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(Anti-) Corruption in 2019 and what with it in 2020? 

 

 
Last year, the year of 2019, was an ambivalent one when it comes to the fight against corruption. The 

year started off with the new Law on Prevention of Corruption and Conflict of Interest. In February 2019, 

a new composition of SCPC was elected implementing a process of public interviews in the Assembly. 

This process of cooperation and consultation is a positive example of a method of selection and 

appointment, noted down also in the European Commission’s 2019 report. The very same year also 

brought us the new laws on public procurement and the one on access to public information.  

Many people expected from the new Anti-Corruption Commission a significantly improved approach in 

the fight against corruption. Such expectations were me since the refurbished SCPC opened many 

cases, a great part of which against prominent present and former officials.  

Nevertheless, what was observed in the fight against corruption in 2019, under circumstances of 

increased number of cases brought by SCPC, was a lack of focus. In a country where corruption is 

widespread, institutions cannot fight corruption on all fronts. A strategy was missing which would 

determine where the country would first try and defeat corruption. It remains for us to see whether the 

National Strategy, which was being prepared in the second half of last year, will answer this question.  

However, apart from our hope for SCPC, the summer of 2019 brought us most probably the greatest 

disappointment in the fight against corruption. In the case called “Racket”, the special public prosecutor 

Katica Janeva was accused of abuse of official powers. The alleged involvement in corruption of the 

person who was supposed to deal with the participants in the state capture, devastated the conviction 

that we, as a society, can handle corruption. 

Some tried to look at the case from the positive perspective, thus they interpreted the indictment itself 

as a sign that the system is functioning. Still, the case brought to light how internal corruption 

prevention mechanisms are not functioning in the institutions, starting from the personal integrity of 

employees, all to the far more important procedures that should prevent the opportunity for abuse of 

powers, accepting bribe, preferential treatment, etc. 

This case precisely should return the internal resistance of institutions back to focus on the 2020 

agenda. Analyses of internal risks of corruption and integrity plans have been postponed for far too 

long and persistently fail to take the central position in the preventive activities of institutions. 

Therefore, MPs have two major tasks for 2020. Primarily, it is necessary for them to force institutions 

to focus on having less cases, but cases involving high levels of corruption. Secondly, together with 

SCPC, it is necessary to see at what stage we are with our corruption risk assessments on institutional 

level – as obligations arising from the administration reform. 
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