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Greek National Report

Executive Summary

This National Report presents the findings of the WP1 research activities implemented in Greece
within the framework of the RISE Balkans project. The purpose of the report is to map young people’s
knowledge, perceptions and experiences regarding civic participation, democratic engagement,
transparency, integrity and anti-corruption, and to identify the barriers and enabling factors that shape their
involvement in public life. The Greek research combined desk research, an anonymous online survey, one
focus group discussion and a validation workshop, allowing the findings to be informed by both quantitative
data and youth-led qualitative reflections.

The research shows that young people in Greece are not apathetic toward public life. On the
contrary, a significant share of respondents described themselves as very or extremely interested in public
issues and decision-making processes that affect their lives. However, this interest is not matched by
adequate knowledge of formal participation channels. Many young people remain unfamiliar with public
consultations, legislative processes, EU participation tools and anti-corruption reporting mechanisms. This
creates a clear gap between willingness to participate and the practical ability to do so.

A central finding of the report is the extremely high perception of corruption and institutional
distrust. Most survey respondents described corruption in Greece as widespread or very widespread, while
focus group and validation workshop participants confirmed that corruption is perceived as systemic and
present across several areas of public life. At the same time, many young people believe that public
procedures are unclear, difficult to follow and insufficiently transparent. Reporting corruption is also
perceived as unsafe and confusing, with respondents highlighting the need for anonymity, protection from
retaliation, clear guidance and trusted intermediaries.

The main barrier to youth participation identified by the research is not lack of interest, but lack of
clear information and the presence of disinformation. Young people mainly receive civic and political
information through online platforms, particularly TikTok and Instagram, but they often distrust the
information they encounter. The research also shows that disinformation and corruption-related narratives
can discourage participation, reduce trust and make young people feel that engagement will not produce
meaningful change.

Despite these challenges, the findings reveal a strong potential for youth empowerment. Most
respondents believe that young people can contribute to reducing corruption and improving public life,
provided that they are given accessible information, practical tools and meaningful opportunities. Public
consultations, youth organisations, volunteering, workshops, simulations and bootcamps were identified as
important formats for future engagement. EU literacy, anti-corruption tools, transparency mechanisms and
practical civic education emerged as priority learning areas.

The report recommends that RISE Balkans and relevant stakeholders prioritise youth-friendly
communication, especially through TikTok and Instagram, strengthen EU and civic literacy, and deliver
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activities through practical and experiential formats. Public institutions should make consultation and
reporting mechanisms clearer, more accessible and more responsive to young people. Civil society
organisations should act as trusted intermediaries and support peer-led civic content creation. Overall, the
Greek findings confirm the need for structured, practical and inclusive civic education that can help young
people move from interest and awareness to informed democratic action.
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1. Introduction

Strengthening youth engagement in democratic life is an urgent priority across Europe, particularly
in the Balkan region, where democratic participation faces persistent challenges. Across Europe—and
especially in the Balkan region —young people are reporting an alarming disconnection from political
institutions and democratic processes. While youth activism is visible through protests and online
movements, formal and structured engagement with democratic and political institutions remains very
limited. Recent data from the 2024 European Parliament Youth Survey (Flash Eurobarometer) highlights a
critical gap between young people and public governance and institutions across Europe, with the situation
particularly acute in the Balkan region. Youth disengagement is not primarily due to apathy but to low civic
literacy and understanding of civic participation channels.

The RISE Balkans project (Responsibility, Integrity, Solidarity, Engagement — Youth Voices from
the Balkans) addresses these gaps by empowering young people aged 18-26 in Greece, Bulgaria, Croatia,
Albania, and North Macedonia with civic literacy skills and anti-corruption tools. The project focuses on
young people’s empowerment in civic literacy, declining institutional trust, and widespread perceptions of
corruption, through civic education, experiential learning, mentoring, and support for youth-led initiatives.
By fostering responsibility, integrity, solidarity, and engagement, it aims to cultivate a new generation of
active, informed citizens capable of strengthening democratic resilience at national and European levels.
This action is also timely, as it aligns with key European initiatives aimed at defending democracy,
strengthening civic spaces, and increasing youth involvement in policymaking, particularly under the
European Democracy Action Plan and the Defense of Democracy Package. RISE Balkans will equip youth
not only to participate, but to drive democratic renewal across national and EU levels.

To achieve these objectives, the project will engage young people in practical initiatives, including
law-making simulations, anti-corruption actions, and structured dialogues with institution, equipping them
to influence legislation, contribute to anti-corruption policy reforms, and foster transparent governance at
national and European levels. RISE Balkans will also produce open-access tools, including a multilingual
civic education toolkit and a digital engagement platform, ensuring sustainability beyond the project’s
lifetime.

In the framework of the action, participating organisations conducted qualitative and quantitative
research, aiming to identify young people’s perceptions and experiences on barriers, opportunities, and
knowledge linked to policymaking, participation, and anti-corruption frameworks, legislative processes and
public consultation mechanisms. The present report encapsulates the research findings of the mapping
conducted in Greece.
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2. Context of youth participation

According to Special Eurobarometer 548, corruption is perceived as nearly universal among Greek
citizens, with 98% of respondents characterizing it as widespread — significantly above the EU average of
68%. At the same time, 53% of the respondents reported that corruption has increased in the last three years.
The highest corruption rates among public institutions were identified to be in the healthcare system (89%),
political parties (71%), politicians (68%), officials awarding public tenders (67%) and issuing building
(63%) and business permits (60%), Inspectors (59%), tax authorities (57%), and police and customs (56%)
(European Commission, 2024a).

The protection of human rights, democracy and peace (45%) and the freedom of speech and thought
(41%) remain among the top priorities in terms of values of young people aged 16-30 years old in the
European Union. While the rule of law is not rated as high as a priority in the EU (15%), young people from
Greece perceive it as quite important (23%), who also consider that it should be a priority in the EU for the
years to come (26%). At the same time, the perception that Greece benefits from being a member of the EU
in terms of providing more opportunities for young people to influence policies that affect them (14%),
remains lower compared to the EU average (17%) (European Parliament, 2025).

Although many Greek young people report having adequate knowledge of their local or regional
government (51%), fewer report the same for the national government (43%), remaining below the EU
average of 56%. Nonetheless, young people from Greece report higher rates of participation, compared to
the EU average, in terms of voting in the local, national or European elections (EL: 53%, EU: 39%), posting
opinions online or on social media about political or social issues (EL: 23%, EU: 19%), participating in
street protests and demonstrations (EL: 22%, EU: 16%), volunteering for a charity or campaign organisation
(EL: 21%, EU: 20%), joining a youth organisation (EL: 12%, EU: 11%), and contacting a politician about
an issue (EL: 9%, EU: 8%). Although lower compared to the EU, Greek participants also reported having
created or signed a petition (EL: 24%, EU: 26%), boycotted or bought certain products for political, ethical
or environmental reasons (EL: 18%, EU: 19%), taken part in online or offline public consultations (EL: 8%,
EU: 10%), and used hashtags or changed their profile picture to show support for a political or social issue
(EL & EU: 16%) (European Parliament, 2025).

Despite legislative efforts to extend formal participation rights — including lowering the voting
age to 17 for national and European Parliament elections — actual engagement in democratic processes
remains relatively low, particularly in formal channels, with a critical electoral disengagement trend.
According to post-electoral European Commission data for the 2024 European Parliament elections, Greece
recorded a youth turnout rate of only 26% in the youngest age group (15-24), maintaining one of the lowest
rates in the EU. Across the EU as a whole, youth turnout in the 2024 elections declined by 6 percentage
points compared to 2019, from 42% to 36% among under-25s (Lavizzari, 2025).

Among young non-voters, the main reasons cited at EU level were occupation with other
commitments and lack of information to make a choice (16%), followed by lack of a relatable candidate or
political party and lack of trust towards politicians and general dissatisfaction with politics (15%). On the
other hand, Flash Eurobarometer - Youth Survey 2024 Greek participants showed higher percentages of
other commitments (36%), lack of trust (18%), and lack of a relatable candidate or political party (17%).
Other reasons cited by Greek participants were the lack of information to make a decision (13%), technical
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or procedural issues and avoidance of voting overall (8%), the perception that their vote would not make a
difference (7%), being opposed to the European Union (4%), lack of understanding of the European
Parliament and friends not voting (3%), and being unaware of the elections (2%) (European Parliament,
2025).
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3. Enabling factors and barriers of youth participation

Enablers and barriers of youth participation are usually categorised as practical and attitudinal,
psychological and relational. The first address the practical aspects of their participation, including the
proximity, costs and transport, while the latter refer to their interests, confidence, interactions with

others, and their mental state. Common barriers include lack of interest and trust in the process and
the outputs of the respective procedures, time and other commitments, and increased practical challenges
(SQW UK YOUTH, 2025).

Educational structures and student representation bodies generally enable youth participation in
policy and decision making, through the available structures in the respective institutions. Student councils
in secondary schools and universities are among the most structurally embedded and widely recognised
youth participation channels. At the same time, the Youth Parliament provides an additional, publicly
funded forum (European Commission, 2026).

High smartphone penetration and social media use create informal pathways for political
awareness, peer mobilisation and civic information-sharing. Research consistently confirms a positive
correlation between political use of social media and political participation, particularly among younger age
groups. Such use of social media channels and the internet in general include staying informed about politics
or current affairs and elections, navigating through websites or social media pages of candidates and social
movements, chatting about politics, signing petitions, liking political posts, and sharing political views
online (Boulianne & Theocharis, 2018). The Flash Eurobarometer 545 on Youth and Democracy also found
that social media is the primary source of EU information for 56% of young Europeans aged 15-30,
underscoring its role as a gateway to civic engagement even when trust in platforms remains low; the rates
of social media use as a primary channel for staying informed among Greek youths remains equally high,
with 57% reporting to mainly use such media, followed by television (41%), online press, podcasts and
news platforms (39%), and conversations with friends, family and colleagues (35%) (European
Commission, 2024).

Non-governmental organisations and non-formal education settings are consistently identified as
pivotal enablers of youth participation, particularly non-institutionalised forms. The role of civil society
actors is not merely supplementary to formal state structures — it is often where meaningful youth civic
engagement actually takes place, operating outside and frequently in productive tension with the
administrative frameworks of government. Older people tend to be more engaged in formal and
conventional forms of participation, while younger generations tend to be rather drawn to activism (Prof.
Dezelan, 2024).

Positive perceptions about participation also influence young people’s active engagement. For
example, in the case of voting, respective perceptions revolve around taking responsibility for the future,
understanding that voting constitutes one’s duty as a citizen, making your voice heard, preventing groups
you disagree with to gain power and voting as a pathway towards real change. A general more committed
understanding of citizenship positively influences youth’s engagement (DEZELAN, 2023).

20




On the other hand, the most pervasive barrier is institutional distrust, and in Greece it operates at a
particularly extreme level. While 68% of Europeans consider corruption to be widespread in their Member
State, in Greece this figure reaches 98%. Moreover, 53% of Greeks believe corruption has increased over
the past three years, compared to only 5% who think the situation has improved — a perception of
accelerating deterioration that is broadly shared across age groups (European Commission, 2024a). When
trust in the institutions through which participation is supposed to take place is this comprehensively absent,
formal civic engagement becomes, in the perception of many young people, not merely ineffective but
actively pointless. This is consistent with EU-level evidence: the EU-Council of Europe Youth
Partnership's analysis of the 2024 European elections finds that among the main reasons young people gave
for not voting were a general disinterest in politics (19%), the belief that voting will not bring about
meaningful change (19%), distrust in political systems (17%), and the perception that the EU does not
address issues relevant to their lives (16%). Greece and Italy, notably, recorded their lowest-ever turnouts
in EU election history in 2024, falling below 50% (Lavizzari, 2025).

Closely related is the barrier of low political efficacy and the perception that one's participation will
not produce meaningful change. The European Parliament Research Service study on youth participation
establishes this as a structurally distinct problem: young people who are not simply uninterested but who
feel that the arenas of democratic expression are not relevant to their citizenship represent a group requiring
not more information but visible evidence of impact. At the same time, abstention in European elections is
particularly high among the youngest cohorts of eligible voters, exceeding 70% in some Member States,
and that the gap between young and older voters has widened significantly (DEZELAN, 2023). The
perception that the ‘vote does not change anything’ (15%) was among the four primary reasons of
absenteeism in the EU elections amongst youngsters 15-24 years old, as well as the 25-39 age group
(Lavizzari, 2025).

Information deficits constitute a third major barrier, one that operates within a specifically Greek
media environment of exceptionally low news trust. The European Parliament study identifies information
provision, information processing capacity, and access to democratic institutions as the three structural
domains requiring intervention (DEZELAN, 2023). Meanwhile, social media is the primary source of
information about the EU for 56% of young Europeans, followed by television (49%) and online news
platforms (33%), while only 24% are familiar with the European Youth Portal (European Commission,
2024). In this environment, structured civic information — how to participate in consultations, where to
report wrongdoing, what rights citizens hold — is structurally at a disadvantage. The Council of the
European Union explicitly acknowledges that disinformation, international political tensions, and armed
conflicts exacerbate inequalities and create barriers that prevent young people from engaging in democratic
processes (Council of the European Union, 2025).

4. Forms of young people participation
Young people in Greece engage with civic life through a layered ecology of formal, informal, and
ad hoc channels. The Youth Parliament (Vouli ton Efivon) constitutes an annual national programme
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organised by the Hellenic Parliament Foundation for Parliamentarism and Democracy in cooperation with
the Greek Ministry of Education, Research and Religious Affairs. Although it is not a part of the
constitutional order, it remains an officially recognised educational and civic engagement initiative
overseen by the Hellenic Parliament Foundation, aiming at facilitating the representation of young people’s
views, promoting civic education, and developing participants’ skills in democratic debate and public
discourse (European Commission, 2026).

Although a national youth council is not established in Greece, Municipal Youth Councils are
established under local regulations in many municipalities, operating at the local level and supported by
municipal authorities. They run under the auspices and oversight of the respective municipal youth services
or departments, and in many cases, their legal basis is aligned with broader youth policy frameworks
supported by national authorities. They include young people aged 15 to 28 who are registered in the
municipal register and apply to participate. They aim to support the identification and communication of
local youth needs, the proposition of initiatives, and the collaboration with municipal councils on issues
such as culture, employment, education, ecology and social inclusion. Despite not having binding
decision-making authority over public policy, they may submit proposals and collaborate with local
policymakers (European Commission, 2026).

Youth participation is also applicable in the framework of Higher Education Institutions, in the
form of student unions, which are governed under national education law and institutional statutes, and
operate independently within their institutions. They represent students’ interests in academic quality,
welfare, campus life and broader societal issues affecting students. They liaise with university governance
bodies, engage in national student networks, and may participate in consultations on higher education
policy. While not binding on national policy, their inputs are recognised in debates on student rights and
reforms (European Commission, 2026).

Similarly, students’ unions operate in the context of secondary education institutions as well, at the
individual school level. They are regulated by the Ministry of Education framework for school governance
and are supervised by school administrations. They consist of elected representatives from secondary
schools, with membership drawn from the student body, and aim to articulate student concerns within the
school, promote participation in school life, and organise activities. They engage with school councils and
may provide input on educational and welfare issues, but do not have binding powers over school or national
policy (European Commission, 2026).

Furthermore, the Hellenic National Youth Council is an independent federation of youth
organisations in Greece and is formally recognised as a key actor in youth policy. The Council brings
together a broad range of youth organisations, including non-governmental organisations, political youth
wings, and local youth councils, and collaborates with public authorities on consultative youth initiatives
and participates in national and international forums on youth policy. It aims at facilitating youth
participation in national and international policy discussions, supporting youth organisations in advocacy,
education, and training, and providing recommendations to public authorities on youth issues, including
employment, education, social inclusion, and active citizenship (European Commission, 2026).

Young people’s involvement in decision making varies and is dependent on the nature of the issue.
Youth and non-governmental organisations are invited to comment on draft laws or policies by the Hellenic
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Parliament or relevant government ministries, if the responsible committee considers that input from a youth
organisation could improve the design or effectiveness of a policy. Although there is no official mechanism
for the participation of a specific youth union in the policymaking process, the Youth Parliament is usually
divided into thematic groups and meets. The work of the Youth Parliament is completed with the presence
and greeting of the President of the Greek Parliament, who provides extensive commentary on the young
people's proposals to the Greek Parliament on various issues beyond those that concern exclusively young
people. The most top-level and widespread programme available to encourage youth participation in
discussions or debates with public officials who make policy is the National Youth Council. Among others,
the Council intervenes and publicly expresses views on youth policy issues, cooperates with other social
bodies (university institutions, trade unions, other non-governmental organisations, etc.) and with bodies of
the Greek State and the European Union, participates in national and international networks of
organisations, organises public events (conferences, workshops, debates, lectures, etc.), conducts applied
research on topics relevant to its objectives and undertakes relevant research projects, and sets up
committees and working groups (European Commission, 2026b).
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5. Methodology

Quantitative and qualitative research was conducted to explore youth experiences and perceptions
of civic participation and engagement in everyday life, the relevance and clarity of key concepts and
participation channels, and the enabling factors and barriers concerning young people’s active engagement.
The methodological framework was developed by Panteion, in collaboration with all partners.

The quantitative research comprised an online questionnaire developed on the basis of existing
research on the aforementioned topics, such as the Eurobarometer and other EU surveys on political
participation, experiences and challenges young people face. The questionnaire was administered via the
LimeSurvey tool, which ensures anonymity and confidentiality. Prior to its completion, respondents were
asked to provide their consent in participating; if not, the questionnaire closed automatically and no
responses were recorded. Convenience sampling was employed, with the survey disseminated at the
university between late March and the end of April 2026.

A total of 67 Greek respondents completed the survey, from a broader international sample of 490
respondents across all RISE Balkans project countries, representing 13.7% of the total dataset. The sample
is predominantly female (92.5%), with 7.46% being male. Approximately half (49.25%) were 21-23 years
old, 47.76% were 18-20 years old and 2.99% belonged to the 24-26 age group. The majority (86.57%) lived
in a city or large town, 11.94% lived in semi-urban areas, and 1.49% in a rural area. In terms of the highest
completed education level, the majority (88.06%) has completed secondary education, 10.45% has a
bachelor degree, and 1.49% holds a master. 97.01% reported currently being a student and 38.81% being
employed.

In the framework of the qualitative research, a focus group discussion was conducted in April with
a total of nine participants, one of whom was male and nine were female. Convenience sampling was
followed, with an open call to university students. All participants were informed about the research scope
and objectives and signed a consent form confirming their voluntary participation and the confidentiality of
their responses. The discussion covered civic knowledge, media literacy, trust, political engagement,
corruption perceptions, and preferred forms of participation.

Upon the completion of the qualitative and quantitative research phases, a validation workshop was
convened in April 2026 to review preliminary findings, discuss their resonance with participants’ lived
experience, and enrich the analysis through additional collective insights. Workshop notes and a formal
presentation of results served as primary sources for the integration of workshop findings across all sections
of this report. The workshop was attended by a total of 68 participants, five of whom were male and 63
female.
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6. Youth awareness and Understanding of Civic Participation, Anti
corruption, Transparency and Policy Making

Perceived prevalence of corruption

Survey findings reveal that the vast majority of the sample (92.5%) described corruption in Greece
as “widespread” or “very widespread”, and not a single respondent described it as “rare” or “very rare”
(Figure 1). Most participants also agreed or strongly agreed that corruption exists within the national
(98.5%) and the local/regional public institutions (94.03%), while fewer (55.22%) stated that they are
personal affected by corruption in their day to day life; 37.31% neither agreed nor disagreed with the
relevant statement and 5.97% remained unsure. Focus group participants confirmed these findings,
identifying corruption to be widespread.

Perceived Prevalence of Corruption in Greece
Survey respondents (=67

B Very widespread — 46.3%
. Widespread — 46.3%
I Neither — 7.5%

46.3%

Rare / very rare — 0%

Very widespr

Figure 1 Perceived prevalence of corruption in Greece

The sector-by-sector data reveals a landscape of near-universal institutional distrust. As evident
in Figure 2, political parties attract the highest perceived corruption, in terms of bribery and abuse of power
for personal gain: 98.5% of respondents describe bribery and abuse of power for personal gain as
“widespread” or “very widespread” among parties. Tax authorities (89.6%), police (88.1%), politicians at
all levels (92.5%), and public contract officials (86.6%) all attract near-universal perceptions. A significant
number of respondents also found bribery and abuse of power to be “widespread” or “very widespread”
among officials issuing building permits (76.12%) and private companies (71.65%). Such forms of
corruption were not perceived to be as prevalent in social security and welfare authorities (56.72%) and the
sports sector (46.27%). Focus group participants elaborated that corruption permeates all sectors and
aspects of everyday life, at national, regional, and local levels. This pervasiveness is connected, in
participants’ view, to the absence of effective state organisation and transparency, which enables corrupt
practices to persist unchallenged. The examples mentioned included the facilitation of voters’ requests on
behalf of politicians to ensure more votes, and the demand to give money to public healthcare institutions
for them to fulfil their duties. While some variation was noted in how participants ranked individual sectors,
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validation workshop attendees unanimously confirmed the perception that corruption is prevalent across all
major institutional domains.

