH,
3aI0TO OTKBJAE L€ CU B3EMEIL TaKKMBa pa3ciieBally opraiy. MoxXel 1a ' B3eMeIl UIu OT
JNAHC nnu ot HKakBa (MHAHCOBA MOJIHIIMS, HO TPSAOBA J]a T'M JPBIHENI OT Apyra HHCTUTYIIUS
ca J1a OTUJAT B aHTU-KOPYIILIMOHHATa KOMHUCHSI, TOECT B IBETE HOBU KOMHUCHHU.

(24:04) Interviewer: Xopa HsIMa a U T€ MOXKe O HE UCKAT J]a Ce 3aHMMAaBar C TOBA.

(24:07) Interviewee: AMU Te ako 3HAAT, 4 THU-THU ako MEePHT UM KaxKe HEJeH /1a IPaBHII IUH
KaKBO CH WJIM HallpaBH TOBA U T€ TPsAOBa Ja ce ChoOpas3sAT ¢ TOBA KOETO medbT UM Hapeau U ro
CMSITAT Y€ TOBa HE € peTHO, MOXKe OU IpoCTo He ucKat. Karo 3HasT, ue cucremara He paboTH
epexTrBHO. Ho MMa 1 Herio pyro, npuMepHO B AOaHMs HalpaBUXa Taka HAJIM HapedeHUs
vetting Ha cpauuTe. To Xy0aBO YBOJIHMII CH TOJIOBMHATA MIIM TIOYTH BCUYKHU ChINH, 00ade
OTKbJI€ HAMHpaIll HOBU ChauK? Mokel! Jja B3eMell OT Te3U, KOMTO ¢a TOKY L0 3aBbPIIUIIH OT
YHHUBEPCUTETHTE, HO T€ ca OIlIe MJIaJI, HAJIM HSMAaT ONHT. Taka 4e uMa ro ¥ TO3M MOMEHT HaJIH
YBOJIHSIBAIIl BCHYKH U TIOcTIe TpsiOBa 1a HAMEPHII HOBU KOUTO ca Ha/sBall Ye He ca
Kopymnupanu. Te B MakegoHus 1siXxa HEIIO CXOIHO Jia MPAaBsIT, HO HE ChbM MPOCIeIuIa JajH ca
T'0 HalpaBUIIH.
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(24:55) Interviewer: Kak xopyrmiusTa € cBbp3aHa ¢ HUICKOTO HHCTUTYIIMOHHO JIOBEpHUE B
bbarapus, ye xopara BChUIHOCT HE BAPBAT B MHCTUTYLIUUTE?

(24:58) Interviewee: AMu aOCOTIOTHO TUPEKTHO, CMHUCHJ HAMIPABO MPOIOPIIMOHAIIHA KOPEIaIHs.

(25:03) Interviewer: [la, 3amoTo MOXe U Ja € U Ja €, B pyrara ocoka, 4¢ BChITHOCT HaJH?
3amoTo HsIMa OT OCTa BpeMe HaJIM ThPCHU BCUYKH T€ BCHYKO TOBA, KOETO € MUHAJIO
MPUBATU3AIINS U TOBA, Y€ HE € UMaJi0o MHOTO MH(OpMAIIKs 3a T€3H Hellla OT TOrasa Ja €
cnagHano qoseprueto. CMUCHI HE ChbM CUTYPHA KOH KO€ OT TOBa UBA IEPBO KOPYIIIUATA UITH
HUCKOTO MHCTUTYIIMOHHO J0BepHe. BChITHOCT TOBa MU € BBIIPOCHT.

(26:01) Interviewee: Toect xumore3arta TH € 4e KaTo UMa HUCKO JIOBEpUE B HHCTUTYLIUUTE
caMHTE XOpa B MHCTUTYLIMUTE ce 00e3KypakaBaT, 4e XopaTa UM HsIMaT JOBEpHE, 3aTOBa CTaBaT
KOpYMITUpaHH JIn?

(26:15) Interviewer: He, He, He MU € TOBa XUIOTE3aTa, a IO CKOPO 3aI[OTO HAJIU KaTo ca MUHATHN
BCUYKH, TIPE3 BCHUKH TE3H Hella. bearapus, Korato € MUHaJIa U Xopara ryOsT HIKaKBO, HAKAKBa
Bspa B T€3U MHCTUTYIIMH U BCHIIHOCT Ca [0 CKJIOHHU JIa BhPIIAT HEJIeTATHH Hellla.

(26:30) Interviewee: A cMUCBHJT Y€ KOPYHIHATA B MHCTUTYIIMUTE BOAU A0 KOPYIIHUS CPE Xoparta,
Ou3Heca, TpPaKIaHNUTE, aMU J1a TO CU € TO CH € LSUIOCTHO TOAXPaHBaT ce eHO OT apyro. Jla
CMHCBHJI TH Ka3Ballle MU BCUUKH T'O MPABST 3HAUU U a3 1€ TO MPaBs UIH €TO MUHUCTEPCTBOTO T'O
NIPaBU 3HAYU U a3 II€ TO MpaBsi, TON € LUIOCTHHUAT environment HOPMaJHO.

(27:01) Interviewer: A criopes Bac Kak MOXe Jla C€ U3JIe3eM OT TO3U OMarbOCaH KpbI' Ha?

(27:03) Interviewee: Tpsi6Ba HOOeI0Ba Harpajaa 3a J1a TH OTTOBOPH YOBEK Ha TO3U BBIIPOC.
KrnacudeckusiT mpuMep CKaHIWHABCKUTE AbPIKAaBH, T€ POCTO CH UMAT TaKaBa
HApOJOIICUXOJIOTHS OIIe OT MAJIKH OT JIella WIIM OT BEKOBE Hape[, HAJIM Y€ He € J00pe 1a cH
KOPYMITHPaH U MPOCTO KATO LsIaTa JIbprKaBa Tiea ¢ JIOI0 OKO Ha KopynmusaTa. Hamu te3un
KOWTO ca KOpyMITHPaHH, HaJIM HE MOTAT Jia apoAUpar U J1a KaXkar ei Tosl Tepou TyKa C JIAHIIUTE.
[TpocTo ckaHIMHABCKHUTE AbPIKABH, KOUTO OIIE OT BEKOBE CH I'0 MMa TOBa HEIIO T€ MPOCTO HIMAT
kopymuus 1 B SnoHus nmpumepHo. Te 3a ToBa B CKaHAMHABCKATA JbpPKaBa KMAaT MHOTO KbCU
3aKOHH, €JHA CTPaHUIIA 3aKOH, 3aII0TO HAMAII HYKJa OT XWJISAM naparpadu 1 WICHOBE B
3aKOHa, 32 JIa ONKCBAI XUJISIIA Bh3MOXKHU CUTYAIlMH KaK HIKaK, HIKOW HEIIO I1e U3TBKE TO,
HSMAaII HyXJla OT 3aKOHHTE JIETO CE BUKA. Taka 4e He 3HaM a3 OMX Kazaja OT YYWIHIIE, OT
JieTcKaTa rpajiHa TpsaOBa J1a ce 3alovyHe Ja Ce TOBOPH 3a €THKA KOe € MPABHIIHO, KOe HE €
npaBmwIHO. EMHOTO neTeHIie kaTto B3eMe Urpaykara Ha APYroTo JETEeHIIE Ja My Kaxke Maikarta He
e Xy0aBo J1a KpaJer.

(30:02) Interviewer: A cera ToBa He ce ciy4Ba cropen Bac B bearapus?

(30:04) Interviewee: EMu He 3HaM, MHHaBaMe Ha UHIMBUAYaJIHO HUBO. Moxke O mpocTo TpsiOBa
Jla ce IPOMEHH HAKAK CH MAaHTAJIMTETHT OLIe OT MHOTO paHHA JIETCKA Bb3PACT a3 TaKa CH MUCIISL.
E cera HsiMa 112 e JIOIIO M J1a ce 3aCHJIAT TOBa, KOETO Ka3ax risk assessment Taka 4ye 1a ce BUAM



68

kxbie oTMBa HE3aKOHHOTO OOTaTCTBO, B KOI'O OTHBA HAJIM J1a Ce Pa3KpHUBAaT IMOBeUe KOHPIUKTH Ha
MHTEPECH, KaTo TYK MOXKE J1a Ce MOOUIPsBA TOBA IpakIaHUTE Ja MoAaBaT noseye curani. Ho 3a
Jla oJ]aBaT CUTHAJM, T€ ITbK TPsi0Ba J1a UMAaT T0OBEpUe B MHCTUTYLIUUTE, KOUTO MIOAABAT CUTHAIIH.
3am1o Aa moJaBaT CUIHAIM aKo 3HAAT, Y€ HUIO HAMA J]a C€ CIIyYd aKO MHCTHTYIIMUTE ITOYHAT /12
paboTsAT, T M XOpaTa aKko BUIAT, 4e paboTAT Ie MOYHAT Ja pojasar nosede curxHanu. 1lle ce
3aBUIIAT HEIaTa, HAKAKBO T'PaKJaHCKO Ch3HAHME. MeXly IpyroTo BCe MOBEUE MMa TaKUBa
rpakJaHCKH WHUIIMATHUBH, KOUTO Ca OpraHU3Mpar OHJIAMH, T ca CU HIKAKBU OHJIAWH
communities. Te ce 60psT NpeAMMHO 3a HAKAKBHU €KOJIOTUYHU LEJIN WM COL[MATHU LIeJH, /12
M3YHMCTUM T'pajia, WK Ja CIpe 3aMbPCIBAHETO €11 KbJE CH, WIX Ja UMa BEJI0AJIEeH WIN Hello
JPYTo, KOETO € Xy0aBo, 4e M0 TO3M Ha4MH, 0COOEHO MIIaJIUTE X0pa, BCE TIOBEYE MMa HIKAKBU
TaKMBa OHJIAH communities.

(33:04) Interviewer: Ako MMa HEIO TaKOBA M 32 AaHTUKOPYIILUS ?

(33:06) Interviewee: Jla Te BuHaru cryaentute ca oumu driving force cperty kopymusTa.
Benuku nporectu B Chp6usi, Makenonusi, 1 B ['bplinsi ChII0 TaM €AMH BiIak 3HaM. ToBa e camo
IIOBOJ] HAJIY, TO THS IIPOTECTH Ca CHU U3LSUIO MPOTHUB KOPYNIMATA HE € CaMO TO3H €1H Hallu, Te
ca CM MHOT'O TpParMyHU MHIMJIEHTH, HO HE TOBA € EAMHCTBEHOTO, CPEILY KOETO IIPOTECTUPAT
xopara. [IpocTo TOBa € mopenHaTa, KaTo KOraTo € rnpessiia qyauara.

(33:50) Interviewer: AmMu 3Ham, 4ye Mpe3 TOAMHUTE CHIIIO € UMAJIO U TAaKUBa MPOTECTH B
Bbwarapus, HO KaTo TeaM CTaTUCTHKATA HE € MpopadoTuIIo.

(33:52) Interviewee: A BCBIIHOCT T€ MPOTECTUTE KAKBO LI€TyBaT, TH Ka3Balll aii/iec OCTaBKa 3a
TO3H KOWTO Cera € Ha BJIACT, HaJIM 3a TOBA MPOTECTUpaME a TOM KaTo Mojajie OCTaBKa, TH HAMAII
aJITepHATHBA, KO II1e 3acTaHe, Ko 11 € HOBaTa MOJIMTHYECKa MapTHsl KOSATO HsAMA J1a €
KOpYMIIMpaHa U I1ie ce PbKOBOAU AbprkaBara. Hamu to, ye TpsaOBar nuaepu, KOUTO UMat
MHTETPUTET, IIbK HEl[o TU HAMa. CMUCHI T€3H MPOTECTH U JIa CBAJIAT MIPABUTEICTBOTO KAKBO OT
TOBA KOM III€ € TI0eMa K3UTe.

(34:02) Interviewer: A criopen Bac 3aiio EBporneiickusT chi03 He Hajara moBede, To He €
CaHKIIMH, a IOBEYE CTPOT KOHTPOJI? 3al0TO cera BCHUKH 3HAsT B bbiarapus kakBo cTaBa, obade
HUKOW HMILO HE MPABHU.

(34:15) Interviewee: 3amoTo HaUCTHUHA MOXKe, MOxXeIe pe3 nmocienuute 10, 15, 20 roquan
EBporneiickusr chio3, Ja ©Ma MHOTO IO CHJTHA IMO3uIKs. 3Ha4u nMame article 7 3a voting rights
Ha YHrapusi MOXKelIe Jia ce crpat MHOTO To-paHo. Mma Hanmu 1a He 1aBaT BETO Ha BCSIKO HEIIIO,
koeTo mpeanoku. OCBeH TOBa 3alll0 TPsOBa €IHA Abp)KaBa YHTapus WIH KOSTO | Ja € T4, 1a
Hajara BeTO U 1enus EBporneiicku chio3 J1a He MOKE J1a IPHeMe HAKAaKBa TUPEKTUBA, PETYIaIus,
3aKOH HJIM KaKBAaToO U JIa € AEMHOCT MOXKeE JIa Ce MMPOMEHHU Ils1aTa mpolieiypara € mpumMepHo 2/3
MHO3WHCTBO. ToraBa YHrapus HsIMa Jja IMaT JyMara u Ja MpaBu TaKUBA IIETH, POCT
npoleypara MoXe Ja ce MPOMEHH. A CIIMPAaHETO Ha MapuTe JEHCTBAT JI0 HAKBAE, 00aye MHOTO
psiako ro nonssa Esponeiickus cpro3. To u Ha beirapus ca ciupainy mapure He caMo Ha
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VYHrapus. Moxe Ipu MHOTO [10-MaJIKUi IPOBUHEHNUs BEIHAra ce crupar napure. MHOro psako ce
M0J13Ba TOBA Hello. Y mpocTo He 3HaM MaJIKo € CTPax JIM M € HsIMa JIM CMEJIOCTTa J1a HalpaBsIT
Helo noseye. To MpoOIeMBbT €, e LEeTUsIT MoAXo Ha EBporneiicKus chio3 € MaJiko
OropokparnueH. Bcuuku ka3Bat, Halmu Beue cTana u3BecTHo, checking the boxes. Ille mam
pUMep, HaJlM T€ B TEXHUSAT, TaM enlargement package noknaanuTe 3a BCAKa TOIUHA ChC CTPAHUTE
YJICHKH KOJIKO Ca HaIpeIHAH, KaKTO U IPYTUTe TaM J0KJIaau 3a bbarapus u PymbHus, Hamu
Ka3BaT KaKbB 3aKOH € MPUET, KaKBa HHCTUTYLIUS € Ch3/1aJIeHO HO KakBo oT ToBa? Te HsiMa
enforcement on the ground. ToBa, 4e ca ch3aaeHN 3aKOHH B MHCTUTYIUS HE 3HAYH, C€ TIpUIarar
U Y€ MPaBAT Helo eEeKTUBHO, KOETO Jla MOJ0O0PU ChCTOSHUETO T€ MPOCTO TPsIOBa BbB BCUUKHUTE
CH JJOKJIQJIX ¥ TaM OLIEHKHUTE, J]a UMaT Taka HapeueHuTe impact indicators. Impact 3nauwn,
IPUMEPHO HUBOTO HA KOPYMIIMS € HAMAJISJIO, OT MUHAJATa TOAMHA, 10 Cera OT TOJIKOBA MPOIICHTA
Ha ToNKoBa. M 1a nMa HAKaKbB target Ha KOJIKO TpsiOBa /1a Hamajee Wi IbK e(PEeKTUBHUTE
npuchau cpenty high level corruption. OT Bcuuku Tam noBauraati ooBuHeHus. Cera Moxe /1a
uMa IbprKaBa B KOSTO HAMA KOPYIIHS CPE BUCOKO MOCTAaBEHUTE, BIPOCHT € OT MOBIUTHATUTE
OOBMHEHHUS IPUMEPHO €M KaKbB CH MPOLEHT TPsIOBa J1a TOCTUTHAT 10 e(peKTUBHU npuchau. U
Jla ©Ma TakuBa impact indicators, KOUTO J1a MEpAT HELIO PeaTHo, KOETO C€ € CIYUYHIIO WK IIbK OT
€II1 KOJIKO CH JIOKa3aHO HE3aKOHHO 00rarcTBo, KakbB IMPOIEHT /1a Obe KoHpucKyBaHo. Cera
HACKOPO M3JIe3€ eIMH JIOKJIAJ MOXKe Jla TO IIUTHUPAI TOH € 3a EBporeiickus cbio3, He 3HaM 3a
Bbwarapus xonko e 3acernara. OCTA organized crime assessment report TaM ako He ce JIbKa ce
KasBamie, ue camo 6%, 4% mim 6% He 3HaM BHK TO Ja He Te u3rbxa. Camo 6% ca
KoH(HCKYBaHUTE assets, criminal assets, Te3u KOUTO ca J0Ka3aHH 4e ca criminal, amu 3amo camo
6% ca Tam? SIBHO HsIMa TaKMBa IPABHU MHCTPYMEHTH 110 KOUTO J1a ca KOH(DUCKYBaHHU, U HE
MOXe€ Ja Ce JIOKa)Ke BUHATA, UJIM KaKBa € IMPUYMNHATA.

(38:19) Interviewer: He 3ram Bue Hainu paboTUTE ¢ HAKOTO. JIOKOJIKOTO BU/SIX B caliTa BU UMare
06wy uaTepecu ¢ EBponeiickusat Coio3.

(38:21) Interviewee: EBponeiickusat Cpio3 HE (puHAHCHPA, HO U HUE TE€3H MPETIOPHKU TH 1aBaMe
BCEKH ITBT, HO HE Ca JIOBEJIU JI0 TOBA Ja UMa 10 CTPOTH CAHKIUH.

(38:25) Interviewer: BchIHOCT BHe TOBa KOETO U3aBaTe HE MPOMEHSI MHOTO Hemara?

(38:30) Interviewee: He Bunaru mma npezacraButen Ha EBponeiickust cbi03 WM Hail MaJIKOTO Ha
JeNieranusaTa BbB BCHUKU T€3U chOUTHS. SIBHO TpssOBa Ha 1O BUCOKO HUBO.

(38:50) Interviewer: AMu He UCKaM BH 3a{bpKaM MPEKaJICHO MHOTO. .. 3al[0TO BBIIPOCUTE TaKa
KaKTO ChbM 'l HaMKcaja, pa3dupam, e ca MaJKo 10 He HaMBHH, 3aII0TO ChM yesna U 1o foreign
literature, KOiTO HEe € UMaM YyBCTBOTO, Y€ MOHAKOTa B bbarapus cutyanusara € Majko 1o
pa3nardHa, OTKOJIKOTO BCBHITHOCT MHINAT 32 Hesl. 3a10To ToBOopuX U ¢ equH nmpodecop B YHCC.
Toii ka3a, 4ye HaJIM MOra J1a IUIIA KOJIKOTO MCKaM 3a KOPYILHUATa B bbiarapus, HO BCHILHOCT
KaKBa € KapTHHKAaTa OT JaHHUTE € MHOTO 110 pa3jMyHa OT KaKBa € BCHUIHOCT KapTHHKATA B
peanHus )KUBOT B pEAIHOCTTA?
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(39:02) Interviewee: EMu 1a To TOBa € HEIIO KOETO € CKPUTO KOPYIIUATA JAHHUTE HE TO XBalaT
TOYHO.

(39:04) Interviewer: 1 a3 3a ToBa HcKax Ja HAapaBsi Te3W UHTEPBIOTA, 32 J1a JaM MaJIKO IO
peanucTUYHa KapTUHA, HAaJTM KaK CTOST Hemara 1a. A GUHaTHUAT BhIIpoca €, KaKBO OUXTE JIH
MU Ka3alli 3a TOBa 3a M0 peancTUIHa KapTuHa B bearapus kato ce. Karo u3rounuk Ha
uHpopmanus?

(39:15) Interviewee: Ama koii aciekt Ha kopynuusta? Camure.

(39:18) Interviewer: Camute cXeMH, KOUTO C€ MPOBEXKIAT CMUCHI, KOUTO 3aIIOTO CbM TOBOpUIIA
U C eMH investigating journalist ¥ TOM € Ka3BaJl Pa3IUYHU CXEMHU.

(39:25) Interviewee: Jla Te3u Bird, buBosn, anTu-xopynunoHHuAT Gpoua. Mu Te3u TpuTe 1a, Te ca
cu investigative journalists. Kanutan e manko cbuio. Hamu aHTH-KOpYTIIUOHHUAT (POH CH €
NGO, HO B caMuTe JOKJIAAN UMa Ka3yCH KOWTO ca CH BCBIHOCT investigative journalism. B Tsx
TpsiOBa /1a ce renar.

(40:20) Interviewer: /la ama u umare Ju HEUIO APYTO J1a JOOABUTE, aKO KOETO MUCIIS, Y€ ChM
IIPOITyCHAJIa KaTo BBIIPOC?

(40:25) Interviewee: AMH HE TO ¥ B HAIlIUTE JIOKJIAU MMa MHOXKECTBO OOKCOBE KOWMTO ca KaTro
MpPaKTHKaTa HO T€ OOII0 B3ETO ca B3E€TH OT MEIMUTE, TaKa Y€ MMbPBOU3TOYHUKA € HIKOSI MEIHS
OOMKHOBEHO TaKa 4e 10 € KOPEKTHO J1a Ce IUTHpa camara MeIHsl, KOSITO € HallpaBuia CaMOTO
pasciieIBaHe.

(41:02) Interviewer: briaromapsi Bu MHOTO 3a OTAEIIEHOTO BpeMe, I1ie CIpa 3aIruca TyK.
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Translation of transcript for interview 1 in English:

(0:00) Interviewer: So, well, yes, I have already introduced myself, my name is Tsveta Boteva, |
am a second-year student in the research program at the University of Groningen. In principle I
have lived in Cyprus and I have not lived much in Bulgaria in fact, this is where the interest to do
such research on Bulgaria and corruption has come. In general, the topic is about corruption, in
fact, how it has changed since Bulgaria's entry into the European Union. I want to see what
impact it has on people's trust in institutions.

(0:52) Interviewee: The EU membership itself?

(0:54) Interviewer: Yes, the membership of the European Union and in fact I use economic
freedom as a variable to describe the entry into the European Union, there are research articles,
that have been published, that show in other countries more economic freedom means less
corruption, because you have more options to actually do business. And in Bulgaria it may be the
other way around, because yes, the institutions don’t regulate businesses enough and in fact it
turns out exactly the opposite.

(1:45) Interviewee: Yes.

(1:46) Interviewer: In general, my first question is why the environment in Bulgaria is conducive
to corruption and its spread?

(1:53) Interviewee: It is not only in Bulgaria. This is a very general question, because there are a
lot of causes, and it can start with the national psychology and also from the fact that not all
people learn from childhood and from their education, that they should not do certain things, and
that they must comply with the laws. And perhaps, after the abolition of the planned economy
and communism, people needed such a great freedom. Which freedom grows a little into
anarchy. At the beginning of democracy, there were a lot of fighters, mafia. In addition, all
enterprises. This is very important. All enterprises that were state-owned were privatized. During
the privatization, however, when these enterprises were privatized, they were given more
precisely to the same people who had political connections, that is, those who had been strong
since the time of communism, they remained the same strong people during the democracy.
Because they received the state-owned enterprises from the privatization, and they continue to
have this wealth to this day. Now they may have developed it into a legal or non-legal business,
use it for political or economic influence, make investments, and whatever they do. But the point
is that people are the same, yes, that is, the initially distributed wealth remains in those people
who do not have integrity. It is very important that it comes from privatization and starts with the
fact that you have been in communism until now and suddenly you have a lot of freedom.
Everyone says, well, I won't go to school, I can just pay for my thesis or pay from referat.bg to
download a ready-made essay and submit it for a fee, there is no need to study. And just maybe a
little... I'm not saying that communism is good now.
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(4:11) Interviewer: Yes, yes, of course.

(4:12) Interviewee: It's just that, a misunderstood civilization emerged, that we think we can do
everything without punishment. And from there, people are starting to see an opportunity to
benefit.

(4:32) Interviewer: Yes.

(4:33) Interviewee: That is, there are many factors for corruption. Now we cannot say that only
the lack of oversight, the lack of observation of what is happening is responsible. One policeman
cannot constantly run after all the politicians. It is important to have high sanctions, to put high-
ranking personalities who have abused money, in prison, this is important. We really have only
one mayor so far who has been imprisoned, we don't have another high-ranking person. Unlike
Romania, where they can form an entire government in prison, has been already imprisoned. And
it is important to have sanctions. However, this is not in the lead, because sanctions will not stop
you if you have decided to steal something. Yes, the important thing is to have prevention and
risk monitoring, and yes, prevention comes from kindergarten and from school and universities,
by the way, in many countries they have in their curriculum lessons that are about anti-corruption
and integrity. Now they may not be mandatory. They may be there for some additional points,
but, for example, ethics may be a mandatory subject.

(5:58) Interviewer: With us it is mandatory.

