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Opinions and attitudes on the state of corruption and the work of the 
anti-corruption institutions in Macedonia 

 
Conclusions from experts’ focus group 

 
Prepared by Ilina Mangova, Researcher at IDSCS 

 
 

Date of focus group: 28 June 2012 
 
Background: The focus group is part of the research “Is the Anticorruption Model 
Delivering Results in Macedonia?” funded by the European Fund for the Balkans. The 
research was conducted from May to December 2012. The findings of the focus 
group were used for developing policy paper with recommendations for the anti-
corruption policy in Macedonia.  
 
Objectives 

- To estimate experts’ opinions about the state of corruption in Macedonia 

- To assess experts’ evaluation of the work of the different state institutions 

which have competence in the area of fight against corruption 

- To evaluate the experts’ opinions about the work and the composition of the 

State Commission for Prevention of Corruption 

Methodology 
 

- The expert focus group on anti-corruption was comprised of 6 participants, 

one former member of the State Commission for Prevention of Corruption, 3 

representatives of civil society organizations which work in the area of anti-

corruption and 2 journalists who investigate and report on cases of corruption 

- For the purpose of the focus group, a larger number of experts in 

anticorruption were contacted; however they could not participate for 

different reasons. Some of them were additionally involved in the research 

through in-depth interviews 

- The focus group participants were guaranteed anonymity of their statements 

and opinions shared during the focus group discussion 

- The discussion guide was developed by the researcher Ilina Mangova 

- The focus group discussion was recorded and each finding in these 

conclusions can be corroborated 

 

 

http://balkanfund.org/
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Findings and conclusions 
 
On the state and prevalence of corruption in Macedonia 
 
There is a shared opinion among the experts that corruption has become widespread 
in the last 6-7 years, both on local and state level. The experts have identified public 
procurement, the Skopje 2014 project and the Government advertising, as cases of 
corruption. It is their estimate that art projects and construction projects are on the 
rise because they are the easiest way through which money can be laundered. 
Institutions are blamed for not reacting and not sanctioning corruption. Some of the 
experts find that the Government is trying to fight petty corruption. 
 
 “The abnormal spending of money is another indicator of the current state.” 
 
“The Government is based on tenders and framed-up projects.” 
 
On the institutions charged to fight corruption 
 
The experts do not recognize any institution as a leading institution in the fight 
against corruption. “Noone undertakes anything.” Yet, the experts agree that, having 
in mind that each institution functions in a nexus of relations with other institutions, 
even if one institution does its job well the effects of its works are hindered by other 
institutions. The fight against corruption is labeled as largely selective with a clear 
understanding that selectivity in this manner is negation of the principle of rule of 
law. As an example is given the fact that tax inspection found no problems in Velija 
Ramkovski’s taxes in 2006, 2007 and 2008. 
 
“The main problem is the corroded anti-corruption system” 
 
“The institutions do not have the courage to ask the Prime Minister on the issues of 
public interest, and he doesn’t respond. For example, the Prime Minister is asked for 
a very important issue – how they will cover the hole in spending money for the 
electoral campaign, and he doesn’t respond directly, but says we will solve this in 
accordance with the law”. 
 
On SCPC: There is a consensual opinion is that DKSK does not do anything. Its 
president is unknown. The opinion of the experts is that the absence of DKSK should 
not be tolerated, especially taking in consideration that the effect of the existence of 
DKSK is only possible if it is constantly present in the public. Some experts consider 
that DKSK should be the leading institution. The Commission is particularly 
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condemned for not publicizing the declarations of assets of its members and its 
persistence to avoid doing that. The Commission is considered to be dependent on 
the Government. 
 
 “No one knows whether the Commission works anything”.  
 
“[SCPC] does not do anything”.  
 
“The Commission is doing its worst job now after its professionalization; people with 
integrity should work in it, because it has a specific role which it doesn’t practice in 
public.”  
 
“This is putting DKSK in a state of repose. It is simply not doing what it is supposed to 
be doing, or it is doing that, but there are no effects.”  
 
”The Commission is its own antipode. For example: The State Audit Office found that 
the Ministry of transport and education spent 10 million euros under suspicious 
circumstances, in 48 hours SCPC reached a decision that the process was OK.” 
 
On the Public Prosecution: It is condemned for not initiating an investigation into the 
Skopje 2014 project, although the State Audit Office had found that in this case there 
is corruption, the law has not been followed and the procedure has not been 
transparent. The Public Prosecution is seen as body which ignores some cases where 
corruption is detected.  
 
On the Ministry of Internal Affairs: Of all the institutions the Ministry is recognized 
as the institution which publicly most actively fights and takes active measures 
against corruption. Yet, some of the experts estimate that experienced professionals 
are marginalized.  
 
How should the Government fight corruption? 
 
There is a wide consensus that one of the best ways that Government can fight 
corruption is to let institutions do their job, namely to let the independent 
institutions be independent. It should show political will by letting institutions be 
independent. The Government is labeled as closed and non-transparent and this 
explained by its unwillingness to disclose the agenda of its sessions to the public and 
labels them “strictly confidential”. By doing so it encourages other institutions to be 
closed as well.  
 
“The Government should not fight corruption; it should let those who should fight 
corruption to do their job. The Government cannot fight itself.” 
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Trust in State Commission for Prevention of Corruption 
 
SCPC is viewed as dependent of the Government. Additionally, it was assessed that it 
is unknown what SCPC works now and its work is invisible in the public. The first 
composition of SCPC is assessed a better in performance than the following two 
compositions. This is supported by its constant presence in the public and initiation 
of cases. The new president of the Commission is viewed as one of the culprits for 
“the regression of the Commission”. The experts question the professional profile of 
the SCPC members and consider that is contradictory that its members had refused 
to file declaration of assets. It was condemned that SCPC wants CSOs to file 
declarations of assets.  
 
On the supervision of SCPC and what will make it successful 
 
“If its members do not have personal integrity, than anything else goes in vain.” 
 
 Some of the experts believe that the institutional model itself is not a problem, but 
the problem is that it is not functioning. They view the Commission as the body in 
front of which the Government should respond to, while the current situation seems 
to be reverse. The experts find that there is no political will to appoint people with 
integrity at these positions.  
 
Threats and pressures in their work on anti-corruption 
 
Some of the experts consider that in the work on anti-corruption, pressure is a given 
and one has to accept that different methods to influence their work will be applied. 
Other participants pointed out that they have not experienced any type of attempts 
to be influenced. None of the participants had experienced direct pressure, however 
they identify that they have experienced subtle and indirect ways to be influenced.  

  
On Transparency of the State Institutions 
 
State and public institutions are generally assessed as closed and unwilling to disclose 
public information.  
 
“The mere fact that one has to through hell and high water just to get to some 
information indicates that something is not ok.” 
 
 