Bribery and Abuse of Power Perceived as Widespread — by Sector

Percentage of respondents (n=567)

Palitical parties

Paliticians (national/local)

Tax authorities 89.6%

Police

86.5%

Contract-awarding officials

Banks and financial institutions 82.0%

Courts 73.1%

Healtheare 70.1%

Education sector

Figure 2 Perceived prevalence of corruption per sector

The qualitative character of corruption emerges clearly from respondents’ evaluations of
structural statements. 97.0% agree or strongly agree that “favouritism and corruption obstruct healthy
business competition”; 85.1% agree that political connections are necessary for business success; and
77.6% agree that close links between business and politics lead to corruption. Only 4.5% agree that public
institutions usually explain procedures clearly (68.65% disagree or strongly disagree, and 25.37% neither
agree nor disagree), and 79.1% believes that young people cannot access public services fairly without
personal connections; 88.06% agreed that public processes should be easier to understand and follow.

Survey respondents further identified the following areas where young people are most likely to
face corruption, favouritism or unfair treatment: employment and recruitment (87.07%), political life
or participation in political parties (34.33%), public administration, permits and documents (31.34%),
healthcare or other public services (16.42%), education and universities (13.43%), and local government
and municipal services (10.45%).

26




Knowledge and understanding

Survey findings reveal a partial and uneven understanding of how governance operates. The
majority of respondents have at least some knowledge of the national government — 56.7% know “some
things” and 37.3% know “quite a lot” or “very much.” Understanding falls sharply when it comes to local
government, with 14.9% of the respondents reporting feeling they know much, and knowledge of EU
institutions is the weakest of all, with 41.8% reporting “not very much” or “nothing at all”.

How Much Young People Know About Governance Structures

Percentage reparting 'quite a lot' or “very much' familiarity (n=67)

National government

University / employer governance

Local / municipal government

The European Union - 11.9%

Figure 3 How Much Young People Know About Governance Structures

Similarly, Familiarity with key civic mechanisms is limited. A combined 73.1% describe
themselves as “not at all” or only “slightly” familiar with how national legislative processes work, and
92.5% for the EU legislative process. Similarly, 74.62% were slightly or not familiar at all with the concept
and aspects of a public consultation, and 13.44% were extremely or very familiar. 61.2% reported being
slightly or not at all familiar with where they can find information about participation opportunities in their
community or university, and 30% were moderately familiar.

The concept of public consultation is particularly poorly understood: 40.3% of respondents chose
“voting in a national election” when asked to identify a public consultation mechanism, while only 32.8%
correctly identified submitting written feedback during an official consultation period. A smaller number
(5.97%) identified commenting on social media about a government policy as a consultation mechanism
and 17.91% were unaware. Knowledge of EU-specific tools is even weaker: just 16.4% correctly identified
the Commission’s ‘Have Your Say’ portal as a mechanism for feedback collection, while most (47.76%)
suggested that referendums in every EU country are commonly utilised for this cause; 32.84% did not
know.

Elaborating on the legislation processes, most survey respondents believe that national legislation
is mainly proposed by Members of the Parliament (85.07%), Ministers or the Government (64.18%), and
citizens through petitions in case a high number of signatures is collected (50.75%). Some also recognised
municipal councils (20.9%) as actors who are involved in such a process. Respectively, 50.75% stated that
the European Parliament has the relevant role for EU processes, 17.91% believes that the European
Commission is the primary actor proposing EU law, 10.45% identified the Council of Europe and 2.99%
the Court of Justice of the European Union as primary actors; 17.91% were unsure.
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Although most respondents (67.16%) correctly identified that citizens can provide feedback or
input on a proposed new law, 7.46% reported the opposite and 25.37% were unaware. Out of those who
answered positively, 52.24% stated that this can be done during the public consultation or hearing phase,
7.46% referred to street protests and 4.48% mentioned that this can be done only after a law is passed;
19.4% were unsure.

In terms of participation channels, respondents reported being aware of student councils and
university representation (88.06%), volunteering and community initiatives (64.18%), actions organised by
civil society organisations (56.72%), petitions (50.75%), youth councils and advisory bodies (44.78%),
public consultations organised by authorities (32.84%), communication with elected representatives or
public authorities (26.87%), and reporting channels for unfair treatment or corruption-related concerns
(25.37%). Focus group participants described participation as the active engagement in decision making
processes and dialogue through various channels including the municipality, volunteering initiatives —
organised by the municipality and civil society organisations —, cultural associations, established in rural
areas for example, as well as other associations organised by citizens, voting, sports, protests and active
engagement in the respective processes within the university. At European level, participants identified
petitions that can support the introduction of new legal provisions. One participant cited contexts where
they have the opportunity to discuss with their peers within the institution, while another one added that
participation entails engagement with issues that concern society and its citizens. More indicative examples
provided included a Municipality’s initiatives to support people whose houses have been damaged by a
fire, and the participation in the protests for a railway accident, leading to the death of 57 passengers.
Examples of civil society organisations mentioned include Humanity Greece, Doctors Without Borders, the
Smile of the Child, and the organisation Be a Human [Gine Anthropos]. The validation workshop
participants confirmed these examples and added the reporting of corruption cases, education and training
on the above.

With regards to familiarisation with key concepts related to anti-corruption, “disinformation”
stands out as uniquely well-known, followed by conflict of interest, corruption and whistleblowing. Terms
such as beneficial ownership (67.17% slightly/ not at all familiar), public procurement (68.65% slightly/
not at all familiar), the European Public Prosecutor’s Office (79.1% slightly/ not at all familiar), lobbying
(55.23% slightly/ not at all familiar), EU-fraud (64.18% slightly/ not at all familiar), and good governance
(58.21% slightly/ not at all familiar) are largely unknown.

28




Familiarity with Key Governance and Anti-Corruption Concepts

Percentage reparting 'very or 'extremely’ famlliar (n=67)

o
]

Disinformation

Conflict of interest 38.8%

Corruption 32.8%

Whistleblowing 31.3%

Rule of law 20.9%

Good governance 11.9%

Lobbying 11.9%

Public procurement 11.9%

10.4%

European Public Prosecutor (EPPO) - 10.4%

Beneficial ownership

Figure 4 Familiarity with key terms

This limited familiarity with key concepts was confirmed by both the focus group and the validation
workshop. For some terms, such as the rule of law, focus group participants could offer a general definition
but could not provide concrete examples or elaborate further. Validation workshop participants similarly
identified disinformation as the most widely recognised concept, and confirmed the low levels of awareness
of all remaining governance and anti-corruption terms. Validation workshop participants further noted that
the opacity of governance processes is experienced not merely as inconvenient but as a deliberate feature
of institutions that do not wish to be held accountable.

When asked whether they are aware of any anti-corruption agencies or state authorities in
Greece, 49.3% of respondents said they were aware of none at all. A further 29.9% had heard of some but
could not name them, and only 19.4% could name at least one institution.
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7. Barriers and Enabling Factors

Youth participation

One of the most striking findings of this research is the profound disjunction between young
people’s interest in civic life and their awareness of the ways in which they can participate. When asked
how interested they are in public issues and decision-making that affects their lives, 68.7% of respondents
described themselves as “very interested” (38.8%) or “extremely interested” (29.9%). Not a single
respondent selected “not at all interested”. Nonetheless, 22.39% stated that they are completely unaware
of ways in which young people can participate in public life, 31.34% felt slightly informed and 43.28%
moderately aware; only 2.99% stated to be very informed. At the same time, the majority had never
participated in a public consultation: 50.75% stated they do not know how, 38.81% expressed willingness
to participate if given the opportunity, and 4.48% were not interested.

In terms of their participation in the year preceding the survey, young respondents reported
having voted in an election (35.82%), attended a civic, youth, or community meeting or event (23.88%),
signed a petition, supported a campaign, or volunteered in a community or social initiative (17.91%),
participated in a student, youth, or university representative body (16.42%), engaged in an online campaign,
discussion, or consultation on a public issue (13.43%), and contacted a public authority, institution, or
representative (11.94%). 23.88% had not engaged in any of these activities. Focus group participants added
that they had signed petitions, citing as an example a campaign related to abortion rights.

Respondents identified online news websites (58.21%) as their primary source of political and
news information, followed by TikTok videos and influencers (34.33%), television (31.34%), Instagram
reels and stories (20.9%), official government portals (19.4%), and YouTube political content (16.42%).
Some also mentioned Facebook posts and groups (4.48%), Telegram channels and groups, and the radio
(2.99%). The focus group discussion on information sources was one of the richest conversations of the
session. Participants articulated what quickly became a group consensus: social media — TikTok,
Instagram, Facebook — is the primary information environment for their generation, not because they trust
it uncritically, but because it is where information arrives without deliberate effort. Traditional print media
has effectively ceased to exist as a first-order information source.

‘Newspapers and journalists are now setting up accounts on Instagram,
Facebook, and TikTok. [..] And they should be, because I don’t think there’s
anyone our age who would go to a kiosk and say, “Give me a newspaper so I can
read the news,” for example.’ FG participant, female

Some participants described using social media as a trigger rather than a source. When something
catches their attention on social media, such as TikTok, they open multiple news websites to verify whether
it is true, cross-checking before forming a view. They elaborated that high like counts influence not whether
they believe something, but whether they investigate it further, treating virality as a signal of relevance, not
of truth. One participant provided the most concrete illustration of covert political influence: he described
discovering by accident that a TikTok influencer they had been following, who consistently praised a
specific political party, was in fact a relative of a senior member of that party, without having disclosed this
connection. This example captures something important about the informational conditions in which young
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Greeks form political views: influence is pervasive, disclosure is rare, and the boundary between authentic
content and covert political messaging is often deliberately blurred. Validation workshop participants
clarified that TikTok and Instagram are the two most widely used platforms young people use to access
information.

Barriers

The research identifies a strikingly dominant barrier: 82.1% of survey respondents cited lack of
clear information or the presence of disinformation as a main reason why participation is difficult — a
figure that dwarfs every other barrier on the list and that is more than thirteen times higher than the share
citing lack of interest (6%). The second-placed barrier, “I do not know where to start,” was cited by 46.3%,
followed by lack of time at 37.3%. Another 8.96% referred to accessibility issues, in terms of opportunities
being too far or hard to access.

Main Barriers to Civic Participation for Young People

Percentage selecting each reasan — multiple selections allowed {n=67)
Lack of information / disinfermation 82.1%
Do not know where to start
Lack of time 37.3%

Views will not make a difference 28.4%

B

Lack of confidence

Fear of negative reactions / harassment 17.9%

Financial costs 16.4%

o
=
#

Not interested in these issues

Figure S Barriers to youth civic participation

Focus group participants underlined the lack of clear information and the heavy bureaucracy that is
often associated with participation. The lack of tangible impact was also mentioned, through the example
of voting, and the common perception that this form of participation does not lead to real, actual change.
Participants also described a general climate of pessimism that prevails in their generation, influenced by
the mishandling of the voting system, for instance, in the form of instructing older people to vote for a
specific party. Another important aspect raised was the limited dissemination and communication of
relevant actions, that often do not reach young people. Lack of trust, which is highly correlated with the
lack of transparency, was another concern raised. One participant mentioned that in many actions gathering
money or having participation costs, the said lack of transparency leads to questioning of the use of the
money. Finally, young focus group participants stated that the lack of encouragement and motivation has a
toll in participation rates.
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The barrier of lack of information and disinformation is also burdened by the lack of trust
respondents reported in a variety of channels, despite using them to access information. They reported very
little or no trust at all for TikTok influencers and Instagram memes and stories (76.12%), as well as
Telegram channels and groups (59.71%), local journalists, and official election statements (56.7%). The
most trusted channels identified were international news (43.28% have quite a lot or complete trust and
46.27% show some trust), and government-official sources (40.3% trust them a lot or completely, and
31.34% to some extent).

The data on where young people last encountered political content that influenced their actions
confirms the dominance of short-form visual platforms in the political information environment of Greek
youth. TikTok emerges as the leading platform by a substantial margin, cited by 38.81% of respondents,
followed by Instagram (28.36%) and YouTube (13.43%). Facebook and Twitter/X each account for 8.96%,
while Telegram registers at just 1.49%.

The effects of this exposure reveal a pattern that is simultaneously concerning and nuanced. The
most widely reported effect is stopping donating to causes following exposure to scandals, cited by 52.24%
of respondents — the single largest response across all civic engagement options. The second most
commonly reported effect is attending protests in response to viral content (28.36%), followed by reduced
volunteering due to corruption-related distrust (26.87%). A further 19.40% report having signed petitions
in response to social media campaigns, and 11.94% describe increased activism following influencer calls
to action.

The electoral dimension of the data is particularly significant. 35.82% report having changed their
candidate preference due to social media content — the highest single response — followed by 31.34%
who report feeling less likely to vote due to corruption-related claims, and 23.88% who considered
boycotting an election. A further 16.42% report having shared election fraud content, and 3% report
registering late due to mobilisation posts.

Respondents were asked how frequently they encounter five categories of disinformation
content in their general social media use. The results reveal a landscape of pervasive exposure. Claims
that corruption justifies political disengagement are the most frequently seen content: 37.31% encounter
this "often" and a further 4.48% "always", making this the most persistently circulating disinformation
narrative in respondents' feeds. Content questioning election fairness is seen "often" or "always" by 29.85%
of respondents, while "strong leaders are better than democracy" narratives are encountered at least
sometimes by 52.24%. Foreign governance models promoted over EU norms are seen "sometimes" or more
by 56.72% — a finding worth noting given the geopolitical context. By contrast, celebrity or influencer
endorsements of election boycotts are the least commonly encountered content, with 74.62% reporting they
see this "never" or "rarely" — suggesting that explicit, named boycott campaigns have lower penetration
than more diffuse anti-institutional narratives.

The pre-electoral disinformation data is one of the most alarming sections of the dataset. Claims
of alleged corruption in candidate selection processes are encountered "often" or "always" by 59.70% of
respondents — nearly six in ten — making this the most saturating form of pre-electoral disinformation.
Claims that elections will be manipulated or stolen are seen "often" or "always" by 47.77%, and claims that
"your vote doesn't matter" by 47.76%. Content promoting election abstention as a form of protest is
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encountered at least sometimes by 68.66% of respondents, with 35.82% seeing it "often" or "always."
Deepfake or Al-generated videos of candidates saying false things are seen "sometimes" or more by 64.19%
of respondents.

Enablers

When asked which actions they consider most effective for making young people's voices heard by
decision-makers, respondents placed formal institutional channels decisively above informal and digital
ones — a finding that directly challenges the assumption, common in both policy discourse and academic
literature, that young people have turned away from formal participation in favour of digital activism. Public
consultations and hearings are identified as the most effective mechanism by 47.76% of respondents,
followed by voting in elections and joining a youth organisation, NGO, or civic initiative, which were
equally placed as the second most cited responses, each selected by 29.85% of respondents. Volunteering
and community action, and direct contact with public authorities or elected representatives, each follow at
25.37%, suggesting a relatively coherent picture of institutional and community-based channels as the
perceived means of effective voice. The striking finding is at the bottom of the ranking. Sharing views
through online campaigns or social media is identified as effective by only 7.46% of respondents — the
lowest figure of all actionable options, lower even than signing petitions (11.94%) and peaceful
demonstrations (11.94%).

When asked what would help them participate more, respondents identified clear and simple
information about how to get involved (73.1%) as the most important enabler. Trust in information about
civic life followed at 50.7%, and practical guidance or mentoring at 47.8%. Better feedback on how input
is actually used was cited by 23.9%.

What Would Help Young People Participate More in Civic Life

Percentage selecting each option &67)

Clear and simple information on how to get involved

Trust in civic infermation 50.7%

Guidance, mentoring and practical support 47.8%

Better feedback on how input is used

Welcoming and inclusive environment

Flexible online or hybrid participation options

Figure 6 Youth participation enablers

Focus group participants underscored the need for clear guidance and straightforward, open
procedures. They also noted that young people need to engage in actions where they can observe tangible
impact and concrete results, in order to overcome the widespread narrative that ‘nothing can change’ — a
belief that significantly depresses civic engagement if left unaddressed.
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‘It should be a simple process that anyone can participate in. It shouldn’t be a
process that’s difficult in and of itself, because that alone might discourage
someone from participating.’ FG participant, female

Accessibility emerged as a significant theme in both the focus group and the validation workshop.
Participants raised the importance of online participation options and physically accessible offline formats,
taking into account the needs of people with disabilities. Validation workshop participants specifically
raised LGBTQIA+ inclusion needs, referencing inclusive and gender-neutral language and the availability
of gender-neutral spaces as concrete requirements for genuinely inclusive participation. Information
provision was highlighted in both events: focus group participants explained that awareness of participation
opportunities is intrinsically linked to young people’s decisions to engage, and should be sustained and
delivered continuously across different contexts and formats, in plain, accessible language and age-
appropriate forms. Participants also noted that reducing practical participation costs is an important
facilitating factor.
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8. Transparency, Integrity and Trust

Addressing corruption

Despite the challenges identified, when asked whether they believe young people can make a
difference in reducing corruption in Greece, 88.06% of respondents answered affirmatively — 47.76%
saying "probably yes" and 40.30% "definitely yes." Only 7.46% expressed scepticism ("probably not" at
5.97% and "definitely not" at 1.49%), and just 4.48% said they did not know.

On the other hand, more than half of the sample (52.2%) said they would feel “very unsafe,” and a
further 13.4% “rather unsafe” to report corruption or unfair treatment involving a public institution.
Only 6% would feel safe in any degree. To support young people feeling safer in such a process,
respondents identified a clear hierarchy of needs. Anonymous reporting options were selected by the largest
share of respondents (79.10%), reflecting the degree to which fear of identification is the primary obstacle
to reporting. Clear guidance on where and how to report and protection from negative consequences or
retaliation (67.16%) were equally placed as the second most cited needs. A trusted intermediary — such as
an NGO, ombudsperson, or youth organisation — was identified as essential by 65.67%, while a clear
follow-up process with regular updates and more education on integrity and reporting options were each
selected by 56.72% of respondents. Faster institutional response, while still cited by 44.78%, ranked lowest
among the options. Anonymous reporting channels were also emphasised during the focus group discussion
as essential for creating a genuinely safe reporting environment. Participants noted, however, that the exact
opposite approach — a highly familiar, trust-based environment in which the reporter is personally known
and supported — could equally foster confidence. The key requirement is either full anonymity or a
genuinely trusted relationship: the middle ground of impersonal, bureaucratic processes is what young
people find most discouraging.

Knowledge of where or how to report a corrupt act by a public official is strikingly limited across
the sample. Only 4.48% of respondents know exactly where to report, while 32.84% have a general idea
but are uncertain of the process. Most (59.70%) would not know where to go at all, and a further 2.99%
would not report even if they did know, believing it would make no difference. As depicted in Figure 6, if
they wanted to report a case of corruption, young respondents indicated they would most trust a private
lawyer (46.27%) or a specialised anti-corruption agency (43.28%) — bypassing the police (10.45%) and
elected representatives (1.49%) almost entirely.
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If you wanted to complain about corruption, who would you trust most?

% of respondents — Greece, RISE Balkans survey (n=67)

Private lawyer 46.27%

Specialised anti-corruption agency 43.28%

Courts / public prosecution 23.88%

NGOs or associations 20.90%

Ombudsperson _ 19.40%
evinstitutions. ([ >«
Police i 10.45%

Trade unions - B.96%

Media / journalists g 5.97%

None : 4.48%

Political representative . 1.49%

Figure 7 Trust in actors in case of report




9. Needs, preferred formats and Solutions

When asked what would most increase their trust when dealing with a public service or
institution, survey respondents identified clear steps and processes explained in advance as the most
important factor (62.69%), followed by equal treatment and consistent rules for everyone (55.22%). Clear
decision criteria — how public decisions are actually made — were cited by 28.36%, and clear costs and
fees by 20.90%. The ability to track progress, with online status updates (11.94%) and clear timelines
(8.96%) ranked lower, as did an easy way to ask questions and receive an official response (7.46%). Focus
group participants emphasised the need for transparent procedures, including clear communication of
progress, impact, and outcomes. It was further underlined that institutional trust is fundamentally dependent
on transparency and on regular updates throughout any process in which young people participate.

On EU priorities for the next five years, defence and peace ranked first by a considerable margin
(55.22%), reflecting the heightened regional security context. Unemployment and job creation followed
(34.33%), then social protection, welfare and healthcare (31.34%). Democracy and the rule of law were
cited by 26.87% — a notable finding given the survey's broader corruption and trust data — followed
closely by rising prices and cost of living (25.37%). The environment and climate change (17.91%) and
education and training (8.96%) ranked lower.

Topics and participation formats

In terms of topics of interest, EU literacy tops the learning agenda by a considerable margin: 68.7%
wish to learn more about how the EU works and how young people can engage with it. Anti-corruption and
transparency tools were selected by 44.8%, followed by how decisions are made at local and national level
and citizens’ rights and access to information (41.8%). Approximately 30% wishes to learn more about how
to advocate for change in their community, 23.88% on how to participate in public consultations and
14.93% wants to elaborate on youth councils, student representation, and local governance. The focus group
and validation workshop participants attested to the aforementioned topics as important aspects they need
to invest in, underlining good governance, the rule of law, disinformation, the Greek and the European legal
framework and procedures and how they impact their lives. The legal framework concerning corruption
was also pinpointed. Money laundering was also identified as a topic that should be explored.