(6:00) Interviewee: Yes, so it is very important to have prevention starting from education, and
the other elements of prevention comes after people have graduated and started working. That is
to have a better risk assessment, and how can there be a better risk assessment, but like, for
example, all the registers in Bulgaria to be merged into one register, which is not the case at the
moment. At the moment the bulstat of the register of cars, the register of boats, the agricultural
register are seperate. Also what kind of land you own, and the company register are separate.
Everything is separate. And if someone wants to make an investigation, and they have received
information that such a politician or a civil servant lives very lavishly and this does not
correspond to his or her salary, then it is very difficult to go to all the registers to check what is
recorded in these registers on their name firstly, secondly it is difficult to check if there is
something recorded on the name of his wife, his cousin, his best friend and so on, additionally
you can't check abroad at all. By the way, there is currently an initiative for the exchange of
information, cross-border exchange of asset declaration verification, it includes Albania, Serbia,
Macedonia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, the countries from the Western Balkans are doing it. There
should be such an initiative at the European level, right ? There is Moneyeval and there is
Egmont Group, they deal with money laundering, there are such European initiatives, but they
deal with bigger cases, now they will not deal with a smaller amount of money, which is big for
Bulgaria, but small for them. They do not have the capacity to investigate everything, all people.
So I wanted to say that, for example, if all these registers are tied in a single register, it will be
much easier, maybe with Al with some algorithms there, just to see who owns what assets, where
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they hid them, and to do the so-called lifestyle audit and if it does not correspond to his lifestyle
of income, now the prosecutor's office should conduct a thorough investigation, or the anti-
corruption commission, or the NRA as well.

(9:14) Interviewer: That is, there are many institutions that can actually conduct an investigation.

(9:18) Interviewee: Yes, we just don't have information. That is, there is very little information
through which an investigation can be made, and it is very difficult. Investigative journalists
usually... They take pictures through Google earth and look 5 years ago at what a certain terrain
looked like and now what it looks like and, for example, if a palace emerged within 5 years, they
check where it came from, who owns it and so on.

(9:53) Interviewer: Wow, they have to use tactics that...

(9:55) Interviewee: They have many, many others such as risk assessments, they have, for
example, corruption proofing of legislation, this is not mandatory, but it is done, meaning many
state institutions do it and it is in their mandate and their obligation to do so, there are many
councils to state institutions. When there is a new bill that is within their competence, they are
included in the working group, that these draft laws say here and here to this article and this
point there is a risk of being circumvented to be used for corruption and change the law. But this
can be done by non-governmental organizations, so it is important to do such corruption proofing
of legislation. If it is seen that now, the law has been changed only so that the Golden Age can
build a skyscraper, they need to change the law so that it is not in favor of the private interest.

(10:56) Interviewer: Yes, and you say that there are more people in Romania who are in prison in
Bulgaria, why?

(11:02) Interviewee: Well, Laura Kovesi became a European Prosecutor for this precisely,
because she was previously a Romanian prosecutor. Well, because Laura Kovesi has found
herself an individual leader with the courage to do so, she isn't alone, there are many others even
in Romania who have contributed, they just had the courage to condemn high-ranking members
of the ministry. And in Bulgaria, the brave man is gone. Let's move on to the second question, I
have some meetings.

(11:51) Interviewer: Well, actually, yes. A fundamental question is how corruption has changed
before, in fact, how was corruption before joining the European Union and how has it changed
after the European Union, after joining the European Union? Are there any specific
characteristics that are prevalent?

(12:10) Interviewee: Yes, the main thing, but it is not exactly related. I don't think that with the
entry into the European Union, the influence is in such a direct way that this question is asked. I
will rather answer in a different way, in the last let's say 15 years, but I am not saying that is in
connection with Bulgaria's accession to the EU. For the last 15 years and more, this
administrative corruption that existed at the beginning, and we have monitored it with our
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corruption monitoring surveys in the interests of CSD. This high administrative corruption is
sharply decreasing, you can see from the data there from the figure. What this practically means,
is yes administrative corruption is decreasing, however they have put everything to be in one
counter, so you don't have to go to ten counters, and there is no longer a need for documents to
be submitted through paper forms in the NRA, NAP, NOI and other institutions you can enter a
declaration with an electronic signature and with the PIK to submit some kind of declaration and
the process for an application is quicker. For construction, registration of a company, for the
issuance of some kind of license, it become electronic. In addition, here there is already a
connection with the European Union, after all, the directives and regulations of the European
Union, when they begin to be applied in Bulgaria, is that this bureaucracy is decreasing because
there is some standardization and electronization of the processes. And you don't have so much
access person-to-person with the administration, and administrative corruption is decreasing.
However, the biggest issue that has arisen in the last 15 years and more is that administrative
corruption is decreasing, but state capture, the capture of the state, is on the rise. That is, more
and more business circles are tied to political circles. They are the same people, now it may be
prohibited or according to the conflict of interest, after all, a politician to have a company.
However, his friend has the company, and yes, this is one of the conquests of the state, where
private interests are already saying, well, change the law here so that the skyscraper can be built
so that they do not pay taxes. They can remove the dunes of the sea, build something for
themselves, and so on. This is one problem state capture, the second problem that we call
corrosive capital or sit financial flaws/strategic corruption is strategic corruption we understand
in fact authoritarian influence on our countries. That is, countries like Russia, China, and others
Turkey to some extent. And they use their influence in every way to change something in our
countries, for example, they want to invest in some kind of power plant or highway to build
something. The Chinese are building, I think, a highway from Greece upwards, quite far north to
somewhere through Montenegro, where it passes, and accordingly Montenegro has taken I don't
know how many millions of debt to pay the Chinese to build a highway. We built a highway to
Serbia to Belgrade, I don't remember who built it, maybe I should check again, now not to distort
the facts. But behind closed doors, such bilateral agreements are concluded for investments or for
some large infrastructure project, you know, as we said, some other power plant, highway, plant,
refinery, whatever. And in fact, when they are behind closed doors, there may be no cost-benefit
analysis or environmental assessment, so as not to disturb nature. There is no cost-benefit
analyses, you have no guarantee whether this investment will create jobs for the local population,
and you don't know in 5 years or in 50 years if it will come to profit, maybe it will take 50 years,
your grandchildren will have to pay for this obligation that you have entered simply because
some people in another country want to benefit. They have paid some fees or bribes to those who
have agreed on the Bulgarian side to conclude the contract and then the people actually end up
paying. This is economic, but then through the media all kinds of propaganda are being released
again, so that it strengthens someone's political influence once again. There is all kinds of
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propaganda, women can be politicians, vaccines I don't know what harm you, all sorts of
narratives are released in the media.

(17:55) Interviewer: And actually, because as far as [ know, most people know about all these
things that are happening, it's not like they don't know.

(18:02) Interviewee: Well, that's the good thing about Bulgaria being small, because we are all
cousins. Look now in America it is difficult to understand, but in Bulgaria it’s easier because it is
a small country, organized crime and not very organized, because, you know, there are no six
degrees of separation, there is one degree of separation, that is, you immediately know who is a
friend of whom, who is a cousin of whom, so if a crime is investigated, it is easy to get to the
truth: the question is whether these mechanisms work. The laws in Bulgaria are very harmonized
with the European ones. Perhaps the investigative bodies themselves do not have the competence
to collect the right evidence and present them in court. The judges, on the other hand, are
ordinary people, they do not know what block chain technology or cryptocurrencies are, they
rely on some external expert to tell them, whether there is a crime or not, because the judge
himself is not an expert in everything, a judge comes to lawsuit cases related to a variety of
things: building construction, tax evasion, public procurement, energy, technology companies, all
sorts of things, then one judge cannot be an expert on everything. And I wandered away and
forgot, what was the question?

(19:01) Interviewer: Well, actually, I'm rather interested, because when you showed me this
graph, only 227 people are actually prosecuted out of all of these.

(19:09) Interviewee: Yes, just to see how they are.. Convicted and sanctioned by the final
judgment act 2022 because as we wrote this brief, there was no new annual report, you can

already see on the website of the Prosecutor's Office, there may be a newer report, it can already
be 300, not 227.

(19:15) Interviewer: Actually, what are the mechanisms? Why are there no more prosecuted
people?

(19:20) Interviewee: Either they don't have the knowledge, the capacity of what evidence to
collect and how, or they just don't want to these are the two answers, it really gets more
complicated. You can imagine that at this moment, when paying for drugs or for some
transactions through cryptocurrencies, how exactly are our Bulgarian criminal investigators, who
are state employees on a state salary. How exactly to find them, given that they do not always
have the opportunity to keep up with the latest technologies? Now, not to insult them, there may
be some who are really good experts in the field.

(22:05) Interviewer: But if technology is developing in such a way. Shouldn't law enforcement
agencies develop in the same way in order to be able to prevent?
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(22:10) Interviewee: There is another point, example in customs, it is easy to bribe in customs,
and although there are cameras, they know where the cameras are looking, they just go to some
bush in the back, where there are no cameras, you can always quietly avoid the technology. If
you want, you will send a letter in the mail and avoid high technology. You can't get your email
caught, you can always go somewhere where you know there's no camera. So whoever wants to,
will always find a way to do something without getting caught. And it is difficult, and their
salaries are not so big. As far as I know, for example, there is a so-called e-audit, some kind of
electronic audit, the National Audit Office needs more knowledge to detect different types of
crimes, they do training and when they do training, these people leave, go to work in banks, in
investment companies in the private sector, because the salaries are higher, so that's it. There is
also the fact that if your boss is politically engaged and tells you this one we will not punish him,
you do not punish him. There is the fact that salaries are low, there is that some new knowledge
that is being developed with new technologies is needed, there must be constant training for
these investigative bodies. And at the moment, the Anti-Corruption Commission has been
divided into two and they should have operational and investigative functions for these people,
but in fact the staff is not yet filled, because where will you get such investigative experts. You
can take them either from the State Agency for National Security or from some financial police,
but you have to pull them from another institution to go to the anti-corruption commission, that
is, to the two new commissions.

(24:04) Interviewer: There are no people, and maybe they don't want to deal with it.

(24:07) Interviewee: Well, if they know that if their boss tells them don't do this or do this and
they have to comply with what their boss orders them to do and they think it's not right, maybe
they just don't want to. Knowing that the system does not work effectively. But there is
something else, for example in Albania they made the so-called vetting of the judges. You
dismiss half or almost all of the judges, but where do you find new judges? You can take from
those who have just graduated from universities, but they are still young, they have no
experience. So there is this moment, you fire everyone and then you have to find new ones who,
you hope, are not corrupt. They were thinking of doing something similar in Macedonia, but I
have not tracked whether they did it.

(24:55) Interviewer: How is corruption related to the low institutional trust in Bulgaria, do
people actually believe in institutions?

(24:58) Interviewee: Well, absolutely directly, meaning directly proportional correlation.

(25:03) Interviewer: Yes, because it could be in the other direction, right? Because for a long
time they have been looking at everything the privatization process and the fact that there has not
been much information about these things since then the trust has fallen. Meaning, I'm not sure
which of this comes first: corruption or low institutional trust. Actually, this is my question.
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(26:01) Interviewee: So your hypothesis is that when there is low trust in the institutions, the
people in the institutions themselves are discouraged, that people do not trust them, so that is
why they become corrupted?

(26:15) Interviewer: No, no, this is not my hypothesis, but rather because everyone has gone
through all these things. When Bulgaria has passed through so many things and people lose
some, some faith in these institutions and in fact they are more inclined to do illegal things.

(26:30) Interviewee: So the meaning that corruption in institutions leads to corruption among
people, business, citizens, well, yes, it is completely nourished by each other. Yes meaning, you
told me everyone is doing it, so I will do it too, or here the ministry is doing it, so I will do it too,
it is the overall environment that normalizes it.

(27:01) Interviewer: And in your opinion, how can we get out of this vicious circle?

(27:03) Interviewee: You need a Nobel Prize to answer this question. The classic example is the
Scandinavian countries, they just have such a national psychology since childhood or for
centuries, that it is not good to be corrupt and the whole country looks with a bad eye at
corruption. After all, those who are corrupt, can't parade and say this hero here with the chains.
It's just that the Scandinavian countries, which have had this thing for centuries, they simply do
not have corruption and in Japan too, for example. That's why in the Scandinavian country they
have very short laws, one page of law, because you don't need thousands of paragraphs and
articles in the law to describe thousands of possible situations how somehow, someone will lie to
you, you don't need the laws that are called. So I don't know, I would say from school, from
kindergarten we should start talking about ethics, what is right, what is wrong. When one child
takes the toy of the other child to tell him the mother, it is not good to steal.

(30:02) Interviewer: And now, in your opinion, this is not happening in Bulgaria?

(30:04) Interviewee: Well, I don't know, we go to the individual level. Maybe the mentality
should be changed somehow from a very early age, I think. Well, now it would not be bad to
strengthen what I said risk assessment so that we can see where the illicit wealth goes, to whom
it goes, to reveal more conflicts of interest, and here citizens can be encouraged to submit more
signals. But in order to submit signals, they must have confidence in the institutions that submit
signals. Why should they report if they know that nothing will happen if the institutions start
working, and the people, if they see that they are working, will start selling more signals. Things
will increase, some civic consciousness. By the way, there are more and more such civic
initiatives that are organized online, they are some kind of online communities. They are fighting
mainly for some environmental or social goals, to clean up the city, or to stop pollution here and
there, or to have bike lanes or something else, which is good that in this way, especially young
people, there are more and more such online communities.

(33:04) Interviewer: If there is something like that about anti-corruption?
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(33:06) Interviewee: Yes, university students have always been a driving force against
corruption. All the protests in Serbia, Macedonia, and Greece also the incident with that one
train. This is just an occasion, isn't it, these protests are completely against corruption, not only
for one specific case, they are very tragic incidents, but this is not the only thing that people are
protesting against. It's just another situation, and then the glas overflods.

(33:50) Interviewer: Well, I know that over the years there have also been such protests in
Bulgaria, but looking at the statistics, it has not worked.

(33:52) Interviewee: And in fact, what are the aims of the protests, you say let's make the one
who is in power resign, isn't that why we are protesting, and when he resigns, you have no
alternative, who will stand, which will be the new political party that will not be corrupt and the
state will be led. After all, we need leaders who have integrity, but they are missing. Meaning,
even if those protests overthrow the government, what does it matter who will take the reins.

(34:02) Interviewer: And in your opinion, why does the European Union not impose more, it is
not sanctions, but more strict control? Because now everyone in Bulgaria knows what is going
on, but no one is doing anything.

(34:15) Interviewee: Because it really could in the last 10, 15, 20 years, the European Union
have a much stronger position. So we have Article 7 on voting rights of Hungary could have
been stopped much earlier. They should not veto everything he proposes. In addition, why should
a country, Hungary or any of it, veto and the entire European Union cannot adopt any directive,
regulation, law or any activity, the whole procedure can be changed, for example, a 2/3 majority.
Then Hungary will not have a say in doing such damage, a simple procedure can be changed.
And the suspension of money works to some extent, but the European Union very rarely uses it.
It has also stopped Bulgaria's money not only Hungary’s. Maybe in case of much smaller
offenses, the money is immediately stopped. This thing is very rarely used. And I just don't know
if it's a little scary, if they don't have the courage to do something more. The problem is that the
whole approach of the European Union is a bit bureaucratic. Everyone says, you know, checking
the boxes. I will give an example, don't they in their, enlargement package reports for each year
with the member states,mention how advanced they are, as well as the other reports on Bulgaria
and Romania, don't they say what law has been adopted, what institution has been created, but so
what? They do not have enforcement on the ground. The fact that laws have been created in an
institution does not mean that they are being implemented and that they are doing something
effective to improve the situation, they just need to have the so-called impact indicators in all
their reports and assessments. Impact means, for example, the level of corruption has decreased,
from last year, until now from such a percentage to another percentage. And there should be
some target on how much it should be reduced or the effective sentences against high level
corruption. Of all the charges brought there. Now there may be a country where there is no
corruption among the high-ranking ones, the question is that of the charges brought for example
a certain percentage should reach effective sentences. And there should be such impact indicators
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to measure something real that has happened or out of so much proven illegal wealth, what
percentage should be confiscated. Now recently a report has been released, you can quote it, it is
about the European Union, I do not know about Bulgaria how much it is affected. OCTA
organized crime assessment report there, if I'm not mistaken, it was said that only 6%, 4% or 6%
I don't know, see if I don't lie to you. Only 6% are confiscated assets, criminal assets, those that
are proven to be criminal, so why are only 6% there? Apparently there are no such legal
instruments by which they have been confiscated, or the guilt cannot be proven, or what is the
reason.

(38:19) Interviewer: I don't know, you work with someone, don't you? As far as I saw on your
website, you have common interests with the European Union.

(38:21) Interviewee: The European Union finances us, but we also give these recommendations
every time, but they have not led to stricter sanctions.

(38:25) Interviewer: Actually, what you publish doesn't change things much?

(38:30) Interviewee: There is not always a representative of the European Union or at least of the
delegation in all these events. Obviously, it should be at a higher level.

(38:50) Interviewer: Well, I don't want to keep you too long... Because the questions as I have
written them, I understand that they are a little less naive, because I have also read foreign
literature, which is not, I have the feeling that sometimes in Bulgaria the situation is a little
different than they actually write about it. Because I also spoke with a professor at the UNWE.
He said that I can write as much as I want about corruption in Bulgaria, but in fact what is the
picture of the data is very different from what is actually the picture in real life in reality?

(39:02) Interviewee: Well, yes, this is something that is hidden, corruption, the data does not
catch it exactly.

(39:04) Interviewer: And that's why I wanted to do these interviews, to give a little more realistic
picture, right, how things are, yes. And the final question is, what would you tell me about this
for a more realistic picture in Bulgaria as such. As a source of information?

(39:15) Interviewee: But what aspect of corruption? Themselves.

(39:18) Interviewer: The very schemes that are being carried out mean, because I have also
spoken to an investigating journalist and he has said different schemes.

(39:25) Interviewee: Yes, those Bird, Bivol, the anti-corruption fund. These three yes, they are
investigative journalists. Capital is a little bit too. After all, the anti-corruption fund is an NGO,
but in the reports themselves there are cases that are actually investigative journalism. They need
to be looked at.

(40:20) Interviewer: Yes, but do you have anything else to add, if anything I think I missed as a
question?
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(40:25) Interviewee: Well, no, and in our reports there are many boxes that are like practice, but
they are generally taken from the media, so the source is a media outlet, usually, so it is more
correct to quote the media itself, which did the investigation itself.

(41:02) Interviewer: Thank you very much for your time, I will stop recording here.
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Transcription of interview 2 in Bulgarian:

(0:00) Interviewer: MoxkeM /12 3alI0YHEM BCHIUTHOCT, HAJIH OT TpaHC(HOpMALUATA OT KOMYHH3bM
KBM JIEMOKpAITHs BCHIIHOCT TS Kak € JOIpHHECa JI0 TOBAa Kak ca cera Hemara?

(0:22) Interviewee 1: Bceku enun ciaydaii TpsaOBa J1a ce Kaxe MPey Ja CTUTHEM JI0 TOYKara Ha
Tpanchopmalys, ye KopynuusTa B beirapus cu uma MHOTO 1bJI00KH KopeHH. Pazoupa ce B
HSIKaKbB, MHOTO TIO Pa3JIn4eH OT cera Bu. ChIIECTBYBAIllE CeTra, U TI0 BpeMe Ha LENUAT ePHO,
KOWTO T€ TOraBa Hapuyaxa 3psyIo COIUAINCTHYECKO o0mmecTBo. Kato nMarie aBe 0CHOBHU
NPUYMHM 3aTOBA Jla UMa HiKakBa kopynuus. [IspBata npuunHa Gerie ye mopajau camara
cnienr(uKa Ha TUIAHOBAaTa MKOHOMMKA KBAETO BCHYKO € AbP’KAaBHO MPEIONPEACTICHO 1
peryinupaHo, UMallle eIHO N3paBHIBAHE Ha JJOXOAUTE Ha BCUUKH, O€3 3HAYCHUE TOBA KOW KOJIKO
paboTH, KO KOJIKO € ChBECTEH, CTapaTesieH M 0OpaTHOTO MBbP3EIUB U Oe3mosie3eH. Xopa
KOWTO MCKaxa Jla )KUBEsT M0-100pe 3al0YHaxa, Hajli a3 Torasa OsX olie JeTe Koraro pa3dpax
TOBa, HAJIU C€ U3KYILABAT Jja TeHEepHUpaT HAKaKBHU JIOXO/U 10 ApYT HauuH. Bropara npuynHa e, ye
B YCJIOBHSTA HAa TOBA AHTUIIA3aPHO CTOMAHCTBO MMAIIIE TEXKH ACPHUIUTH 32 BCUYKO, KOETO
Xopara uckaxa ja umat. Mora na nam npumep. Hanpumep, mopaay uaeonorndeck ToBa e
eIMHUAT KPBI IPUYMHU, TOPATH UACOTIOTHUYECKH IPUYMHHA IPUMEPHO TH aKO MCKaIl J1a CU
KyTHII JIa peuyeM rpaMo(pOHHH IJIOYH C HAKAKBa My3UKa MM MarHeTO()OHHHU JICHTH ChC 3alUCH
WM HeIlo HsAMa OT KbJe. Y mpubsraam 10 Xxopa HOCPeIHUIIM, KOUTO HAJTM HAMUPAT BKapBaT
KOHTpaOaHIHO WJIM MO HAKAKbB HAYMH, M TH TaM JI0/IaBalll HIKaKBU MapH, U 10 TO3U HAYMH
noirydaBaint Te3 padotu. OcoOeHo 3a 00JIEKIIO 1aMCKO, MBKKO OOJIEKII0, HATH THHKU HsMAIIIe.
OO0yBKHM HanpuMep, 0COOEHO AAMCKH HSAMaIle, MHOTO TPYAHO BCUYKOTO TOBA Ch3/1aBallle €1Ha
cpena, B KOSITO poJIsiTa Ha T€3H MOCPEIHUIM CTABAIlle BCE MO-TONIIMa. A3 CaMUST ChbM IO IIpaBel
TOBa, CAaMO Y€ ChM C€ 3aHHMAaBaJl C JIB€ Hellla, JOCTAaBKU Ha My3UKa WU BHJICO HA Pa3IMYHU
HOCHTEINH, a0COTIOTHO MPOTHUBO3aKOHHO. A M IPYroTO, KOETO € Je(HUIIMTHU YaCTH 32 KOJIU U TO
3a0eneXy Ha KOJIM COIMAIMCTUYECKO IMPOU3BOJICTBO, T€ APYTH B bharapus He ce BHacsxa U
BBIIPEKH Y€ Ca HAJIU OT JAPYTH COLUATUCTHYECKH CTPAaHU HAJIH ChBETCKH TaM MOCKBHUYH,
JKurymnu, maguu, 4erKky mMKOIU U Taka HaTaThK U oT [ /[P, Tpabantu Hamare. U a3 cbM uman
CJIydad KOTaTo €HO HeIo HaJIKM KOETO MPUMEPHO CTPYBa, aKO IO MMa B Mara3uHa ama ro HiMa B
MarasuHa, npumepHo crpysa 30-40 seBa, a3 ro HaMMpaM M Mora Jia ro rnpogam BeaHara 3a 200.
OcHoBara Ha KOpYIIUATA TS € UMEHHO B T€3H JaJICUHU BPEMEHA, KOraTo HsKaK CH X0opara Mo
HEOOXOIMMOCT, HaJli TpHexa ye HiMa JIpyT HA4YMH OCBEH TO3H U CMes Jia TBbPAS, Y€ OrpOMHATa
qacT oT bbarapcko HaceneHue Torasa ce € Bb3IOJI3BaJI0 OT Te3H CXEeMU 3a HabaBsHe Ha Hero. OT
TOBa pa30upa ce MeuessIT MOCPeTHUIUTE nevensT. Taka ye karo uasa 89-90 roguHa U ce MHUHABA
TebpBa KbM a3apHa HKOHOMHKA, BBIIPEKH Y€ Ie(PUIIUTUTE HaMaJIsIBaT, XOpaTa Bce OlIe ca
OenHU Te ¥ B MOMEHTa ca Haii-Oennu B EBponeiickusaT Coro3. ToBa Hemo 6110 1o uHepuus,
OUJI0 IOpa Iy He Bb3MOXKHOCT, TOPaIu APYT HAUYMH HEIIO J1a Ce MOCTaBH, U a3 TOBOPS TOBA €
OWTOBO MHUCJICHE, HUIIIO JIOIIO HSMa B HETO, HO 3HAYM caMa Mo-cebe cu OeTHOCTTa He € TIOPOK,
HO TSI € KaKTO TH pa3ka3Ba reHepupa nopouu. U B kpas Ha KpauIiaTa BCHYKH CTaBaT MOPOYHHU, U
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M3BOJIA € Y€ MMAallle ¥ UMa €CTECTBEHA Cpella U T € B MaHTAJIMTETa Ha Xopara. ToBa € TakbB
HApOJOTICUXOJIOTMYECKU MHIUKATOp 300110 a He ObaT KpUTHYHU KbM TakuBa Hemla. Mma,
pas3bupa ce, 0coOCHO B MOCIECTHUTE TOJMHN UMa €HU TaKNBa MMKOBE Ha ChOYXk/IaHEe U Ha
HEJIOBOJICTBO HO T€ Ca CBbP3aHU OOMKHOBEHO C HSAKAKBHU TaKHMBa APaMAaTHYHU CHOUTHUS, HAJIH
3arvMHAaJIO JETe Ha BT, YMPSJI HAKOM B O0NHUIA, 0cOOeHO Nera. KakTo B MOMEHTa cMe B €IMH
TaKbB IMK HO TOM € CIIOpaJu4eH U HsAMA J1a JOBEJE 10 MPOMSHA HAa CUMIITOMAaTHUKaTa, MUCIICHKHY,
aHaJIM3UpalKy KOpPyILHOHHATa cpena. B beirapus ocHoBara Ha KOpyNIMOHHATA IMPaMUJIa €
MHOTO I10 pa3JIM4Ha OTKOJIKOTO MpuMeEpPHO B 3anaaHa EBpomna. 3amoro TaM BCHYKO TOBa, KOETO
Ce € CIIy4YBaJjo U Ce€ CIy4YBa, KAKTO U B IPYTH 110 UHIYCTPUAIHO PAa3BUTHU CTPAHU B KOMTO HE €
umaino 100% BrnaseHue Ha COOCTBEHOCTTA M Ha CPEACTBATA 32 MPOM3BOJCTBO OT IbpiKaBata,
BUHAru € UMaJjio yacTHa coocTBeHocT. Hanu HenpumepHo B I'bpuus, Typuus, 10pH B
IOrocnaBus, 6uBmia FOrocnasus B 4acT OT COLMAIMCTUYECKUTE CTPAHU CHIIO HAMAIIIE [TbJIHA
HalMoHanu3auus, npuMepHo Ionma He HanMoHanM3Mpaxa 3amsTa, 3eMsITa CH OCTaHa Ha
xopara.