In terms of participation formats, workshops and volunteering projects are equally preferred, each
selected by 43.3% of respondents. Simulations and bootcamps attracted 37.3%, and online sessions 29.9%.
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Preferred Formats for Youth Participation Activities

Percentage expressing Interest in each format (n=67)

Workshops / clinics 43.3%
Volunteering projects
Simulations / bootcamps

Online sessions / webinars

Mentoring 28.4%

10.4%

Storytelling / creative activities

Figure 8 Preferred participation formats

Focus group participants emphasised that participation formats should incorporate practical and
experiential dimensions, building young people’s skills and competencies, accompanying the acquisition of
theoretical knowledge. Such actions should be continuous and not be implemented as stand-alone actions.

Survey participants also reflected on the tools that would be most helpful to support their
participation and access to trustworthy information and knowledge. A calendar of opportunities was
the top ranked option (52.24%), followed by a youth-friendly digital platform (46.27%) and a simple
guide/toolkit on how to participate (40.3%). Some would also prefer peer-to-peer support groups (25.37)
and short explainers, such as videos and infographics (20.9%).

Focus group participants were also invited to share recommendations specifically for the RISE
Balkans project. These entailed the increased dissemination actions and the communication of the
forthcoming activities. They further suggested that social media should be the primary channel of
dissemination, with TikTok remaining in the spotlight. Podcasts were also recognised as a creative idea that
could draw the attention of their peers. Information sessions and online events should be incorporated into
the project’s actions.
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10. Conclusions

The research reveals that young participants are genuinely interested in public life — 68.7%
describe themselves as “very” or “extremely” interested in public issues — yet remain structurally
disconnected from the formal channels through which civic and political decisions are made. This core
paradox, confirmed across survey, focus group, and validation workshop data, runs through every finding
in this report and constitutes its central conclusion: the problem is not youth apathy but a failure of civic
infrastructure.

Corruption is perceived as near-universal and systemic. 92.5% of survey respondents describe
corruption as “widespread” or “very widespread” in Greece, consistent with Special Eurobarometer 548
(2024), which records 98% of Greek citizens — the highest rate in the EU — considering corruption
widespread. Critically, focus group participants and validation workshop attendees did not frame corruption
as individual wrongdoing: they described it as a structural and normalised feature of public life, embedded
in political parties, procurement, healthcare, and employment. This systemic framing is consistent with the
structural corruption literature and implies that awareness campaigns targeting individual acts are
insufficient without broader institutional reform.

Institutional trust is critically low across all major sectors. From political parties (98.5% perceiving
widespread bribery and abuse of power) to tax authorities, police, courts, and healthcare, young Greeks
express pervasive distrust. This finding aligns with the literature on institutional trust, which documents a
durable disengagement from formal institutions among the post-crisis generation, and a corresponding turn
towards informal and expressive civic action. The qualitative research confirmed this pattern: participants
questioned the meaningfulness of formal participation channels and expressed scepticism about whether
their input would produce any tangible change. However, survey respondents showed increased interest in
formal participation formats.

The dominant barrier to participation is informational, not motivational. 82.1% of respondents cited
lack of clear information or the presence of disinformation as the primary obstacle — more than thirteen
times the share citing lack of interest (6%). Pre-electoral disinformation is pervasive: 59.7% encounter
content claiming corruption in candidate selection “often” or “always,” and 47.8% regularly encounter
content claiming their vote does not matter. TikTok (38.81%) and Instagram (28.36%) dominate political
content exposure, but the most widely reported civic effect of this exposure is withdrawal — stopping
donations (52.24%) and feeling less likely to vote (31.34%). The qualitative research participants
corroborated this picture, describing an environment in which civic guidance is invisible while
disinformation is omnipresent and actively demobilising.

Despite these obstacles, young Greeks retain a strong belief in their collective agency: 88.06%
believe young people can make a difference in reducing corruption, a finding confirmed by validation
workshop participants who described themselves as motivated to act but lacking knowledge, tools, and
structural support. This gap between high collective efficacy and low individual civic knowledge is
theoretically significant.

Formal channels are perceived as most effective but remain inaccessible. 47.76% of respondents
identified public consultations as the most effective mechanism for making their voices heard, while only

32.84% are moderately or more familiar with how consultations work. Social media activism was deemed
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effective by just 7.46%. Young Greeks are not turning away from formal participation because they
disbelieve in it — they are not as engaged because they lack the knowledge and pathways to access it.
Validation workshop participants reinforced this finding, emphasising procedural clarity, outcome
feedback, and trusted intermediaries as prerequisites for confidence in formal engagement.

Reporting corruption feels both unsafe and unknowable. 52.2% would feel very unsafe reporting
corruption, and 59.7% would not know where to go. Respondents would most trust a private lawyer
(46.27%) or a specialised anti-corruption agency (43.28%) — and almost none (1.49%) a political
representative. Focus group and validation workshop participants consistently stressed anonymity,
procedural clarity, protection from retaliation, and trusted intermediaries as minimum conditions for any
reporting channel they would actually use.
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11. Recommendations

For the RISE Balkans Programme

1.

Prioritise TikTok and Instagram as the primary communication channels. Both survey data
and focus group and validation workshop participants identified these as the dominant platforms
through which young Greeks access information. Content should use peer creators, verified
organisational accounts, and short-form video formats. Podcasts — recommended independently
by focus group participants and validated in the workshop — should be developed as a
complementary format, ideally co-produced with young people.

Make EU literacy a central programme theme. 68.7% of respondents wish to learn more about
how the EU works and how young people can engage with it — the highest learning demand
across all topics. Practical modules on EU institutions, the “Have Your Say” portal, and EU-
funded opportunities for young Greeks, and how the European legal framework influences the
national contexts should be integrated across all programme activities. This finding was
confirmed and prioritised by both focus group and validation workshop participants.

Deliver civic skills through experiential formats. Workshops and volunteering projects (43.3%
each) and simulations and bootcamps (37.3%) are the preferred participation formats, confirming
that the foreseen project activities are compatible with the young people’s needs. Focus group and
validation workshop participants consistently emphasised learning by doing over passive
information transfer. Programme activities should be designed as progressive sequences —
introductory session, workshop, simulation, real participation — building civic capacity
incrementally and ensuring participants experience tangible outcomes at each stage.

Develop consolidated, youth-friendly digital materials when possible. Survey respondents
ranked a calendar of participation opportunities (52.24%), a youth-friendly digital platform
(46.27%), and a plain-language guide to civic processes (40.3%) as the most useful tools. This
hub directly responds to the 82.1% who cited information deficits as the primary barrier, and was
enthusiastically endorsed by focus group and validation workshop participants who called for
accessible, continuously updated, and age-appropriate civic information.

For Policymakers and Public Institutions
1.

Redesign public consultation mechanisms with youth accessibility as a core requirement.
The opengov.gr platform should be promoted through social media, redesigned with plain-
language interfaces, and, critically, equipped with systematic feedback mechanisms informing
participants what happened to their input. 88.06% agreed that public processes should be easier to
follow, and 62.69% identified clear steps explained in advance as the most important trust-
building factor. The absence of feedback on outcomes was repeatedly cited as the primary reason
for not re-engaging, in both the focus group and the validation workshop.

Launch a targeted national digital awareness campaign on anti-corruption reporting. 49.3%
of young Greeks cannot name any anti-corruption institutions. A campaign designed for young
audiences, promoted via TikTok and Instagram, explaining in plain terms what the General
Inspector of Public Administration, the Ombudsperson, and specialised agencies do and how to
contact them, would directly address one of the most consequential knowledge gaps in the
research. Validation workshop participants identified this as an urgent priority.
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Integrate practical civic education into secondary school curricula. The near-total
unfamiliarity with legislative processes, public consultations, and anti-corruption concepts points
to a systematic failure of civic education at school level. Curricula should include practical civic
skills: how to participate in a consultation, how to verify information, how to recognise and report
corruption, and how EU institutions affect daily life. Validation workshop participants
specifically identified the school system as the most structurally effective channel for broad civic
knowledge dissemination.

For Civil Society and Youth-Serving Organisations
1.

Position NGOs and civil society organisations as trusted civic intermediaries. The research
demonstrates that young Greeks trust NGOs and the Ombudsperson more than the police or
political representatives for handling corruption complaints. Civil society organisations should
actively develop structured support pathways for young people navigating civic processes —
from participation in consultations to the reporting of wrongdoing — and make this role visible
and accessible through social media. The organisations spontaneously named by focus group
participants (Humanity Greece, Doctors Without Borders, Smile of the Child, Be a Human)
demonstrate the genuine familiarity and trust that already exists and should be leveraged.
Support peer-led civic content creation. The research indicated that peer voices are the most
trusted route to reaching young Greeks. Youth-serving organisations should invest in enabling
young people to create and share civic content in their own formats and on their own platforms —
short videos, podcasts, infographics, and social media posts explaining governance processes,
participation opportunities, and anti-corruption tools in accessible, authentic terms. This approach
simultaneously builds civic skills in creators and civic knowledge in audiences.
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Bulgarian National Report

Executive Summary

This National Report for Bulgaria has been prepared within Work Package 1 “Youth and
Governance: Reality Check” of the RISE Balkans project. Its main purpose is to present the Bulgarian
context of youth civic participation, anti-corruption awareness, transparency and trust in institutions, while
also identifying the practical barriers that limit young people’s involvement in democratic and governance
processes.

The report is based on a combination of desk research, survey data and validation activities. The
desk research reviewed national and European policy documents, including the National Youth Strategy
2021-2030, the Youth Report for 2023-2024, EU youth policy sources and relevant project materials. The
empirical part of the research was carried out through an online survey conducted in Bulgaria between 5
and 12 April 2026. A total of 62 valid responses were collected from young people aged 18-26, representing
12.65% of the overall RISE Balkans survey sample of 490 respondents. The findings were further discussed
and validated through two workshops organised in Bulgaria, including a national validation workshop held
by the University of National and World Economy on 4 May 2026 with 36 students.

The findings show that young people in Bulgaria are generally familiar with basic concepts such as
corruption, conflict of interest and whistleblowing. At the same time, their practical knowledge of
participation channels remains more limited. Many respondents understand the importance of civic
engagement, but are less confident about how to participate in public consultations, how to contact
institutions, or where and how to report corruption. This creates a clear gap between awareness and actual
participation.

The survey also confirms that corruption is perceived as a serious and widespread problem. A total
of 95.16% of the Bulgarian respondents described corruption as widespread or very widespread. Trust in
institutions is weakened by unclear procedures, doubts about equal treatment and low confidence that high-
level corruption cases are pursued effectively. Reporting corruption is also seen as sensitive: many
respondents do not feel safe reporting corruption and are unsure about the available procedures.

The main barriers to youth participation are lack of clear information, distrust in the impact of
participation, limited confidence and uncertainty about how to engage in practice. The strongest barrier
identified was the lack of clear information and disinformation, selected by 66.13% of respondents. At the
same time, 40.32% stated that they had not participated in public consultations but would like to do so,
while 17.74% did not know how to start. This shows that the issue is not simply lack of interest, but lack of
accessible and understandable entry points.

The report concludes that young people in Bulgaria have the potential and willingness to participate
more actively, but they need clearer guidance, more visible opportunities and stronger institutional
feedback. Participation should be made more practical, understandable and meaningful. Key
recommendations include the development of youth-friendly information materials, short guides and visual
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explainers, more accessible public consultations, clearer corruption reporting procedures, stronger
protection for reporting, and the creation of a centralised digital space where young people can find
information about participation opportunities, civic initiatives and anti-corruption tools.
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1. Introduction

The present National Report for Bulgaria has been prepared within the framework of Work Package
1 “Youth and Governance: Reality Check” of the RISE Balkans project — Empowering Youth Voices:
Responsibility, Integrity, Solidarity, and Civic Engagement in the Balkans. The project is implemented in
Greece, Bulgaria, Croatia, Albania and North Macedonia and aims to strengthen youth participation in
democratic life, while supporting youth-led integrity and anti-corruption action through civic education,
experiential learning, mentoring and cross-border cooperation. WP1 is designed as the initial research phase
of the project and seeks to establish an evidence base on youth civic engagement, participation,
policymaking, transparency and anti-corruption in the participating countries. According to the Research
Protocol, WP1 combines desk research, qualitative and quantitative research, and national validation
activities, with the purpose of identifying existing barriers, opportunities and perceptions related to youth
participation in governance processes.

The Bulgarian National Report focuses on the current situation of young people in Bulgaria with
regard to civic participation, awareness of democratic processes, trust in institutions, perceptions of
corruption, and preferred forms of engagement. The report combines contextual analysis based on national
and European policy documents with empirical findings from the RISE Balkans survey conducted in
Bulgaria. The quantitative component of the research was implemented through an online survey distributed
between 5 and 12 April 2026. A total of 62 valid responses from Bulgaria were collected, representing
12.65% of the overall survey population of 490 respondents. The survey targeted young people aged 18-26
and covered issues such as knowledge of participation channels, perceptions of corruption and transparency,
institutional trust, media and information sources, barriers to participation, and preferred formats for future
civic engagement activities.

The national context of youth participation in Bulgaria is shaped by the country’s strategic policy
framework for young people. The National Youth Strategy 2021-2030 defines young Bulgarians as
capable, engaged and empowered individuals who should be supported to develop their full potential and
contribute consciously to the development of the country within the European and global context'. The
official Youth Report for 2023-2024, prepared in accordance with the Youth Act, confirms that youth
policy in Bulgaria covers key areas such as education, employment, health and well-being, equality and
inclusion, information and digital skills, youth organisations, and young people from small settlements. The
same report identifies the promotion of youth engagement, participation and empowerment as one of the
central priorities of national youth policy.

At institutional level, Bulgaria has developed several mechanisms for youth participation in
decision-making processes, including consultative and advisory formats at national and local level. These
include structures such as the Public Council on Youth Issues, the National Consultative Council for Youth,
municipal youth consultative councils, national working groups linked to the EU Youth Dialogue, and other
formats supporting youth participation. Recent amendments to the Youth Act have further strengthened this
framework by regulating the composition and functions of the Public Council on Youth Issues and by
introducing obligations for municipalities with a population above 45,000 inhabitants to establish local

1 Republic of Bulgaria. (2023). National Youth Strategy 2021-2030. Strategy.bg.
https://www.strategy.bg/bg/strategy-documents/1587
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youth consultative councils with the participation of young people. These mechanisms are relevant for the
present report because they represent the formal participation infrastructure through which young people in
Bulgaria can contribute to public decision-making.

The purpose of this report is therefore twofold. First, it provides an overview of the Bulgarian youth
participation context, including the existing policy framework, institutional channels, enabling factors and
persistent barriers. Second, it analyses the empirical results from the RISE Balkans survey in Bulgaria, with
a focus on youth awareness, participation patterns, perceptions of transparency and integrity, and practical
needs for future engagement. The report also identifies good practices and formulates recommendations
aimed at strengthening youth participation, improving institutional transparency, and supporting youth-led
democratic and anti-corruption initiatives in Bulgaria.
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2. Context of Youth Participation in Bulgaria

Y outh participation in Bulgaria is formally recognised as an important component of national youth
policy and democratic governance. The Bulgarian policy framework defines young people not only as
beneficiaries of public measures, but also as active participants in social, civic and institutional processes.
This approach is reflected in the National Youth Strategy 2021-2030, which presents young Bulgarians as
capable, engaged and empowered individuals who should be supported to develop their full potential and
contribute to the development of the country within the European and global context. The Strategy places
particular emphasis on engagement, participation and empowerment, while also addressing education,
employment, inclusion, youth work, digital skills, health, culture and European belonging?.

The official Youth Report for 2023—-2024 confirms that Bulgarian youth policy is structured around
several key thematic areas: education, employment, health and well-being, equality and inclusion,
information and digital skills, youth organisations, and young people from small settlements. The report is
prepared under the Youth Act and is adopted by the National Assembly on a proposal of the Council of
Ministers. It provides an overview of policies, measures and activities implemented by responsible
institutions in support of young people in Bulgaria. Importantly, the report explicitly identifies the
promotion of youth engagement, participation and empowerment as one of the central priorities of national
youth policy?.

In the Bulgarian context, participation of young people in decision-making is understood as a
necessary condition for building democratic culture, civic competences and trust in institutions. National
policy documents underline that quality youth participation should be supported at all levels of governance:
local, national and European. This is particularly relevant for young people with fewer opportunities,
including those from small settlements, economically disadvantaged backgrounds, vulnerable groups, and
young people not in education, employment or training. The inclusion of NEETsS is identified as a specific
policy priority, since their limited access to education, employment and participation opportunities may
deepen social exclusion and weaken civic engagement.

Bulgaria has developed a set of formal mechanisms through which young people and youth
organisations can be involved in consultation and decision-making processes. These include the Public
Council on Youth Issues, the National Consultative Council for Youth, municipal youth consultative
councils, the National Working Group under the EU Youth Dialogue, and other working formats related to
youth work and youth policy. These mechanisms provide opportunities for consultation, policy dialogue
and representation of youth interests before public authorities. Their role is particularly important because
they create institutional channels through which young people can express positions, contribute to policy
discussions, and participate in the formulation and implementation of youth-related measure.

22 Republic of Bulgaria. (2023). National Youth Strategy 2021-2030. Strategy.bg.
https://www.strategy.bg/bg/strategy-documents/1587

3 Council of Ministers of the Republic of Bulgaria. (2025). Decision No. 675 of 26 September 2025 on the
adoption of the Youth Report for the period 2023-2024. Legal Information System of the Council of Ministers.
https://pris.government.bg/document/acd72b7ca6fbb1392c9a2d3de2d265c1
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Recent amendments to the Youth Act further strengthen the formal framework for participation.
They regulate the composition and functions of the Public Council on Youth Issues as an advisory body to
the Minister of Youth and Sports, including representatives of youth organisations and organisations
working with and for young people. At local level, legislative changes introduced an obligation for mayors
of municipalities with a population above 45,000 inhabitants to establish local youth consultative councils
with the participation of young people. This reform is significant because it expands the institutional basis
for youth participation beyond the national level and creates a legal expectation that larger municipalities
should involve young people in local governance processes.

Alongside consultative bodies, national youth programmes are an important instrument for
supporting youth participation in Bulgaria. These programmes provide financial support to youth
organisations and other actors for the implementation of youth activities and projects. They encourage non-
formal learning, awareness-raising campaigns, initiatives and events on topics relevant to young people.
Such programmes contribute to the personal development of young people and support their transformation
into active citizens. They also pay specific attention to young people with fewer opportunities and to
NEETSs, placing them among the priority target groups of youth projects.

Youth infrastructure is another relevant factor in the Bulgarian participation context. The national
youth policy framework recognises that civic spaces, youth centres and community-based environments are
essential for developing youth potential and supporting participation. The Youth Report 2023-2024
highlights the importance of youth infrastructure, including youth centres, youth spaces, community centres
and other places where youth activities can be organised. Bulgaria already has eight youth centres
established with the support of the Norwegian Financial Mechanism, while the National Recovery and
Resilience Plan foresees the establishment of 20 additional youth centres and a National Focus Centre by
2026. This development is important because physical spaces for youth work can facilitate local
participation, non-formal learning, dialogue with institutions and community engagement.

At the European level, Bulgarian youth participation is influenced by the broader EU youth policy
framework. The EU Youth Strategy 2019-2027 is structured around the principles of “Engage, Connect,
Empower”, which aim to encourage young people to participate in democratic life, benefit from mobility
and volunteering opportunities, and develop competences through quality youth work. According to the
European Commission, the EU and Member States cooperate to support young people through these three
areas of action, with engagement specifically focused on encouraging young people to be active in society
and “participate in decision-making?’.

The EU context also shows that young people increasingly participate through a mixture of formal
and informal channels. According to EU-level information based on the 2024 Youth and Democracy
Eurobarometer, 64% of young people in the EU had participated in non-profit organisations’ activities in
the previous 12 months, while 48% had taken action to change society, such as signing a petition,

4 European Commission. (2024). Flash Eurobarometer 545: Youth and Democracy. European Commission.
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail /3181

5 European Commission. (2025). EU Youth Report 2024: Looking at how youth are shaping the future.
European Youth Portal.
https://youth.europa.eu/news/eu-youth-report-2024-looking-how-youth-are-shaping-future_en
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participating in a rally or writing to a politician®. Another Eurobarometer summary reports that young
people consider voting in local, national or European elections as the most effective way to make their voice
heard by decision-makers, followed by expressing opinions through social media and online forms of
engagement. These trends are relevant for Bulgaria because they show that youth participation is no longer
limited to traditional institutional channels, but increasingly includes hybrid forms of civic action, digital
engagement and issue-based mobilisation’.

At the same time, European evidence suggests that structured youth participation remains
challenging. A 2024 study of the European Economic and Social Committee on structured and meaningful
youth participation notes that, although intentions to involve young people are often positive,
implementation may be limited by insufficient resources, weak engagement strategies, and a lack of
understanding of young people’s needs. The study underlines that youth participation should be structured
and meaningful, rather than treated as an additional or symbolic element of policy processes. This
observation is applicable to the Bulgarian context as well: while institutional mechanisms exist, their
effectiveness depends on accessibility, visibility, feedback, and the extent to which young people perceive
them as capable of producing real influence®.