(09:22) Interviewee 1: Tyka npakTU4eCcKd OHEBHHIBAM Hapo/a B U3BECTHA CTEIEH, 3alI0TO TOM
10 TIPUHY/A U 110 HEOOXOAMMOCT € KMBSJI TO3H JKUBOT M 3a TOBA IIeAa OE3KPUTUUHOTO.
[TpakTUYHO TOBA KOETO CE€ CIyYyBa B MOMEHTA , TEKKaTa KOPYIIIUS KOSITO € 0COOEHO MO0 BUCOKHUTE
€Ta)K! Ha BJIACTTa, U € B TOTAJIHA CHHEPTHUs ChC Ch3/a/ICHUs OT MPOLENUTE Ha OUBIIATA
nbpxaBHa curypHocT (JJAHC) u komyHucTHY€ECKa TApTHsl TOJIEMH KOMIIAHUH, KOUTO NPEB3EXa
BCUYKH CTPYKTYPHO OIPEAEIISIIN CEKTOPY Ha MKOHOMUKATA, B Ta3H CUHEPTHS € POOJIEMBT.
ToBa, KOETO € MPAaKTUYECKH HEPa3peInMO, KOJIKOTO U HAJIM aKO UMa JIOPU Bb3MOXKHOCT Ha BUCOK
IJ1ac J1a ce TOBOPHU KaKBO CTaBa, Jla C€ COYaT BUHOBHHUTE U TaKa HaTaThK, HUILO HE CE IPOMEHS,
HHUE He cTaBaMe Mo-100pe Besika ciesiBaiia ronquHa. Tyk ako roopum 3a COLITMOMA ce ciyusa,
MPOIBbJIKABA €HO MPUBUKBAHE U 3aThIsIBAHE U OC3KPUTHYHOCT Ha XOpaTa, KOUTO HE MOrar Ja
BBPIKAT, Y€ BCUUKO, KOETO IO TO3H NMPECTHIIEH HAUYMH CE € B3€JI0 WIN C€ Kpaje, TO OT €AUH U
CBIIH KOO U3/IM3a, OT TEXHUAT JHKOO, HAMA OT KbJe Apyraje Aa uzau3a. JoBeka KOWTO yxk 1O
JeMOKpaTH4eH HaYWH U30Mpa KO Jia ro yIpasisiBa, O4eBHIHO, HE MOXeE Jja pa3depe, ue HenusIT
pecypc oOrecTBeHus], HaM (PMHAHCOB MaK UJBa OT HETO U TO MHOTO JIECHO MOJKE J1a C€ M3YHCIIH,
NPaBAT YMHH X0pa U ce MyOJIMKyBa, HaJlk rope A0JIy BCSKa €1Ha MPOCIIOiKa OT 00IIeCTBOTO, B
3aBHCUMOCT OT TOBa aHTAKUPAHOCT, 3aIlIalllaHe, Bb3PacToBa IPyIia, OCUTYpsBaHE, U TaKa
HataTbK. [ope 1011y Ha BCeKU euH CyOeKT KOJIKO My Ce B3MMAT, HaJIM 3a Ja BJe3HaT B Xa3HaTa U
OT TaM Jia ce Xapyar. [ Beue HOPOKBT € B TOBA XapueHe, 3al0TO MPUMEPHO MarkucCTpalu U3JIn3aT
TPH IIBTH MO-CKBII0, OTKOJIKOTO U3JIM3AT J1a peueMe B [ epMaHust Ui B ABCTpUsi, BCHUKO € I10-
CKBI10. UHCTO NCUXOJIOTUYECKH TOBA € Hal-TOJIeMUAT Ipo0IieM, 4ye cera MHOTO Xopa Ka3Bar, Te 5
cBapuxa jxabara. XKabata cu Oerre cBapeHa oie 89-ta roguHa. bbeiarapuna nmopaau ToBa ye Kato
M3KITIOYMM Y€ TaM 4OparuTe My U 4eTKaTa My 3a 301, HaJli ca My JJMYHa COOCTBEHOCT, B
Bbwarapus Bcuuko Oemie coOOCTBEHOCT Ha AbprkaBara. Tyk HaMale abCOMIOTHO HUKAKbB YacTeH
Ou3Hec, U3KIII0YBAM TaM MOCIETHUTE 2 TOIUHH, KOraTo CTapara HOMEHKJIATypa CU U3MUCIH TO3H
yKa3 56 3a 1a MOXe Te IbPBH J]a CU HAIPaBAT GUPMH, ]a TO PETUCTPHUPAT U Bede, HOCTEIEHHO J1a
HAITBIUIAT U JIa IPeB3eMar IsJlaTa UKOHOMHUKA, KOETO Taka ce ciay4d. ToBa He € camo Ha OuBIIaTa
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KOMYHHUCTHUYECKA MTApTHs, KOATO MOCJIE CTaHA COLMAIMCTUUYECKA I'psAX. ToBa € U3BECTHA CTEIIEH B
ronuHuTe, ocobeno 90-te, kpast Ha 2000-HaTa rogMHA UABAHETO HA Haps. ToBa aKo MOIVIeIHEM
L7I0TO TOBA I0JIE HA JIEHCTBUE KBAETO CE pa3BUBAa BCUUKUTE TE€3M HEILA, TE€ yCIsIXa Aa CU
IIPOM3BENAT IEPUBATH, 3AI0TO OCh3HAXA, Y€ aKO BCUYKO IPOIBIKABA 1a € KOHLIEHTPUPAHO B
e/lHa MapTus ¥ KOATO € TAXHATa U Te sl XPaHsAT, HE3aBUCUMO OT TOBA KakK ce Ka3Ba, Halu 11e ObJie
TapreTupaHa oT Xopara U B €IMH MOMEHT MHOI'0 JIECHO T€ J]a Ka)kaT: TE3U ca MapOJAEpH, KpajllH,
qopOa KUK, U3ETHUIM U TaKa HATAThK, U (PaKTUIECKHU 3aII0YHAXa J1a CH Ch3/1aBaT proxies mojy
¢dopmara Ha HAIIMOHATTUCTUYECKH MMAPTUH, TUOEPATTHH, U TaKa HATaThK U T€ B MOMEHTA ca
HaBCsIKb/E. IHTEpEeCHOTO €, ue TONKOBa MEepPEKTHO ca CU U3Pa0OTHIIN CLIEHAPHUs Y€ TaKa
HapeyeHUTE Ha3HAYEHU €HO BPEME KallUTAIMCTH yCIsIXa U YCIIABAT J1a CH Ch3/1aBa IIPOKCUTA U B
MOMEHTa Ma Ha KJlaca, Ts € KJjlaca, He C€ CpaMyBaM J1a o Hapeka Taka. Kosito e cb3naneHa ot
CH3JIaICHUTE U NPOIBIKABa 1a CH paboTH U (PAKTUYECKH KaTo JOiIe BpeMETO Ha M300pH, TO3U
BUJ] CPETHO ¥ BUCOKO YNHOBHUYECTBO B IBPKABHU U B OOLIMHCKHUTE CTPYKTYPH, TO C€
camosamurasa. M nopu na npuemem, ue B MoOMeHTa MaxHar boiiko bopucos aBToMaTn4ecku
npuMepHo 3actpeiar uinu Jlenss [leescku ninu Pymen Panes nnu BCUYKHATE Taka [0-IIbPBU TaM,
TOBA HEIIO IIe MPOIBJIKH U TYK € TOJIEMUST MpodsieM. AKO ce OIUTaMe Ja CMEe BU3HOHEPH U Ja
paschKIaBaMe CTPATErMYECKH, 3al[0TO Ta3K CTpara TS NPOAbIKaBa Ja C€ CaMO3alluTaBa U
BB3IIPOU3BEXK/IA U B MHOT'O T0JIsIMa CTENIEH, BCUUYKU KOPYILMOHHU CXEMU HE UJBAT TOYHO OT Hali-
OTrope OT BUCOKO MMa TaKMBa, HAJIM HO TaM IIPOCTO C€ Pa3KeIIBa U I'M XpaHAT. Ts € KuB
OpPraHMU3bM.

(12:12) Interviewer: KoiiTo eBomoupa npe3 BpeMeTo. ..

(12:13) Interviewee 1: 1 Hsama kak ga ObJe cipsiHa OCBEH HAIU ChC CTPUKTHO MpUJIaraHe Ha
3aKOHA KOETO, KAKTO HUE BCUUKH 3HAEM HE C€ CIIyuBa, 3alll0TO MOJUTHYECKaTa Kiaca,
M3KYCTBEHO CBH3[aJICHU MHAYCTPHAIIN U (UHAHCHCTU U TaKa HATaThK, T€ Ca HAMEPWJIH HA4YWH, U
ca HalpaBWJIH 110 CBOK 00pa3 u mogodue chaedHaTa cucTeMa 0COOCHO MPOKypaTypara KosTo T
oOciyxBa TaMm. Hukora HUKOH HE Mmocsira Ha TE3M, KOUTO TaKa Jja ce KaKe ca Ch3Jalu
XpaHUTENHA Cpe/ia ¥ MPEANOCTABKH JIa ChIIECTBYBAT TaKuBa Xopa. ToBa pa3bupa ce OemHUST
OBITapCKU HAPO, HAJIK TOBOPS BEUE 32 CPETHOCTATUCTUICCKU 3HAUUMUST YOBEK HE MOXKE J1a TO
oOxBaHe.

(13:01) Interviewer: A 3a1mo MHCITUTE, Y€ HE MOXKE J1a TO OOXBaHE?

(13:03) Interviewee 1: 3amoro He Oelle U3BBPIIIEHA MO0 HAYUHA, IO KONTO TpsiOBalie na Obae
U3BbpIICHA NpuBaTu3anusaTa. He Oerle u3BbpiieHa pehopma B oOpa3zoBaTenHara cucTemMa.
3amoTo, IBE TPYIH a0COITIOTHO BPEIHU XOpaTa 0sixa HaOyTaHH B OJIUTUYECKUTE SIIUTH, OMBIIU
YeHreTa WM TakuBa BHeApeHH. Min 6e3 fa ca yeHrera Wil BHEAPEHH MPOCTO TIIyMAllH,
KapHepHCcTH KOUTO ce HaOyTaxa B enHo BcemouHoTo C/IC, u mocine Bede BbB BCSIKAKBU JIPYTH, U
pa3bpaxa ue TaM € TOIUTMYKO Ha 3aBET U TOBA UM HOCHU HIKaKBU OJarvHU, TOBA CE€ OTHACH
MPAKTUYECKH 3a Ca BCHYKU ChUIECTBYBAIH 1[0-TOJI€ 3HAYUMU TMOJIUTUIECKH CYOCKTH B
Bbwarapus. Ho na pedem ako TpsiOBa ¢ €JHO U3pEUEHHUE J1a Kayka KOi € Hall-roieMUsT mpooaeM.
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Haii-ronemust npo6iem e 4e cucremara J0mycka abCoIIOTHO HEKaJbpHH U a)Ke BPEIHU X0pa
7la 3aeMar KJIIOUOBH MO3UIIMH, IOPH J1a HE Ca KOPYMITUPAHU T€ Ca MPOIYCKINBUA. MHOTO J1I00UM
IIPUMEP MU € MBJIYaHUETO Ha, 3HAYU HE BCUUKU MarucTpaTy ca pa3BpaTHU U KOPyMIIMPAHHU,
MBJIYAHUETO HA Ta3W YacCT KOATO O TpsiOBaJo /1a € HajM OT IIela TOYKa Ha 3aKOHA HEBUHHA, aMH
T€ 3aIll0 MBJIYAT, ¥ TaM € €IMH OT ToJIeMHUTE MPOOJIEMH, 32 XOpa KaTo Hesl HAJIM a3 HE CbM IOPUCT.
Jla ce pazbepe KakBO € ChOTHOIIICHHETO Te3U KOMTO aKTUBHO HAJIM CMyYarT M JepaT KOXH, 3al10TO
T€ F€HEPUPAT MECEYHOTO JOXOAU B ITBTU IIO-TOJIEMHU, OTKOJIKOTO €A UM IOJIEMUTE 3aIlIaTh U
octananure. M ako a3 OsSX MCUXOJIOT IISX J1a Ce OMMTaM Jia Harpassl eMH research 3a ga pasoepa
3210 MBJIYaT Apyrure? 3amoTo To HsMa Ipyr pECypc AOPH aKko C€ 3all0UHE 10 MHOTO
MHTEJIUIeHTEH CMeJ HaunH pedopMa Ha chJeOHaTa cucTeMa OT KbJe 1€ ¢€ HaMepsT TaKuBa
X0pa, HAJIM T€ HE Ce BhPTaJIAT MO T U HAJ[ BT XOPa, 3aBbPILMIMA IPABO 0COOEHO XOpa KOWTO
ce MpeArnonara OCBEeH 4e ca UM Jally HsKakBa quiuioma B FOro-3anaiHuaT yHUBEPCUTET MU
rope-10JIy MOTar U Ja MUCJIAT, 3a10TO Hal-BayKHOTO € Jja MOXKEIII 1a MUCIIHIIL.

(15:55) Interviewer: A MHCIIUTE JIM, Y€ TOBA MJIBa OT HJEsTa IIOHE a3 Cera JJOKaTo I'0 MUCS CH
MpEACTaBsM, Y€ T€ MBJIYAT, 32 JIa C€ 3aIbpKaT MO3ULIUsITa TamM?

(16:06) Interviewee 1: [la OT cTpax MBJIYaT, T€ MbUAT TOYHO TaKa OT CTPaX KaKTO €HO BpeMe
XOopara KOUTO HaJIM Ha KOUTO UM Ka3Baxa HE-MHUCIIEIIHU U I10 BpeMe Ha KOMYHH3Ma, T€ BCUYKO
BIKJIaXa U pa3dupaxa, He ce JOKOCBaxa JI0 HUILO 3a0paHeHo He ce o0naroeTencTBaxa, Ho
MBbJI4axa 3al0TO aKO CH OTBOPAT yCTaTa Ill€ UM B3eMaT U MaJIKOTO KOeTO UMar. Beue uma u
ApyrH Gakropu, a Aa pedeM BbHITHHUAT (akTop. OnpocTsaBaM aOCOIIOTHO HELaTa, HajlH, 3aI10
eBPOTEHCKUTE MOJIMTHUECKU ceMelicTBa npumno3Haxa aa peueM I'EPB u ru Bkapaxa BbB (hopmara
eBpoIIeiicka HapOHA MAPTHsl KaTo ako TPsAOBa JOPH MPUOIU3UTEIHO, HO TO € U JI0Ka3yeMO MOXKe
u 0e3 1a e NpuOIM3UTETHO, CMETHAIM Hall-TOJIEMUTE KOPYIIIMOHHU CXeMU U Hal-TOJISIMOTO
M3TOYBaHE Ha (hucka e 1mo Bpemero Ha ynpasieHuero Ha ['EPB, Tyk Tame cbC ChTpyAHUYECTBOTO
Ha JII1C, xouto Ty urpaexa ¢ TsX HeO(HUIHATHO, Ty opUIMATHO U Taka. [To BpemeTo Ha naps
CBII0, TO caBa OOTY HE MPOIBJIKH TOJIKOBA JIBJIT0. YHCTO MONUTHYECKH a3 JaBaM U BUepa TyKa
cbi10 roBopuxme ¢ llIBenckara mocnannuka, BerpocsT: 3amo ['EPB e BbB (hopmara eBpomneiicka
HapoJHa IapTHsl, Karo ce 3Hae ye boiiko boprcoB € KpUMHUHAJIEH IPECTHIIHUK U Y€ MHOT'O XOpa,
TakKa J1a ce Kaxke Ipu ocHoBaBaHeTo Ha ['EPD, ipu mbpBara My BbJIHA, BTOpara, TpEeTara, 3alioTo
TaM HaJIA KaJpOBU Pa3MECTBAHM CE U3BBPILNXA, HAKOU HAIlyCHAxa APYry U3XBBPIIMXA 3al10 ca
tam? W apyroTo OT KbJie Ha KbJE NapTUsITa Ch3/AaJeHa oT Obirapckute yenrera, JI1C Gemre
HaJIM IPUTIO3HATA TaM OT JIMOepasHus MHTEpHAIoHaI B Anjau? Te TaM MHOTO TOIUHH
CIIEKyJIIpaxa ¢ TOBAa U HAJIM Ka3Baxa HUE CME €BPOIICHUIIM, HUE CM€ ATJIAHTULM U TaKa HATaTbK,
0COOEHO TE ITBK T€ KOWTO pa3cHIlaxa 3eMe/IeINETO U )KUBOTHOBBACTBOTO B bbhirapus u okpaaoxa
abCOIOTHO BCHYKO. M moHexe HUKOM He UCKa J]a OTTOBOPHU Ha TE3U BBIIPOCH HAW-BEPOSITHO
HaJIi UMa JBE XUIIOTE3H Y€ UM Ca THIIM €BPOIECHCKUTE MOJUTUI YMHOBHUIU, KOUTO JOIIyCHAXa
TOBA HEWIO, WM Y€ YacT OT TAX Ca BJIEC3JIU B CEPUO3HU KOPYNIIMOHHU CXEMH, KAKBUTO HAJIU HUE
3HaeM ¢ 6uBmus chancellor Ha I'epmanus, Gerhard Schroder. Kolito otuze u crana pycku
cirykuten, nupekrop uian ¢ Gilinter Verheugen u Taka npuMepu uma..



85

(18:48) Interviewee 2: Camo na nosicHs ue Schroder ctaBa wieH Ha 6opaa Ha ['a3npom B KJIOHA B
I'epmanust ¢ okoso 5 MuiMoHa eBpo roxuiiHa 3amara. A Giinter Verheugen ananoruyso crana
ysieH Ha 60pJia Ha Hali-TOJIeMHAT cera crpouten B bwrirapus ,,I maBoonarapetpoii* koifro e
3aMECEH B peinlia KOPYNIMOHHY CKaHIaJIu U TPaJAULIMOHHO € HaTpyIlaj OIUT, KaTo € MOCTPOMII
roJIeMH IbpKaBHU HHPPACTPYKTYPHHU CTPOUTEIIHU 00EKTH M Taka Karo uMmai track record,
MHOTO JIECHO I1€YEIIUIII BEYE.

(19:18) Interviewee 1: Mu xomanaBamnus Boiickutre Ha HATO B EBpomna, renepan Wesley Clark,
TOM OTJAaBHA € IICHCUOHED, TOM CE BKIIIOYM B IIapTHUATA HA bapekoB U My cTaHa rypy u tutor.
Toect He ro Ka3BaM TOBa 3a 1a OHEBUHS OBJITAPCKUAT HAPOJ, KOMTO ue € 3acnai, U 3aipbCTeH, U
yIJIalleH, ¥ IPUTECHEH € UCTUHA, HO HE € Ollle KPUTHYHO TOBA OIIe UMa HAKAKBO MBPJAILO TaM
rpakJIaHCKO OOIIECTBO, 3a J1a MOYePTast U 3a J1a U3ThKHA U CbM MHOTO SI/J0OCAaH Y€ BbHITHUAT
(baxTop, HAJIM Ha XOpaTa KOWTO TpsOBalle 1a HU 00pa30BaT U Ja HU MPABST NO-IUBHIIN30BAHU
CBIIO € MHOTO Ba)KEH.

(20:05) Interviewer: A TO BCBIIIHOCT TOBA, KOETO C€ CJIyYH MPH BIU3aHETO Ha B EBpomnelickus
CbHI03, CTaHa OILIE 10 3JI€ U CE IPOMEHUXA Helllara 3a...

(20:17) Interviewee 1: To ¢ mpocTo OKO ce BHXAa Hayu Karo xonui no EBpona, BbB hopmara
nokaro Oemre U BennkoOputanust B EBponeiicKusT Chbi03, U CIeNl TOBA U HAJIM HABCSAKBIE Oere
II'BJIHO C PYCKH U C BCAKAKBH JIPYI'M KOMYHUCTUYECKHU OJIMIapCH KOMTO MPOCTO 3aI0TO XOAAT C
napure Hamnpen, karo B Kunbsp, u cu npaBat kakBoTo cu uckart. 1 cera B AMepuka ToBa KOETO
TpbMn npaBu, TaM KbJETO 32 5 MUJIMOHA Jl0j1apa 111€ UM JaBa 3JIaTHU KapTH, aMHU TO CUT'YPHO
Hensn IleeBcku Bede € KaHIMIATCTBAJ 3a TaKaBa 3J1aTHA Kapra. He oHeBUHsABaM HUTO
noBeZieHneTo TyK Ha CollmyMa Karo 1510, HUTO HAITBJIHO HAa T€3H KOWTO TpsOBa J1a ce cra3Ba
3aKOHa, 3alll0TO MMa U YECTHU MarucTpaTH, HO T€ Ca CAMOTHH, €JHUTE Ca U3TPATUIN IPECTHIHU
MpEXH, €IHA KOHTO ca B HAIIUTE Pa3ClIeIBAHUS MHOTO 10Ope U3BAACHU Ha OsJT CBAT KaTo TaM
Haiu [letbo EBpoto, Maptun boxxanoB — Hotapuyca u npyru. A npyrute HAMar He NPECTHIIHU
MpEXH a TpAOBa HAKAKBA, KaK Ja KaXka, KOAIUIUSI Ha HEIIOPOUHUTE MarucTpaTH, HO 1a He ca
cTpaxyuBLM. KoeTo He ce mpaBu caMo C XOAEHE Ha IIPOTECTH ¢ BUKAHE HUILIO HAMA J1a CTaHe. A3
ChbM CBMJIETENI HA BCUUKUTE Bb3X0AM U naaeHus Ha mbpBoto CJIC, Broporo CIIC, omitocniBaHETO
Ha CHHHU JIIOCIH, pa3lensHeTo Ha ToBa koeto Oemre CLC Ha Tpu, OpaTtoyOuiicTBeHa BOMHA HAU
MEX/1y €IHU KOWTO HMCKaxa Jia ca M0-/1€CHHU, a IPYTUTe Ka3axa I'bK HE, HE IbTAT Ha
COLIMAJIIEMOKpAIMs Ha UCTUHCKA AEMOKpalus, conuanaeMokpanus. M BuxnaMm, ue uma enH
ne(eKT B MaHTaJIUTETa Ha ObJIrapuHa, KOWTO € OMUCBAHO MEXIY-IPYyTroTO HE CAMO OT COLIMOJIO3H
Y COIIMAJTHU TICUXO0JI03M, aMH TO € OIHMCAH JOPHU OT TOJIsIMa YacT OT CTapUTe OBJITapCKU MHUCATEIH.
MeXay-IpyroTo ako OTBOPHIII U MPOYETENI OT IIIEAHA TOUYKA Ha MPO(UIM OT TIIaBHU JIEHCTBAI]
JMIa B MOJ-UT0TO, 1€ BUAMII Y€ TaM IPAKTUYECKH HAMa HUTO €IMH KOWTO J1a € UJIeaJIeH,
CBBBPIICH U TaKa HaTaTbK. Jlopu CBETINTE 00pa3yu UMAT CTPAIIHO MHOTO KyCypH Karo
IIPEIOBEPUMBOCT, HAUBHOCT, IPEKAJIEH UCAIN3bM U Taka HataTbK. Ho mo-rosnsmara yact ca win
TaKKBa MbJIYAJIMBH MOJICIIN UM aKTUBHU MOJyIeH, kato kupak Creduo. ToBa ro numa B Aneko
Koncrantunos, u Ctosa Muxaitnoscku, Koncrantuan KOHCTAaHTUHOB BCHYKHTE HH T'OJICMH
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aBropu. Huto enun roisim bearapcku mucaren He XBaJlu TOBA, KOETO HUE OMXME MCKAIHU J1a €
Taka, HaJl Hall-0Trope, Ja € ropIoCTTa Ha HaIIeTo TuieMe, Obarapckara uarenurenus. Cera
pa3bupa ce moHexe MO-MHOT0 e(peKTUBEH HauMH cliell 9-TH cenTeMBpH € n30UTa OrpoMHAaTa 4acT
oT ObJIrapcKaTa MHTEIMIeHIINS, IpyTra MaJika 4acT € MiTbKHaJa, TPeTa MajKa JacT € Ounia B
HSIKaKBU CUMOMOTHYHU OTHOIICHUS, YETBhPTA MaJIKa 4acT € u30sraa, Hue TaM CMe IPOCTO
kactpupanu. 1 a3 Muciis, 4e ToBa € BaXHO, 3al0TO BCUYKO KOETO CE CIIy4YBa TO € IPUYUHHO
CJIEZICTBEHO CBBP3aHO C BCHUYKO MPEANIIHO. A3 HapuMep, TyK 3a0eisi3BaM U CbM CUTYpEH, 4e €
Taka Be4e €JHa MHOI'O TPEBOXKHA TCHACHIIVS, BKIIOYUTEIIHO JUIUIOMAaTUYECKU U BUCIIN
MIOJINTUYECKU CIIYKUTENH B IIOCOJICTBATa HA Pa3BUTUTE AEMOKpPALUU 1A BIIM3aT B TAKUBA, KaK 1a
KaXka TyK Tpsi0Ba 1a BHUMaBaM, HAKaKBH CUMOMOTHYHH BPB3KHU WM Hall MAJIKOTO, TAKOBA
0€3MBJIBHO CBIVIACHUE, 32 J]a HE CH Pa3BaIAT Kea U B HEIIPABUTEICTBEHHS CEKTOp ro uMa Ttosa. 1
cera 0coOeHO Clie/l CTUPAaHETO Ha KpaHyeTara 111 CTUTHE B €MHJIEMHOJIOTUYHH Pa3MEpH TOBa
ChIVIAIIATEICTBO U MbJIyaHue. U e nomio, a ot Apyra cTpaHa Moxe 01 € Xy0aBo 3aIl0TO BCe MaK
TpsiOBa B €TMH MOMEHT J1a OIapHM JBHOTO 4e J1a ce ChOYIAT HAKaKBa KpUTHYHA Maca Xopa.

(24:55) Interviewer: A TO3u MOMEHT HJIBa JIH, CIIOPE] Bac?

(25:00) Interviewee 1: EMu Ha MeHe MU ce HCKa, aMa HsIMa Kak, a3 HsIMa KakK J1a u3Mepst
JOCTAaTHYHO MPEIU3HO MPOIeCH. A3 HAIpUMeEp HE BIPBaM Ha HUTO €IHA COLMOJIOTUYECKA
areHIus B bearapusi, 3ammoTo u a3 cbM MarucThbp MO COIUOIOTHUS, pAOOTHII ChbM, MHOTO OT/JIaBHA
otte o Bpeme Ha COLIA, TakuBa HaIu MO pa3HU U3CIIEIBAHMS XOJUX, U OIll€ OT ToraBa Te ca
CBILUTE XOpa, KOUTO Ca HAJIM eMaHAIUs Ha IPEIUIITHUTE, KOUTO Ca 3all0YHAIIA HEIIO TaM Jia
MPABST C Ta3M HAyKa WIH JJOPHU ca HETIOCPEICTBEHN YYACTHUIIM, OCOOCHO MOETO MOKoJIeHHe. Te
ca, KaK Jia KaXka, CKIIOHHU KbM KOH(GOPMU3ZBM HA-MaJIKOTO Ja HE Ka)ka ue ca M pa3BajeHH Xopa
Y TIOHEXe TPsIOBa J1a IPEIKUBSIBAT.

(25:52) Interviewer: ['menar na MbiIyar.

(25:55) Interviewee 1: Xaiine 1a ro HapedeM ¢ Hali-HEBUHHUAT TEPMUH, MAJIKO Ca MPOIYCKJIMBH,
€ He ca eJHAKBH €CTECTBEHO. M3M0I3BaT METOIMKH, KOUTO PEaJHO HE MpUjIarar, MUIIaT rope Kak,
KaKBO, CTOXaCTHYHO, PEIPE3eHTaTUBHO, HAIIMOHAIHO MPEICTaBUTEIHO, 00aue HE € Taka, B
3aBHCUMOCT OT MOpPBKaTa, 3all0TO HAJIM U T€ AyIIa HOCAT, TpsAOBa Ja aabT Hemo. Ha Tsax um ce
ycnanau, ye ca 6e3 KOHTPOJIHHM, OT €JHa CTaHa HAKOW M3BMKA HAJIM, 0COOCHO KaTO CE MOJyYH CIeN
n300pHUTe pa3MUHABaHE MEXy IPOTHO3M U pe3ynTaru. Ho u Tam € MHOTO Tpy/IHO J1a OOBHHUIII
HSIKOH, 3aI[0TO MIPU TO3U KYyTI€H, MAaHUITYJIUPaH BOT, CTpax U 0COOCHO MpH nepudepusita Ha
cTpaHara, 0cOOCHO Ha KOWTO HSKOM MM BUKAT MMPOBUHIIUSATA TO € YYTOBHUIIHO, HUIIO HE MOXKEIII
Ja peaBUANII. A3 HallK, 32 MHOTO MIJIMOHH /12 HU JaJbT J1a CU ChOepa HCTUHCKHU €KHII,
aOCOJIOTHO IIs1aTa CUCTEMa ¢ KOSITO paboTs 1a € nep(ekTHa OT YeCTHHU, HETIOJKYITHU X0pa, HiIMa
Jla HaTpaBsl KICTUHCKA MTPOTHO3, 3al0TO OT KbJI€ JAa 3HAM CIIe/l €IMH Mecell KOH, Kb/Ie KaKBU
napu I1e M3IUTIONIN U KbJIe I11e To OUAT 3a I1acyBaT WiIH Ja He TiacyBaT. Hue nmame TakuBa
U3CIEBaHUsA, TIpen 2-3 TOIUMHH, KBAETO C€ BIDK/A HAllpUMeEp Y€ UMa CEeKLIUH, B KOWTO Ha
enHuTe N300pH IJIacyBar J1a pedeM, 1aBaM OyKBaJHO npumep, 70 1 HeIo nporeHTa 3a
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narpuoture TaM BMPO, Banepu Cumeono, ATAKA u npouue, ciel HAKOJIKO MECELa WU CJIe]T
enna roguHa rnacysar 80% 3a IIIC, ToBa ca chiuTe xopa cbiara cexkuus. Hakbae na
IPOABIKUM?

(27:58) Interviewer: Mima TokoBa MHOTO HeIlla, KOUTO JIa CE.

(28:01) Interviewee 1: Emu ragHo e, a3 HAII0 HEe MoTa Aa oOemias, He MOTa U Ha COOCTBEHUTE CH
JieT1a, HO TI0 JIOIIOTO € Y€ He MOra Jia Harpassi IPOTHO3A.

(28:25) Interviewer: A Bue cam 3a1lo ce pemu jaa ocranete B beirapus?

(28:30) Interviewee 1: 3amoro BipBax ye MHOTO OBP30 1€ C€ ONMpaBU BCHUKO. Mmax
NPEUIOKEHUE /1a OCTaHAa J1a CH OTIPaBs aHIIMKUCKHUS Ja Moy4Ya MaJIKo, BCHYKO MU Oelle IIaTeHo
MO MHOTO ChCTOSITEITHH U BIMSATEIIHU NPUATEIN UK B yHUBepcuTeTa B [leHBbp, Konopano nnum
B KanmndopHuiickusaT TakuBa MMax npeiokeHue Ja, OCTaHa J1a paboTs ToraBa Oelie BTOPHUST 110
roJIEMHHA TEJIEBU3NOHEH KaHaJl, TIMYHO OT COOCTBEHUK M HUIIO OT TOBa He HanpaBux. CTpysaiie
MU c€ 4e, HaJli BCE MMaK 1€ HACTBHIIHM €AMH MOMEHT, B KOMTO IIle IMa IPO3PavHOCT, CBOOO/a Ha
CJIOBOTO, I1I€ MOJKEIII Ja KHUBEEI JOCTOMHO, HsAMA J1a ci OEICH U J1a CH MUCIIUIII 32 SiZICHE, TApHO
U KbJIE /1a TH y4arT Jie1aTa, U Taka, ¥ OT Ta3M INIeJHA TOUYKa ChbM HalpaBWJI TPeIlKa, OT Apyra
CTpaHa HaJIM HUKOTa He MU € Omilo cky4Ho. U cera Beue chbM MpeKasieHO Bb3PACTeH 32 Ja Me €
CTpax, KOeTo o0JieKuaBa Hemlara.

(29:43) Interviewer: A numa U IPUYUHY Ja B € cTpax?

(29:45) Interviewee 1: Emu uma, Hue cMe eHo Ha TeueHueTo. Y Hail HempusATHOTO €, 4e Xxopara
KOWUTO HHE CME BSIpBAJIM JaXke ca OMJIM M3BECTHO BpeMeE Taka Jla ce Ka)ke Hallla yIopa,
TPaIUIIMOHHH CHIO3HUIIM, IOCTIEIHO BpeMe ycellame, e ca pa3koneOaHu.

(30:02) Interviewer: 3amioTo U TSX TH € CTpax WK’

(30:04) Interviewee 1: JlaBame eneMeHTapeH IpUMeEp, HaJIM HHUE 0010 B3€TO ce (PMHAHCHpaMe OT
donnanus Amepuka 3a bbirapus u Tyka TpaJIuIIMOHHO Ta3u U IPYTH IMOJI0OHHU OpraHU3aIuH ca
T'Y TOJKPEISIN OT TaM, CJe/l KaTo CH 3aMUHA 0 MPEIUIITHUAT NOCIAHUK, TOCIOoXKa Xepo
Mycrada Hue nMaxme, a3 CbM UMaJ HAKOJIKO CPEIIH, 9acT OT KoJeruTe chio. Jlolae mocnaHuka
Meprte, HUKOH OT HAC el Taka ¢ MPBCT HE CE € JOKOCBAJ JI0 HET0, HE CME UMAaJIid HUKAKBa MMOKaHa
3a KOHTaKTH U pa3roBopu, HUIIo. ToBa € cuMnToM, ToecT TpbMIu3Ma € 3armo4Hal OT Mpeu.

(30:47) Interviewee 2: Camo na nobass ue Xepo Mycrada noiiie ¢ 1Be 3asBKU B MaHJara CH,
aHTU-KOPYTIHA U €HEPreTHKa, a rocnouH MepTe a3 He Kayka HUIIO Cpelly Hero.

(30:58) Interviewee 1: [ocoguu MepTte Ha U3CIyLIBAHETO Ha MpeJCceiaTeNIcKaTa KOMHICHS, 3a J1a
Ob/1a yTBBbpACH 3a ambassador B brirapus n3001110, He ClIOMEHa HUTO €1HA OT TE3U AyMH.

(31:08) Interviewee 2: Huto B CIIOBOTO CH.

(31:09) Interviewee 1: B Humio, moxe na 6b1¢ MHOTO JIECHO HAMEPEHO.
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(31:10) Interviewee 2: Hskak cu ycrst mpe3 Ieiusi CH MaHAAT, KOWTO ce 0Ka3a MpefCpOuHO
MpeKpaTeH.

(31:18) Interviewee 1: a, Toit Oelie mpekpareH 3a Mo-Majiko oT 24 yaca.

(31:20) Interviewee 2: be3npeneeHTHO, HO TOH cH Oellle, HUKBIE HE Ka3a TE3U JBE TyMH, KOUTO
6HX8. KJITOUOBH 3a MPCAXOIHUA.

(31:32) Interviewee 1: ChI10TO Bpeme, cera, Moxe O TOBa Taka IIIe Te 3apajiBa, peajHo OT
MOCIIEHUTE JIBa MaH/1aTa Ha TOCIaHUIUTE Ha KpajcTBo Hunepnanaus u cerammnus, 6ait Cumo
My BHKaM a3, ep(peKTHO FOTHH YOBEK BCUUKO pa3dupa, HHTEpeCcyBa ce, BUKa HU ITHeM OHpH,
Ipeay Hero Oellle ejHa JaMa MHOTO TOTHHA, O4apoBaTeiHa, Oemle abCOoIOTHO Claaypye,
MHTEJUIeHTHO, CMeJIa M Taka. B ToBa oTHOIIEHNE Ha IpyTUs Kpaii, Ha Taka Ha CKajaTa ca
HEMCKHTE NOCIaHuIH, nocneano. Karo umam npensua, ye npeaumHust oente ot XJIC Hamm,
enoxara Mepkesn. Cies ToBa J0iie €1Ha Maama KOsITO € TaKa Ts € COLMaIIeMOKpara, Imak
HUILO, Hy/Ta. AKTUBU3HMpPAT CE€ T€3H BbB HOPJHMK BAPHAHT HA CKaHAMHABCKUSAT MOCTAHUIM. 3HAYN
[Ipu naHCcKUTE, CeramrHara cymnep ciajka u MpeiuIIHaTa MHOTo 6s1xa rotTuHu. /locra romsma
crernieH Ha Jlanus. IlIBenckara mociaaHu4ka KOATO Buepa Oelle TyK, Te BCHUKUTE UABAT, HO
HuIo. Vckar ga momaraT HajM HEIlo TaM HH OyTar ama HaJlu T4 IIe TH KaXKe IocJie 00110 B3eTO
3a KakBO JaBar. OO0 B3eTO 32 KaKBO JIaBar. B ChIIOTO BpeMe HALIMAT NapTHHOP OpraHU3alusaTa
Awmepuka 3a bbirapus, v Koi JIu He HU HaTHCKaT HEMPEKbCHATO, a 3a J1a He OOBUHSBA, MoJIaraiire
yCcuJHsl, ThpceTe cu (puHaHCcHpaHe, TpAOBa 1a ce AuBepcuduurpa GUHAHCHPAHETO HA
AHTUKOPYIIMOHHUS (POHM U Taka U cMe ToA HaTucK. Te MHOro 100pe pa3oupar, 4e TH Kato
umat Amepuka 3a beiarapus karo TOHOp KbAETO TH JaBa Mapu, KO IpyT I1e TH Jaje, Te CH
BUKaT TH CH UMalll IOHOP, HO OT JIpyra CTpaHa JIOpH HE ca MOJIOKHIN YCHIIUS J1a TIPOBEPST, Ue U
710 cera, HaCTOSIIMS MOMEHT, a BEpOsTHO U B ObJelle, Hukoi B EBpora He 1aBa mapu 3a
pascienBaHus, 3a Apyru pabotu aasar. M Hakbp1e Te TUKaT civic education, aa XxBamamMe aa
oOy4aBaMe HAKaKBH XOpa Ja UM FOBOPUM Ha TIIYIOCTH 32 KOPYMUUATA KAKTO U B MOMEHTA CH
rOBOpPHM. A3 KaKBO KaTO UM IO pa3Kaka TOBAa Ha HAKAKBH J€1la, YYCHULIU WU CTYACHTH WU
HsIMa 3HaueHue. Te He MCKaT Ja CIylIarT, 3a10To I'M € cTpax. Jla cme oOydaBanu XxopaTa Kak Ja ca
B IIPOTUBOJEHCTBHUE HA KOPYILUATA. TH HE MOXKE J1a IPOTUBOACHCTBALLL, 3a10TO HAMAIIIE
MHCTPYMEHTApUYM 32 HaOMpaHe Ha MHPOpMAIHs TH HE 3Haell HUIO. BCHuko € yepHHu KyTHH U
BCUYKH CIEIKH, KAKTO HAJIH JIOOUMUS MU ITPUMEP, OHS JETO Ja ro XBaHaxa ¢ 50 1 KOJIKO
MWJIMOHA KEIll 32 MarucTpaia Xemyc, ToBa ca UepHU KyTUH. BbIIpeKkH ye HAKOU € XBaHAT WU
HSKBJE TYK TaMe ce U3MbKBa HH(OpMaLKs, HAIIO HE Ce CIy4YBa, 3al[0TO HIMaM IPOKYpop,
KOWTO 72 00pa3yBa MPOU3BOICTBO, HUIO. HHe B TO3M CMHCHI cMe ejHa JIeKO Oe3cMUCIeHa
OpraHu3aIys Beue, 3aI10TO YellleM Ha HaJIi €roTO U CE PajBat, ama €WH MHOTO OTpaHUYeH
CErMEHT OT ’KMBO MbpJaIuTe Xopa B bbarapus. Ako roBopuM 3a Iudpu 3a yucia uMa. Bcuuko
TOBA CE€ CBBPIKAT HAJIM JI0 €JHa KOHCYMAIHs Ha MH(OpMAIHs U U3JIMBaHEe HA HETOAyBaHHUE U THIB
B COLIMAJIHUTE MPEXKHU H JIOTaM.
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(35:20) Interviewer: A KakBH MEpKH NpeanprueMare BChbITHOCT TOBA J]a € IPOMEHHU I10 HIKAKbB
Ha4YMH?

(35:25) Interviewee 1: E xakBo ga mpomenu Hue cme 10 ayImm, KakBoO Ja IPOMEHU HUE CU
rieaMe padorara, Hajlu BaguM (pakTonorust BCU4Ko ce mposepssa no 1000 u exuH mbTH 3a 1a HE
MOJKE J1a HU 3aBeZar Jejla 1a HU OChIAT. Jla, ako Helllo € HeOU3NMIIaHO, HE € BSIPHO.

(35:42) Interviewer: [/la Buasix, 4e MOBEYETO BU EKUII Ca IOPHUCTH.

(35:45) Interviewee 1: AMu Mexay IpyroTo 3a TakaBa OpraHM3alus, Tope 0Ty Taka TpsOBa a
€, 3aI0TO IPY HAC HAMaJeHUETO € U 3aluTa. A3 CbM 00II0 B3€TO TYK B Ta3U OpraHU3aIUs Hali-
0€3CMHUCIICHUSAT YOBEK, 3alI0TO HE ChbM IOPUCT, IPOCTO M€ € si/1, HUIIO ApYyro. Te ca MHOTo
CIUIOTEHH KaTo Xopa, MHOro kpeatuBHU. Ho, edekra 11e HamansBa OCBEH ako He MOCTHIIN 1O
HSIKAKBa MPUYMHA WU MOPEANLIA OT MPUYMHU HAKAKBB COLIMAJIECH B3PHB, HO TOBA KOETO /10
MOMEHTA C€ CIIyYBa HE € I0CTaThyHO.

(36:48) Interviewer: A mo-kakbB Ha4MH cU 100aBsATe HH(pOpPMALIKSA 32 KOPYIIIMOHHU CXEMH?

(36:53) Interviewee 2: Ille oTroBops Ha BBIIPOCA, 1€ KaXka HAKOJIKO U3PEUEHUS MO-TIPeIX0HaTa
TeMa 3a KOHTEKCT. Hue cMe Ha ceieM ToJIMHM OpraHu3alisl, TO! € JKUBaTa UCTOPHUS Ha Ipexoja u
Ipeu Mpexo/a, Tol OyKBaJIHO € BU/ISJ HEellla KOWTO HUE HE CMe BUICTH WIH CMe OMIIn
HEBPBCTHHU Jena. M To31 KOHTEKCT € MHOTO BaXKHO J1a ce pa3depe, IbpBO TO3M KOHTEKCT HE ce
pa3bupa OT 3amaJHUTEe HU MAPTHBOPH, & IBK CME B €IHO TOJIIMO €BPOMEICKO CEMEICTBO C eIHU
06wy 1enu. U ronemusar npobieM e, 4e Te He To pa3dupar JOKpaii, Te MPOCTO HE MOTar Ja CU
MPEACTaBAT Ta3u CHACMUYHA KOPYIIIHS, a T€ 3HASAT KaKBO € KOPYIIIHUs UMa B TEXHUTE 00IIeCTBa
TUSL EHOMEHH, HO MPUUMHUTE, TeHe3Uca U HaYMHa, Ta3u NMaHAEeMHUs T€ HE MOTaT J1a sl OCMHCIIS,
TOBA HU € €IMH OT OCHOBHUTE U3BO/X OT MOCJIETHUTE CEIeM FOMHH, 3aI[0TO PEJOBHO CH
KOMYHUKHpaMe C TUIUIOMAaTHYECKUs KOPITyC, OyKBAJIHO 3al[0TO Te3H MUIIAT JOKIAI1, U HHA
OOMKaJIAT HE Ye HUE TOJKOBA HCKaMe, HO CBUKHAXMe, 3alll0TO T€ HU THPCAT 3a I0CTOBEpHA
uH(popMalus. 3a10To MPaBUTEICTBOTO BUHATH UM JlaBa €Ha HalyJApeHa BepCcHs €IHHU J0KIa u,
ellHa CTaTHCTUKHU OT KOMTO IIIe CH Kaxke, a Oe TO He € YaK ToJKoBa 351e. Ho karo u3Baauin
MCTHHCKUTE CXEMH C JJOKA3aTEeJICTBO Beue Helllara He W3Iekaar Taka. 1 me Tpbprua ot ganeue,
HO 10 OBP30 U 1€ CTUTHA JI0 THEC U L€ OTTOBOPS HA BBIIPOCHT TU. 3HAYM, KOMYHU3HM,
HEJIOBOJICTBO, BCHUKH cMe Oe3KpaifHo OeiHu, TUICBa HHPOPMAIUS HAPOUHO, AbPKUM ca OeTHH
U B HEBEJICHHUE J1a HE 3HaM KOJIKO € Xy0aBo Ha 3araj U KOJIKO ca 60oraTH, KakBa € HOXKHIIaTa.
Bceku numa HsKakbB IPOOIACHK, ITBTYBAJ € M0 HAKaKbB HAYMH HaBbH, 00aue MM HETOB MPUSATEN
Y BCUYKHU 3HAeM, Y€ HaBbH € 110 J00pe MKOHOMUYECKH U HSMa Te3U IIIYTOCTH, KOUTO HAaJlU
JIOUIMTE UMIIEPHATUCTH KpaJar Aena, MPeBphIlaT BCUYKH B FeOBE U Taka HAaTaThK, U B €IUH
MOMEHT WJIBAT IMPOMEHUTE MIPU HaIMs, KOSITO € JBJIO0KO pycoduIicKa, 3apad MaHTPUTE Y€ TE ca
HU 0CBOOOIMIIHN, IIOTO ca MHOTO f00pu. C Ta3u pycouiicka Ibxka Ha OOIECTBOTO B HEBECHHE
U TOBa, KOETO BEYE JI0CTa MPOCTPAHHO Oe 0OPHCYBAHO KaTO HAPOIOTICUXOIOTHSI, UABAT
IPOMEHUTE, U HUE BMXKJIaMe Hal-MaladHuTe npoTecTy B bbarapus, o pex npuuuHu
Interviewee 1, MHOTO ITBTH IO € Ka3aJl KaTo JOOBP ICUXOJIOT ChbM ChIVIACHA C HETO, HUE MIPOCTO
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HE MOJKEM J1a CU opraHusupamMe. Brknam kakBo crasa B benrpan B MomentTa. Tosa e npyra
pycoduicka, UHUITPUPaHA OT PyCKO BIMSHHUE HE € eBpOIelcKa abpKaBa. TaM npoOieMsbT e,
Ye HsAMa KOH J]a OTJIaBU OTMO3MIIMATA, 3aI0TO TS € pa3NpbcHaTa U HeobeauHeHna. Ho te morar, te
UMar JIJIepu, UMat BOJIs, UMaT o0eIMHEHHE TIPU HAC TOBA MHOTO IO PSIIKO, HO U/IBAT
MUJIMOHUTE MpoTecTH, cb3aasa ce CIC u xopara, mbpBu npunus Haaexaa. llle craBame karo
3anana. llle nma gemokparnus, me uma rule of law, e nma npaBa Ha YOBEKa, 4acTHA
COOCTBEHOCT BCEKHU CIOPE]] 3aCIyTUTE CH, & HE BCHUKH €IHAKBO OCJHU M T€3U KOUTO MAJIKO O
HanpeaHU4YaBo Haznoiy miaBata. U ce ctpemnM, kakBo kM EBponeiickusat cbro3 u HATO, u
BIIM3AaM€ Hall HaKpas B eBponenckus. M3xkuBsiBaMe MyTpEHCKUTE TOAUHU JIEBETAECETTE, peruaa
Ha [I71aTa MKOHOMUKA OT OMBILUTE CITY>KOM MyTpHUTE, KOUTO CE MOSIBSIBAT KaTO CHJIOBALIH, 32 J1a
OCUTYPSIT Jla He Ou Helo Ja ce o0bpKa, pasrpadBaHero. M ToBa € mbpBa BhJIHA pa30yapoBaHUA a
0e HHe MMaMe JeMOKpalus, HIMaMe MEXaHW3MHU M 3HaHUS KakK J1a CH ympaBiisiBaMe cha0ara,
IIOTO HE 3aBUCH OT YOBEKA, TOI € CBOOOEH, aMa KaTo ro peKeTHpar He 3ByYH MHOTO TOTHHO. 1
OT TaM HSKaKBH I'bPBHU BBJIHHU OT HOCTAJTHUA 110 KOMYHU3Ma, KbAETO BCUUKO € CUBO IIOKPUTO, HE
3HaeM 3a U3HACWIIBaHE, HE 3HaeM 3a yOuiicTBaTa, TO TaKMBa MMa aMa HUKOM HUIIO HE 3Hae,
3an10To KoHTponupame unpopmanus. Jloapansame 1o 2007, Bnusame B EBponeiickus cbio3 U
3aI10TO TOBa Oellle BTOpa BbJIHA Ha HAJEKa, 3aI10TO XOpaTa 0CBEH MKOHOMHYECKATa Moj3a OT
TO3H ChI03 U TOJISIM Ta3ap, 0 MKOHOMUYECKH IIPUYMHH I1I€ CTaBaMe Mo OOraTH KOraro ChbM B
KiyOa Ha Oorartute a He B ki1y0a Ha 6eqauTe. AMU rule of law, ¢ 1sIaTa nanuTpa aHTUKOPYTILNS,
€IHAaKBH [1paBa, €IHAKBU 3aKOHU, €JHAKBO Mpuiaradu. 11 B kpaliHa cMeTKa HUE€ UMaMe, HUE CMe
€/1Ha BbJIHA Ha pa3lIupsIBaHe, KOATO € KOMIIPOMUCHA, CTpaTErn4ecKa 3a €BpONEHCKUTE CTPaHH,
KOMTO HE Ca TOTOBU 3al[OTO T€ HE OTTOBOPSAT Ha KPUTEPUUTE, HO a3 TYK CbM ChIVIACHA C
TaKTUKaTa Ha ec. 3al10To 1o 100pe CU BBTPE U J1a T€ JOOTMPABIT, OTKOJIKOTO U Jia CU B OpOUTara
Ha Pycus u Kutaii, kouto ca aBrokpaIuu, 3a HUKOro He ca 100pe, HUTO 3a HALIeTO 0OIIEeCTBO,
HUTO 3a EBpomnenckus ¢br03, KOWTO 1€ KMa MHOT'O 110 TOJISIMO HaCEJICHUE B TE3U aBTOPUTAPHU
peruonu u rpynu. Taka ue HHE BIM3aMe B €C ¢ OYaKBaHMS Ha XOpara, Te J1a 3a00raTsBar 1 Jja uMa
rule of law. 1 3a0orarsiBaneTo, BipoueM ce ciaydu Hue Tpbraaxme ot 30%, HIKOM aHAIU3aTOPH,
MKOHOMMCTH a3 HAMa Jia TY OclopBaM, AaBar eAHH poueHTH 70 u 80 OT ChCTOSHUETO cera Ha €c
cbe cpenHo. Toect Hue ot 30% eBpomneicKH T0X0J CME CTUTHAJIM B MOMEHTA, 332 HE YaK TOJIKOBa
IBIBI TIEPHOJT OT BPEME M FOJIEMHU HEepaBeHCTBa Kato baseline, 10 enno MHOro 106po HUBO. Ho
TOBA € 3aI0TO Ca U3JIMBAaHU CPEACTBA TyKa, OTBAPSAT CE Ma3apH.