In Bulgaria, young people have access to a combination of participation opportunities: voting in
elections, participation in public consultations, membership in student and youth councils, involvement in
youth organisations and NGOs, volunteering, civic campaigns, petitions, local initiatives, and participation
in EU programmes such as Erasmus+ and the European Solidarity Corps. Bulgaria’s EU membership has
expanded opportunities for youth mobility, intercultural exchange, volunteering and participation in
European initiatives. These opportunities support the development of civic competences and strengthen
young people’s connection to the European public space.

However, the existence of formal mechanisms and programmes does not automatically guarantee
high levels of effective participation. The broader context indicates that challenges remain in relation to
awareness, accessibility, trust, digital information quality and the perceived responsiveness of institutions.
Young people may be interested in public issues but still lack practical knowledge of how to participate,
where to find reliable information, or how their input will be used. For this reason, the Bulgarian context of
youth participation can be characterised by a relatively developed formal framework, growing youth
infrastructure and access to EU opportunities, combined with persistent gaps in visibility, trust and practical
engagement.

6 European Commission. (2024). Youth and Democracy - Flash Eurobarometer. European Commission.
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail /3373

7 European Parliament. (2025). Flash Eurobarometer: Youth Survey 2024. European Parliament.
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail /3373

8 European Economic and Social Committee. (2024). Structured and meaningful youth participation in
democratic and social life in the EU. European Economic and Social Committee.
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/publications-other-work/publications/structured-and-
meaningful-youth-participation-democratic-and-social-life-eu
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3. Enabling Factors and Barriers of Youth Participation

Youth participation in Bulgaria is shaped by a combination of enabling factors and persistent
barriers. On the one hand, the country has developed a strategic and institutional framework that formally
supports the engagement, participation and empowerment of young people. On the other hand, available
reports indicate that participation remains uneven, particularly at local level, and that many existing
mechanisms are not yet sufficiently visible, accessible or influential for young people.

A key enabling factor is the existence of a national strategic framework for youth policy. The
National Youth Strategy 2021-2030 identifies the promotion of youth engagement, participation and
empowerment as one of its main priorities. This creates a formal policy basis for developing programmes,
consultative mechanisms and youth-oriented initiatives at national and local level. The Youth Report for
2023-2024 also confirms that youth policy in Bulgaria is structured around several thematic areas,
including education, employment, equality and inclusion, information and digital skills, youth
organisations, and young people from small settlements. These areas are relevant to youth participation
because they address both the civic and socio-economic conditions that influence whether young people
can take an active role in public life.

Youth organisations and civil society structures are also a significant enabling factor. They can act
as intermediaries between young people and institutions, provide civic education, organise consultations
and campaigns, and support the development of youth leadership. The National Youth Forum, as the largest
platform of youth organisations in Bulgaria, plays an important role in representing youth interests and
participating in structured dialogue processes. At local level, youth organisations and informal groups can
contribute to identifying community needs, implementing youth initiatives and ensuring that local
authorities receive feedback from young people.

Municipal support for youth initiatives is another positive element. According to the Youth Report
for 20232024, 97 municipalities, or 74% of the municipalities that responded to the relevant survey, stated
that they support youth initiatives in different ways. This support includes the provision of rooms and
spaces, funding for events and projects, logistical and methodological assistance, involvement in the
organisation of initiatives, and support for participation in national and international projects. This indicates
that, in many municipalities, local authorities recognise the value of youth initiatives and are willing to
provide practical support.

Despite these enabling factors, several barriers continue to limit the quality and consistency of
youth participation in Bulgaria. One of the main barriers is the uneven territorial distribution of youth
organisations and participation structures. The Youth Report for 2023-2024 shows that only 51
municipalities, or 39% of those surveyed, reported having registered youth organisations active on their
territory. In many municipalities there are no registered youth organisations or active informal groups,
which creates a lack of sustainable partners for local administrations. This is particularly visible in smaller
settlements and rural municipalities, where young people often have fewer opportunities to engage in
organised civic activities.

A second barrier is the limited presence and effectiveness of youth councils and consultative bodies
at local level. The same report indicates that only 36 municipalities, or 27% of those surveyed, have a youth

council, youth parliament or another consultative body through which young people can participate in
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decision-making. Even where such structures exist, their influence is often limited by the absence of clear
procedures, weak institutional follow-up or insufficient integration into municipal planning. This suggests
that the existence of a consultative body does not automatically guarantee meaningful participation.

A further barrier is the lack of structured and sustainable mechanisms for supporting youth initiatives.
Municipalities may provide occasional support, but this support is often not institutionalised through clear
rules, dedicated funding schemes or internal programmes. The Youth Report notes that municipal support
is significant but frequently unstructured, and that clear mechanisms, regulations or internal programmes
for financing youth initiatives are often missing. As a result, youth participation may depend on individual
municipal capacity, political will, or informal relations rather than on predictable and transparent
procedures.

The participation of youth organisations in decision-making also remains limited. Available evidence
suggests that their involvement in planning and implementing youth policy is still more of an exception
than a regular practice. In the municipal survey cited in the Youth Report, only 56 out of 132 municipalities
reported that they include youth organisations in the planning and implementation of youth policy. This
points to a gap between the formal recognition of youth participation and its practical application in local
governance.

Another important barrier concerns information, civic literacy and the perceived effectiveness of
participation. The RISE Balkans proposal, drawing on European youth survey data, highlights that low civic
literacy, limited understanding of participation channels and lack of accessible information are among the
key reasons for low civic engagement. In the Bulgarian case, the data show a comparatively better
understanding of governance structures than in some other countries, but formal participation remains
limited: only 10% of Bulgarian youth are reported to have participated in public consultations, while only
6% have contacted elected politicians. This indicates that knowledge of institutions does not necessarily
translate into active use of participation mechanisms.

The perception that young people’s voices are not heard or do not lead to real change is another
significant obstacle. European-level evidence cited in the project documentation shows that 34% of
Bulgarian youth believe that contacting a politician would not make a difference. Although this share is
lower than the EU average, it still represents a substantial barrier to meaningful participation. When young
people do not expect institutions to respond to their input, they may prefer informal or online forms of
expression, or withdraw from participation altogether.

Socio-economic and territorial inequalities also influence participation. Young people from small
settlements, vulnerable groups or economically disadvantaged backgrounds may face additional barriers,
including limited access to youth organisations, fewer local initiatives, transport difficulties, weaker digital
access or lower confidence in communicating with institutions. The national policy framework recognises
the need to support young people with fewer opportunities and NEETs, but effective inclusion requires
targeted outreach and accessible formats that correspond to the realities of these groups.

In summary, Bulgaria has a relatively developed strategic and institutional framework for youth
participation, supported by national programmes, European opportunities, youth organisations, municipal
initiatives and expanding youth infrastructure. However, the main barriers relate to uneven territorial
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coverage, insufficiently institutionalised local mechanisms, limited real influence of youth councils, lack of
structured funding and support, gaps in information and civic literacy, and low trust that participation will
produce concrete results. These challenges demonstrate the need to move from formal participation
opportunities toward more visible, accessible, transparent and responsive mechanisms that allow young

people to see the practical impact of their involvement.
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4. Forms of Young People’s Participation

Young people’s participation in Bulgaria takes place through a combination of formal institutional
channels, consultative bodies, student representation structures, youth organisations, volunteering
initiatives, public consultations, European programmes, digital tools and informal civic actions. The
existing framework provides opportunities for participation at national, local and European level, but the
actual use of these mechanisms remains uneven. Available evidence shows that participation is more
developed in larger urban centres and municipalities with active youth organisations, while smaller
municipalities often lack stable youth structures, dedicated funding and institutionalised channels for
dialogue.

One of the main formal channels for youth participation in Bulgaria is the system of consultative
and advisory bodies in the field of youth policy. At national level, young people and youth organisations
may be represented through the National Consultative Council for Youth, the Public Council on Youth
Issues, the National Working Group under the EU Youth Dialogue, and other working formats related to
youth policy and youth work. These mechanisms provide opportunities for dialogue between public
institutions, youth organisations and representatives of young people, allowing youth perspectives to be
included in discussions on youth policy, civic engagement, social inclusion, education, employment,
volunteering and the development of youth services.

At local level, municipal youth consultative councils, youth councils and youth parliaments are
among the most direct forms of participation in decision-making. Their role is to support local authorities
in identifying youth needs, preparing municipal youth policies, proposing initiatives and improving
communication between young people and municipalities. However, the territorial coverage of these bodies
remains limited. According to the Youth Report for 2023-2024, only 36 municipalities, or 27% of the
municipalities that participated in the survey, reported having a youth council, youth parliament or another
consultative body in which young people participate in decision-making. This shows that, although local
youth participation structures exist, they are not yet a standard practice across the country.

Recent amendments to the Youth Act introduced an obligation for mayors of municipalities with a
population above 45,000 inhabitants to establish local youth consultative councils with the participation of
young people. This is an important legal step because it creates a clearer institutional basis for involving
young people in municipal decision-making. At the same time, the practical impact of this reform will
depend on whether these councils are regularly convened, whether young people are meaningfully selected
and involved, and whether municipal authorities provide feedback on how youth proposals are considered.

Youth organisations and informal youth groups are another important channel for participation.
They act as intermediaries between young people and institutions, organise campaigns, trainings,
consultations, advocacy initiatives and civic education activities. Nevertheless, the presence of such
organisations is uneven. The Youth Report for 2023-2024 shows that only 51 municipalities, or 39% of
those surveyed, reported that registered youth organisations were active on their territory. In many
municipalities there are no registered youth organisations or functioning informal groups, which limits the
ability of local administrations to work with stable youth partners.

A concrete example of the role of youth organisations in Bulgaria is the activity of the National

Youth Forum. In 2026, the organisation continued to participate in advocacy initiatives, public consultations
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and national working groups related to youth policy. Examples include the Declaration to the 52nd National
Assembly, published during the “Give a Voice” campaign and the “League of Young Voters”, as well as
positions on draft regulations and legislative proposals affecting youth organisations and youth
programmes. The National Y outh Forum also contributed to the EU Youth Dialogue through the publication
of recommendations from the final national youth conference “Connecting EU with Youth”, addressing
local youth policy, transparency and trust in institutions, and access to mobility programmes. These
examples show that youth organisations can function as intermediaries between young people and decision-
makers, translating youth priorities into policy proposals, public positions and advocacy actions’.

Despite this limited organisational presence, many municipalities provide practical support for
youth initiatives. According to the same report, 97 municipalities, or 74% of the municipalities that
responded, stated that they support youth initiatives in different ways. This support includes the provision
of rooms and spaces, funding for events and projects, logistical and methodological assistance, involvement
in the organisation of initiatives, and support for participation in national and international projects. This
indicates that municipal authorities often recognise the importance of youth activities, even where formal
youth structures are weak or absent.

However, the inclusion of youth organisations in actual policy planning remains limited. Although
132 municipalities completed the municipal survey cited in the Youth Report, only 56 of them reported that
they include youth organisations in the planning and implementation of youth policy. The reported
examples vary: some municipalities involve youth representatives in committees and working groups, while
others cooperate mainly through single campaigns or events. This shows that dialogue between
municipalities and young people often exists, but is frequently episodic rather than institutionalised.

Public consultations represent another formal channel for youth participation. Through public
consultations, young people can provide feedback on draft legislation, strategies, municipal plans and policy
documents. In principle, this mechanism enables young citizens to participate in decision-making beyond
elections and party politics. In practice, however, public consultations are often underused by young people
because they may be perceived as too technical, bureaucratic or distant from everyday youth concerns. The
RISE Balkans project proposal, drawing on European youth survey data, notes that only 10% of Bulgarian
youth had participated in public consultations, while only 6% had contacted elected politicians. This
indicates that formal participation mechanisms exist, but are not yet widely used by young people.

Student representation is also an important form of participation in Bulgaria. At university level,
student councils provide a formal mechanism through which students can represent their interests,
participate in academic governance and contribute to discussions on student welfare, education quality,
mobility, campus life and institutional development. At national level, the National Representation of
Student Councils in the Republic of Bulgaria represents students, doctoral students and trainees in
accredited higher education institutions. It functions as the statutory national body defending student rights
and interests and supporting student self-government, inter-university cooperation and participation in
public discussions related to higher education and youth policy.

9 National Youth Forum. (2026). Update on advocacy activities, EU Youth Dialogue, national working groups
and youth participation initiatives. National Youth Forum newsletter, May 2026.
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Volunteering is another widespread and practical form of participation. It allows young people to
engage in social, humanitarian, cultural, environmental, educational and community-based causes.
Volunteering is particularly important because it combines civic engagement with visible results and
practical action. Through volunteering, young people can develop solidarity, responsibility, communication
skills and a sense of belonging to their community. This form of participation is supported both through
national youth programmes and through European instruments such as the European Solidarity Corps.

Youth infrastructure is also directly connected to participation. Youth centres, youth spaces,
community centres and similar environments provide physical places where young people can meet, learn,
participate and develop civic skills. The Youth Report for 2023-2024 highlights that two thirds of
municipalities have some form of space for youth activities, but in many cases these are multifunctional
premises rather than specialised youth centres. The report also notes that standards for maintenance,
accessibility and management are often missing. This means that youth infrastructure exists in many places,
but its quality, accessibility and capacity to support meaningful participation differ significantly between
municipalities!?.

European programmes provide additional opportunities for youth participation. Erasmus+, the
European Solidarity Corps and the EU Youth Dialogue enable young people in Bulgaria to participate in
international mobility, volunteering, youth consultations, intercultural exchange and project-based
activities. These programmes strengthen civic competences and support the development of a European
identity among young people. They also provide opportunities for engagement with issues such as
democracy, inclusion, human rights, environmental protection, solidarity and active citizenship.

In summary, Bulgaria has a diverse set of youth participation channels, including consultative
bodies, public consultations, student representation, youth organisations, volunteering, youth spaces and
European programmes. The main challenge is not the absence of mechanisms, but their uneven territorial
coverage, limited visibility and insufficient institutional follow-up.

5. Methodology

According to the Protocol, WP1 aims to establish an evidence base on youth civic engagement
across the participating countries by identifying barriers, opportunities and perceptions related to
participation, policymaking, transparency and anti-corruption. The research design includes desk research,
qualitative and quantitative research, and national validation activities, with the results feeding into the
national reports and the comparative analysis report.

Desk research was used to provide the national and European context for youth participation in
Bulgaria. It included a review of national policy documents, institutional reports and European-level
sources related to youth participation, civic engagement, transparency and anti-corruption. Particular
attention was paid to the Bulgarian Youth Report for the period 2023-2024, the National Youth Strategy

10 Council of Ministers of the Republic of Bulgaria. (2025). Decision No. 675 of 26 September 2025 on the
adoption of the Youth Report for the period 2023-2024. Legal Information System of the Council of Ministers.
https://pris.government.bg/document/acd72b7ca6fbb1392c9a2d3de2d265c1
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2021-2030, EU youth policy documents, Eurobarometer data and relevant project materials. This part of
the research provided the basis for the contextual sections of the report, especially those concerning the
national youth policy framework, formal participation channels, enabling factors, barriers and existing good
practices.

The quantitative component was implemented through an anonymous online survey conducted in
Bulgarian between 5 and 12 April 2026. The survey targeted young people aged 1826 living in Bulgaria
and was designed to explore their awareness, attitudes and experiences regarding civic participation, anti-
corruption, transparency, institutional trust and policymaking. A total of 62 valid responses were collected
from Bulgaria, representing 12.65% of the overall RISE Balkans survey population of 490 respondents
across the participating countries. The Bulgarian sample therefore provides a descriptive picture of youth
perceptions in the country, while not claiming statistical representativeness for the entire youth population.

Table 1. Survey sample profile — Bulgaria

Category Main result

Total valid responses 62 respondents

Survey period 5-12 April 2026

Target group Young people aged 18-26

Share of total RISE Balkans 12.65% of 490 respondents

survey sample

Largest age group 21-23 years old — 56.45%

Gender distribution Men — 50%; Women — 43.55%; Non-binary — 4.84%; Prefer not to
answer — 1.61%

Area of residence Urban — 74.19%; Semi-urban — 17.74%; Rural — 8.06%

Most common education level Secondary education — 54.84%

Main current status Students — 77.42%

Additional status categories Employed — 30.65%; In training/apprenticeship — 11.29%;

Unemployed — 6.45%

The question on current status allowed multiple responses; therefore, the total percentage exceeds
100%.

The sample is therefore predominantly urban and student-oriented, which should be taken into
account when interpreting the findings, particularly in relation to young people from rural areas, small
settlements and vulnerable groups.
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The survey questionnaire included closed-ended and multiple-response questions, five-point
Likert-type scales and selected open-ended questions. It covered several thematic areas: demographic
profile; perceptions of corruption, transparency and integrity; knowledge of governance and legislative
processes; awareness of participation channels; civic participation experience; obstacles and enabling
factors; trust in information sources; reporting of corruption; and preferred formats and tools for future
youth engagement. The survey instrument was implemented in Bulgarian in order to ensure accessibility,
comprehension and more authentic responses from the target group.

The qualitative component of the analysis is based on written open-ended responses provided by
survey participants. In total, 19 respondents, representing 30.65% of the Bulgarian sample, provided written
comments to the final question concerning additional support needs for active civic participation. These
responses were analysed thematically and used to complement the quantitative results. They provided
insight into young people’s perceptions of information gaps, institutional opacity, the need for clearer
procedures, mentoring, protection when reporting corruption, and visible results from participation. Where
relevant, anonymised and translated excerpts from these responses are integrated in the analytical sections
of the report.

As part of the WP1 validation process, two validation workshops were organised in Bulgaria. The
National Student Confederation (NSC), as a Bulgarian project partner, organised a validation workshop in
the previous week with the participation of 34 young people. In addition, the University of National and
World Economy organised a national validation workshop on 4 May 2026 with the participation of 36
students. The workshops provided an opportunity to present and discuss the preliminary findings from the
Bulgarian survey, verify whether the identified trends correspond to participants’ experience, and collect
additional views on barriers, enabling factors, transparency, integrity and youth participation. The feedback
received during the validation workshops was integrated into the analytical sections of the report, where
relevant.

The analysis is primarily descriptive. Quantitative results are presented through frequencies,
percentages and thematic interpretation of response patterns. Qualitative comments are used to
contextualise the numerical findings and to identify recurring perceptions, concerns and expectations. The
report does not make population-level claims, since the survey relied on convenience sampling and the
sample size is limited. The findings should therefore be interpreted as indicative of the perceptions of the
surveyed youth cohort, rather than as fully representative of all young people in Bulgaria.

Several limitations should be noted. First, the sample is predominantly urban and student-oriented,
which may underrepresent young people from rural areas, economically disadvantaged backgrounds,
NEETs and other vulnerable groups. Second, the data were collected online, which may have excluded
young people with limited digital access or lower interest in civic and public issues. Third, the qualitative
evidence is based on open-ended survey responses rather than a large number of in-depth interviews.
Despite these limitations, the research provides valuable insight into the relationship between youth
awareness, institutional trust, corruption perceptions and the practical barriers that shape civic participation
in Bulgaria.

The analytical interpretation of the survey results is also placed within the broader European context
of youth participation. Recent EU-level evidence shows that young people increasingly combine formal
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participation, such as voting and consultations, with informal and digital forms of engagement. At the same
time, European studies underline that meaningful youth participation depends not only on the existence of
formal mechanisms, but also on whether these mechanisms are accessible, understandable and followed by
visible institutional response. This perspective is relevant for the Bulgarian findings, where awareness of
civic and anti-corruption issues is relatively strong, but practical knowledge of participation channels
remains more limited!'.

11 European Economic and Social Committee. (2024). Structured and meaningful youth participation in
democratic and social life in the EU. European Economic and Social Committee.
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/publications-other-work/publications/structured-and-
meaningful-youth-participation-policy-and-decision-making-processes-mapping-local-national-eu-and
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6. Youth Awareness and Understanding of Civic Participation, Anti-

Corruption, Transparency and Policymaking

The survey results show that young respondents in Bulgaria demonstrate relatively strong
awareness of core anti-corruption and integrity-related concepts, but a more uneven understanding of
policymaking, public consultation mechanisms and practical participation channels. This suggests that
young people may be familiar with general civic and anti-corruption terminology, while still lacking
sufficient practical knowledge of how to engage with institutions and decision-making processes.

6.1 Knowledge of anti-corruption and integrity concepts

The strongest levels of familiarity were registered with regard to basic concepts such as corruption,
conflict of interest and whistleblowing/reporting corruption. Understanding of corruption as a concept
achieved the highest familiarity levels: 37.10% of respondents (n=23) stated that they were “very familiar”
with the term, while 38.71% (n=24) reported being “extremely familiar”. This means that more than three
quarters of the surveyed young people declared a high level of familiarity with the concept of corruption.

A similarly strong result was observed for the concept of conflict of interest. A total of 38.71% of
respondents (n=24) reported being “very familiar” with the term, while 43.55% (n=27) indicated that they
were “extremely familiar”. This is an important finding, because conflict of interest is one of the core
concepts in the broader field of public integrity and anti-corruption policy. Familiarity with the concept
suggests that respondents have at least a basic understanding of situations where private interests may
interfere with public responsibilities.