(42:57) Interviewer: Wckam na mutam Hemio, ToBa Baxku 3a Codust unu 3a 1su1a beiarapus?

(43:00) Interviewee 2: EcrectBeHo ue Baxku mpeauMHO 3a Codusi, HO U pa3HU XbOOBE, TOJIEMH
uHaycTpuannu 3014, Crapa 3aropa, ['61600B0, KOUTO ca eBporneiicku ruranti, byprac u Bapna
MPUCTAHMIIE Bce Nak, [ImoBauB HO pa3dupa ce, Ma U MapruHAJIM3UPAHU OOIIHOCTH, KBIETO
HUTO MMa TpaBa, HUTO MKOHOMHKA U Te ca OykBasHo cpusat. Te ca hub Ha kopynmusra, 3amoro
KaKBOTO € OCTAHaJO € IbpPKaBHO M OOIIMHCKO, M KpajieHe u kopymnius. Jlopu aa uckam aa
MIPaBUII 3aBOJI, ITbPBO HAMA XOpa M HUKOM HE MPaBHU, T€ CH 3aruBar 10 €CTECTBEH IbT. A BTOPO
I1I€ TH UCKaT MOJKYTIH, 3a JIa TO HANpaBHII U HUKOW HsIMa MHULIMATUBHOCTTA. 1 BCHITHOCT TOBa
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roJIIMO pa304apoBaHUe, 3aII0TO OKEl, NKOHOMUYECKH PBCT 00aye 3acujeHa MUTPaLUs XOACHE B
qykOMHA, a TaM ITbK HE T€ IPUEMaT C OTBOPEHHU OOSITHS, 3aI0TO CU BBJITapuH u cu eBporeetl,
TaM Hckat pabora. Jlokaro SBHO HAKAKBa WIIO3US CU UMATU HAKOM OT HAIIUTE IPakIaHH, U TOU
Hall M3HEeHaIBaIIO 32 XOpa KaTo MEH €, TH Ce BB3IMOJ3BAIll OT CBOOOIaTa Ha ABWKEHUE, U HA TPY.
Y B3MMalll HSIKaKBa He JIOIIA 3arjiara B X0JIaHus U B ChIIOTO BpEME MIACYBalll 33 XOpa, KOUTO
MCKaT Ja U3JH3all oT ec. Tol BCHITHOCT ce 00SACHSBA C HAKOJIKO MPUYMHM, ITBPBO HAILIETO
pycoduicko 001IECTBO, KOETO € MHAOKTPUHUPAHO 710 O€3BB3BPATHOCT, TOBA, ue Pycus e
0CBOOO/IMTEIIKA M HA Hesl IBJDKUM 32 BEUHH BpEMEHa CBOOOATa CH, KOETO peaIHo HE € TaKa U
TOBA € JJOKAa3aHO OTJaBHA OT UCTOPULIUTE, OTKAKTO c€ OTBOpHXa apxusute. U BebimHoCT Pycus
BOJIU €/1HA CBOSI KAMITAHHUS 32 pa3LIMPEHUE Ha 0T, U TaKa PEaJIHO ACUMMJIMPA TO U HAIIETO
OCBOOOXK/ICHHE, HE € 0CBOOOXKACHNE MMaMe JIBE TOJMHU PYCKO YIPABJICHUE U CME ce OMITH 3a
Ta3u cBOOOAA, TaKa Ye JOPH HE TO3H JBJIT MHIOKTPHUHUPAH B Chb3HAHUETO, OUEBUIHO CKOPO HsMa
na ObJe n3kopeHeHo Ha To3u (oH EBpomna ce cBbp3Ba ¢ KOPYIIIHS, 3alI0TO TS HE € yCIis Ja
enforce rule of law B beirapus ¢ Bcuukute cu Mexanu3Mu. KoJakoTo 10oKIaau cMe MpUHACSIIHN 3a
BBPXOBEHCTBO Ha MPABOTO, JI0 MPEIU HAKOJIKO TouHu Oemre monitoring CVS MexaHu3bM 3a
Koornepanus u Bepudukamys. Toi Oerre He yCETEHO 3aMEHEH OT JOKJIAJ 32 BbPXOBEHCTBO Ha
MIPaBOTO, KOWTO J0 HKBJE CpaboTBa €IMHCTBEHO C YHrapus, KOUTO Ca TOJKOBA 371€. TPOSHCKUAT
KoH Ha Pycus B ec, ue cera UM crpsixa eBpo(OHJOBETE U TE MaK CH MPaBIT KAKBOTO CH UCKAT U
crupar eBpo MOJUTHUKH, 3a110TO ce u3uckna 100% cbriiacue He MHO3UHCTBO, U T€ KaTO BETHPAT
BCHYKO Kpail. U peanHo ToBa € MHOTO pa3zodapoBaHue, 4e BChIIHOCT Xopa karto Ursula Von Den
Lein, npenu ToBa Mepken uasaxa B bearapus u norynsa xopa karo boiiko bopucos,
OJIMLIETBOPEHHE Ha KOPYIILHUS, TOTOBT MarHuTcku, 27 MoCoJICTBa Ha IpeaAn300pHa cperia ¢
JIIC-IleeBcku, KOMTO IO MOTYIBAT M Ka3BaT aMU HUE 00CHKIaXMe HAKOM HeEllla, IIOTO TOH €
napjaMeHTapHa naptus. A B CbLIIOTO BpEME XopaTa U3MaaT B KOTHUTUBEH AMCOHAHC, 3alll0TO TH
MOTYTIBAII MO I'bp0Oa CAaHKIIMOHUPAHH 3a KOPYIILHS OT BOJCIIN AEMOKpAIluH Kato bpuranus u
CAILL, 6e3 nanau 6e3 pa3kpHBaHe, HO T€ UMaT MHOTO BUCOK IIpar, He pa3KpuBar 3a1io, HO KOraTo
T€ Ka3BarT, Y€ TOBA ca Jella KOMTO ca KOPyMIIMPAHU U BPEISAT Ha UHTEPECUTE HA TEXHUTE
IbpKaBU U Ha CBETA, HUE HAMaMe II0BOJ J1a CE CbMHSIBaM, /1a HE TOBOPUM Y€ U HAIlIUTE
pascienBaHus BOJIAT B Ta3u IIOCOKA U IO JOKa3BaT. A U B TO3M CMUCHJI KaTo JOWJAT JIUAEPUTE Ha
EBpornelickus ¢b103 U OTyNar TE3U CAHKLIMOHUPAHU 3a KOPYIILUS JIMLA OT CBETA U OT HAIllK Ha
KOJIETH U >KYPHAJIUCTH, Pa3KpUTHUS XOpaTa CH Ka3BaT OKEH €C € KOpYIILIKs, 3all0TO ToJIepHupa
kopynuusta ot Gerhard Schroder, Giinter Verheugen ca enqau ot npumepute. AMU 3Ha4YH LIIOM T€
ToJIEpUpaT KOPYNIHMTA U TOBA € 3ala/ia U pa3HU HapaTUBM KaTo KpajaT HU JieLara, paBsiT HU
reiioBe, KOMTO XBalllaT KOPEH, aMH 3Ha4Yd HUE ThPCUM JpyTra alTepHaTUBa U TS € JaHCUPAHO OT
TICEB/I0 HAITMOHAIMCTUYECKU MAapTHH KaTo Bu3paxaane, Benuune u TeM 1moJo0HHU, KOUTO HIBAT
U CH OTHBAT, KOUTO UCKAT U3JIM3aHe OT EBponeiickus cblo3 U NPUCHENNHABAHE KBM PYCKO
€BPa3UICKU CHI03, 3a1[0TO UMaMe OO0 MUHAIO OCBOOOIMIN HH, T€ Ca aHTUKOPYIIIHTA.
HaparuBa 3a anTUKOpYIIIMS CE BOAM OT XOpa Kato Be3paxaane ot napruu kato Be3paxnane,
KOUTO ca abCypJIHH OT JeMOKpaTH4YHA IIe/laH TOuKa obave XBaiar enexropar. M cera cme Ha
HSKaKbB BOAOJEIN U 32 ChkKaJleHHe n30upaHeTo Ha TpbMI He oMara, 3amoTo 3aCuiBa
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aBropuTapusMa U EBponeickus cbro3 He yCIsiBa Ja NPOTUBOAEHCTBA HUTO PEAJIHO Ha
npobiemure ¢ rule of law, 3a KouTO ce 6OPUM U HUTO HA CUTYPHOCTTA. 3alIOTO HUE CME 3ariaxa
3a CUTYpHOCTTA CH, COOCTBEeHaTa U Ha EBpomnelickus cbio3, U BHIIPEKH TOBA €C HE HAaMHUPa CUIIH
7la IPOTHUBOZIENCTBA 10PU HA TOBA. EIMHCTBEHUTE, KOUTO CE BBIHYBAT, HO HA HUBO 3aIPUKEHOCT,
a HE peaJlHd U CEpUO3HU ACUCTBUS Ja TponHatr B EBpona ca ckaHIMHAaBCKUTE AbpiKaBH,
Hunepnannus, Mpnanausa u BenukoOputanus.

(48:21) Interviewee 1: 3Hauun ako morneaHeM CTpykrypara Ha EBpomna, oco6eHo Taka o 4ucioBU
CTOMHOCTH 110 Opoii HaceneHue, BCHIIHOCT, HE € MKOHOMUYECKUTE TUTaHTH, HE € (hparMeHTuTe
Ha JIEMOKpAaTUYHUTE IIEHHOCTHU.. A niepudepusita Ha EBpona ce cb0yxaa mo 66p30, OTKOJIKOTO,
HaJiu CTpaHH, KOUTO ca 1o 5, 6, 8, 10 Munuona nymmwu, karo Janus, [1IBeuus, @unnangus,
Hopgerus. CiaceHneTo BeposaTHO € J1a ce pa3padoTH HOBa HKOHOMUYECKa cTparerust Ha EBpona,
3a 1a ObJe CUIiHA, 3amuTeHa u 6orara. Koeto morat na nanpasat ®@panuus, u Benukodpuranus,
u I'epmanus. A3 gake He U3KIIOYBAM 3aI0TO CJIEAS HelllaTa JocTa OTOIM30, M Ma TaKUBa Beue
MHOTO CUJIHM HACTpOeHHUs camara BenukoOpurtanus. Pa3uu, Hanu, ue Bpek3uTsT € rpeika, mo
HSIKaKbB Ha4YMH J]a CE pEMHTETPUPAT, U TO C€ BUXK/IA OT LSJIOCTHOTO MOBEJEHHUE U HA JIEBUTE, U HA
JIECHUTE, U Ha LIEHTPUCTHUTE, U B TOBA OTHOIICHUE T€ UMAT KOHCEHCYC, cllaBa 00Ty, KaKBO 1€
CTaHe, U HUE He 3HaeM. MiMa MHOro, MHOTO IpUMEpH B HcTOopusATa Ha EBpomna, Te mokassar, 4e B
TaKWBa KPUTUYHA MOMEHTHU T€ Ca UMAJIM TPELIHA MOJUTHKA U Ca IPABUIM I'PyOH IPEIIKH.
IIpumep Ha nocnenHuTe 5—6 ronMHU Npeau HadaunoTo Ha Bropara cBeToBHa BoitHa. Eif Taka ca
xeprasn [lomma, Yexus. Tam yx 3apaay CTyIeHTUTE DIYIIOCTH, KaTO IO OTBOPHIL, KAaKBO €
TOBOPHJI OPUTAHCKUSAT MpeEICeAaTelN NPeau, Mpe3 TPUHCETTe TOJUHU TIIYIOCT 10 TIIYIOCT.
@paHius 10 ChIIMS HAUYMH I1aJa IPOCTO KaTo y3psia Kpylla TynBa. Te ca CbBbPILIEHO
0e3MOMOIIHYU Ja BHUKHAT JJOPU HE CTPAaTEermueckw, a B ObaemeTo, Tam 2—3 ronuHu. Karo uera
MEMOapy Ha U3BECTHU MOJIMUTULIM, HAJIU, TO CE BHXKJIA C IIPOCTO OKO. A3 OTKBAE-HAKB/E € 1a
BSpBaM, Y€ Mak HAMa ja cobpkatr? OT apyra cTpaHa, HaJIH, TOBA... KaK J1a Kaka... KOsl € TOYHaTa
nyMa... Mickam fa kaka, 4e oTBapsiHETO Ha EBpona KbM OrpOMHH BBJIHHU U... HO TaKUBa
MMUTPAHTCKU TOTOIM BCHIIHOCT 10 M3BECTHA CTENEH Oellle ITyNaBo HalpaBeHo, U rpemka. Tu
HE MOXEII 12 ITyCHEII BCUYKU. A TyK OCHOBHUSAT BBIIPOC €: KOE TH JjaBa YBEPEHOCT, Y€ TH, HAJIH,
MOCTHIIBALI YACTO XyMaHHO €, T'M IyCKalll Y€ Te 1€ CE MHTErpUpar 1 Te HAMa Jia 3all04HaT 1a
MIOAMEHSAT ChLIMHATA HA eBponeicKuTe lieHHocTu? Ha MeH, uncTo nopaay Bb3pacTOBUTE MU
IapaMeTpH, U OBEUETO MU No3Hatu B EBpona 1 B AMepuka ca Ha MOUTE TOAMHU HaJH,
ChYYEHMIIH, OT Ka3apMara, CbCTyJEHTH U APYTU Te€ MIOBEUE Ca C aHTUMMUTPAHTCKU HACTPOEHHUS.
To ToBa He e mo-xy6aBo, OTKOIKOTO 0OpaTHOTO. HO MMar crpax, ue 1me UM ObJie MoJMeHeH
’KUBOTHT U 1LI€ I'... U TE TH BJIa4aT Ha I'bpOa CH HaJIM, CEMEWCTBA C HAKAKBU 3a0yJICHHU JKEHH C
11ajBapy, KouTo paxaar no 10 geua, u te, BIpHO, T XpaHAT. 1 Hacpema kakBo ce noiaydasa? B
TOBAa OTHOLIEHHE HUE BCE OLLE U HAMA J]a CE€ CIy4Yd TOUYHO TOBA HE CME 3aCTpallleH! Iopaan
OBJIrapcKaTa NoAO3PUTEIHOCT U HEOHOCUMOCT KbM 4YKI0TO. M mopaau ToBa, 4ye cMe KJIaHU OT
MIOCIOJIMAHH U HU € MPEKbCHATO €CTECTBEHO UCTOPUUECKOTO pa3BuTHE. 1 B TOBa OTHOIIEHHE
TOBA HE Ca TE3U MCEeBIONATPUOTUYHU HaIIacH Ha ,,ATaka‘, ,,Bp3paxknane’ u Taka HaTaTbK.
3a1oTo Te caMuTe, MEKIY APYroTo, ako yTpe aonae Tyk [IyTHH KakTo BCUUKH T€ ca
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MPOIMYTUHCKH HACTPOCHHU, T€ CAMHTE IlI€ PUTHAT M I 3arl0YHaT Ja BOIAT 6opOa. 3a1oro KakTo
Ha BCUYKH JIPYTH, M HA TAX L€ UM ObJIe OTHETO CYBEpEHHOTO MPABO Jia ChIECTBYBAT, Ja CU
pelaBar )KMBOTa, J1a IPaBsAT OU3HEC, 1a CTaBaT MoJieKa-JeKa Bce o-3aMoXHU. Te camuTe 111e ce
o0bpHat. COOCTBEHUTE UM MOAIPBKHULIM, ITIACONIOAABATENN HAMA J1a UMaT MutocT. Karo noiinar
pycHaLUTE, T€ HAMA J1a HAaIpasAT pasinuka Mexay MeHe u Konelikure. Ille kapar Hapen, koeTo ce
e ciyumiio u cien 9-tu CenteMBpH, 3aI10TO, TyKa €IUTUTE TE3U, KOUTO Ca HapUdaan OypKoa3HU
€JINTH, TE€ Ca NU3TPENaHU U3KJIaHH, YHUILOXKEHH cienl 9-u CenTeMBpH U MOKpall TAX € 3aMUHaJIa
rojsiMa 4acT OT JIABaTa MHTEIUTCHIUA. BKIIFOUNTETHO UMa HAIIU PETIPECHs, Ha TE3U, KOUTO Cca
BApBAJIM, Y€ KOMyHU3Ma € MHOT'O CBETJIAa UJes, Y€ TOHN € NpuiIokuM. M Te ca 3aMuHanu Ha KUHO,
3aTOBA MOT'a OTAEJHO J1a ceHa U 5-6 yaca Jja TM TOBOPS ChC MIPUMEPHU 3a XOpa, KOUTO ca Omin
MHOI'O BUCOKO B KOMyHU3Ma, U B KOMYHHUCTHUYECKaTa lepapxus. TakuBa Kagpu 1a peueM Ha
BHCOKO 00pa30BaHu, UICATUCTH, U TH MPABST Ha HUIIO MPOCTO, N3YE3BaT.

(54:23) Interviewer: AMa Ha TSX HE UM TpIOBaT TaKMBa X0Opa.

(54:25) Interviewee 1: He Ha TSX 1O IPUHIIMII 3HAYW KaTo JOWAE JUKTATypara H300110 HE UM
TpsI0BaT HE3aBUCUMH U MUCIIEIIN XOpa, HAMa 3HaueHue. TaM JeMOKpar Jiu cu Iubepa Ju Cu
kakbB cu? Hapen.

(54:38) Interviewee 2: 3aTtoBa cera € MHOTO IPUTECHUTEIHO, Y€ BbBEXIAT IIbPKOBHO YUEHHE TO.
Hsama Huio somio

(54:45) Interviewer: ToBa ro BUsIX Ta3u CyTpHUH.

(54:48) Interviewee 2: A Hamara npaBoCliaBHA IIbPKBA, € KaTo MOKJIOH HA pycKaTa IpaBoCIaBHA
LIbPKBA, Ma3UTEIN HA UJCAINTE U CEMENCTBOTO, a BCHIIHOCT HA IPAKTHKA, HUKAKbB M1a3UTEI HE
€.

(54:57) Interviewee 1: Jla, ocoOeHO 3HAa4YH, CHHOJAIHUTE €IIUTH, Ca TAKHBA, J]a peueM, HaJI0ITy
aKo Kapame, Cpejl IPUMEPHO CBEIICHUYECTBO, HE € YaK Taka, HO € TPEBOXKHO. A € caMo 110 cebe
CH CTPaHHO, 3aII0TO, a3 ChbM JBJIOOKO YO€/IeH, e OrpOMHaTa 4acT OT OBJITapCKUs HApOJ €
aTeucTHYeH. 3Hauu TyK 4epKBara, TOCIo] 1a TH roMara, BogeHeto Ha Konena na BenuknaeH, ToBa
ca TakuBa OMTOBM TPATUIIMHU, M IPAKTUKH, KOUTO HAMAT HUIIIO OOIIO C BsIpaTa, WK aize 10
HSKBJE Ja UMart. 3al10TO BCEKH YOBEK MMa HY’KJa Jla C€ YIOBaBa B HEIll0, HO aOCOIIOTHO HUIIO
001110 HAMAT, TbK 0COOEHO MHCTUTYIIMHUTE U LIbpPKBaTa. Ts1 B MOMEHTA € BpeHa U HeHYKHa. A3
aKo MCKaM J1a CH TOBOPS 1a JOMYCHEM Y€ CbM MHOTO BSIPBAIll, U CH TOBOPS C MOSIT 0TI HIMaM
HYX/1a OT TIOCPETHHK. 3a KAKBO MH € TO3U OCpeTHUK? B TO3U CMUCHI CbM IO CKOPO OYITUCT.

(56:18) Interviewee 2: Ako uckaI naii HIKaKBH HaCOYBAIIH BBIIPOCH Ja CMeE TI0 Ja
1eneHacoueHu. M karo 1siio Ja OTroBops Ha BBIIPOCA TH Y€ HUE ToJTy4yaBaMe HHPOpPMAIHS OT
whistleblowers and media-monitoring, and self-investigation.

(56:36) Interviewer: 3nauu nmoBeue OT investigative journalist.

(56:39) Interviewee 2: [la camo TOBa paBUM, HUE reporting news He MPaBUM.
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(56:44) Interviewer: AMH KaTo IIS7T0 €IMH APYT variable B MosiTa XUIIOTE3a € HUCKOTO JIOBEpUE B
MHCTUTYLIMUTE U KaTo LS10, Y€ HAJIM Ta3W CHCTEMAaTUYHa KOPYIIH, KOSTO BHE OMMCAXTE MHOTO
no0pe, € A0BeNa BCHITHOCT HAPOABT /1a HEe BAPBA B MHCTUTYLIMUTE KaTO 1510, ¥ Y€ TOBA TE IIE TH
3aLIUTAT 110 HAKAKbB HAUMH WJIH 1€ B3eMaT HEIIO OT TAX U IIe My IOMOTHAT 10 KaKbBTO U Ja €
HauuH. M BCHIIHOCT TOBA JOMIPUHACS HAa MHIWBUAYAIHO HUBO 3a, XOpara ca Jia ce€ pa3npbCcHAT U
Jla CTaBatT, MHOTO 110 UHAMBHYaTHO MHUCJICIIU U ThPCEIU PEeCypcH 3a cebe CH U 3a TAXHOTO
CEeMENCTBO, KaK /1a C€ U3XPAaHBAT T€, OTKOJIKOTO J1a MUCIAT 3a OJIaroTo Ha OOIIECTBOTO U J1a
JONIPUHACST U TIOMara 1o HjIKaKbB HauWH Ha 00IIECTBOTO.

(57:52) Interviewee 2: 3Ha4n TO MPBO € JIMYECH OIMUT, YOBEK KaTO C€ COMBbCKBA C KAKBATO H A €
o0IIecTBEHa MHCTUTYIINS, OHITO 3/IpaBeola3BaHe, MOMUINS, 3aII0TO UMaIll Kpaxo0a, Toil ce
COTBbCKBA C MJIM HEBEXECTBO U HEKOMIIETEHTHOCT 3apajid OTPULIATEITHHS JbITO-TOIUILEH TO100D
TaM He ce ciaraT merit-based people, To He e 3a 3aciyru u KadecTBa. ToBa ca HallH,
1rypo6ajpkaHaliiHa, OHSIT OpaToBuel, ITbK OHSA, HE caMo 3a Jja UM HaMepHIl paboTa, ¥ Taka CH
OCHTYpsIBAIll IIPOBEYE IIIACOTIONABATENH, KaTO CJIOKHUII HAa CTPUHKATA, CTPHHKATA, TOBA Ca LIEIH
OOIIHOCTH, KOUTO paboTAT 3a TeO, Ha HAKaKBa IbpXKaBHA WK OOIIMHCKA paboTa, U T€ ca JIOSITHU
u 1o rpo6. Tosa e yact ot enekropara Ha ['EPB u [ITIC, ToBa ce roaquHu U JeCeTUIeTus
UHQUITPUPAHU XOpa.