Whistleblowing and corruption reporting also showed relatively high levels of awareness. A total
of 38.71% of respondents (n=24) stated that they were “very familiar” with the concept, while 35.48%
(n=22) indicated that they were “extremely familiar”. This result is significant because reporting corruption
is directly linked to active civic behaviour and institutional accountability. However, as shown in later
sections of the report, awareness of the concept does not necessarily mean that young people feel safe or
sufficiently informed about where and how to report corruption.

Overall, the data indicate that Bulgarian respondents are not unfamiliar with the basic vocabulary
of corruption and integrity. They can recognise key concepts and appear to understand their general
meaning. At the same time, this awareness is more conceptual than practical. The survey results suggest
that knowing what corruption, conflict of interest or whistleblowing mean does not automatically translate
into confidence in using available reporting channels or participating in accountability mechanisms.
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6.2 Knowledge of governance and legislative processes

Knowledge of legislative and governance processes appears more moderate. When asked about
familiarity with the national legislative process, 40.32% of respondents (n=25) reported being “moderately
familiar”, 27.42% (n=17) stated that they were “very familiar”, and 14.52% (n=9) considered themselves
“extremely familiar”. These results show that a majority of respondents have at least some understanding
of how national legislation is developed, but the proportion of those with very high confidence remains
limited.

Public consultation processes showed a similar pattern. A total of 40.32% of respondents (n=25)
reported being moderately familiar with public consultations, while only 9.68% (n=6) described themselves
as very familiar. This points to a specific gap in practical civic literacy. Public consultations are one of the
main formal mechanisms through which citizens can provide feedback on draft laws, strategies and policy
documents, yet many young people do not appear to have a strong understanding of how this mechanism
works in practice.

The same conclusion is supported by the responses concerning access to information about
participation opportunities. A majority of respondents, 51.61% (n=32), stated that finding information about
civic participation opportunities was neither easy nor difficult. At the same time, 19.35% (n=12) found it
rather difficult, while only 3.23% (n=2) considered it easy. These findings suggest that the problem is not
necessarily the complete absence of information, but rather its fragmentation, limited visibility and
insufficient adaptation to young people’s needs.

When asked who can propose new legislation at national level, 66.13% of respondents (n=41)
correctly identified Members of Parliament, while 61.29% (n=38) identified the government. However, the
results also indicate uncertainty or incomplete knowledge regarding other actors and channels. On European
Union legislative authority, 46.77% of respondents (n=29) correctly identified the European Commission
as the institution with the primary role in proposing new EU laws, while 33.87% (n=21) incorrectly selected
the European Parliament. This demonstrates that, although many respondents have basic knowledge of EU
institutions, there is still confusion regarding their specific functions in the legislative process.

6.3 Understanding of public input and consultation opportunities

The survey also examined whether young people understand when and how citizens can provide
input on proposed laws. When asked whether citizens can provide feedback or input on a proposed new
law, 67.74% of respondents (n=42) answered positively. However, 17.74% (n=11) stated that citizens
cannot provide such input, while 14.52% (n=9) were unsure. This indicates that almost one third of
respondents either do not know or do not believe that citizens can participate in legislative feedback
processes.

Regarding the stage at which citizens can provide feedback, 64.52% of respondents (n=40)
correctly identified the public consultation or hearing phase. However, 11.29% (n=7) believed that citizens
could influence the process only through street protests, while 6.45% (n=4) stated that citizens cannot
influence the legislative process. These answers point to a clear need for more practical civic education,
especially on the functioning of public consultations, hearings and institutional feedback mechanisms.
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This finding is important because it shows a gap between general democratic awareness and
practical procedural knowledge. Young people may support democratic participation in principle, but they
do not always know which formal mechanisms exist, when they can be used, and what kind of input is
expected from citizens. This creates a barrier to meaningful participation, because participation requires not
only motivation, but also procedural clarity.

6.4 Qualitative insights

The qualitative responses support the quantitative findings and provide additional context. Several
respondents emphasised that they need clearer, simpler and more accessible information on how to
participate. One respondent stated that young people need “clear and simple information about how to get
involved”. Another respondent explained that they need “more accessible and understandable information
about legislative processes, more opportunities to participate in public consultations, and clearer channels
for communication with institutions”.

These comments suggest that the main challenge is not a complete lack of interest or awareness,
but the difficulty of translating awareness into action. Young people may understand basic civic concepts,
but they often lack practical guidance on what steps to take, where to find reliable information, and how to
communicate with institutions. This creates an information-action gap: knowledge exists at a general level,
but it is not always connected to concrete participation pathways.

The open-ended responses also show that awareness alone is insufficient. Respondents linked
participation with the need for clearer procedures, better communication and practical guidance on how to
use existing channels.

The validation workshops organised in Bulgaria confirmed these findings. Participants recognised
that young people are generally aware of the importance of civic participation, transparency and anti-
corruption, but often lack practical knowledge of how to use formal participation channels. The discussions
also underlined the need for youth-friendly explanations, visible participation opportunities, and examples
showing that youth input can lead to concrete outcomes.
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7. Barriers and Enabling Factors

The Bulgarian survey results show that the main barriers to youth participation are not related to a
lack of interest, but rather to lack of clear information, distrust in the effectiveness of participation, limited
confidence and uncertainty about how to engage in practice. The strongest barrier identified by respondents
was the lack of clear information and disinformation, selected by 66.13% of respondents (n=41). This
indicates that access to understandable, reliable and youth-friendly information is a precondition for
meaningful participation.

The second most significant barrier was the perception that personal views would not make a
difference, selected by 40.32% of respondents (n=25). This finding points to a problem of low perceived
impact. Young people may be aware of participation opportunities, but if they do not believe that institutions
will take their views seriously, they are less likely to engage. This was also confirmed in the open-ended
responses, where one respondent stated that they need to “see results” in order to feel that participation has
meaning.

Practical and social barriers were also present, although less dominant. Lack of time was selected by 29.03%
of respondents (n=18), while fear of negative reactions, criticism or online harassment was identified by
25.81% (n=16). A further 20.97% (n=13) pointed to lack of confidence, and 11.29% (n=7) stated that
opportunities are too far away or difficult to access. Financial costs were mentioned by only 6.45% (n=4),
which suggests that for this sample informational and psychological barriers are more important than direct
economic obstacles.

Actual participation patterns show that young people are more likely to engage through familiar or
low-threshold forms of participation than through direct institutional channels. In the last 12 months,
67.74% of respondents (n=42) had voted in elections, where eligible; 46.77% (n=29) had signed a petition
or supported a campaign; 41.94% (n=26) had volunteered in a community or social initiative; and 38.71%
(n=24) had attended a civic, youth or community meeting or event. In contrast, only 12.90% (n=8) had
contacted a public authority, institution or representative, while 17.74% (n=11) had participated in a student,
youth or university representative body.

Participation in public consultations remains particularly limited. Only 9.68% of respondents (n=6)
had participated in a consultation at local or municipal level, 8.06% (n=5) at national level, and 6.45% (n=4)
at EU level. At the same time, 40.32% (n=25) stated that they had not participated but would like to do so,
while 17.74% (n=11) indicated that they do not know how to start. This shows a clear gap between interest
and actual participation: many young people are open to engagement, but they need clearer guidance and
more accessible entry points.

The enabling factors identified by respondents confirm this conclusion. The most frequently
selected measure that would help young people participate more was “clear and simple information about
how to get involved”, chosen by 61.29% of respondents (n=38). Trust in information about civic and public
life was selected by 48.39% (n=30), while 29.03% (n=18) pointed to opportunities closer to where they
study, work or live. Guidance, mentoring or practical support was also highlighted in the qualitative
responses as necessary for turning interest into action.
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When asked which actions are most effective for making young people’s voices heard, respondents
placed voting in elections first, selected by 59.68% (n=37). Joining a youth organisation, NGO or civic
initiative followed with 41.94% (n=26). Other forms, such as online campaigns, petitions and
demonstrations, were selected less frequently. This suggests that young respondents still recognise the
importance of formal and organisational forms of participation, even if they often experience barriers to
using them effectively.

The validation workshops confirmed the same pattern. Participants recognised that young people are not
necessarily apathetic, but often lack accessible information, practical examples and confidence that their
participation will lead to visible outcomes. They also stressed the importance of feedback from institutions,
because young people are more likely to remain engaged when they can see how their input has been
considered.
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8. Transparency, Integrity and Trust

The Bulgarian survey results show that perceptions of corruption are very high among young
respondents. A total of 67.74% of respondents (n=42) described corruption in Bulgaria as “very
widespread”, while 27.42% (n=17) considered it “widespread”. Taken together, 95.16% of the Bulgarian
sample perceive corruption as widespread or very widespread. This indicates that corruption is not seen as
an isolated problem, but as a structural issue affecting public life and institutional trust.

This perception is also visible in relation to specific institutions and sectors. Corruption among
politicians at national, regional and local level was assessed as “very widespread” by 61.29% of respondents
(n=38) and as “widespread” by 30.65% (n=19). Similar results were observed for the police, where 58.06%
(n=36) selected “very widespread” and 33.87% (n=21) selected “widespread”. These results suggest that
young respondents associate corruption both with high-level politics and with institutions that directly affect
citizens’ everyday interactions with the state.

The survey also reveals low confidence in accountability mechanisms. When asked whether high-
level corruption cases are pursued sufficiently, 51.61% of respondents (n=32) strongly agreed that they are
not, while 30.65% (n=19) agreed. This means that more than four fifths of respondents express scepticism
regarding the effective prosecution and follow-up of high-level corruption cases.

Transparency of institutional procedures is another major concern. Only 12.90% of respondents
(n=8) agreed that public institutions usually explain procedures clearly, while 41.94% (n=26) disagreed and
25.81% (n=16) remained neutral. Similarly, 46.77% of respondents (n=29) disagreed that young people can
access public services fairly without personal connections, while only 16.13% (n=10) agreed. These
findings suggest that trust is weakened not only by perceptions of corruption, but also by unclear procedures
and doubts about equal treatment.Respondents linked trust mainly to practical transparency, including clear
steps, timelines and decision criteria.

Reporting corruption appears to be a particularly sensitive issue. Only 6.45% of respondents (n=4)
stated that they would feel “very safe” reporting corruption or unfair treatment, while 32.26% (n=20) would
feel “rather unsafe” and 9.68% (n=6) would feel “very unsafe”. A further 38.71% (n=24) remained neutral.
This shows that reporting corruption is not perceived as a simple administrative act, but as a process
involving personal risk, uncertainty and lack of confidence in institutional protection.

Knowledge of reporting channels is also limited. A total of 45.16% of respondents (n=28) stated
that they have a general idea where or how to report corruption, but are not sure of the process. Another
27.42% (n=17) would not know where to go, while only 12.90% (n==8) stated that they know exactly where
to report. This confirms that awareness of corruption as a problem is much higher than practical knowledge
of reporting mechanisms.

When asked what would make young people feel safer when reporting corruption, respondents prioritised
anonymity and protection. Anonymous reporting options were selected by 59.68% of respondents (n=37),
while protection from negative consequences or retaliation was selected by 50% (n=31). Clear guidance on
where and how to report was selected by 38.71% (n=24). These results show that reporting mechanisms
need to be not only formally available, but also trusted, confidential and easy to understand.
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Trust in possible actors for corruption complaints is fragmented. Specialised anti-corruption
agencies were selected by 30.65% of respondents (n=19), journalists by 29.03% (n=18), and lawyers by
20.97% (n=13). The police were selected by 19.35% (n=12), while courts or prosecution services were
selected by 14.52% (n=9). Notably, 11.29% (n=7) selected “none”, indicating a complete lack of trust in
any of the listed actors.
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9. Needs, Preferred Formats and Solutions

The most frequently selected need was “clear and simple information about how to get involved”,
chosen by 61.29% of respondents (n=38). This confirms one of the central findings of the report: young
people are not necessarily unwilling to participate, but they often lack clear and practical information on
where to start. Trust in information about civic and public life was the second most important factor,
selected by 48.39% of respondents (n=30). This shows that information must not only be available, but also
reliable, understandable and perceived as trustworthy.

Accessibility also matters. A total of 29.03% of respondents (n=18) stated that opportunities closer
to where they study, work or live would help them participate more. Flexible online or hybrid participation
options were selected by 17.74% (n=11). These results suggest that participation opportunities should be
designed in a way that reflects young people’s daily routines, study obligations, work commitments and
geographical location.

The survey also asked what would increase trust when young people interact with public services or
institutions. The most frequently selected answer was “clear steps/process explained in advance”, chosen
by 61.29% of respondents (n=38). This was followed by clear timelines, selected by 33.87% (n=21), and
clear decision criteria, selected by 30.65% (n=19). These findings show that young people understand
transparency in very practical terms: they need to know what the procedure is, how long it will take, what
criteria will be applied and how they will receive feedback.

In relation to learning needs, respondents expressed the strongest interest in the European Union
and youth engagement. This topic was selected by 50% of respondents (n=31). The second most preferred
topic was integrity, transparency and anti-corruption tools, selected by 41.94% (n=26). Citizens’ rights and
access to information were selected by 33.87% (n=21), while 32.26% (n=20) expressed interest in how
decisions are made at local and national level. These results indicate that young people are interested not
only in abstract democratic values, but also in practical knowledge about institutions, rights, decision-
making and anti-corruption mechanisms.

The preferred formats for future activities are relatively diverse, which suggests that no single
format would be sufficient. Workshops and clinics were selected by 32.26% of respondents (n=20), while
volunteering projects were selected by 30.65% (n=19). Online sessions appealed to 29.03% (n=18), while
mentoring and simulations/bootcamps were each selected by 27.42% (n=17). This distribution shows that
young people value both practical face-to-face formats and flexible digital opportunities. It also suggests
that future project activities should combine several methods rather than rely on lectures or one-way
information sessions.

Respondents also identified specific tools that would help them access information and participate
more easily. The most preferred option was a youth-friendly digital platform, selected by 67.74% of
respondents (n=42). Short explainers in video or infographic format were selected by 33.87% (n=21), and
the same share selected a simple guide or toolkit on how to participate. A calendar of opportunities was
selected by 17.74% (n=11), while peer-to-peer support groups were selected by 14.52% (n=9). These results
indicate that young people prefer accessible, visual, practical and centralised information tools.
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The qualitative responses support these findings. Several respondents stated that they need more accessible
and understandable information, clearer channels for communication with institutions, and more
opportunities to participate in public consultations. Others emphasised the importance of seeing concrete
results from participation. One respondent stated that they need to “see results” in order to feel that
participation has meaning. This points to the importance of feedback mechanisms: young people are more
likely to remain engaged when they understand how their views are used.

The validation workshops confirmed the need for practical and youth-friendly formats. Participants
underlined that information should be presented in simple language, through examples, visual materials and
interactive formats. They also stressed that young people need concrete guidance on how to participate,
how to contact institutions, how to submit proposals or feedback, and how to report corruption or unfair
treatment. The workshops also confirmed that digital tools should be combined with in-person activities,
because some young people prefer direct discussion and peer interaction.
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10. Conclusions

The research conducted in Bulgaria under WP1 of the RISE Balkans project shows that young
people are not indifferent to civic participation, transparency and anti-corruption issues. On the contrary,
the survey results indicate a relatively high level of awareness of key concepts such as corruption, conflict
of interest and whistleblowing, as well as a strong belief that young people can contribute to reducing
corruption. However, this awareness does not automatically translate into active and structured
participation. The main challenge identified by the research is the gap between civic awareness and practical
civic engagement.

One of the central findings is that young people in Bulgaria face an information-action gap.
Respondents are generally familiar with basic civic and anti-corruption concepts, but they often lack
practical knowledge of how to participate, where to find reliable information, how public consultations
work, how to contact institutions, and where to report corruption or unfair treatment. This suggests that the
problem is not only educational in a broad sense, but also procedural. Young people need practical civic
literacy, including step-by-step guidance, clear examples and accessible explanations of institutional
processes.

A second major conclusion concerns the perceived effectiveness of participation. A significant
share of respondents believe that their views may not make a difference. This does not necessarily indicate
apathy, but rather low confidence in institutional responsiveness. The qualitative responses and validation
workshops confirmed that young people are more likely to engage when they can see concrete results,
receive feedback and understand how their input has been used. Meaningful participation therefore requires
not only access to consultation channels, but also visible follow-up.

Perceptions of corruption are very high among the surveyed young people. A total of 95.16% of
respondents described corruption in Bulgaria as widespread or very widespread. Corruption is perceived
not as an isolated problem, but as a structural issue affecting political institutions, public administration and
everyday interactions with the state. This perception strongly influences institutional trust and shapes young
people’s willingness to engage with formal mechanisms.

Reporting corruption remains a particularly sensitive area. While respondents are familiar with the
concept of whistleblowing and corruption reporting, many do not feel safe reporting corruption and are
unsure where or how to report it. Anonymous reporting options, protection from retaliation and clear
guidance on reporting procedures were identified as key requirements. This suggests that anti-corruption
policy should place greater emphasis on youth-friendly reporting mechanisms, confidentiality and practical
protection.

Overall, the Bulgarian findings point to a clear conclusion: young people have the potential and
willingness to participate, but they need better civic infrastructure. This includes reliable information,
practical guidance, accessible participation channels, safe reporting mechanisms, institutional feedback and
visible results. The challenge is not simply to encourage young people to be active, but to make participation
understandable, safe, meaningful and connected to real decision-making processes.
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11. Recommendations

For the RISE Balkans Programme

1. Prioritise practical civic literacy.

RISE Balkans activities in Bulgaria should focus on practical skills rather than only theoretical
knowledge. Young people need clear guidance on how to participate in public consultations, how to
contact institutions, how to submit feedback, how to request public information and how to report
corruption or unfair treatment.

2. Develop youth-friendly digital materials.

Since lack of clear information and disinformation were identified as the main barriers to
participation, the project should produce short, accessible and visual materials, including infographics,
short videos, checklists and step-by-step guides. These materials should explain civic participation and
anti-corruption tools in simple language and with concrete examples.

3. Use interactive and experiential formats.

Workshops, simulations, bootcamps, mentoring and volunteering projects should be prioritised.
These formats correspond to the preferences expressed by respondents and allow young people to learn
through practice, discussion and real-life examples.

4. Create a centralised youth-friendly information space.

A digital platform or online hub should gather information on participation opportunities, public
consultations, project activities, youth initiatives, volunteering, Erasmus+ and European Solidarity Corps
opportunities, and reporting channels. This would respond directly to the respondents’ preference for
accessible and centralised information.

For Policymakers and Public Institutions
1. Make public consultations more accessible to young people.

Public consultations should be promoted through youth-friendly channels and accompanied by
short explanations of what is being proposed, how young people can contribute and what will happen
with their input. Technical and legal language should be simplified where possible.
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2. Provide feedback after participation processes.

Young people are more likely to participate when they can see that their views are taken
seriously. Institutions should provide short feedback reports after consultations, youth meetings and
advisory processes, explaining which proposals were accepted, rejected or further considered.

3. Improve transparency of administrative procedures.

Public institutions should provide clear steps, timelines, decision criteria and contact points for
procedures affecting young people. The survey shows that practical transparency is essential for building
trust in institutions.

4. Strengthen safe and clear corruption reporting mechanisms.

Institutions should provide youth-friendly information on where and how to report corruption,
including anonymous reporting options, protection from retaliation and clear follow-up procedures.

For Civil Society and Youth Organisations
1. Act as trusted intermediaries between young people and institutions.

Youth organisations and NGOs should help young people understand participation channels,
prepare feedback, submit proposals and follow institutional responses. This role is especially important
where trust in institutions is low.

2. Reach beyond already active young people.

Civil society initiatives should target not only students and already engaged youth, but also young
people from small settlements, rural areas, vulnerable groups and those with lower confidence or fewer
opportunities.

3. Use social media strategically.

Youth organisations should use short videos, infographics, podcasts and interactive posts to
explain participation opportunities, civic rights, public consultations and anti-corruption mechanisms.
Digital communication should be combined with media literacy and fact-checking elements.

4. Support youth-led initiatives with visible outcomes.

Projects should lead to concrete outputs such as youth proposals, local campaigns, public
discussions, policy recommendations or awareness materials. Visible results can help overcome the
perception that participation does not lead to change.

70




Croatian National Report

Executive summary
The research report combines results from the survey among young people aged 18-26 in Croatia,
focus group discussions, and the validation workshop in the period April-May 2026.

The findings of the research point to a paradoxical position of young people in Croatia: on the one
hand, they demonstrate a strong interest in social and political issues and recognize the importance of their
own participation; on the other hand, they express low levels of trust in institutions, question the
effectiveness of participatory mechanisms, and often believe that their engagement will not lead to
meaningful change. Corruption is perceived as a deeply embedded and systemic problem that negatively
affects trust in institutions, democratic processes, and young people’s willingness to actively participate in
public life.

The research also shows that the main barriers to participation are not a lack of interest but rather a
lack of information, support, trust, and visible outcomes of civic engagement. Y oung people clearly express
the need for more accessible information, stronger civic education, greater institutional transparency, and
concrete evidence that their participation can have a real impact.

Importantly, despite their skepticism toward political institutions and the widespread presence of
disinformation, young people continue to recognize the value of democratic participation and express a
willingness to engage through elections, civic initiatives, volunteering, and civil society organizations. This
indicates the existence of considerable participatory potential which, with adequate institutional support,
increased trust, and more inclusive participation mechanisms, could contribute to a more active role for
young people in shaping a democratic and resilient society.

Finally, the findings suggest that future youth-oriented policies should simultaneously strengthen
civic competencies, resilience to disinformation, anti-corruption awareness, and opportunities for
meaningful participation in decision-making processes. Only through a combination of education,
transparency, institutional accountability, and open dialogue can an environment be created in which young
people feel that their voices matter, are genuinely heard, and are capable of driving positive social change.
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1. Introduction

Strengthening youth engagement in democratic life is an urgent priority across Europe, particularly
in the Balkan region, where democratic participation faces persistent challenges. Across Europe—and
especially in the Balkan region —young people are reporting an alarming disconnection from political
institutions and democratic processes. While youth activism is visible through protests and online
movements, formal and structured engagement with democratic and political institutions remains very
limited. Recent data from the 2024 European Parliament Youth Survey (Flash Eurobarometer) highlights a
critical gap between young people and public governance and institutions across Europe, with the situation
particularly acute in the Balkan region. Youth disengagement is not primarily due to apathy but to low civic
literacy and understanding of civic participation channels.

The RISE Balkans project (Responsibility, Integrity, Solidarity, Engagement — Youth Voices from
the Balkans) addresses these gaps by empowering young people aged 18-26 in Greece, Bulgaria, Croatia,
Albania, and North Macedonia with civic literacy skills and anti-corruption tools. The project focuses on
young people’s empowerment in civic literacy, declining institutional trust, and widespread perceptions of
corruption, through civic education, experiential learning, mentoring, and support for youth-led initiatives.
By fostering responsibility, integrity, solidarity, and engagement, it aims to cultivate a new generation of
active, informed citizens capable of strengthening democratic resilience at national and European levels.
This action is also timely, as it aligns with key European initiatives aimed at defending democracy,
strengthening civic spaces, and increasing youth involvement in policymaking, particularly under the
European Democracy Action Plan and the Defense of Democracy Package. RISE Balkans will equip youth
not only to participate, but to drive democratic renewal across national and EU levels.

To achieve these objectives, the project will engage young people in practical initiatives, including
law-making simulations, anti-corruption actions, and structured dialogues with institutions, equipping them
to influence legislation, contribute to anti-corruption policy reforms, and foster transparent governance at
national and European levels. RISE Balkans will also produce open-access tools, including a multilingual
civic education toolkit and a digital engagement platform, ensuring sustainability beyond the project’s
lifetime.

In the framework of the action, participating organisations conducted qualitative and quantitative
research, aiming to identify young people’s perceptions and experiences on barriers, opportunities, and
knowledge linked to policymaking, participation, and anti-corruption frameworks, legislative processes and
public consultation mechanisms. The present report encapsulates the research findings of the mapping
conducted in Croatia.
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2. Context of youth participation

Y outh participation in Croatia has developed significantly over the past decade through institutional
reforms, youth policy frameworks, and stronger cooperation between public institutions and civil society
organizations. At the same time, scarce research and survey data continue to show relatively low levels of
political participation, limited trust in institutions, and insufficient knowledge of democratic processes
among young people. Croatia’s youth participation landscape is therefore characterized by both growing
opportunities for engagement (see chapters 3 and 4) and persistent structural challenges.

Despite these frameworks, studies consistently indicate relatively low levels of civic and political
participation among Croatian youth. According to the European Commission’s YouthWiki platform,
research has shown that young people in Croatia demonstrate lower levels of political engagement and
participation compared to many EU peers. It also shows that Croatia is, along other countries in the RISE
Balkans project, among the rare countries that do not have a digital platform for young people. Political
participation is often limited to voting, while involvement in political parties, advocacy initiatives, and civic
organizations remains comparatively low. Research on political literacy among Croatian youth also points
to gaps in democratic knowledge, critical thinking, and understanding of political institutions and
processes.

Nevertheless, there are signs of growing interest in democratic participation, particularly in relation
to European issues. Eurobarometer surveys conducted ahead of the 2024 European Parliament elections
showed increasing interest among Croatian citizens in EU elections, with Croatia recording one of the
largest increases in interest compared to previous election cycles. European-level surveys further indicate
that young people across the EU, including Croatia, see voting as the most effective way to make their
voices heard by decision-makers. The 2024 European Parliament Y outh Survey also highlighted that young
people are increasingly engaged through digital participation, social media discussions, and issue-based
activism, especially around climate change, social justice, and mental health.

According to the Eurobarometer Youth Survey (2024), Croatian young people broadly share the
priorities and attitudes of their peers across the European Union. However, economic concerns appear to be
even more pronounced among Croatian youth than among the EU average. The most important issues
identified by young people in Croatia are the economic situation and employment opportunities, cited by
41% of respondents compared to 31% across the EU. This is followed by rising prices and the cost of living
(41% in Croatia; 40% EU average), social protection, welfare and healthcare (37% compared to 29% EU),
environmental and climate issues (28% compared to 33% EU), and education and training (23% compared
to 27% EU). These findings suggest that Croatian youth place particular emphasis on economic security
and social welfare, reflecting broader socioeconomic challenges facing the country.

Attitudes towards the European Union are generally positive. Similar to their European peers,
Croatian young people largely support EU membership and integration, although many express reservations
about the way the Union currently functions. While 28% of Croatian respondents reported being
unequivocally in favour of the EU (compared to 31% across the EU), a larger share (41%) indicated that
they support the EU but are dissatisfied with its current performance (32% EU average). Opposition to the
EU remains very limited, with only 3% of Croatian youth expressing a negative attitude towards the Union,
compared to 6% across the EU.
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Despite generally positive attitudes towards the EU, electoral participation remains relatively low.
Among young Croatians who did not vote in the most recent European Parliament elections, the most
commonly cited reason was a lack of information about the elections or the voting process (24%, compared
to 26% across the EU). Other respondents pointed to the absence of a candidate or political party that
represented their interests (18% compared to 15% EU average). Distrust in politicians and dissatisfaction
with politics were somewhat less prominent reasons than among young people in the EU overall (13% in
Croatia compared to 15% EU average). Nevertheless, Croatia continues to record one of the lowest levels
of electoral participation in the European Union. According to data reported by the European Parliament,
voter turnout in the 2019 European Parliament elections was 29.85%, with only three Member States—
Slovakia, Slovenia and the Czech Republic—recording lower participation rates (DeZzelan, 2023).
Moreover, in 2024, not only that the voter turnout was the lowest in Croatia but in group of young people
it was significantly lower than in other countries (9% among young people aged 15-24 and 17% in group
25-39 years old) (Lavizzari, 2025).

In terms of broader civic participation, Eurobarometer (2024) shows that Croatian youth display
patterns that both align with and diverge from European trends. Participation in elections is broadly
comparable to the EU average (38% in Croatia compared to 39% across the EU). However, Croatian young
people are somewhat less likely to engage in conventional forms of civic action such as signing petitions
(23% compared to 26% EU average). Conversely, they demonstrate above-average involvement in
volunteering activities, with 27% reporting participation compared to 20% of young people across the EU.

Young people in Croatia rely heavily on digital sources of information, particularly social media.
Nearly half (48%) identify social media as their primary source of information, compared to 42% across
the EU. Television remains the second most important source (40% in Croatia; 39% EU average), followed
by online news platforms (32% compared to 26% EU average). In terms of specific social media platforms,
Facebook remains the most widely used platform among Croatian youth, in contrast to the EU average
where it ranks fourth. Facebook is followed by YouTube, Instagram, TikTok and X (formerly Twitter). This
pattern suggests that information and civic engagement strategies targeting young people in Croatia should
place particular emphasis on digital communication channels, while recognizing the continued relevance of
traditional media such as television. Still, exposure to disinformation and fake news is high — 41% of young
Croatian citizens report being exposed in last 7 days very often or often (44% EU average).

Overall, the findings indicate that Croatian youth are strongly concerned with economic security,
generally supportive of European integration, and highly connected through digital media. At the same time,
relatively low levels of electoral participation and civic engagement point to the need for stronger civic
education, improved access to political information, and more effective mechanisms for involving young
people in democratic decision-making processes.

One of the major factors influencing youth participation and institutional trust is the perception of
corruption and political inefficiency. Research and public opinion surveys indicate that corruption remains
a significant concern among Croatian citizens, particularly young people. This contributes to political
apathy, skepticism toward institutions, and lower motivation to engage in formal political processes. At the
same time, civil society organizations and youth initiatives increasingly focus on anti-corruption education,
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democratic literacy, media literacy, and active citizenship as tools for strengthening democratic resilience
among young people.

The Special Eurobarometer 548, the 2024 survey among Croatian citizens, shows that they perceive
corruption as being widespread (92%), significantly higher than average EU citizens (68%), although there
is a 4-point decrease in this perception compared to 2023 and 41% of respondents believe it has even
increased. By group and sector, the corruption is perceived as being the mostly spread among political
parties (52%) and politicians (53%), followed by officials awarding tenders (46%) and issuing building
permits (44%), but police and customs and courts follow with 42 and 43% respectively, in sharp contrast to
the EU average (24% and 18%). Corruption experience is reported by 14% of respondents (EU average
5%), but compared to the European average, Croatians believe that reporting corruption, in addition to
difficulties in proving it, and lack of sanctioning, is not worth the effort (32% compared to 16% EU
average). They do not have trust in police when reporting corruption (39% compared to 60% EU), but they
trust specialized anti-corruption bodies (37% compared to 12% EU) (European Commission 2024).

One of the few recent studies examining young people's perceptions of corruption in Croatia
(Roksandi¢, 2024) provides valuable insight into their understanding of corruption, trust in institutions, and
attitudes towards anti-corruption measures. Based on a survey of 525 young respondents conducted in
September 2024, the findings suggest that awareness of corruption is relatively high. Nearly four in ten
respondents (39%) reported that they understand very well what corruption means, while an additional 38%
stated that they understand it fairly well. Despite this relatively high level of awareness, a concerning
proportion of young people appear to perceive corruption as an inevitable feature of political and social
systems. Almost one quarter of respondents (24%) agreed, either fully or mostly, with the statement that
corruption is a necessary phenomenon in societies and democracies.

When asked about the main causes of corruption in Croatia, respondents most frequently pointed
to the prevalence of informal networks and patronage practices. Six in ten young people (60%) identified
the perception that “everyone knows everyone” and that employment in public institutions is often based
on personal connections rather than merit, expertise, or qualifications. A further 34% highlighted a lack of
integrity among both public officials and private sector actors as a significant contributing factor.

The findings also reveal widespread scepticism regarding institutional transparency. Nearly half of
respondents (48%) considered the work of Croatian institutions involved in preventing and combating
corruption—including ministries, Parliament, public hospitals, and universities—to be insufficiently
transparent, while an additional 26% viewed their work as not transparent at all. This suggests that almost
three-quarters of young people perceive significant shortcomings in the transparency of public institutions.

Young people's views on the role of the media are similarly mixed. While most respondents
considered the media to be moderately effective in exposing corruption (42%), only 19% viewed the media
as effective, whereas 27% perceived them as only slightly effective. At the same time, concerns about media
independence are pronounced. More than one-third of respondents (38%) believe that most media outlets
are not independent and are susceptible to corrupt influence, while 9% consider no media outlet to be fully
independent.
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The study also highlights an important distinction between trust in institutions and perceptions of
their effectiveness. Respondents assigned relatively high levels of responsibility to key anti-corruption
institutions, including the Office for the Suppression of Corruption and Organised Crime (USKOK) (4.69
out of 5), the State Attorney’s Office (4.39 out of 5), and the police (4.03 out of 5), indicating that young
people recognise these institutions as central actors in combating corruption. However, assessments of their
actual effectiveness were considerably lower. USKOK received an average effectiveness rating of 2.7 out
of 5, while the State Attorney’s Office and the police were rated at 2.29 and 2.1, respectively. This gap
suggests that although young people understand the institutional responsibilities for addressing corruption,
they remain unconvinced about the capacity of these institutions to deliver tangible results.

Importantly, the findings also point to strong support for preventive and educational approaches.
More than two thirds of respondents (68%) considered the inclusion of anti-corruption education in school
curricula to be important. This demonstrates a clear demand among young people for greater education and
awareness-raising efforts aimed at strengthening integrity, accountability, and understanding of corruption
from an early age.

Overall, the study by Roksandi¢ (2024) indicates that Croatian youth possess a relatively high
awareness of corruption and its causes, but express considerable concerns regarding institutional
transparency, media independence, and the effectiveness of anti-corruption efforts. At the same time, their
strong support for anti-corruption education suggests a recognition that long-term change requires both
institutional reforms and investments in civic and ethical education.

Digital participation has become increasingly important in Croatia, especially among younger
generations. Social media platforms, online campaigns, and digital activism have created additional
channels for youth engagement, allowing young people to discuss political and social issues outside
traditional institutional structures. However, this trend also raises concerns related to disinformation,
political polarization, and media literacy. Consequently, the National Youth Programme and related policy
frameworks place growing emphasis on digital skills, critical thinking, and civic education.

Overall, the context of youth participation in Croatia reflects a transitional democratic environment
in which institutional mechanisms for participation are relatively well developed, but levels of trust,
political efficacy, and sustained civic engagement among young people remain limited.
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3. Enabling factors and barriers of youth participation

Youth participation in Croatia is influenced by a combination of enabling factors and structural
barriers that shape the extent to which young people engage in democratic, civic, and political processes.
Over the past decade, Croatia has developed an increasingly supportive policy and institutional framework
for youth participation, yet important challenges remain in ensuring meaningful and sustained engagement
of young people in society.

One of the main enabling factors is the existence of a comprehensive policy framework focused on
youth participation. The National Youth Programme 2023—-2025 recognizes active citizenship, participation
in decision-making, and democratic engagement as key priorities of youth policy. Croatia has also
established institutional participation mechanisms such as local and regional youth councils (savjeti
mladih), student councils, student unions, public consultations through the e-Savjetovanja platform, and
advisory bodies at national level. These mechanisms provide formal opportunities for young people to
express their opinions and influence public policies affecting their lives.

Another important enabling factor is the strong role of civil society organizations and youth
organizations. Organizations such as Mreza mladih Hrvatske and numerous local youth associations
provide opportunities for volunteering, advocacy, non-formal education, and participation in public
dialogue. Through these organizations, young people develop leadership skills, democratic competencies,
and experience in civic engagement. International and European initiatives, particularly the EU Youth
Dialogue, Erasmus+, and the European Solidarity Corps, further encourage youth participation by
supporting mobility, intercultural learning, and direct involvement in policymaking processes at the
European level.

Digital technologies and social media have also expanded opportunities for participation. Young
people increasingly engage through online activism, awareness campaigns, petitions, and issue-based
movements related to climate change, mental health, gender equality, and human rights. Digital tools have
made participation more accessible and have enabled young people to organize and communicate outside
traditional institutional structures.

The focused research on youth participation in Croatia is scarce, with only a few scholars
particularly engaged in the topic. However, context and timing of assessing enablers and barriers matters.
In an older study, IliSin & Spaji¢ (2015) claim that youth political participation should be understood within
the broader framework of political culture, citizenship, and democratic engagement. Political culture
encompasses individuals’ relationships with political values, institutions, and forms of participation, while
democratic citizenship emphasizes belonging, equality, responsibility, and active involvement in public life.
Y oung people’s engagement with politics is shaped not only by institutional opportunities but also by social,
cultural, and generational factors.

Research shows that youth political attitudes and behaviours are influenced by a combination of
life-cycle effects, specific generational experiences, and wider social and political developments. While
existing social and ideological divisions within society are reflected among young people, age itself also
represents an important factor shaping political values and patterns of participation. As a result, young
people often differ from older generations in their political outlook and forms of engagement. In countries

such as Croatia, which transitioned from a socialist one-party system to a multiparty democracy and market
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economy in parallel with tremendous globalization, Europeanisation, and digital revolution, the context of
youth participation has specific characteristics.

In a recent research, Ili§in & Baketa (2024), found that only a minority of final year secondary
school students (17-18 years old) show unreserved support for liberal-democratic values, such as the respect
for human rights, freedom, and equality; they also found the trend of the standard liberal-democratic values,
such as rule of law and democratic multiparty system, losing support continues alongside the growth of
experience in living within a democratic social and political environment. Also, when examining the trust
in institutions, they found that the majority of respondents expressed trust only in the army and scientists,
but also showed relatively respectable trust in the police and religious institutions. At the same time, the
majority distrusts political parties and representatives of the media.

Another study conducted among young people aged 15-25 in Croatia (1liSin & Gvozdanovi¢, 2020)
found that young people are more likely to justify than condemn the use of personal connections and
informal networks, both in employment processes and in interactions with public and state institutions. The
findings suggest a degree of normalization of clientelist practices among youth, reflecting broader societal
patterns and perceptions of how opportunities are accessed and decisions are made. The study also found
that young people who place greater importance on social responsibility, civic engagement, and democratic
values tend to be more critical of such practices and less likely to accept the use of personal connections as
a legitimate means of achieving personal or professional goals.

A recent study conducted among young people aged 13-25 (Kovaci¢ et al., 2025) found that voting
with the aim of addressing societal issues represents the most prominent form of formal political
participation among youth. The findings indicate a positive relationship between age and electoral
participation, with older respondents demonstrating a greater willingness to vote than younger participants.
The study also revealed gender differences in political participation, with young women expressing a lower
propensity to vote compared to young men. Furthermore, the research confirmed that several factors
significantly predict young people's willingness to participate in elections. These include age, discussing
current affairs with friends, participating in protests alongside peers, alignment between the participant’s
value system and that of their family, following socially engaged content on social media, and interacting
with political content online (e.g., liking political posts on social media). Together, these findings highlight
the importance of both socialization processes and digital engagement in shaping young people's political
participation and electoral behaviour.

At the same time, several barriers continue to limit youth participation in Croatia.

One of the most significant challenges is low trust in political institutions and political actors.
Research and Eurobarometer surveys consistently show that young people often perceive politics as
ineffective, unresponsive, or disconnected from their everyday concerns. Perceptions of corruption,
political clientelism, and lack of transparency further contribute to political apathy and skepticism toward
formal democratic processes.

Another important barrier is insufficient civic and political literacy. Although civic education
initiatives exist, democratic competencies and knowledge of political processes among young people
remain uneven. Many young people report limited understanding of how institutions function or how they
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can influence decision-making processes beyond voting in elections. This weakens confidence in
participation and reduces motivation for long-term civic engagement.

Socioeconomic factors also significantly affect participation levels. Economic insecurity,
unemployment, precarious work, housing difficulties, and emigration trends influence young people’s
priorities and capacity to participate in public life. Young people from rural areas, disadvantaged
backgrounds, or marginalized communities often face additional obstacles related to unequal access to
education, participation opportunities, youth organizations, and public services. Participation mechanisms
are frequently more accessible in larger urban centers than in smaller or less developed areas.

Furthermore, youth participation mechanisms themselves sometimes face limitations. Youth
councils and consultation processes may lack visibility, resources, or real influence on policymaking.
Young people occasionally perceive participation as symbolic rather than meaningful, particularly when
their recommendations are not adequately reflected in final decisions. Limited feedback from institutions
and insufficient communication about policy outcomes can reduce motivation and trust in participatory
processes.

Finally, digital participation, while expanding opportunities, also creates challenges linked to
misinformation, political polarization, online harassment, and superficial forms of engagement that may not
translate into sustained civic action. Strengthening media literacy and critical thinking, therefore, remains
an important priority.

MECHANISMS FOR CITIZENS' PARTICIPATION Citizen participation in Croatia is ensured
through several institutional and non-institutional channels at national, regional, and local levels. The
Constitution of the Republic of Croatia, Article 44, guarantees citizens the right to participate in democratic
processes and public affairs.

The main formal channel is participation in elections, through which citizens elect representatives
to the Croatian Parliament, local and regional governments (555 local and 20 regional units), and the
European Parliament, as well as to sub-municipal councils, a form of citizens' participation in local affairs,
and national minority councils. Citizens may also participate directly through referendums (Article 87
Constitution for national referendum) and citizens’ initiatives (Article 46 Constitution), which allow
proposals for legislative or constitutional changes when sufficient public support is collected. Only three
referendums were held since 1990 (on independence; on EU accession; on marriage definition).

Public consultations represent an important participatory mechanism, enabling citizens, civil
society organizations, experts, and other stakeholders to provide comments and recommendations on draft
laws, strategies, and public policies before their adoption. Regulated by the Law on the Right of Access to

Information , which makes it obligatory for laws, bylaws, local and regional general acts, and strategic and
planning documents since 2013, and the Law on the Instruments of Better Legislation Policy , it is

implemented at the national level through the e-savjetovanjae-consultation platform, while local and
regional units, as well as public institutions implement public consultations through their websites.

At the local level, in accordance with the Law on Local and Regional Self-Government, citizens

can participate through sub-municipal councils, local referenda, public hearings (mjesni zbor), national
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minority councils, and youth councils, which advise municipalities, cities, and counties on issues affecting
young people. In recent years, many local and regional units have introduced participatory budgeting, e.g.
in the capital city of Zagreb . Local referenda and public hearings are rare, but most local units have
established sub-municipal councils, and larger units have national minority councils.