(58:39) Interviewee 1: Mu ToBa e clienka, HAaBpEMETO Taka BIM3axa X0pa, KOMUTO Ha IepcoHaa
paborara uMm Oetre, ye Tamu UMa WM HIMa KOMyHU3bM. OTHBaxa Jaxe Iiamaxa cu, iMaile
TaKbB BHUJI Pa3Bpar Ja CU IUTAIIAII J]a CH Ch3a/Iell BPB3KU C MapTHitHUTE enutu. M 1a Te Bkapat
B MapTUATA. 3al[0TO KaTO CH YacT OT MapTUsATa KapHepHO BHPBUII 10 100pe. OCBEeH ToBa TH
JaBaT MPUMEPHO OeJIe’Ka Ja CH KYTIHII )KIITUIIE, He TH ro nofapssar. [Ipodnem Oerre nopu na
MMaII napu, HsMa Ja CU KyTHIIl Koja 1opu 6e3 na yakami. 1 Beue Hamoy, HahTOBH MEUKH,
HsaMarie HadToBu nmeuku. A3 ¢bM naBai Harpumep jB.50. 3a na moxe cnen 3-4 mecena a
npoOBam 1a Kyns HaToBa neuka. Bcuuko Taka Oeriie, HO ChIIMHATA HAJIKA ako TPsOBa 1a
MOCTaBsIME IMarHO3ara B MOMEHTA, 3HauW OBJIraprHa € TIOYTH HAI'BJIHO AMITyTHPaH OT YYBCTBO
3a CONMAAPHOCT, CIIPSIMO JIOPU APYTH CEME MOA0OHH, KOUTO BIDK/A, Y€ UMAT IPOOIEMU U
cTpanar. Hama emmnarus, TOW TO KOHCTaTupa, U CU 0CTaBa KOHCTaTUPAHO, U BCEKH ITBT CH Ka3Ba a
Ta3u Oe/a Ja He MU UJIBa 10 I1aBara. BTopoTo Hemlo e, JOpH KOTaTo eHa OOIIHOCT €
JOCTAaThYHO 100pe MHPOPMHUpPAHA U TPOTIICAHE 32 TOBA KAKBU Ca IPUYUHHUTE, 32 TO3,
MaliMYHIIBK, TSI HE MOXE JIa C€ CaMOOpraHU3Mpa, HUE UMaMe TeXbK Ne(PUIIUT, HUe HE MOXKEM J1a
ce camoopranusupame. M kaTo He MOXKEIT TH caM Jia c€ OpraHU3UpaIl Ha KaKBO C€ YIOBAaBAlll,
Yakalll HIKOM J1a IOWJIe TOECT KaTo BSPBALl, Y€ HAKOM € TBOAT JuAep. Ue Toi € u3pasuren Ha
TBOUTE HAJIEKIU, MEUTH, Y€ TOH IIIe IPOKEKTHUPA, TaM U CHbOTBETHO HETOBATa CHUITHA
MOJTUTUYECKA, MM HAKAKBA OPTaHMU3AIIMS U TH Yakail. Te He ca ChCTpaJaTeTHy, WiIH aKko ca
ChCTpAJaTeTHH ca TACUBHO ChCTpagarenHu. He morar na ce camoopranusupar. Tosa e
BKIJIFOYUTEITHO Ha HUBO €Ta)KHA COOCTBEHOCT. A3 MMaM TaKWBa U TaM KbJIETO KHUBES XOpa KOUTO
TpsIOBA J1a CM CMEHSAT TOIJIOMEPHTE, Ja HAMIPABIT PEMOHT Ha TPHOU WU MOKPUBHT TE€UE, KAKBOTO
IIe J1a €, He MOoraT Jia C€ CaMOOPTaHU3UPAT, 1a CEAHAT U J1a CTUTHAT JI0 €HO PEIIeHUE, B KOETO
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Jla KaXkaT OTTYK HaTaTbhK TpsiOBa /1a ce HalpaBu BTOPO, TPETO, YETBBPTO TPSOBA Ja ce PUHAHCUPA
1ssIaTa Ta3u padora, 3amoTo HIMa Ko apyT, aaiite mo aB.100 mpuMmepHO U pemaBaMe mpodiaema.

(1:01:17) Interviewee 2: A3 na no0aBs, ye 10pH J1a Ce CIy4H TO3U (PEHOMEH Ja ce
CaMOOPIaHU3UPAT M J]a TO MPHUIO3HAAT Karo o0u1 naTepec. [locne mMYHO B MOsITa €TakHa
COOCTBEHOCT, €TO TyK JIMYHUTE puMepH. [locre 3amouBa eqHO HeloBepUe KbM Kachepa, €/1Ba JId
HE € U3XapumJl 4acT OT mapure 3a cede cu. ToecT Te HAMAT 10Ka3aTelIcTBO, a 0a3UCHO ChbMHEHHE,
Yye TO3M KOWTO € B3€JI Ja yNpaBIisiBa MapuTe, HE CTUra JIeTO Ce € HarbpOmiI Oe3MIaTHO Aa OTACIS
OT BPEMETO C, OpraHu3ausATa 3a 00I0TO O1aro € JocTaThbyHo HebmarogapHa padbora TyK U HsIMa
01aroapHOCT, UM MOI03PEHUS TOECT KbM TO3U YOBEK, Y€ € Taka. Y u3nes3e eHO MHOTO
MHTEPECHO COLMOIOrMYecKo npoyuBaHe Ha Alpha research koiiTo Bce mak ca eHu OT J00pUTe
areHiuu B bwirapus. V3BuHsABaMe CbMHEHHETO TyKa, TO Oellie M3MEPHUTEN Ha KOTO BApBa
ObJITapuHa BCHIIHOCT UMa KPUTHYHO HUCKO JIOBEpHE KbM BJIACTHTE, TO Hall BeUe KbM
U3IIBJIHUTENTHA MAJIKO ITOBEYE KbM MPE3UACHTA, 3aI10TO TOH MO Ae(PUHULIUS € MAXKOPUTAPEH BOT
HaJIM U300p 3a erH YoBeK He e maptus. M kputuuno manko NPO on the rise, 3amoro
(UIaHTPOIICKH OpraHM3aLMH KaTo TaM Oellle, MoJKperna 3a YKpaiiHa uMaile 3a KOBU/1 uMarie
nomot. Hskak cu Jieko ce opranu3upaxMe B TaKMBa rojieMH Kpu3u. MMarie appreciation oT
obmmectBoTo, ue fopu BUK mma HsikakBa 100poHaMEpeHOCT M XOpaTa JaBaxa 3a Jia [IOMOTHaT Ha
MalKHUTE OT YKpalHa, Ha KOBUJ II0CTPAJaad XOpa OCTaHAIU CaMU. TOeCT MaJKo I10 TOJIIMO
JI0BEpHE, HO M Ha HalllaTa OpraHu3aius Oele HUTHpaHa, 3al[0TO ca Te3U JKYIKeTa KOUTO
Pa3KpHBaT BCHIIHOCT, aKO HE CH T'0 IVIeJaia, ro IpernopbuBaM, KOUTO Pa3KpUBAT KaK CE CIIyuBa
KOPYIIHATA U TIOKPUBAHETO B ChJeOHaTa cucreMa. Taka ye TOBEpHeTo KbM Hac € 0aBHO, HO
pacte, 0aBHO 3apaJii HAPATUBH, Y€ HUE CME UY>KJH areHTH U TaKa HAaTaTbK, 110 1eHUHULHS
qyx10 puHancupanu. Ho bbiarapuna ce okasza B ToBa MHTEPECHO pa3ciie/IBaHE ye BSIpBa CaMo Ha
ONMM3KUS CU KPBI' M CEMEHCTBO U MHOTO OJNM3KH MPHUTEIH HA IPYTUTE HE BAPBA, IIbPBO 3aI0TO
ce e cObCKBAJI ¢ TOBA, BTOPO 3alIOTO TOM caMusT € yyacTBaj B kopymnuus. Hanu u Toit e nan
PYLIBET Ha BT ¥ BMecTO na tuiatu Tam 1B.400 rmo0Oa, ka3Ba gaif Ha Tebe 100 u Bcuuku ca
JOBOJIHM, nIonuias € cbe 100 jeBa moBeye TO3M OT HAlIMS YOBEK € yJacTBaJla B KOPYIILIMOHHA
cnenka u e crieuenw ot Hes. Camo 100 neBa, unaue 400. Taka ye goHa Ha TOBa, Ue TO €
3aJI0’KEHO M3IIOJI3BAT TOBA, KaK J1a MMalll IOBepHe, Y€ BCHUKHUTE TH OpaToBUE/IM Ca HAIIACEHU Ha
pabora, 3ammo na umari gosepue ue B Codust, Helara ca cTaHainu 0asupaHd Ha YMEHHS Ha
CITy>)KUTEITUTE U KaTo OTUCII B OOJHHIIA CH caM, TO € eluH Xaoc. [locTosHHO uMa pa3ciieiBaHus
KaK ca M3TOYBAJIM Kacara uMa. Tu bk contribute cbC 31paBHUTE CU BHOCKH, 32 Ja MOTYYHII
KaueCcTBEHa 3[paBHA IPIKa M HaKpas 3amo T gaBaM? To ako Ha xopara UM ajaat u30op 1a cu
ocrasat u JiB.800 He o OHAOBETE U JaHBIIM, 32 1a MOTaT J1a CH I'M aKyMyJIUpaT U CH T'H
M3Xapuar Ha Te3rsxa Ha JOKTopa Ta MOHE J1a MoJIydaT JUPEeKTHA KaueCTBEeHa rpuxka, a3 CbM
curypHa, ue 99% mie kaxar, naite cu mu 800-Te HsiMa GOHIIOBE, a3 IIIE CH T'H MOJI3BaAM
JOTUTALIAT.

(1:05:03) Interviewer: Cbc curypHoct. [lo3HaBam, MOUTE OJIM3KH ca Taka.
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(1:05:09) Interviewee 2: Korato nosydasai pa3odapoBaHHe, WIN HIMAII CUIHU JIUJCPH, UIH
3JI0TO € OpPraHU3MPaHO K T00POTO € ci1abo U TUAEpPUTE My ca 1o ciabu, ¥ MoaydaBall OT
eBPONEHCKUTE TUAECPH, HAa KOMTO pa3uuTalll OTBBH Ja HU U3BaIAT OT Onaroro. Jlaypa Kposemn,
eBpoIeiickaTa KOMUCHS, TApTHBOPH U T€ MOTYIBAT KOPYIIIMOHHEPUTE 10 rbpoOa. M Tu HsMarm
KOTBa 3a KOATO J]a C€ XBaHEIII.

(1:05:32) Interviewee 1: He, mpoOneMbT € BbB A€PUIUTHT Ha IIEHHOCTH. Hanu, a3 cbM mienan, u
BCE OIIIE TVIeJ]aM, BCSIKaKBU M3clenBanus. [[puMepHO moriieHerl, Kou ca Hail-Ie1aHus,
IJIeJaHUTE MPEIaBaHUs M0 TEJICBU3UUTE U IIIe pa30eperil KOIKO € 0cakaTeHa IIEHHOCTHATA
cucrema B beirapus.

(1:05:46) Interviewee 2: EprensT it a3 caMo ¢bM T0 uyBasia. He cbM ro miegana.

(1:05:48) Interviewee 1: Yanra, u TakiBa HAKaKBU IIOYTa, BKIIOUUTEITHO B TSIX TEXKKO
JUCKPUMHHALIMOHHHU, KBJIETO JKE€HATa € CTOKAa. BTOpOTO HEWIo € aHaau3 Ha KHWKHUS 1a3ap.
Kakso ce mponasa? M konko? TpeToTo HEWIO € OT IIeHa TOUYKa Ha KaK (yHKIIMOHUpa OaHKOBaTa
crcTeMa U KaKBO CTaBa C TE3H, HaJIM savings Ha xopara. beirapus Mexay Ipyroro € pekopIbop
110 TIapH, AbPKAaHU MO JIOLIEHH, U IPUMEPHO TaKMBa HAYMHU. BCUUYKO TOBa M3/1aBa TEKKA
LIECHHOCTHA KpH3a, U HeloBepHe. bbirapuna pazuura, ye TOW CU € TOW, HETOBUTE HHTEPECH €A CH
HETOBUTE, TOM HE CE NPUIIO3HABA C Ibp>KaBaTa, U HAJIM HEIIPEKbCHATO KAKBOTO U Jja CE CIIy4Ba,
TOM C€ CTPEeMH Ja B3eMe MEpKH, J1a Ob/ie 3aIUTeH, OT AbpKaBara. 3Hauu 3a ObJIrapuHa
I’bpKaBaTa He € Herosara Abpakasa. He ka3BaM, 4e BCUUKH Ca Taka, HO IPEKAJICHO T'oJIAMa 4acT,
Y MIOHEKE HE MOXe Jia ce camoopranusupar. Hanu na usBuka Ilemo, MBan, ['omo, na cennar u na
Ka)KaT HUE, HAJIM [I0HE €HO XaiAylIKO JBUKEHUE TYK Ja U3MUCIIUM, 1a OPraHU3UpaMeE, HULLO
HE ce ClIyuBa. A MOHEXE € HEJJOBEPUUB U 3aBUCTIIUB, HE MOXKeE Ja ObJie OPraHU3UPaH U BHHIIIHO,
3aI10TO TOH HE BSpBa Ha JHUJIEPUTE, TOPAJH TOBA Y€ UM 3aBUCT, XeUTHPCTBO, M Ta3U, 0COOEHO
CJIeZl XOpara, KOUTO UMAaT YaCTUYHO, WA HE HAIIBJIIHO HEpEaIu3upaHu JIMYHU IIPOEKTU. Te ce
YyBCTBAT OLIETEHH, U3KYCTBEHO IbPXKAaHU Ha TBHOTO, OCTHH, U TIOHEXKE € e/1Ha Oe/IHa AbprKaBa.
ToBa Bce mak OMX Ka3aJ € eqHa MPeKaJeHo TojsiMa 9acT OT COIMyMa, U I € TaKa, JOKaTo €
OenHa, a HAMA J1a cTaHe Oorara JJ0KaTo € Taka. AKO yCIesAT HallpuMep J1a UM B3eMar napuTe U Aa
T'M U3BAJAT OT MOJ AIOLIECLUTE, 1€ € IIO3UTUBHO, JIEKO 11I€ C€ YCETH. AKO 10 HSIKaKbB HAYUH CE
npoOyny HsIKaKBa eMaHallMs, Ha TOBa TO HAMa Ja € MHOTO J00pe, HO IIIe € M0-100pe, OTKOJIKOTO
Huo. Ho ToBa, KoeTo 1oBe4eTo Xopa C MUCIIAT BKIIOYUTEIIHO TE3H KOUTO 3aBUKAAT
XEHWCTepCTBaT, 1a Ch3AaAaT T€ €AUH €T MOJUTUYECKH U J1a KaXKaT €TO TOBa € HOBUAT Kupun
[TetkoB, TOBa € HOBUAT boiiko bopucos, Hewmo Takoa. [Tak HUIIO HAMA Aa CTaHe, 3al10TO TOU
HsIMa, Ha HETO MY € BPOZICHO, TOBA € Ne(eKT, 1a JIeIerupa MpaBoTo Ha JPYTUSAT KOMTO BMECTO
HETO, 3aII0TO TOH € MPOCT, HeCOCOOEH U HEKaAbPEH U TOW, U KEeHa My, U OpaT My, U BCHUKUTE
My TaM, C KOUTO IUAT U INIeJaT MadoBe, J1a JeJierupa ToBa IpaBo U Te J1a pemasar. M nonexe B
MOMEHTA HsIMa HUTO €/1HAa, OT KOMyHHKAIlMOHHA IJIe/HA TOYKa, 0Ope onepuparia nojIuTHIecKa
CHJIa MJTM KaKBaTo U Jla € opraHu3anus, He ce ciayyBa. Hanu nedexrure kouro Hanpasuxa, [111 u
J1b. Te He ycmsixa Taka aa cu npedopMaTHpar e31Ka, mpe3 KOWTO CH U3TbyYBaT NOCIaHHUATa, TaKa
4e Jla 'M pa3depar MmoHe JBa IbTH MoBeye xopa. To He cTaBa caMo ¢ YIIOBaHUE U HA/IEXK/a,
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3aI0TO MPUMEPUTE, KaK BApBAT Xopara ue aije, e ce MaxHe bopucos, koraro CinaBuo nskapa
Haii ronemu npoueHty 1 UTH. ToBa Ha kakBo ce 1bJKku? 3HauW, HE Y€ T€ Ca HalpaBUIIU
HSKaKbB MHOTO (pyH aHanmu3 Ha CaBYOBHMTE KayeCTBa U HA XOpaTa OKOJIO HETO, IPOCTO ca ce
MOJIMJIM J1a CE MaxHaT OHE3U U J1a AOWAT HAKAaKBU Apyrd. ChIIOTO CTaHAa C HETO ChILO CTaHa ¢
III1. 1 Taka kakTO cTaHa 1ocie KakBo ce ciayuu? Te He Morar, Xopa, BKIFOUUTEIIHO KOUTO a3
yBaXkaBaM, XapecBaM OT IIOJIUTUYECKUTE rope JIULa HE MOTraT 1a FOBOPSAT Ha €3UKa, KOUTO J1a €
pa3bupaeM U TOCTBIIEH Ha JIOCTaTh4HO MHOTO XOpa. Te CTOAT BHHIITHU HA CUCTEMATa, BbHIIIHU
HE MpoOJIeMHTE, Yy>KAH, Ha3UIATeITHH, WIN ITbK MTPEKaeHO YCYKaHO U CIoKHO. OueBUAHO €, ue
¥Ma B 15T CBAT MOJIMTHIIM KOUTO HEe caMo Xapsap, a 5 XapBap/ia ca 3aBbpIININ, 00aue yMesT
7la TOBOPSAT Taka, ue IpyruTe J1a ce 3aciaymBar. ToBa Tyk ro Hsama. M yactuaHo T03u npoliiem e
TICUXOJIOTUYECKH, T€ U3001110 HE CH MPABAT Tpy/a Ja pa3depaT HaIM TOBA, KOETO CE U3TbYBa
MYJITUILIMIUPAHO B IPOCTPAHCTBOTO AOKBJE CTUTA U Kak cTura. Mima npenopbsuBam uma e1uH
nicuxonor, npogecop [lnamen J[umutpos, Toi € MHOTO U3BECTEH, HA MOHUTE TOAMHU. Toi
3aMovYHa Mpean Moxe Ou 3 TOAMHU J1a IPaBHU €JHO TOJISIMO TICUXOJIOTHYECKO HU3CieIBaHe, KOETO
o0xBalla camo He IacyBanire. M tam e Kirroua OT YeKMEKETO U Ce OKa3Ba HEI[0 MHOTO
MHTEPECHO, J1ajied He € BAPHO, Y€ TOBA ca Xopa ¢ HHCKa 00pa3oBaTeHa EHHOCT, Ye ca OeHH
WK ToTy-0eiHu. 3Ha4M UMaT UMYIIECTBO, TOBA Ca BCAKAKBH xopa. ToBa ca 2/3 mpuMepHO OT
BCHYKH XHBH X0pa UMAIIH [paBo Ha m1ac. M tam TpsOBa Ja ce XBbPIIAT yCUJIHTA 32 1a Ce
HalpaBH €JJHa IPorpamMa, OCHOBHO Ka3aHO HSIKaKbB MPOEKT 3a U3TbUYBAHE, UyBaHE, pa30oupaHe,
aKTUBMPAHE, U JICHCTBUE.

(1:11:30) Interviewer: Ho onpeneneHo Ta3u nHdopMaliys Criopel MeH TpssOBa aa CTUTHE 70, HE
3HaM BCUYKH XOpa, a He CaMo JI0 €JHa OOIIHOCT, KOSTO C€ 3aHUMaBa C TOBA U ChHIIIO.

(1:11:52) Interviewee 1: He mMoxe Ha 4OBEK, KOMTO HE € MPOYEN HUIIO Mpe3 nociaegaure 20
TOJIMHM, HUTO €[Ha KHUTA, ¥ IpUMepHO e mienan 500 Maya, U € Be4eH M03HaBay Ha BCUUKH
BUJIOBE Yajra Jia My TOBOPHII 110 TO3U HA4WH, U KOraTo TOM pa30upa, ye He pa3Oupa 3amousa aa
Te xeitu. ToBa HajM B TaKMBa MUKPO MaIadu MoXe Ja ce aHanusupa. [IlpumepHo B
YHUBEPCUTETCKUTE CPEH, KbAECTO UMa MPEToaBaTeNN, KbIETO CTYACHTUTE I'M CIIyIIaT C
OTBOpEHA yCTa, 3aI0TO TOW yMee J1a UM ToBopH. JlopH, KOUTO 0010 B3E€TO Ca C HEYTPAITHO
OTHOUICHHE ¥ KOUTO U TaKHBA, KOUTO MPOCTO €BaM I'Ml M3IbPIKaT, 3al[0TO HUIIO HE YyBaT, a ¥ J1a
qyBaT HE MOTaT Jia pa3zdepar. A3 ToBa HEIIO o yceTux Koraro a3 6sx cryneHT B Copuiickus
YHHUBEPCHUTET, 3aI[0TO BCE OIIE TOraBa MOXe O OKOJIO ITOJIOBUHATA OT MOUTE MPETOIaBaTeIH B
Coduiickus yHuBepcuret, punocodcku paxynTet, 65xa Xxopa 3aBbPILIINA IPEH JCBETACCETTE,
Jpyra CUCTeMa, BCHUKO Oellle pa3IndyHo, pyra KyJITypa U OT BpeMe Ha BpeMe IycKaxa eIHU
n3cnenBanua. OT HHCTUTYTA 3a M3CIIE/IBaHE HAa MilajiekTa. B 1o rosemure Bucim yuyeOHu
3aBefieHus, B bbarapus, 1 a3 KaTto aHKEeThOp, 3aII0TO JaBaxa HAKAKBH Mapy M HAIHM IIAX Ja
CTaBaM COLIMOJIOT U y4yacTBax. M Hakpasi BCHUKUTE 'Y 3aCEKPETHXa, 3al[0TO U3BOJUTE OT HAyYHO
HarpaBeHH, IPE/IX OIIle MHOTO, TIPe/In Aa ObAAaT pa3neyaTanu v MyOlMKyBaHH, IOKa3Baxa OT
IJIeJIHA TOYKA Ha CTy/leHTHTe. J{axke TakuBa Jera Ha aKTUBHU OOpIH, KOHCYJICKH aKTUBHCTH,
n30paHu KOMYHHCTHU MTAPTUHAIIM, HATeTa4H JJOPH U Te pa3dupaxa, 4e OHs OT cTapara IIKoJja,
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TOBOPH 10 MO-110JJ00aBaIl] ¥ MOAXOAAI] HaurH. VIMale npuMepHO ToJiIMO HAI[HOHAIHO
M3CcIe/IBaHe, KOeTo Oellle 3a HAarTacuTe Ha MIIAJ0CTTa U KaK Te BIDKIAT ce0e cH, B OBJICIIETO CH.
U To Gemie cbe kKaTacTpodaaHu pe3yaTaT, 3ai0To, IbPBO MOKa3Ba, Y€ 00III0 B3ETO IMOUTH
BCUYKH W30pajIy, KOUTO ca UMM PaBO Ha U300, CIIEHUATHOCT 3a KOATO Ca CU MUCIIHIIH, Ye I
UM rapaHTHpa Ha I'bPBO MSCTO, IOXOIU U IpocnepuTeT. ToBa Hallu, Yye a3 MHOTO XapecBaM
OHMOJIOTHSITAa UK Y€ MCKaM J1a Oposi 3BE3UTE Jla CTaHa acTPOHOM, Oeriie TparudHo. [[pyr u3Boz,
MHOTO CTpaIlieH Oele, ye omle 78-Ma rouHa, eHa roJHa MPEIn Ja 3aBbpIlia, 4e 0Koio 86% ot
MIIaJIeKTa B bbarapus ako uMa Bb3MOXKHOCT 1€ ce MaxHar oT bwirapus, ome oT Torasa. A
TPEToTO Oellle eJHO HALIMOHATIHO M3CJIeABaHE 32 (PYHKIIMOHAIHATA IPAaMOTHOCT M M3001110 32
rpaMOTHOCTTA Ha OBJITApCKUs HAPOJ Taka j1a ce Kaxke. TaM ce okasa, ue orie 78-ma roquHa 66
win 60 1 HeIIo MPOLEHTAa Ce 0Ka3zaxa, 4e ca (PyHKIIMOHAIHO HEIPaMOTHH, Y€ T€ BHXK/aT, OyKBa
no OykBa, Tyma 110 yma, 00adye He MOKe Jla BHMKHE B TOBA, KOETO € IpoyYell, a Ja muie adbcyp.
U Te ro Osixa HarpaBUIM MHOTO XUTPO, UMAIIIe €IUH cekpeTap Ha koMuTeTa, CTossH Muxaiiios,
npodecop 1Mo corHoorus. beme mpuiiokui MHOTO XUThP HHCTPYMEHTapUyM, 3a J1a HE TH
CTpecHuparT, 3al[0TO HUKOI He BSpBa, Ue € aHOHWMHO U T'W Kapar Jia Cu nuuiar ouorpaduure,
pesyatarsT Oerre morpecanai. Karo Haii-3actparaBanioro Oeie ue 6e3 JopH J1a € KOMCOMOJICKU
aKTHBHCT, ITAPTHEH YJICH, M KAKBO MSCTO 3a€Ma B CbOTBETHUTE HEpapXuH, 4e rope A0y
paBHOMEpHO pasnpenerneHa pyHKIHOHAIHaTa HerpaMoTHOCT. KoeTo mokasBa, ue xopa ca
U3pacHalM, He MOpaJn KauecTBara CH, a Mopajy TaKWBa UCOJIOIMYECKU MPUUMHY, Ye ca TH
OyTaJy, Te Taka 'l BHEJIpsiBaXxa U 3a TOBa KaracTpoupa HNKOHOMHKATA TOTaBa, 3aII0TO TPABST
HSIKOHM, KOMTO ca My HOAapHiIu TuIuioMa 3a arpoHoM. [Ipaesr ro med va TK3C, nimm va AIIK a
TOM € TIyIaK, HeKaIbPHUK B Is1aTa HHAYCTpHsL. Te BbB BCUUKUTE OUBIIN TOAOOHU
npeanpustui, KpemukoBuu, Paromup, kakBoTo ce CETHIN Te IOpaIu ToBa ce cpuHaxa. Crnaraxa
XOpa KOUTO ca NOAOUPAHU 110 YUCTO TaKbB MPUHIIHII, JOSUTHOCT KbM IMAaPTUATA, KAKBOTO U J1a
3Haun ToBa. Kato mornexnem camust Tonop JKuBkoB € enuH yHuKaiaeH npocrak. Obade kak e
yTpaBJIsBaI TOIKOBA TOAUHU?