Civil society organizations, including associations (around 46.000 registered associations), youth
organizations, trade unions, and advocacy groups, also play a key role in representing citizen interests and
encouraging civic engagement. Additional channels include petitions, protests, volunteering, digital
participation platforms, and membership in school, student, or professional representative bodies. The
Government Office for Civil Society is responsible for supporting the development of civil society. As a
rule, representatives of associations are included in advisory bodies and working groups across government

and parliamentary committees (as external members, with no voting rights).

In recent years, Croatia, a long-standing member of the Open Government Partnership Initiative,
has increasingly promoted participatory governance and dialogue between public institutions and citizens,
particularly through digital tools, youth participation mechanisms, and cooperation with civil society
organizations. In addition, since 2015 the Government Council for the Prevention of Corruption

Government Council against Corruption, a collegiate body comprised of institutional representatives, social
partners, associations of local and regional authorities, and civil society associations, has prepared action
plans for the prevention of corruption and monitors their implementation.
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4. Forms of young people's participation

Young people in Croatia are defined as persons between 15 and 30 years of age and represent a
heterogeneous yet highly significant social group. According to data from the 2021 Population Census
conducted by the Croatian Bureau of Statistics, young people account for 15.8% of the total population of
the Republic of Croatia. They are characterized by diverse social, educational, and economic backgrounds,
while sharing a common aspiration to become active, responsible, and equal members of society. At the
same time, young people face numerous challenges arising from rapid social, economic, and technological
changes in contemporary society. Ensuring adequate support, opportunities, and resources for young people
is a shared responsibility of society as a whole, including public and state administration bodies. Such
support is essential for enabling their active participation in society, strengthening their understanding of
their role within the community, and encouraging their contribution to social development and progress.!

The youth policy in Croatia rests upon several instruments — (a) governmental unit - ministerial
directorate for youth (frequently reshuffling between different ministries, currently under the Ministry of
Science, Education, and Youth), (b) representative and advisory bodies (youth councils; Government Y outh
Policies Council; student unions and associations; school student councils; Children’s ombudsman advisory
body; Youth representative in UN), (c) youth associations, and (d) national strategy for youth (National

Youth Programme).

YOUTH COUNCILS. The specific forms of youth participation in public affairs are youth
councils, introduced at the local and regional level by the Law on Youth Councils in 2014 and at the national
level in 2023. The aim is to enable participation of young people in decision-making in the public affairs of
interest and significance to young people, the inclusion of young people in public life, informing and

advising young people in local and regional self-government units, and monitoring and promoting the
interests of young people from all parts of Croatia at the national level.

Young people between the ages of 15 and 30 may become members of youth councils, selected by
representative bodies at the local and regional level through public calls, and youth organizations, schools,
student associations, non-governmental organizations, and informal groups of young people can propose
candidates. The final appointment is made by local or regional representative bodies, such as city councils
or county assemblies. The national level youth council is established by the ministry responsible for youth
(interestingly, the responsible ministries have frequently been changed), based upon the nominations by
regional level youth councils.

The main role of youth councils is consultative. They propose initiatives, give opinions on youth-
related policies, organize workshops and public discussions, and encourage civic participation among
young people. Their activities often focus on education, employment, culture, sports, volunteerism, and
social inclusion. Although youth councils may influence local policies, they do not have executive or
legislative powers, meaning authorities are not legally required to accept their proposals.

Recent amendments to the law introduced changes such as reducing the minimum number of
members, abolishing substitute members, and strengthening the role of the national Youth Council of the
Republic of Croatia. These changes aimed to improve efficiency and coordination, although some youth
organizations criticized them for potentially reducing the independence of local youth participation. The

Croatian Youth Network, as well as 44 members of parliament, submitted a request for constitutional review
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of the amendments to the Law on Youth Councils, which provided for the establishment of a national youth
council due to the violation of the right to local self-government.

In practice, the latest available report (for 2022; State Office for Demography and Youth, 2023)
shows that out of 575 local and regional units, only 140 units established youth councils, with only 73 active
youth councils (39 cities, 20 municipalities / 13 regions and 1 in the City of Zagreb). While the report
presents several good-practice examples (e.g., sports events, awareness-raising campaigns on youth-related
issues), the majority of youth councils encountered a lack of support and interest among young people. The
national Youth Council has operated since the beginning of 2026, and its role is yet to be assessed.

Overall, the Law on Youth Councils is an important mechanism for promoting democratic
participation and civic engagement among young people in Croatia. Its effectiveness, however, depends
largely on the level of support from local authorities and the active involvement of young citizens
themselves.

YOUTH POLICY ADVISORY COUNCIL. The Youth Policy Advisory Council of the
Government (Savjet za razvoj politika za mlade) is an interdepartmental advisory body that participates in

the development, monitoring, and improvement of public policies affecting young people in Croatia. Its
role is to connect representatives of state institutions, youth organizations, and experts to ensure that the
needs and interests of young people are included in decision-making processes. First established in 2012,
the last set-up includes 15 representatives of institutions, 4 representatives of national councils and
associations of local units, four representatives of other youth organisations, and up to 8 representatives of
youth associations.

The Council monitors the implementation of youth policies and provides recommendations and
opinions to the Government on laws, strategies, and measures relevant to the position of young people. It
also promotes cooperation between public institutions and civil society organizations, strengthens youth
participation and dialogue with decision-makers, and contributes to the development of better measures in
areas such as education, employment, housing, health, and social inclusion. From 2018 to 2022, the
Advisory Board for Youth of the Government of the Republic of Croatia organised activities to encourage
youth participation, including two Annual Youth Advisory Boards Conferences to promote youth
empowerment, exchange best practices in the work of Youth Advisory Boards, and increase the visibility
of the role and work of Youth Advisory Boards in Croatia.

STUDENT ORGANISATIONS A Students’ Union (Croatian: Studentski zbor) is the official
elected representative body of students at universities, faculties, polytechnics, and colleges in Croatia (e.g.
Student Council of the University of Zagreb ). Its primary role is to protect student interests, participate in
university decision-making processes, and represent students within the higher education system. The legal

framework for student unions is defined by the Croatian Parliament through the Law on Student Union and
other student organisations adopted in 2007 (first established in 1996) The law regulates student
representation, student elections, the work of student organizations, and the institution of the student

ombudsperson.

Student unions are organized at the level of higher education institutions, while at the national level
they are coordinated through the Hrvatski studentski zbor (Croatian Student Union). Their structure
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generally includes an assembly, president, committees, and elected student representatives in university
senates and faculty councils. The main responsibilities of student unions include representing students
before university authorities and public institutions, improving the quality of studies and student standards,
advocating for student rights, organizing extracurricular and cultural activities, supporting student
participation, and appointing student representatives and student ombudspersons (each higher education
institution has a student ombudsman, article 17 of the law).

Croatia has more than 150,000 students enrolled in higher education institutions, with student
unions operating at all public universities and many private higher education institutions. Student
representatives participate in university governance bodies, where students are guaranteed representation
under Croatian higher education legislation. In addition to the students' union and similar organisations, the
higher education institutions enable students' associations of various interests, from sports, culture,
advocacy,, professional and career development organisations, branches of international students
organisations, science organisations, humanitarian organisations, etc. At the University of Zagreb, the
largest university in Croatia with 70.000 students, there are more than 50 student associations.

NATIONAL SCHOOL STUDENTS COUNCIL- National Council of Schools Students of the
Republic of Croatia NVURH) is the highest representative body of primary and secondary school students
at the national level in Croatia. Established in 2005 as an advisory body to the Ministry responsible for

education, it represents the interests, rights, and opinions of students in matters related to the education
system and youth participation. The Council is composed of representatives of county-level student councils
from across Croatia, ensuring national representation of students in decision-making and consultation
processes. Its legal basis derives from the Croatian education framework, particularly the Act on Education
in Primary and Secondary Schools, which regulates student participation and the work of student councils

in primary and secondary schools.

The main goals of NVURH are to strengthen school student participation, protect student rights and
interests, promote democratic values and dialogue within schools, and contribute to improving educational
conditions and policies. The Council advocates for issues such as accessible education, student standards,
mental health, transport subsidies, inclusion, and participation in educational reforms. Its activities include
consultations with the Ministry of Science, Education and Youth, participation in public discussions on
education policies, cooperation with student councils and youth organizations, and representation of
Croatian students in national and international initiatives related to youth participation and democratic
engagement.

CHILDREN OMBUDSMAN NETWORK. The Network of Young Advisors (Mreza mladih
savijetnika — MMS) and the Youth Forum 16+ (Forum mladih 16+) are advisory bodies of the
Ombudsperson for Children in Croatia, established to strengthen child and youth participation in matters
affecting their rights and well-being. MMS has operated since 2010, while Forum 16+ focuses on young
people approaching adulthood. Their members act as advisors, collaborators, and ambassadors who
promote children’s rights among peers and provide the Ombudsperson with insights into the challenges
young people face in their communities.

In 2025, the sixth generation of MMS included 25 members, while Forum 16+ included 16
members. Activities included national and online meetings, discussions on artificial intelligence and
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education, children’s physical health, and the introduction of the Barnahus child protection model in
Croatia. Members developed recommendations for improving children’s right to physical health and
participated in consultations with national stakeholders. The groups were also active internationally through
UNICEF initiatives, the EU Children’s Participation Platform (CPP), and the European Network of Young
Advisors (ENYA) within the European Network of Ombudspersons for Children (ENOC). Croatia hosted
the ENYA Forum 2025, and the MMS model was presented internationally as an example of good practice
in child participation.

YOUTH ASSOCIATIONS. Croatian Youth Network (Mreza mladih Hrvatske) is the national
umbrella organization of youth associations in Croatia (established in 2002 to represent and advocate for

the interests and rights of young people at the national and international level. It brings together youth
organizations and organizations working with and for young people, creating a platform for cooperation,
dialogue, and coordinated advocacy in the field of youth policy. Currently involving 77 youth associations
it connects a large set of diverse organizations (advocacy, culture, environment, minority, etc.) with a
common interest to develop youth policies at national, regional and local level. The organization operates
as a non-governmental, non-profit network focused on strengthening youth participation, promoting
democratic values, social inclusion, human rights, and equal opportunities. Its members include local and
national youth organizations, student associations, and civil society actors engaged in youth work and civic
participation.

The main goals of the organization are to improve the position of young people in society,
encourage active citizenship and participation in decision-making processes, strengthen the capacities of
youth organizations, and advocate for quality and inclusive youth policies. Its activities include policy
advocacy, research and analysis, educational programs and training, public campaigns, consultations with
young people, international cooperation, and support for civil society development and youth work. Mreza
mladih Hrvatske is actively involved in several European and international initiatives and networks,
including the European Youth Forum, through which it contributes to European youth policy discussions
and represents Croatian youth organizations internationally. It also cooperates with institutions of the
Republic of Croatia, local authorities, and international partners on the development and implementation of
youth-related policies and programs.

NATIONAL YOUTH PROGRAMME The last strategic document, National Youth Programme
2023-2025 mentions 6 priority areas of the youth policy, one of them being Youth participation with the
goal — Enhancing involvement of youth in decision-making, which includes ten measures related to the

work of advisory councils, creating stimulative environment for participation, support to local and regional
youth policy, and sectoral initiatives related to sustainable development, environmental policies, art. In
2025, the Ministry of Science, Education, and Sports allocated funds to 142 youth organisations.

84



https://www.mmh.hr/
https://mzom.gov.hr/UserDocsImages/dokumenti/Mladi/Nacionalni-program-za-mlade-2023-2025-A4-EN-web.pdf
https://mzom.gov.hr/UserDocsImages/dokumenti/Mladi/Nacionalni-program-za-mlade-2023-2025-A4-EN-web.pdf
https://mzom.gov.hr/vijesti/odluka-o-dodjeli-bespovratnih-sredstava-za-provedbu-projekata-usmjerenih-mladima/7140

5. Methodology

The data was collected through quantitative and qualitative research instruments — a survey, focus
group discussion, and survey results validation workshop. The goal was to explore youth experiences and
perceptions of civic participation and engagement in everyday life, the relevance and clarity of key concepts
and participation channels, and the enabling factors and barriers concerning young people’s active
engagement. The methodological framework was developed in the form of the Research Protocol by
Panteion University, in collaboration with all partners.

The quantitative research was conducted by the dissemination of an online questionnaire
developed on the basis of existing research on the aforementioned topics, such as the Eurobarometer and
other EU surveys on political participation, experiences and challenges young people face. The
questionnaire was administered via the LimeSurvey tool in a way that the same questionnaire in five
languages was disseminated in five countries participating in the research. The survey procedure was
designed in a way that ensures anonymity and confidentiality of respondents and collected data. Prior to its
completion, respondents were asked to provide their consent to participate; if not, the questionnaire closed
automatically, and no responses were recorded. Convenience sampling was employed, with the survey
disseminated at the university between late March and the end of April 2026 through regular channels
(social networks, e-mails, e-learning platforms, personal networks).

A total of 105 young people in Croatia completed the survey, from a broader international sample
of 490 respondents across all RISE Balkans project countries, representing slightly more than 1/5 or 21,4%
of the total dataset.

o By gender, the sample is mostly female (70,48%), with 27.62% being male.

. By age, the most dominant group are 21-23 years old young people (47,62%)
followed by a younger cohort of 18-20 years old young people (33,33%) and finally the oldest
group of 24-26-year-old youth representatives (19.05%).

) By community background, the majority of respondents live in an urban area
(city/large town) — 65,1%, followed by those living in a semi-urban area (small town, suburbs) —
21,9% and finally rural area — 12,38%.

o By educational background, the largest share completed secondary education
(52,38%) followed by BA degree (35,24%), while 3,81 holds master degree.

o By status, 90,48% reported currently being a student and 13,33% being employed
(Master level students often work parallel to studying), followed by 5,71% unemployed.

In the framework of the qualitative research, a focus group discussion was conducted on 27 April
2026 at the Faculty of Law. Convenience sampling was followed, with an open call to university students.
The focus group was held in a hybrid format, with the majority of participants attending the event in situ
(8) and an additional 4 participants attending online. The FGD gathered a total of 12 participants, with an
average age of 21,6; five male, seven female; two secondary school students, 9 university students, and one
unemployed. Three participants were minority related). One is living currently in a smaller town, but five
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additional participants, although currently living in a larger city, are from smaller towns. and 5 out of 12
are from other parts of Croatia. Out of 12 participants, 5 indicated that they have NGO experience. All
participants were informed about the research scope and objectives and signed a consent form confirming
their voluntary participation and the confidentiality of their responses. The discussion covered civic
knowledge, media literacy, trust, political engagement, corruption perceptions, and preferred forms of
participation.

Focus group discussion 27 April 2026 / Hybrid
participants 12 / 8 in the classroom, 4 online
gender SM,7F

average age (range) 21,6 (18-25)

status 9 university students

2 secondary school students

1 unemployed (but NGO activists)

minority representation 3
experience in NGOs 5
moderators 1 online

1 in the classroom

administrators 1 online

1 in the classroom
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Focus Group Discussion 27 April 2026

Upon the completion of the qualitative and quantitative research phases, a validation workshop
was convened on 04 May 2026 at the Faculty of Law to review preliminary findings, discuss their resonance
with participants’ lived experience, and enrich the analysis through additional collective insights. Workshop
notes and a formal presentation of results served as primary sources for the integration of workshop findings
across all sections of this report. The workshop was attended by a total of 62 participants, with three-
quarters of female participants (47 or 75,81%) and one-quarter of male participants (15 or 24,19%). The
participants, all holding Croatian nationality, were predominantly students of public administration, law,
social work, political science and journalism.

Survey Validation Workshop 4 May 2026
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6. Youth awareness and Understanding of Civic Participation, Anti-
corruption, Transparency and Policy Making

Perceived prevalence of corruption

Survey findings reveal that the vast majority of the sample (91,44%) described corruption in

Croatia as “widespread” or “very widespread”, and not a single respondent described it as “rare” or
“very rare” (Figure 1). Most participants also agreed or strongly agreed that corruption exists within the
national and the local/regional public institutions (93,33% in both cases), while two-thirds (67,62%) believe
that they are personally affected by corruption in their day-to-day life and 11,43% disagree with this thesis.
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Figure 1 Perceived prevalence of corruption in Croatia

As evident from the sector-by-sector data in Figure 2, politicians and political parties attract the

highest perceived corruption, in terms of bribery and abuse of power for personal gain. The responses in

relation

to 13 sectors and groups show the following results in relation to bribery and abuse of power being

widespread:

) When it comes to politicians, bribery and abuse of power for personal gain are
perceived as “widespread” or “very widespread” by 89,5% respondents, and 88,57% believe so in
relation to political parties

. Young people believe that bribery and abuse of power for personal gain is
“widespread” or “very widespread” among officials awarding public contracts in 77,14% and
officials issuing building permits 79,05%, followed by the health care (73,33%) followed by

o A slightly lower level is perceived in sports (65,71%), police (60%) and the private
sector (60%)
) Half of the respondents perceive the bribery and abuse of power for personal gain

to be widespread or very widespread in relation to tax authorities (58,1%) and courts (52,38%)
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o A somewhat promising picture is shown in the groups of banks (41,9%), education
(34,29%), and social security (29,52%)

However, almost one third of respondents perceive bribery and abuse of power to be rare or very
rare in the education sector (28,57%) and the social security sector (27,62%), followed by banks (18,1%),
courts (16,19%), private sector (10,48%), sports (9,52%) and tax authorities (9,52%). Interestingly, a certain
share of respondents doesn’t know whether bribery and abuse of power are widespread — for example, the
highest rate of ‘I do not know’ responses is recorded in relation to social security (14,29%), banks (15,24%),
and courts (10,48%), while for education, a sector where they have most experience, it is 6,67%. In contrast,
the response I do not know is recorded only 1,9% when it comes to politicians, or 2,86% when it comes to
health care, the topics they often encounter in news and in real life.

The qualitative character of corruption shows an overall picture of awareness on the issues of
structural corruption.

o 72,38% respondents agree or strongly agree that close links between business and
politics lead to corruption

) 75,24% agree or strongly agree that “favouritism and corruption obstruct business
competition”;
o 84,76% respondents agree or strongly agree that high-level corruption cases are

not pursued sufficiently
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Perceived prevalence of corruption by sector in Croatia
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Figure 2 Perceived prevalence of corruption per sector

However, less than half of respondents see corruptive behaviour as a means for personal success or
service consumption:

. 43,81% agree or strongly agree that political connections are necessary for
business success, while 20% disagree or strongly disagree

) 48,57% believes that young people cannot access public services fairly without
personal connections, with 44,76% respondents disagree or strongly disagree and 27,62% neither
agree nor disagree.

Still, clear, transparent, and understandable processes and information is not perceived as a standard
by young people in Croatia. Only 10,48% of respondents agree that public institutions usually explain
procedures and decisions clearly (35% neither agree nor disagree) and 88,57% of young people believe that
public processes should be easier to understand and follow.

The overwhelming majority of survey respondents — 88,57% or almost 9 out of 10, identified
employment and recruitment as being the most critical among areas where young people are most
likely to face corruption, favouritism or unfair treatment (Figure 3), followed by political life or
participation in political parties, where one third believe so (29,52%). This shows that the path to job or
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political engagement, albeit to a lower degree, includes challenges of inclusion. Still, the picture is a bit
better when it comes to other areas, because other areas are assessed by one-fifth or less as being areas
where young people are most likely to face corruption, favouritism or unfair treatment - public
administration, permits and documents (20,95%), healthcare or other public services (18,10%), education
and universities (16,19%), and local government and municipal services (7,62%).

The focus group discussion, conducted with 12 participants, revealed several important insights
regarding youth participation opportunities. Participants largely associated civic participation with political
engagement and perceived that young people’s voices can only be heard through affiliation with a particular
political option or party. However, they also expressed skepticism regarding the effectiveness of such
involvement. Even when young people join political parties, participants feel they are expected to adopt the
principles, ideology, and values associated with that political structure, while their own perspectives and
“youth voice” remain unable to reach higher decision-making levels or generate meaningful change within
hierarchical systems.

The validation workshop participants expressed their satisfaction with the survey results in terms
of validity, confirming that corruption is prevalent across all major institutional domains, with the
employment & recruitment process being the most critical for them, as young people seeking job
opportunities. They also believe that in sports, an area where young people intensively engage, corruption
is very high (this coincides with recent scandals in national sports associations). However, they perceive
corruption as widespread, and even more so than shown in the survey results, especially in rural areas, since
data does not discern between urban and rural communities. They think that institutional response to
corruption is not strong enough and they opt for stricter anti-corruption measures and express concern that
such a high perception of corruption negatively affects the participation level. As they noted:

‘Unfortunately, it sounds familiar. Corruption cannot always be seen directly, be we have a feeling
that connections and acquaintances often play greater role than knowledge and hard work.’

Areasinwhich young peopleare mostl likely to face corruption, favoritsim or unfair treatment
(Croatia)

Education / universities -

Publicadministration / permits/ doouments

Local government / municipal services

Healthcare or other public sendces

do not know I
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Figure 3: Perceived prevalence of corruption per area




Knowledge and understanding

Survey findings reveal relatively satisfying knowledge and understanding of how governance
operates, (Figure 4), but the distribution of results might partially be attributed to the possible greater share
of law, public administration, and political science students in the sample. The majority of respondents
report that they know very much and quite a lot about national level governance (63,81%) while 9,52%
know not very much or nothing at all. When it comes to local government, the understanding falls to 54,29%
who report that they know very much or quite a lot, similarly to university governance or employer
organisation (50,48%), but it is less present in relation to the EU governance (37,14%), where 26,67% report
that they do not know much or nothing at all.