(1:17:45) Interviewee 2: OcTaBUXME JIM BBIIPOC HE OTTOBOPEH OT COLIMOJIOTHYECKA U
MICUXOJIOTUYECKa IJIe/THa TOYKa?

(1:17:48) Interviewer: He, Gmarogapst MHOTO 32 HHTEPBIOTO.
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Translation of second interview in English:

(0:00) Interviewer: We can actually start, right, from the transformation from communism to
democracy, in fact, how did it contribute to how things are now?

(0:22) Interviewee 1: In this case there is something that should be said before we reach the point
of transformation, that corruption in Bulgaria has very deep roots. Of course, nowadays it looks
completely different. It existed back then and during the whole period that they then called a
mature socialist society. There were two main reasons why there was some corruption. The first
reason was that due to the very specifics of the planned economy, where everything is state-
determined and regulated, there was an equalization of the income of everyone, no matter who
works how much, who is conscientious, diligent or, conversely, lazy or useless. People who
wanted to live better started, I was still a child when I realized this, they were tempted to
generate some income in another way. The second reason is that in the conditions of this anti-
market economy there were severe deficits for everything that people wanted to have. I can give
an example. For example, for ideological reasons, this is one of the reasons, for example, if you
want to buy, let's say, record plates with some music or tapes with recordings or something there
were nowhere to be found. And you resort to people who are intermediaries, who find smuggling
or in some way, and you add some money there, and in this way you get these things. Especially
for women's clothing, men's clothing, there were no jeans. For example, there were no shoes,
especially for women, it was very difficult, all this created an environment in which the role of
these intermediaries was becoming bigger and bigger. I have done this myself, but I have been
engaged in two things, the supply of music or video on different media, absolutely illegal. And
the other thing, which is scarce parts for cars and it was noticed on cars of socialist production,
they were not imported into Bulgaria and although they are from other socialist countries, after
all, Soviet Muscovites, Zhiguli, Lada, Czech Skodas and so on and from the GDR, there were no
Trabants. And I have had cases when something that costs for example, if it is in the store but
you can very hardly find it, for example, it costs 30-40 leva, I find it and I can sell it immediately
for 200. The basis of corruption is precisely in those distant times, when somehow the people,
out of necessity, they accepted that there was no other way but this, and I dare say that the vast
majority of the Bulgarian population then took advantage of these schemes to obtain something.
From this, of course, the intermediaries profit. So when the year 89-90 comes and we are just
moving towards a market economy, although the deficits are decreasing, people are still poor,
they are still currently the poorest in the European Union. This thing was either by inertia, or
because of the impossibility, because of another way to get something, and I say this is the
everyday thinking, there is nothing wrong with it, but so poverty itself is not a vice, but it is, as
we are told, it generates vices. And in the end, everyone becomes vicious, and the conclusion is
that there was and is a natural environment and it is in the mentality of people. This is such a
national psychological indicator, not to be critical of such things at all. There are, of course,
especially in recent years there are such peaks of awakening and discontent, but they are usually
related to some dramatic event, a child who died on the road, someone died in a hospital,
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especially children. As we are currently in such a peak, but this is sporadic and will not lead to a
change in the symptoms, thinking, analyzing the corruption environment. In Bulgaria, the basis
of the corruption pyramid is very different than, for example, in Western Europe. Because there,
everything that has happened and is happening, as well as, in other more industrialized countries,
where there was not 100% ownership of property and means of production by the state, there has
always been private property. For example, in Greece, Turkey, even in Yugoslavia, the former
Yugoslavia, in some of the socialist countries there was also no full nationalization, for example,
Poland was not nationalized, the land remained with the people.

Interviewee 1: Here I practically exonerate the people to a certain extent, because they have lived
this life under compulsion and necessity and for this they look at it not from a critical way.
Practically, what is happening at the moment, the severe corruption, which is especially at the
highest levels of power, and is in total synergy with the large companies created by the cracks in
the former State Security (DANS) and the Communist Party, which have taken over all
structurally determining sectors of the economy, the problem is in this synergy. This is practically
unsolvable, no matter how much you know, even if there is an opportunity to speak out loud
about what is going on, to point out the guilty, and so on, nothing changes, we do not get better
every next year. Here, if we talk about SOCIOMA when it was happening, this continues
habituation, dullness, and uncriticalness of people who cannot tie that everything that has been
taken or stolen in this criminal way, it comes out of the same pocket, out of their pocket, there is
nowhere else it can come from. The person who supposedly democratically chooses who will
govern him, obviously, cannot understand that all the resources and public funds, comes from
him and it can be very easily calculated, some calculations are made by smart people and
published, more or less for every stratum of society, depending on this commitment, salary, age
group, insurance, and so on. More or less how much is taken from each person, right, in order to
enter the treasury and from there to be spent. And the vice is already in this spending, because,
for example, highways are three times more expensive than, say, Germany or Austria, everything
is more expensive. Purely psychologically, this is the biggest problem, that now many people
say, they boiled the frog. The frog was already boiled back in 89. The Bulgarian because, if we
except that his socks and toothbrush are his personal belongings, everything in Bulgaria was
owned by the state. There was absolutely no private business here, I exclude the last 2 years,
when the old nomenclature came up with this decree 56 so that they could be the first to set up
companies, register it and now, gradually bud and take over the entire economy, which is what
happened. This is not only sin of the former Communist Party, which later became a socialist
one. This is a certain degree in the years, especially in the 90s, the end of the year 2000 the
coming of the king. If we look at this whole field of action where all these things that are
developing, they managed to produce derivatives because they realized that if everything
continues to be concentrated in one party, which is theirs and they feed it, regardless of what it is
called, it will be targeted by people and at some point it will be very easy for them to sa: These
are looters, thieves, rich owners, robbers and so on, and in fact they have begun to create proxies
in the form of nationalist parties, liberal parties, and so on, and they are now everywhere. The
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interesting thing is that they have worked out their scenario so perfectly that the so-called
capitalists appointed at one time have succeeded and manage to create proxies and now they
have formed a class, it is a class, I am not ashamed to call it that. Which was created by the
creators and continues to work and in fact, when the time comes for elections, this kind of
middle and high officials appointed in state and municipal structures, this structure defends itself.
And even if we assume that at the moment they remove Boyko Borisov automatically, for
example, shoot either Delyan Peevski or Rumen Radev or all the others there, this thing will
continue and here is the big problem. If we try to be visionaries and think strategically, because
this suffering, because this stratum it continues to defend itself and reproduce itself to a very
large extent, all corruption schemes do not come exactly from the top, there are such, right, but
there is just cash out and they are fed. It is a living organism.

Interviewer: Which evolves over time...

Interviewee 1: And there is no way to stop it, except with strict application of the law, which, as
we all know, does not happen, because the political class, artificially created industrialists and
financiers and so on, they have found a way and have made in their own image and likeness the
judicial system, especially the prosecutor's office, which serves them. No one ever enroaches on
those who, so to speak, have created a breeding ground and prerequisites for the existence of
such people. This, of course, the poor Bulgarian people, I am already talking about the average
significant person, cannot cover it.

Interviewer: And why do you think it can't cover it?

Interviewee 1: Because it was not done in the way the privatization should have been done.
There was no reform in the education system. Because, two groups of absolutely harmful people
were pushed into the political elites, former cops or infiltrators. Even if they weren’t cops or
infiltrators they were just fools, careerists who pushed themselves into the all-powerful UDF, and
then into all the others, and realized that this is a warm cover andit brings them some benefits,
this applies to practically all existing significant political individuals in Bulgaria. But let's say, if
I have to say in one sentence what is the biggest problem. The biggest problem is that the system
allows absolutely incompetent and even harmful people to occupy key positions, even if they are
not corrupt, they are permeable. A very favorite example of mine is the silence of the
magistrates, so not all magistrates are reprobate and corrupt, the silence of the part that should be
innocent from the point of view of the law, well, why are they silent, and that is one of the big
problems, for people like her, I am not a lawyer. To understand what is the ratio of those who
actively suck and tear skins, because they generate a monthly income many times higher than
their already big salaries than the rest. And if [ were a psychologist, I would try to do a study to
understand why others are silent? Because there are no other resources, even if we start in a very
intelligent, bold way, a reform of the judicial system, where would we find such people right,
they are very scarce, people who have graduated in law, especially people who, presumably, in
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addition to giving them some diploma at the South-West University, can more or less think.
Because the most important thing is to be able to think.

(15:55) Interviewer: And do you think this comes from the idea, at least now when I think about
it, I imagine that they are silent in order to keep their position there?

(16:06) Interviewee 1: Yes, they are silent out of fear, they are silent just like the people who
were once called non-thinkers even during communism, they saw and understood everything,
they did not touch anything forbidden, they did not benefit, but they were silent, because if they
open their mouths, the power will take away even the little they have. There are already other
factors, and let's say the external factor. I am simplifying things absolutely, right, why did the
European political families recognize, say, GERB and put them in the formation of the European
People's Party, if necessary, even approximately, but it is also provable, maybe without being
approximate, they are considered part of the biggest corruption schemes and the biggest drain of
fisc is during the rule of GERB, here and there with the cooperation of the UDF, who played
with them unofficially, sometimes officially, and so on. During the time of the king too, thank
god it did not last so long. Purely politically, I give and yesterday we also talked here with the
Swedish ambassador, the question: Why is GERB in the formation of a European People's Party,
knowing that Boyko Borisov is a criminal and that many people, so to speak, at the creation of
GERB, during its first wave, the second, the third, because there were personnel changes there,
some left, others were thrown out: Why are they there? And the other thing, where did the party
created by the Bulgarian cops, URF, was recognized there by the liberal international in Aldi,
wasn't it? They speculated about this there for many years and they said we are Europeans, we
are Atlanticists and so on, especially those who ruined the agricultural sector and animal
husbandry in Bulgaria and stole absolutely everything. And because no one wants to answer
these questions, most likely there are two hypotheses: either the European politicians and
officials who allowed this thing are stupid, or that some of them have entered into serious
corruption schemes, as we know with the former chancellor of Germany, Gerhard Schréder. Who
went and became a Russian employee, director of Gazprom or with Giinter Verheugen, they are
examples.

(18:48) Interviewee 2: Just to clarify that Schroder becomes a member of the board of Gazprom
in the branch in Germany with a salary of about 5 million euros per year. And Giinter Verheugen
similarly became a member of the board of the largest builder in Bulgaria "Glavbolgarstroy",
which is involved in a number of corruption scandals and has traditionally gained experience by
building large, state-owned infrastructure construction, projects, and so when you have a track
record, it’s very easy to earn.

(19:18) Interviewee 1: A commander of NATO forces in Europe, General Wesley Clark, he has
been retired for a long time now, he joined Barekov's party and became his guru and tutor. That
is, I am not saying this to exonerate the Bulgarian people, who are asleep, and congested, and
frightened, and worried, it is true. But it is not yet critical, there is still some civil society
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movement, [i want to emphasize and to point out that I am very angry at the external forces, of
the people who were supposed to educate us and make us more civilized, that is also very
important.

(20:05) Interviewer: And in fact, what happened when the EU entered the European Union
became even worse and things changed for...

(20:17) Interviewee 1: You can see it with the naked eye, you know, when you walk around
Europe, in Britain, in the European Union, and everywhere it was full of Russians and all sorts of
other communist oligarchs who just because they go with the money forward, like in Cyprus, and
do whatever they want. And now in America, what Trump is doing, where for $5 million he will
give them gold cards, well, Delyan Peevski must have already applied for such a golden card. I
do not exonerate either the behavior here of the society as a whole, nor of those who have to
comply with the law, because there are also honest magistrates, but they are lonely, some have
built criminal networks, some of which are very well brought to light in our investigations, such
as Petyo the Euro, Martin Bozhanov — the Notary and others. And the others do not have
criminal networks, but they need some, how to say, coalition of the immaculate magistrates, but
they should not be cowards. Which is not done only by going to protests and shouting, nothing
will happen. I am a witness to all the ups and downs of the first UDF, the second UDF, the
peeling off of blue scales, the division of what was the UDF into three, a fratricidal war, right,
between some who wanted to be more right-wing, and others said no, the path is social
democracy, real democracy is social democracy. And I see that there is a defect in the mentality
of the Bulgarians, which is described, by the way, not only by sociologists and social
psychologists, but it is even described by a large part of the old Bulgarian writers. By the way, if
you open and read from the point of view of profiles of the main characters in the Under the
Yoke, you will see that there is practically no one there who is perfect, impecatble, and so on.
Even bright images have an awful lot of quirks such as gullability, naivety, excessive idealism
and so on. But the majority are either such silent scoundrels or active scoundrels, like Kirak
Stefcho. This is in Aleko Konstantinov, and Stoyan Mihaylovski, Konstantin Konstantinov, all
our great authors. Not a single great Bulgarian writer praises what we would like to be so, isn't it,
at the top, to be the pride of our tribe, the Bulgarian intelligentsia. Now, of course, because in a
more effective way after September 9th, the huge part of the Bulgarian intelligentsia was killed,
another small part was silenced, a third small part was in some kind of symbiotic relationship, a
fourth small part fled, we are simply castrated there. And I think this is important, because
everything that happens is causally related to everything before. For example, here I notice and I
am sure that there is already a very worrying trend, including diplomatic and senior political
officials in the embassies of developed democracies, to enter such, how can I say here I have to
be careful, some symbiotic ties or at least, such a tacit agreement, so that they do not spoil their
fun and in the non-governmental sector there is this. And now, especially after the shutdown of
the taps, this collusion and silence will reach epidemiological proportions. And it is bad, and on
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the other hand, maybe it is good, because at some point we have to hit the bottom so that some
critical mass of people wake up.

(24:55) Interviewer: And is this moment coming, in your opinion?

(25:00) Interviewee 1: Well, I want to, but there is no way, I can't measure processes accurately
enough. For example, I do not trust any sociological agency in Bulgaria, because I also have a
master's degree in sociology, I have worked a long time ago during the SOC, I went to various
studies, and since then they are the same people who are an emanation of the previous ones, who
have started to do something there with this science or are even direct participants, especially my
generation. They are, how can I say, prone to conformism, at least not to say that they are also
spoiled people and they do it because they have to survive.

(25:52) Interviewer: They try to keep quiet.

(25:55) Interviewee 1: Let's call it by the most innocent term, they are a little permeable, well,
they are not the same, of course. They use methods that they do not really apply, they write
above how, what, stochastic, representative, nationally representative, but this is not the case,
depending on the message, because they also carry a soul, they have to eat something. They
enjoyed the fact that they were without control, sometimes someone shouted, especially when
there was a discrepancy between forecasts and results after the elections. But even there it is very
difficult to blame anyone, because with this bought, manipulated vote, fear, and especially in the
periphery of the country, especially the countryside, it is monstrous, you cannot predict anything.
I don't know, if they give us millions to assemble a real team, absolutely the entire system I work
with to be perfect and honest, incorruptible people, I can not make a real forecast, because how
do I know in a month who, where, and what money will be spit out and where they will be
beaten to be told who to vote or not to vote for. We have such studies, 2-3 years ago, where it is
seen, for example, that there are polling stations in which in one election they vote, say, I give a
literal example, 70 percent vote for the patriots like VMRO, Valeri Simeonov, ATAKA and so on,
in a few months or in a year 80% vote for UDF, these are the same people in the same section.
Where to proceed?

(27:58) Interviewer: There are so many things to do.

(28:01) Interviewee 1: Well, it sucks, I can't promise anything, I can't promise my own children,
but the worse is that I can't make a prediction.

(28:25) Interviewer: And why did you decide to stay in Bulgaria?

(28:30) Interviewee 1: Because I believed that everything would get better very quickly. I had an
offer to stay to improve my English to learn a little, everything was paid to me by my very
wealthy and influential friends either at the University of Denver, Colorado or at the University
of California, I had an offer yes, I stayed to work then was the second largest TV channel,
personally from the owner and I did none of this. It seemed to me that, after all, there would
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come a moment when there would be transparency, freedom of speech, you would be able to live
with dignity, you would not be poor and think about food, heating and where your children
should be educated, and so, and from this point of view I made a mistake, on the other hand, I
have never been bored. And now I'm too old to be afraid, which makes things easier.

(29:43) Interviewer: Are there any reasons to be afraid?

(29:45) Interviewee 1: Well, there is, we are one with the flow. And the most unpleasant thing is
that the people we have believed have even been for a while, so to speak, our stubbornness,
traditional allies, lately we feel that they are hesitant.

(30:02) Interviewer: Because they are also afraid or?

(30:04) Interviewee 1: We give an elementary example, we are generally funded by the America
for Bulgaria Foundation and traditionally this and other similar organizations have supported
them from there, after the departure of the previous ambassador, Mrs. Hero Mustafa, we had, I
have had several meetings, some of my colleagues too. Ambassador Merte came, none of us
could get in touch with him, we did not have any invitation for contacts and conversations,
nothing. This is a symptom, that is, Trumpism began before.

(30:47) Interviewee 2: Just to add that Herro Mustafa came with two statements in his mandate,
anti-corruption and energy, and Mr. Merte I do not say anything against him.

(30:58) Interviewee 1: Mr. Merte did not mention any of these words at the hearing of the
chairman's committee where he was confirmed as ambassador for Bulgaria.

(31:08) Interviewee 2: Not in his speech.
(31:09) Interviewee 1: In nothing, it can be very easily found.

(31:10) Interviewee 2: Somehow he succeeded throughout his term, which turned out to be
terminated ahead of schedule.

(31:18) Interviewee 1: Yes, it was terminated in less than 24 hours.

(31:20) Interviewee 2: Unprecedented, but he was, nowhere did he say those two words, which
were key components to the previous one.

(31:32) Interviewee 1: Same time, now, maybe this will make you so happy, in fact, from the last
two mandates of the ambassadors of the Kingdom of the Netherlands and the current one, Uncle
Simo I call him, perfectly cool man understands everything, he is interested, calls us to drink
beers, before him there was a lady very cool, charming, she was absolutely cute, intelligent,
brave and so on. In this respect, at the other end, on the rock, are the German ambassadors.
Considering that the previous one was from the CDU, right, the Merkel era. Then came a lady
who is like that, she is a social democrat, again nothing, zero. Those in the Nordic version of the
Scandinavian ambassadors are activated. So the Sri Lankans, the current super cute and the
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previous one were very cool. Quite a large degree of Denmark. The Swedish ambassador who
was here yesterday, they are all coming, but nothing. They want to help, they are pushing us
there, but she will tell you later, in general, what they are giving for. In general, what do they
give for. At the same time, our partner the organization America for Bulgaria, and whoever there
is constantly pressuring us, and in order not to be blamed, make efforts, look for funding, the
financing of the anti-corruption fund must be diversified and so we are under pressure. They
understand very well that when you have America for Bulgaria as a donor, where they give you
money, who else will give you, they say you have a donor, but on the other hand, they have not
even made an effort to check that until now, at the present moment, and probably in the future,
no one in Europe gives money for investigations, they give for other things. They are pushing us
to do civic education, to catch and to train some people, to talk nonsense to them about
corruption, as we are talking about it now. And even if I tell this to some children, pupils or
students, or it doesn't matter. They don't want to listen because they're afraid. They want us to
train people how to counteract corruption. You can't counteract because there were no tools for
gathering information, you don't know anything. Everything is black boxes and all deals, like my
favorite example, the one where they caught someone with 50 and how many millions in cash for
the Hemus highway, these are black boxes. Although some have been caught or information is
leaked somewhere, nothing happens, because we not have a prosecutor to initiate proceedings,
nothing. In this sense, we are a slightly meaningless organization at this point, because we
scratch the egos and rejoice, butto a very limited segment of the living moving people in
Bulgaria. If we talk about numbers, there are numbers. All this is connected to a consumption of
information and an outpouring of resentment and anger in social media and so on.

(35:20) Interviewer: And what measures are you actually taking to change this in some way?

(35:25) Interviewee 1: Well, what to change, we are 10 people, what to change, we mind our own
business, we take out facts, everything is checked 1000 and one times so that we cannot be sued,
convicted. Yes, and if something is unfinished, it is not true.

(35:42) Interviewer: Yes, I saw that most of your team are lawyers.

(35:45) Interviewee 1: Well, by the way, for such an organization, it should be more or less like
that, because in our country the attack is also a defense. I am generally the most useless person
here in this organization, because I am not a lawyer, I am just angry, nothing else. They are very
united as people, very creative. But, the effect will decrease unless for some reason or a series of
reasons some social explosion occurs, but what has happened so far is not enough.

(36:48) Interviewer: And in what way do you add information about corruption schemes?

(36:53) Interviewee 2: I will answer the question, I will say a few sentences above the previous
topic for context. We are seven years old, he is the living history of the transition and before the
transition, he literally saw things that we did not see or were young children. And this context is
very important to understand, first of all, this context is not understood by our Western partners,
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but we are in one big European family with common goals. And the big problem is that they do
not fully understand it, they simply cannot imagine this endemic corruption, and they know what
corruption is, there are these phenomena in their societies, but the causes, the genesis and the
way, this pandemic they cannot comprehend, this is one of our main conclusions from the last
seven years, Because we regularly communicate with the diplomatic corps, literally because
they write reports, and they go around us, not that we want so much, but we are used to it,
because they are looking for reliable information from us. Because the government always gives
them a powdered version, some reports, some statistics from which they will tell themselves, that
it is not so bad. But when you take out the real schemes with proof, things don't look like that
anymore. And I will go from afar, but faster, and I will get to today and answer your question.
So, communism, discontent, we are all infinitely poor, there is a lack of information on purpose,
we keep them poor and in ignorance not to know how good it is in the West and how rich they
are, what is the scissor. Everyone has some enlightenment, they have traveled abroad in some
way, however, or a friend of his, and we all know that it is better off economically outside and
there is no such nonsense that the bad imperialists steal children, turn everyone into gays and so
on, and at some point the changes come to a nation that is deeply Russophile, because of the
mantras that they have liberated us, because they are very good. With this Russophile lie of the
society in ignorance and what has already been depicted quite extensively as national
psychology, the changes come, and we see the largest protests in Bulgaria, for a number of
reasons Interviewee 1 has said it many times as a good psychologist I agree with him, we simply
cannot organize. You see what is happening in Belgrade at the moment. This is another
Russophile, infiltrated by Russian influence is not a European country. The problem there is that
there is no one to lead the opposition, because it is scattered and ununited. But they can, they
have leaders, they have will, they have unity, this is much rarer in our country, but the millions of
protests come, the UDF and the people are created, the first surge of hope. We will become like
the West. There will be democracy, there will be rule of law, there will be human rights, private
property each according to our own merits, and not all equally poor and those who are a little
more progressive with the head down. And we are striving, towards the European Union and
NATO, and we are finally entering the European Union. We lived through the thug years of the
nineties, the raid of the entire economy by the former services, the thugs, who appeared strong to
ensure that something did not go wrong, the looting. And this is the first wave of
disappointments, and we have democracy, we have no mechanisms and knowledge of how to
manage our destiny, because it does not depend on the person, he is free, but when he is
racketeered it does not sound very cool. And from there come the first waves of nostalgia for
communism, where everything is covered in grey, we don't know about rape, we don't know
about murders, then there are such, but no one knows anything, because we control the
information. We are dragging ourselves to 2007, we are entering the European Union also
because it was a second wave of hope, because people, in addition to the economic benefit of this
union and a big market, for economic reasons we will become richer when I am in the club of the
rich and not in the club of the poor. Well, the rule of law, with the whole palette of anti-
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corruption, the same rights, the same laws, equally applied. And in the end, we have, we are a
wave of enlargement, which is a compromise, strategic for European countries that are not ready
because they do not meet the criteria, but here I agree with the tactics of the EU. Because it is
better to be inside and get better, than to be in the orbit of Russia and China, which are
autocracies, are not good for anyone, neither for our society, nor for the European Union, which
will have a much larger population in these authoritarian regions and groups. So we enter the EU
with people's expectations that they get rich and there will be a rule of law. And the enrichment,
by the way, we started from 30%, some analysts, economists, I will not dispute them, give some
70 and 80 percent of the current state of the EU with an average. That is, we have reached a very
good level starting from 30% European income, for a not so long period of time and large
inequalities like the baseline, to a very good level at the moment. But this is because funds have
been poured here, markets are opening.

(42:57) Interviewer: I want to ask something, does this apply to Sofia or to the whole of
Bulgaria?

(43:00) Interviewee 2: Of course, it applies mainly to Sofia, but also various hubs, large
industrial zones, Stara Zagora, Galabovo, which are European giants, Burgas and Varna port after
all, Plovdiv, but of course, there are also marginalized communities where there are neither rights
nor economy and they are literally collapsing. They are the hub of corruption, because what is
left is state and municipal, and theft and corruption. Even if you want to build a factory, first
there are no people and no one does, they die naturally. And secondly, they will ask you for
bribes to do it and no one has the initiative. And in fact, this is a big disappointment, because
okay, economic growth, but increased migration, going abroad, and there you are not accepted
with open arms, because you are Bulgarian and you are European, they want a job there. While
apparently some of our citizens had some illusion, and he is the most surprising for people like
me, you take advantage of the freedom of movement and work and take some good salary in the
Netherlands and at the same time vote for people who want you to leave the EU. It is actually
explained by several reasons, firstly, our Russophile society, which is indoctrinated to the point
of irrevocability, the fact that Russia is a liberator and to it we owe our freedom forever, which is
not really the case and this has been proven long ago by historians since the archives were
opened. And in fact, Russia is leading one of its own campaigns for expansion to the south, and
so it actually assimilates it and our liberation, it is not liberation, we have two years of Russian
rule and we have fought for this freedom, so not even this duty indoctrinated in the mind,
obviously it will not be eradicated soon. Given this background, Europe is associated with
corruption, because it has failed to enforce the rule of law in Bulgaria with all its mechanisms.
How many reports we have submitted about the rule of law, until a few years ago there was a
monitoring CVS mechanism for cooperation and verification. It was not perceptibly replaced by
a rule of law report, which to some extent works only with Hungary, which is so bad. Russia's
Trojan horse in the EU is that now they have stopped their EU funds and they are still doing what
they want and stopping Euro policies, because 100% consent is required, not a majority, and they
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veto everything. And in reality, it is a very disappointing fact that people like Ursula Von Den
Lein, before that Merkel came to Bulgaria and patted people like Boyko Borisov, the
personification of corruption, the Magnitsky political crisis flood, 27 embassies at a pre-election
meeting with MRF-Peevski, who pat him and say well, we discussed some things, because he is
a parliamentary party. And at the same time, people fall into cognitive dissonance because you
pat on the back sanctioned for corruption by leading democracies like Britain and the United
States, without data, without disclosure, but they have a very high threshold, they don't disclose
why, but when they say that these are children who are corrupt and harm the interests of their
countries and the world, we have no reason to doubt, not to mention that our investigations lead
in this direction and prove it. And in this sense, when the leaders of the European Union come
and pat these sanctioned for corruption persons from the world and from our colleagues and
journalists, revelations, people say okay EU is corruption, because it tolerates corruption by
Gerhard Schroder, Giinter Verheugen are some of the examples. Well, if they tolerate corruption
and this is the West and various narratives such as stealing our children, making us gays, those
narratives that take roots, well, then we are looking for another alternative and it is launched by
pseudo-nationalist parties such as Renaissance, Greatness and the like, who come and go, who
want to leave the European Union and join the Russian-Eurasian Union, because we have a
common past, they liberated us, they are anti-corruption. The narrative of anti-corruption is led
by people like Renaissance, from parties like Renaissance, which are absurd from a democratic
point of view, but they catch the electorate. And now we are at some watershed and unfortunately
the election of Trump does not help, because it strengthens authoritarianism and the European
Union fails to counteract either the problems with the rule of law for which we are fighting or
security. Because we are a threat to our security, our own and the European Union's, and yet the
EU does not find the strength to counteract even that. The only ones who are excited, but at the
level of concern, and not real and serious actions to knock in Europe, are the Scandinavian
countries, the Netherlands, Ireland and Great Britain.

(48:21) Interviewee 1: So if we look at the structure of Europe, especially in terms of population
numbers, it's not actually the economic giants, it's not the fragments of democratic values. And
the periphery of Europe is waking up faster than, you know, countries that are 5, 6, 8, 10 million
people, such as Denmark, Sweden, Finland, Norway. The salvation is likely to be to develop a
new economic strategy for Europe to be strong, protected and rich. Which can be done by
France, Great Britain, and Germany. I don't even rule it out because I follow things quite closely,
and there are already very strong moods in the UK itself. That Brexit is a mistake to somehow
reintegrate, and this is evident from the overall behavior of the left, the right, and the centrists,
and in this respect they have a consensus, thank God, what will happen, and we do not know.
There are many, many examples in the history of Europe, they show that at such critical
moments they had the wrong policy and made gross mistakes. An example of the last 5-6 years
before the start of World War II. That's how they sacrificed Poland, the Czech Republic. There,
supposedly because of the Cold Ward nonsense, when you open it, what the British president
said before, during the thirty years of total nonsense and stupidity. France, in the same way, falls
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just like a ripe pear. They are completely helpless to understand not even strategically, but into
the future, there for 2-3 years. When I read memoirs of famous politicians, right, it is visible to
the naked eye. How can I believe that they will not make a mistake again? On the other hand,
isn't it... How can I say... What is the right word...  mean, opening Europe to huge waves and...
But such immigrant flows were actually to some extent foolishly done, and a mistake. You can't
let everyone go. And here the main question is: what gives you confidence that you, right, are
acting purely humanely, letting them in, that they will integrate and they will not begin to replace
the essence of European values? For me, purely because of my age parameters, most of my
acquaintances in Europe and America are my age, right, classmates, from the mandatory military
service, fellow students and others, they are more anti-immigrant. This is no better than the other
way around. But they are afraid that their lives will be changed and they will be ... And they drag
them on their backs, don't they, families with some veiled women with shalwars, who give birth
to 10 children, and they, true, feed them. And what happens? In this respect, we are still and will
not happen, exactly this is not threatened because of the Bulgarian suspicion and intolerance to
the foreign. And because we are slaughtered by Muslims and our historical development has
been interrupted naturally. And in this regard, these are not these pseudo-patriotic attitudes of
"Ataka", "Renaissance" and so on. Because they themselves, by the way, if Putin comes here
tomorrow, as they are all pro-Putin, they themselves will kick and start fighting. Because like
everyone else, they will be deprived of the sovereign right to exist, to decide their lives, to do
business, to become more and more wealthy. They will turn around themselves. Their own
supporters, voters, will have no mercy. When the Russians come, they will not distinguish
between me and the Russophiles. They will drive along the same as happened after September
9th, because here the elites, those who were called bourgeois elites, they are slaughtered,
slaughtered, destroyed after September 9th, and a large part of the left-wing intellectuals has died
around them. Including repression, of those who believed that communism was a very bright
idea, that it was applicable. And they went down the drain, so I can sit down separately and talk
to you for 5-6 hours with examples of people who were very high in communism and in the
communist hierarchy. Such cadres, let's say, of highly educated, idealists, and they just disappear.

(54:23) Interviewer: But they don't need people like that.

(54:25) Interviewee 1: No, in principle, so when the dictatorship comes, they don't need
independent and thinking people at all, it doesn't matter. Are you a democrat there, are you a
liberal, what are you? Wrong.

(54:38) Interviewee 2: So now it is very worrying that they are introducing church teaching it.
There is nothing wrong

(54:45) Interviewer: That's what I saw this morning.

(54:48) Interviewee 2: And our Orthodox Church bows down to the Russian Orthodox Church,
guardians of ideals and family, but in fact, it is practically no guardian at all.
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(54:57) Interviewee 1: Yes, especially so the synodal elites, so they are like that, let's say, if we
go down the hierarchy, among an example priesthood, it's not like that, but it's alarming. And this
is strange in itself, because I am deeply convinced that the vast majority of the Bulgarian people
are atheistic. So here is the church, may God help you, celebrating Christmas, Easter, these are
such household traditions, and practices that have nothing to do with faith, or let's say just a bit.
Because every person needs to trust in something, but they have absolutely nothing in common,
especially the institutions and the church. It is currently harmful and unnecessary. If I want to
talk to each other, let's assume that [ am a believer, and I talk to my priest, I do not need an
intermediary. What do I need this intermediary for? In this sense, I am more of a Buddhist.

(56:18) Interviewee 2: If you want, give us some guiding questions to be more purposeful. And
in general, to answer your question that we receive information from whistleblowers and media-
monitoring, and self-investigation.

(56:36) Interviewer: So more than an investigative journalist.
(56:39) Interviewee 2: Yes, that's all we do, we don't report news.

(56:44) Interviewer: Well, in general, another variable in my hypothesis is the low trust in the
institutions and in general, that this systematic corruption, which you described very well, has
actually led the people not to believe in the institutions as a whole, and that they will protect
them in some way or they will take something from them and help them in any way. And in fact,
this contributes on an individual level to, people are to disperse and become, much more
individually thinking and looking for resources for themselves and for their family, how to feed
themselves, than to think about the good of society and to contribute and help society in some
way.

(57:52) Interviewee 2: So first of all, it is a personal experience, a person when he encounters
any public institution, be it healthcare, police, because you have theft, he faces either ignorance
and incompetence because of the negative long-term selection, merit-based people are not put
there, it is not about merit and qualities. These are ours, brother-in-law, that cousin, and that one,
not only to find them a job, and so you provide yourself with voters, by putting the aunt of the
aunt, these are whole communities that work for you, on some state or municipal job, and they
are loyal and grave. This is part of the electorate of GERB and MREF, these are people who have
been infiltrated for years and decades.

(58:39) Interviewee 1: Well, this is a deal, in the old days, this is how people came in, whose job
it was on the staff that whether there was communism or not. They even paid, there was this kind
of debauchery to pay to create connections with the party elites. And to get you into the party.
Because when you are part of the party, you do better in your career. In addition, for example,
they give you a note to buy a home, they do not gift it to you. It was a problem even to have
money, you won't buy a car even without waiting. And already down, oil stoves, there were no
oil stoves. I have given, for example, BGN 50, so that in 3-4 months I can try to buy an oil stove.
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Everything was like that, but the essence is that if we have to make the diagnosis at the moment,
it means that the Bulgarian is almost completely amputated by a sense of solidarity, towards even
other similar ones, who see that they have problems and suffer. There is no empathy, he
ascertains it, and it remains ascertained, and every time he tells himself I don’t need this trouble
on my plate. The second thing is that even when a community is sufficiently well informed and
sees what the reasons are, for this monkey business, it cannot organize itself, we have a severe
deficit, we cannot organize ourselves. And when you can't organize yourself, what you rely on,
you wait for someone to come, that is, by believing that someone is your leader. That he is an
expression of your hopes, dreams, that he will project, there and respectively his strong political
or some kind of organization and you are waiting. They are not compassionate, or if they are
compassionate, they are passively compassionate. They cannot organize themselves. This is
including at the condominium level. I have such people and where I live people who have to
change their heat meters, repair pipes or the roof leaks, whatever it is, cannot organize
themselves, sit down and come to a decision in which to say from now on second, third, fourth
all this work must be financed, because there is no one else, give BGN 100 for example and we
solve the problem.

(1:01:17) Interviewee 2: I would like to add that even if this phenomenon happens, they will self-
organize and recognize it as a common interest. Then personally in my condominium, here are
the personal examples. Then begins a distrust of the cashier, like he almost spent part of the
money on himself. That is, they have no proof, but a basic suspicion that the one who has taken it
upon himself to manage the money, given the fact that he took it upon himself to spend some of
his time out of charge, the organization for the common good is an ungrateful enough job here
and there is no gratitude, there are suspicions, that is, to this person, that it is so. And a very
interesting sociological survey by Alpha research came out, which after all are one of the best
agencies in Bulgaria. We exclude the doubt here, it was a measure of who the Bulgarian trusts, in
fact, there is a critically low trust in the authorities, especially in the executive a little more
towards the president, because he is by definition a majority vote, after all, a choice for one
person is not a party. And critically little NPO on the rise, because philanthropic organizations
like there was, there was support for Ukraine for covid there was help. Somehow we quickly
organized ourselves in such big crises. There was appreciation from society that even the
Bulgarian Red Cross has some goodwill and people gave to help mothers from Ukraine, covid-
affected people left alone. That is, a little more trust, but also of our organization was quoted,
because these are the dwarfs who actually reveal, if you haven't seen it, [ recommend it, who
reveal how corruption and cover-up happens in the judicial system. So trust in us is slow but
growing, slowly because of narratives that we are foreign agents and so on, by definition foreign-
funded. But the Bulgarian turned out to be in this interesting investigation that he trusts only his
close circle and family and very close friends but not others, firstly because he has encountered
this, secondly because he himself has been involved in corruption. After all, he also gave a bribe
on the road and instead of paying a fine of BGN 400 there, he says give you 100 and everyone is
happy, the policeman is BGN 100 more, the one from our man participated in a corruption deal
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and won from it. Only 100 leva, otherwise 400. So given this background of the fact that it is at
stake, they use this, how to trust that all your cousins are set up for work, why trust that in
Sofia,that things have become based on the skills of the employees and when you go to the
hospital alone, it is chaos. There are constantly investigations into how they drained the cash
register. You, on the other hand, contribute with your health installments to receive quality health
care and in the end, why do I give them? So if people are given a choice to keep BGN 800 not in
the funds and taxes, so that they can accumulate them and spend them on the doctor's counter so
that at least they can receive direct quality care, I am sure that 99% will say, give me the 800 no
funds, I will use them and pay extra.

(1:05:03) Interviewer: For sure. I know, my relatives are like that.

(1:05:09) Interviewee 2: When you get disappointment, you either don't have strong leaders, or
the evil is organized, and the good is weak and its leaders are weaker, and you get from the
European leaders, who you rely on from the outside to pull us out of the swamp. Laura Kovesi,
the European Commission, partners and they pat the corrupt officials on the back. And you don't
have an anchor to hold onto.

(1:05:32) Interviewee 1: No, the problem is the deficit of values. Like, I have looked, and still
look, all kinds of research. For example, you look at the most watched shows on TV and you will
understand how crippled the value system in Bulgaria is.

(1:05:46) Interviewee 2: The Bachelor? I've only heard of it? I haven't watched it.

(1:05:48) Interviewee 1: Chalga, and some shows like that, including those that are severely
discriminatory, where the woman is a commodity. The second thing is an analysis of the book
market. What is for sale? And how much? The third thing is from the point of view of how the
banking system functions and what happens to those, right, people's savings. Bulgaria, by the
way, is a record holder in terms of money kept under mattresses, and something like that. All this
shows a severe crisis of values, and distrust. The Bulgarian relies on the fact that he is himself,
his interests are his, he does not recognize himself with the state, and no matter what happens, he
constantly strives to take measures, to be protected, by the state. So, for the Bulgarian, the state is
not his state. I'm not saying that everyone is like that, but the bigger part is, and because they
can't organize themselves. Right, to call Pesho, Ivan, Gosho, to sit down and say we, right, at
least one rebel movement here to create, to organize, nothing happens. And because he is
distrustful and envious, he cannot be organized externally, because he does not trust the leaders,
because he has envy, hate, and that, especially after the people who have partially or not
completely unrealized personal projects. They feel harmed, artificially kept at the bottom, poor,
and because it is a poor country. This, after all, I would say is too large a part of society, and it
will be so as long as it is poor, and it will not become rich while it is like that. If they manage, for
example, to take their money and take it out from under the mattresses, it will be positive, it will
be slightly felt. If in some way some emanation is awakened, it will not be very good, but it will
be better than nothing. But what most people think, including those who envy, that hate, to create
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themselves a political elite and say: this is the new Kiril Petkov, this is the new Boyko Borisov,
something like that. Again, nothing will happen, because he does not have, it is innate, this is a
defect, to delegate the right to the other who instead of him, because he is simple, incapable and
incompetent, and he, and his wife, and his brother, and all those around, with whom they drink
and watch matches, to delegate this right and they can decide. And because at the moment there
is not a single well-functioning political force or any organization, from a communication point
of view, it is not happening. Like the defects PP and DB made. They failed to reformat the
language through which they broadcast their messages so that at least twice as many people
understand them. It does not happen only with hope and hope, because the examples of how
people believe that Borisov will be removed when Slavcho wins the highest percentages and
ITN. What is this due to? It means that they did not make a very extensive analysis of Slavchov's
qualities and the people around him, they just prayed for those to be removed and for some
others to come. The same thing happened with him also happened with the PP. And so what
happened afterwards? They cannot, people, including whom I respect, like from the political
above, cannot speak in a language that is understandable and accessible to enough people. They
are external to the system, external to the problems, alien, edifying, or too twisted and
complicated. It is obvious that there are politicians all over the world who have not only
graduated from Harvard, but 5 Harvards, but who are able to speak in such a way that others can
listen. This is not here. And partly this problem is psychological, they do not bother to
understand at all what is multiplied in space how far it reaches and how it goes. I recommend
there is a psychologist, Professor Plamen Dimitrov, he is very famous, at my age. He started
maybe 3 years ago to do a big psychological study, which covers only non-voters. And there is
the key to the drawer and it turns out to be something very interesting, it is far from true that
these are people with low educational value, that they are poor or semi-poor. So they have
property, these are all kinds of people. This is about 2/3 of all living people who have the right to
vote. And there should be an effort to make a program, basically speaking some kind of project
for broadcasting, hearing, understanding, activating, and initiative.

(1:11:30) Interviewer: But definitely, I think, this information should go to, I don't know all
people, and not just one community that deals with this and that.

(1:11:52) Interviewee 1: You can't talk to a person who hasn't read anything in the last 20 years,
not a single book, and for example has watched 500 matches, and is an eternal connoisseur of all
kinds of chalga, to talk to him in this way, and when he realizes that he doesn't understand, he
starts hating you. This can be analyzed on such a micro scale. For example, in university circles,
where there are lecturers, where students listen to them with their mouths open, because he
knows how to talk to them. Even those who are generally neutral and those who just can barely
stand them, because they can't hear anything, and they can't even hear it. I felt this thing when I
was a student at Sofia University, because even then, maybe about half of my professors at Sofia
University, the Faculty of Philosophy, were people who graduated before the nineties, a different
system, everything was different, a different culture, and from time to time they released some
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research. From the Institute for Youth Studies. In the larger higher education institutions, in
Bulgaria, and I as a participant, because they gave some money and I was going to become a
sociologist and participated. And in the end, they were all classified, because the conclusions
from scientifically made many years ago, before they were printed and published, were shown
from the point of view of the students. Even such children of active fighters, consular activists,
elected communist party members, pushover, even they understood that the one from the old
school spoke in a more fitting and appropriate way. There was an example of a large national
survey that was about the attitudes of youth and how they see themselves in their future. And it
had disastrous results, because, firstly, it shows that, in general, almost all those who chose had
the right to choose, a specialty that they thought would guarantee them income and prosperity in
the first place. The fact that I really like biology or that I want to count the stars to become an
astronomer was tragic. Another conclusion, very scary, was that as early as 1978, a year before I
graduated, about 86% of the youth in Bulgaria, if possible, would leave Bulgaria, even then. And
the third was a national study on functional literacy and on the literacy of the Bulgarian people in
general, so to speak. There it turned out that as early as 1978, 66 or 60 percent turned out to be
functionally illiterate, that they could see, letter by letter, word by word, but he could not
understand what he had read, even more absurd was the situation when it comes to writing . And
they had done it very cleverly, there was a secretary of the committee, Stoyan Mihaylov, a
professor of sociology. He had applied a very clever toolkit so as not to stress them, because no
one believes that it is anonymous and they make them write their biographies, the result was
shocking. The most threatening thing was that he was not even a Komsomol activist, a party
member, and what place he occupied in the respective hierarchies, that functional illiteracy was
more or less evenly distributed. Which shows that people have grown up, not because of their
qualities, but because of such ideological reasons that they pushed them, they implemented them
in this way and that is why the economy crashed then, because they made someone who gave
him a diploma for an agronomist. They make him the head of the TCZS, or the APC, and he is a
fool, an incompetent person in the entire industry. In all the former similar enterprises,
Kremikovtzi, Radomir, you name it, they collapsed because of this. They put people who were
selected on such a principle, loyalty to the party, whatever that means. When you look at Todor
Zhivkov himself, he is a unique simpleton. But how did he rule for so many years?

(1:17:45) Interviewee 2: Did we leave a question from a sociological or psychological point of
view unanswered?

(1:17:48) Interviewer: I don't think so, thank you very much for the interview.
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Appendix E
Table 1

Means, standard deviations, and correlations with confidence intervals for ESS round 3

Variable M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Normative 2.26 0.71
2. Institutional  2.61 2.34 -.01
Trust
[-.07, .04]
3. Hedonic 343 1.31 08** 2%**

[.03, .13] [.06, .17]

4. Gain 3.20 0.92 23** 10** 69**
[.18, 28] [05,.16]  [.66,.71]

5. Age 49.73 17.62 - 18%* .05 48** 34**
[-23,-13] [-01,.10] [44,.52]  [.29,.38]

Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in
square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence
interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample
correlation (Cumming, 2014). * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.
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Means, standard deviations, and correlations with confidence intervals for ESS round 4

Variable M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Normative 2.28 0.73
2. Institutional  2.27 2.12 -.01
Trust
[-.06, .03]
3. Hedonic 3.51 1.29 .04 .09**
[-.00,.08]  [.05,.14]
4. Gain 3.21 091 21** 08** 68**
[.16, .25] [.03,.12]  [.65,.70]
5. Age 51.75 17.52 - 14%* .03 48** 34**
[-.18,-.10] [-01,.07] [45,.51]  [.30,.37]

Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in
square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence
interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample
correlation (Cumming, 2014). * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.
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Table 3

Means, standard deviations, and correlations with confidence intervals for ESS round 5

Variable M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Normative 2.19 0.68
2. Institutional  2.69 2.11 -.03
Trust
[-.07,.01]
3. Hedonic 3.39 1.25 06** -.05*

[.02, .10] [-.09, -.01]

4. Gain 2.83 0.89 33** -.09** LO5%*
[.30, .37] [-13,-05] [.63,.67]

5. Age 53.45 17.79 - 13%* -.01 49%** 31**
[-17,-09] [-.05,.03]  [46,.52]  [.27,.34]

Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in
square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence
interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample
correlation (Cumming, 2014). * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.
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Means, standard deviations, and correlations with confidence intervals for ESS round 6

Variable M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Normative 2.14 0.71
2. Institutional  2.40 2.04 -.01
Trust
[-.05, .03]
3. Hedonic 343 1.25 .09** .03
[.04, .13] [-.01, .07]
4. Gain 2.75 0.92 37** -.01 64**
[.34, 41] [-.05,.03] [.61,.66]
5. Age 54.12 16.81 - 14%* .02 43** 26%*
[-18,-.10] [-.02,.06] [40,.47]  [.22,.30]

Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in
square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence
interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample
correlation (Cumming, 2014). * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.
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Means, standard deviations, and correlations with confidence intervals for ESS round 9

Variable M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Normative 2.60 0.80
2. Institutional  2.93 2.16 .06*
Trust
[.01,.10]
3. Hedonic 3.73 1.20 20%* .02
[.15, .24] [-.03, .06]
4. Gain 3.20 0.90 47** .04* 61**
[.43,.50] [.00,.09]  [.58,.63]
5. Age 54.15 17.90 -.09** -.03 41** 23**
[-.14,-05] [-07,.01] [38,.45]  [.18,.27]

Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in
square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence
interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample
correlation (Cumming, 2014). * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.
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Means, standard deviations, and correlations with confidence intervals for ESS round 10

Variable M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Normative 2.37 0.69
2. Institutional  2.96 2.11 - 11**
Trust
[-.15, -.08]
3. Hedonic 3.03 1.12 07** .01
[.03, .11] [-.03, .04]
4. Gain 2.75 0.81 25%* -.08** 65%*
[.22, .29] [-11,-.04] [.63,.67]
5. Age 52.66 18.22 - 11** .03 S0** 34**
[-14,-07] [-01,.06] [47,.53]  [31,.37]

Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in
square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence
interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample
correlation (Cumming, 2014). * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.
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Means, standard deviations, and correlations with confidence intervals for ESS round 11

Variable M SD 1 2 3 4
1. Normative 2.31 0.76
2. Institutional  3.42 2.20 -.03
Trust
[-.07,.01]
3. Hedonic 2.83 1.12 16** .04
[.12, .20] [-.01, .08]
4. Gain 2.68 0.92 24** -.09** JJ1E*
[.20, .28] [-.14,-05] [.69,.73]
5. Age 52.35 18.85 - 10%** -.05* 45%* 37**
[-14,-05] [-.09,-01] [42,.48]  [.33,.40]

Note. M and SD are used to represent mean and standard deviation, respectively. Values in
square brackets indicate the 95% confidence interval for each correlation. The confidence
interval is a plausible range of population correlations that could have caused the sample
correlation (Cumming, 2014). * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .05
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Effect size and p-values for each round of the ESS
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ESS 3 ESS 4 ESS 5 ESS 6 ESS9 ESS 10 ESS 11
(2006) (2008) (2010) (2012) (2018) (2020) (2023)
beta p beta p beta p beta p beta p beta p beta p
Institutional
-0.03 -.01 -0.02 -.01 -0.01 -.03 0.01 -.01 0.03 .06*  -0.09 -11** -0.03 -.03
Trust
Gain 0.36 23F* 0.34 21%* 0.49 J33%* 0.52 37F* 0.54 AT** 034 25%* 0.31 24%*
Hedonic -0.01 08** -0.08 .04 -0.16 06%* -0.16 .09%* -0.05 20%% 0 -0.07  .07** 0.03 Jdo**
Trust x Gain ~ -0.02 -.02 -0.05  -.06%* -0.08 -.09** -0.04 -.06%* 0.02 -.01 -0.01  -.07**  0.09 -.08**
Trust x
-0.01 -.03 0.02 -.03 0.03 -.03 0.05 .02 -0.04 -.01 -0.07  -.09*%*  -0.26 -.18**
Hedonic
Age -0.28  -.18** -0.21  -.14%* -0.20 - 13%* -0.20 - 14%* -0.19 -09%¥* -0.19 -11** -021 -10**
Region -0.12 -.09** 0.03 .01 0.01 .02 -0.11 - 15%* -0.02 .02 0.08 10** -0.07  -.04*

Note. beta indicates the standardized regression weights. p represents the zero-order correlation. * indicates p < .05. ** indicates p < .01.