Understanding / knowledge about governancein Croatia
the EU
university [/ employer

ocal government

national government

m Mothing ata m Mot very much Somethings mQuitealot mWVery much

Figure 4: Understanding and knowledge of governance by young people in Croatia (N=105)

Familiarity with key civic mechanisms is fairly good. A combined 37,14% report being
extremely or very familiar with the legislative process in Croatia, with an additional 41,9% being
moderately familiar, which reflects their main area of education. Almost one-fifth (19,05%) of respondents
are extremely or very familiar with the legislative process in the EU, with an additional 38,1% being
moderately familiar. The results show a relatively satisfying self-perceived knowledge of youth on
legislative processes at national and supranational level (around % at the national and almost 2/3 at the EU
level are moderately, very or extremely familiar. Correspondingly, only 1,9% and 7,62% are not at all
familiar with the national and EU level legislative process, respectively. However, 77,14% of respondents
claim that they know where they can find information about participation opportunities in their community
or university.

When asked precise questions, the results show a certain relation to the self-perceived knowledge
and understanding. Elaborating on the legislative processes, two-thirds of young respondents correctly
identify that the national legislation is proposed by the Government (65.71%) and Members of the
Parliament (67,62%), although in practice, the Government figures as the main proposers. However, a
significant share, half of respondents, wrongly believe that citizens might propose legislation through
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petitions (50,48%) although such a high rate might be attributed to mixing the option with the referendum.
A tenth of respondents do not know or wrongly attribute the possibility to local level councils (11,43% in
both cases). At the EU level, respondents mistakenly find the European Parliament as being the primary
actor in proposing new EU laws, and only one third (37,14%) correctly identify the European Commission
as the initiator. Correctly, no one thinks that the ECJ can propose the laws. The same share as for the national
level claims that they do not know (11,43%).

When it comes to public consultations, 22,86% respondents claim to be not at all familiar, and
28,57% slightly familiar. But when asked what is the example of public consultation mechanism they
correctly identify a submission of written feedback in 70,48% of cases. While 1,90% confuse social media
comments and 11,43% as voting in elections as being examples of public consultations, 16,19% claim that
they do not know what the mechanism is. Similarly, they correctly identify public consultations as the stage
that opens the possibility for citizens to provide feedback or input on a proposed law (69,52%), with 2,86%
believing that citizens cannot influence the legislative process, or that they can only do so through street
protests (11,48%). In general, two-thirds of respondents (63,81%) claim that citizens can provide feedback
on legislation, while 18,10% respond that they do not know. Knowledge of EU-specific tools is somewhat
weaker: one third or 37,14% identify Have your Say portal as a mechanism for feedback collection, while
one-fifth (21,9%) believe that it is done by national referendums. A small share identifies social media as
channels for feedback collection (2,86%) while a significant share, one third (31,43%), admits that they do
not know.

In terms of participation channels (Figure 5) most respondents reported being aware of student
councils and university representation (74,24%), petitions or signature campaigns (74,29%) and
volunteering or community initiatives (60,95%). Less than half of respondents, between 42-25%, are aware
of public consultations (45,71%), youth councils/youth advisory bodies (43,81%) and NGO initiatives
(42,86%). Less than one third respondents is aware of the possibility to contact elected representatives
(29,52%) or of reporting channels for unfair treatment (24.76%).
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Figure 5: Awareness of participation channels (N=105)

Focus group discussion revealed deeper insights in young people's understanding and knowledge
of civic engagement and opportunities. A recurring theme throughout the discussion was the insufficient
level of civic education available in secondary schools and universities. Participants emphasized that young
people are generally not provided with adequate knowledge about civic participation, democratic processes,
or the mechanisms through which they can influence social and political change. Furthermore, they noted
a lack of clear and accessible information on the practical channels and opportunities available for youth
engagement. Several participants stressed the importance of introducing civic and political education into
the educational system from an early age, beginning in primary school, and adapted to different
developmental stages. According to participants, fostering a culture of civic responsibility and democratic
participation among young people is essential for building a society capable of achieving contemporary
democratic values and long-term positive social change.

Similarly, participants in the survey validation workshop demonstrated a solid understanding of
participatory processes and emphasized the need for greater youth involvement in public consultations
related to legislative proposals. When asked about their familiarity with the concepts covered in the survey,
the majority reported knowing government and legislative processes (approximately three-quarters of
respondents), while around half indicated familiarity with the European Union.

Participants also proposed several measures to reduce corruption, including increasing budget
transparency, ensuring greater transparency of investments, strengthening oversight of lobbying activities,
improving the monitoring of EU funding, and reforming local government structures. In addition, they
stressed the importance of introducing civic education in schools and expanding opportunities for
extracurricular learning on civic engagement through youth organizations and associations.

With regards to familiarisation with key concepts related to anti-corruption (Figure 6),
“disinformation” (83,81%), conflict of interest (80,95%) and corruption (73,33%) stand out as well-known
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terms, extremely familiar or very familiar to % or more of respondents. Terms such as whistleblowing
(61,9%), rule of law (55,245), and lobbying (49,52%) are fairly well-known. Around one third of
respondents report that they are familiar with concepts of good governance (36,19%), public procurement
(35,24%), followed by EPPO and EU fraud (both 30,48%). Beneficial ownership is the least known term,
with 22,86% respondents being extremely or very familiar, and 18% of respondents being not at all familiar
with the concept. Overall, most of the terms are not familiar to 6,5-10,5% of respondents, except corruption
and conflict of interest (only 0,95%) and disinformation (2,86%).

Familiarity with anti-corruption terms - extremely familiar / very familiar

DISINFORMATION B3.81%
RULEOF LAW 55.240%
G000 GOVERMNANCE 36.1904%
EPRO J0.4805
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Figure 6 Familiarity with key terms

When asked whether they are aware of any anti-corruption agencies or state authorities in
Croatia, 45,71% of respondents stated that they are aware and can name at least one. At the same time,
29,52% of respondents have heard of some but cannot name any, while 24,76% of them are not aware and
could not name any of the anti-corruption institutions.

These findings suggest that, although nearly half of young people recognize and can name at least
one institution responsible for combating corruption, a significant proportion of respondents possess only a
superficial awareness of their existence or are not familiar with their role and activities at all.
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7. Barriers and Enabling Factors

Youth participation

In relation to youth participation in public affairs, almost 9 out of 10 youngsters in Croatia are
interested (moderately, very, or extremely) in participation, but 6 out of 10 are informed (moderately, very,
or extremely) on the ways how to participate. When asked how interested they are in public issues and
decision-making that affects their lives, 60% of respondents described themselves as “very interested”
(36.19%) or “extremely interested” (23.81%), while 27,62% are moderately interested. Still there are
2,86% without any interest and 8,57% slightly interested. On the other hand, 20% of respondents are
very informed (16,19%) or extremely informed (3,81%) about ways young people can participate in
public life, with 42,86% being moderately informed. Unaware of ways young people can participate are
38,15% of respondents, with 32,38% being slightly informed. At the same time, an overwhelming majority
—85,71% - had never participated in a public consultation process at any level of government, but one third
(32%) would like to but does not know how, while 42% would like to if given the opportunity. Only 10,48%
has no interest in participating in public consultations.

When we have an initiative, it is very hard to mobilize other young people to engage...everybody
looks at their own interest. FGD, female

In terms of their participation in the year preceding the survey, young respondents reported the
that many of them voted in an election (66,67%), or signed a petition (51,43%). However, other channels
of participation are less employed — one quarter volunteered in a community or social initiative (27,62%),
while 16,2% participated in student, youth or university representation. Only 11,43% contacted a public
authority, institution or representative, while 8,57% participated in an online campaign or discussion and
7,62% attended a civic, youth or community meeting. Still, 13,33% respondents report that they haven’t
participated in any type of activity. Focus group participants as well as validation workshop respondents
reported that they voted in (local) elections last year, and signed petitions, with some of them being active
in student organisations at their university

What are the sources of political and news information for young people in Croatia? As the
respondents report (Figure 8), there are four main sources of information - online news websites (45,71%)
and traditional TV news (40%) followed by TikTok videos and influencers (34.29%) and Instagram reels
and stories (26,67%). Facebook is not especially relevant for young generations (9.52%), and Telegram
even more so (other message groups were not mentioned, such as WhatsApp or Viber, which are mostly
used in Croatia). However, strikingly, the classical channels of information are more or less irrelevant as
sources of information for young people - around 5% of respondents receive information from newspapers
(5,71%), radio (4,76%) and official government portals (4,76%).

The older generation might have been more active. Today, young people are demotivated and
politically uneducated. FGD, female
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Participation in the last year
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Figure 7 Participation in last 12 months
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Figure 8 Main sources of information

The validation workshop attendees agreed that they receive information primarily on social media,
with Instagram, TikTok and Reddit being the media mostly used. They are aware of challenges, but they
also see social media as necessary for networking and public action. They underline the simplicity of use
as one of the main advantages of social media.

The channels for participation should be designed in a way that they are simple to use, even for a
person without any education. FGD participant, female
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The validation workshop group has reported that the youth perspective on policy issues is often
missing in the decision-making, especially in small municipalities, and they could suggest solutions. They
think that young people in general do not know much about politics and that social media does not offer
valid information. On the other hand, they perceive social media as being the most useful tool for enhancing
participation level — networking and participation, especially at the local level, could be significantly
improved by using social media for participation. They also expressed the concern that young people
suffer from ‘the feeling of disempowerment’ regarding the political sphere. Attendees believe that the
institutions should try to engage youth in decision-making processes and that institutional support for youth
initiatives is crucial to develop good practices as examples for others. Inclusion in parliamentary or local
councils' debates should be the norm when it comes to getting young people interested in the political
process.

Barriers

The research identifies a strikingly dominant barrier (Figure 9): 60,95% of survey respondents
cited lack of clear information or the presence of disinformation as a main reason why participation is
difficult — a figure that dwarfs every other barrier on the list and that is almost four times higher than the
share citing lack of interest (16,19%). The second-placed barrier also indicates a systemic problem and a
lack of trust — young people predominantly believe that their engagement will not make any difference
(52,38%). Other responses also point out to the systemic issues, such as insufficient education on
participation possibilities, because one third of respondents do not know where to start (29,52%), and the
general perception of engagement as irritating combined with a lack of democratic discussion, since one
fifth fears negative reactions (20.95%). or they do not know where to start, fear negative reactions
(20,95%). Still, as a second dominant response, the lack of time (42,86%) stands out, indicating that
participation and engagement are not prioritized among personal goals. However, opportunities to
participate (13,33%) or costs (7,62%), as well as lack of confidence (9,52%) do not present significant
barriers. The lack of time and resources was accentuated by Focus group participants, but also a certain
frustration with the ineffectiveness of institutional instruments.

‘We do not have time to engage; we study, work, and there is not much time to engage in student
associations or other. Young people, they don't want to sacrifice their time and effort when there are formal
institutions that have their duties.” (FGD participant, female)
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Barriers to participation
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Figure 9 Barriers to youth civic participation

Only 13,33% of respondents easily find information on participation opportunities, but at the
same time, the lack of trust in new sources of information is striking (Figure 10). Respondents reported
very little or no trust at all in their main channels of information on social media — TikTok influencers
(69,52%), Instagram memes and stories (54,29%), and Telegram channels (55,24%). On the other hand,
when it comes to traditional channels of information, the trust is fairly present— journalists and
government sources — no trust is practically close to zero, with 60% having complete or quite a lot of trust
in official government sources and government election statements, followed by international news
(58,10%)., but local journalists are not so trusted (24,76%) but majority of respondents has some trust in
the local news.

Still, despite a lack of trust, social media such as TikTok and Instagram are precisely the
platforms where they last encountered political content that influenced their actions (35,24% and
39,05%), followed by YouTube (10,48%) and Facebook (9,52%). This confirms the dominance of short-
form visual platforms in the political information environment of Croatian youth.

The effects of this exposure reveal a pattern that is simultaneously concerning and nuanced. but
mostly withdrawing or incidental. The most widely reported effect is signing petitions as a result of social
media campaigns (45,71%) followed by attending protests due to the exposure to viral content (19,05%)
and increased activism because of influencer calls (6,67%). Only a minority of respondents report effects
of stopping donating to causes due to scandals (5,76%), while reduced volunteering due to corruption-
related distrust and joining political groups on social media count for less than 1%.

These findings suggest that political content on social media can encourage certain forms of civic
engagement; however, its impact is largely limited to occasional and less demanding forms of
participation, while longer-term or more intensive political engagement remains considerably less
common.
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Trust in sources of information

DFACIAL TLECTION STATEMENTS "
GOVERNMENT OFRCIAL SOURCLS F
INTIRNATIONAL NDWS g

LCAL SOURNALISTS

INSTAGHRON M EMES/STORICS

T TOK INFLUENCERS

TELEGRAM  CHANNELS | GROUPS

s iNotrust = Verylittle = Sometrust = Quitealst = Complete Prefer ot to answer

Figure 10: Trust in sources of information

The electoral dimension of the data is particularly significant. The most frequent effect is that
respondents felt less likely to vote due to corruption claims leading to distrust (57,14%), followed by
considering boycotting elections (22,86%) and changing candidate preference due to social media content
(20%). Only a minor share voted differently due to influencer endorsement (1,90%) or registered late due
to mobilization posts (2,86%, but this option is not so relevant n Croatia, where registration is automatic. A
small portion reported having shared election fraud content (7,62%).

Respondents were asked how frequently they encounter five categories of disinformation
content in their general social media use (Figure 11). The results reveal a landscape of pervasive
exposure. Claims that corruption justifies political disengagement are the most frequently seen content:
20% encounter this "often", followed by the idea da that strong leaders are better than democracy (18,1%)
and that election fairness is questionable, with 15,24% reporting these claims as seen often or always.
Celebrities endorsing election boycotts is rare; only 6,67% report it as often or always, similar to the notion
of foreign governance models promoted by the EU (8,57%).

These findings suggest that young people are most frequently exposed to disinformation that
encourages political apathy, distrust in democratic institutions, and doubts about the integrity of electoral
processes, while other types of political disinformation appear to be considerably less prevalent.
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Disinformation on social media
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Figure 11: Disinformation on social media

The pre-electoral disinformation data is one of the most alarming sections of the dataset (Figure
12). Claims of alleged corruption in candidate selection processes are encountered "often" or "always" by
41,90% of respondents, followed by the allegation of manipulation of the electoral process (36,19%). Still,
concerningly, a quarter of respondents report that they encounter deep fakes of candidates, and the claims
that their vote does not matter always or often (24,76% in both cases). Approximately one-third of
respondents report that they sometimes see all five examples of pre-election disinformation content on

social media.

These findings point to a significant exposure of young people to various forms of pre-election
disinformation, particularly those that undermine the integrity of candidates, the credibility of the electoral

process, and the value of citizens' participation in elections.
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Pre-election exposure on social media
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Figure 12 Pre-election exposure on social media

Should young people take over the burden of correcting those who are elected or appointed and
should be capable of governing? (FGD participant, female)

The insights into young people's perception of barriers were collected through Focus group
discussion. In addition to a lack of knowledge and understanding of the political process and possibilities
of engagement, participants also perceived public institutions as insufficiently supportive of youth
initiatives. This criticism referred both to institutions’ performance within their official responsibilities and
to the limited support they provide for youth-led activities and initiatives. In particular, participants
highlighted the lack of meaningful financial support, noting that institutional involvement often remains
symbolic, such as sponsorship through logo visibility at events, rather than substantial investment in youth-
driven projects and initiatives promoting science, education, or civic engagement. Another important barrier
identified during the discussion was the difficulty of mobilizing peers around common goals and
collective action. Participants observed that many young people lack motivation to engage because they
believe their efforts will not lead to visible results or meaningful impact. Others were perceived as
uninterested in participation unless they could identify a direct personal benefit, while broader community
improvement alone was often viewed as insufficient motivation for engagement.

When we engage, we are left to our own devices, we do not receive any support, which is frustrating
and does not help motivate others. FGD, male

Validation workshop attendees expressed that the participation of youth should first start with their
greater inclusion in elections. Trust in institutions could be strengthened through greater transparency and
inclusion of young people in the decision-making process. For example, when asked about their
participation in youth organisations or other type of associations, none of 62 respondents has responded
positively. However, many participants supported the argument that in Croatian society being part of
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association and work for the public cause immediately leads to suspicion and condemnation, because
‘politics is dirty’.

Enablers

When asked which actions they consider most effective for making young people's voices heard by
decision-makers (Figure 13), respondents placed traditional channel as voting in elections as being the most
effective one — 59% believe that their vote counts. As the second most effective instrument seen by one
third of respondents is joining a youth organisation, NGO or initiative (29,52%). Around 15-20% of
respondents see taking part in public consultations (19,05%), signing petitions/citizens' campaigns
(17,14%), or participating in peaceful protests (14,29%) as the most effective instruments, followed by
volunteering and community action (13,33%), while the traditional channel of contacting a representative
is not perceived as being particularly effective (5,71%). Still, a striking finding is that sharing views through
online campaigns is not reported as an effective means of civic engagement of young people — only 1 out
of 10 young people believe so (9,52%). In sum, traditional channels such as election voting and joining
organised interest associations are seen as most effective, while online democratic debate or direct contact
with politicians is found to be ineffective.
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Figure 13 Most effective actions for making voices heard

When asked what would help them participate more (Figure 14), respondents identified clear and
simple information about how to get involved (60%) as the most important enabler, followed by trust
in information about civic life (36,19%), a factor of systemic relevance which is more complex than
others. In the second group, ranging around 20-25% are factors which are much easier to achieve and
organise, on the side of organisers of participation, such as flexible opportunities for participation (online,
hybrid) or getting some visible outcomes, such as certificates or recognition (26,67%), followed by practical
guidance or mentoring (24,76%) and more inclusive and welcoming environment (21,9%) or better
feedback on how input is used (19,05%). Safety of civic spaces is not perceived as relevant (7,62%), nor
are opportunities in the close environment (6,6%).
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In sum, the respondents believe that more information on how to participate, followed by
flexibility of participation in a welcoming environment, seeing the results of participation, being guided
through the process, and getting some practical benefits are factors that would help them to engage more.
On the other hand, trust in the information is the factor that results from the broader setting of actors'
trustworthiness and the overall trust in the political system. Interestingly, two answers in the open-ended
part of the question may be mirroring the overall positions of youth — one claims ‘I am not interested in
participating in civic life,” expressing the overall disinterest, while the other says ‘My goodwill’, indicating
that youth would engage if they wanted to, so the issue of inner motivation and trust in the political system
might be crucial. In the Focus group discussion, the participants strongly underlined better feedback and
the effectiveness of the engagement.

Many young people engage in humanitarian work and volunteering; they see results there. (FGD
participant, male)

Enabling factors for participation
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Figure 14 Enabling factors

Focus group participants noted that young people need to engage in actions where they can observe
tangible impact and concrete results, in order to overcome the widespread narrative that ‘nothing can
change’ — a belief that significantly depresses civic engagement if left unaddressed. So they emphasized
the need for greater visibility of successful youth initiatives and participation outcomes. They believed that
the goals, achievements, and positive impacts of youth-led actions should be communicated more clearly
and made more visible to the wider public, as this could encourage greater trust, motivation, and
participation among young people.

Should young people take over the burden of correcting those who are elected or appointed and
should be capable of governing? FGD participant, female
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8. Transparency, Integrity and Trust

Addressing corruption

Young people generally believe that their role in anti-corruption efforts might be relevant - when
asked whether they believe young people can make a difference in reducing corruption in Croatia, a
three-quarters (75,24%) of respondents answered affirmatively — 44.76% saying "probably yes" and
30.48% "definitely yes." Only 2.86% expressed extreme scepticism ("definitely not") but still a significant
share thinks that they probably cannot make any difference in reducing corruption (20% "probably not".

When asked on the level of safety in reporting corruption, a large proportion of respondents feel
unsafe when reporting corruption or unfair treatment involving a public institution. The highest
percentage of respondents selected “Rather unsafe” (35.24%), followed by “Neither safe nor unsafe”
(25.71%). Together with those who answered “Very unsafe” (13.33%), nearly half of the participants
expressed negative perceptions about the safety of reporting such issues. In contrast, only a small share of
respondents feel confident about reporting: 12.38% answered “Rather safe,” while just 1.90% selected
“Very safe.” Additionally, 10.48% stated that they do not know where or how to report corruption,
indicating a lack of awareness about reporting mechanisms. Overall, the findings highlight low public
confidence in protection and support systems for whistleblowing and suggest the need for stronger reporting
procedures, greater transparency, and better public information campaigns.

In terms of measures creating a safer environment for reporting corruption, the results show
that young people believe stronger protection, clearer information, and more trustworthy support systems
are essential to feel safer when reporting corruption or unfair treatment. The most frequently selected
measure was “Anonymous reporting options” (78.10%), indicating that confidentiality and protection of
identity are the greatest concerns among respondents. Another highly supported measure was “Protection
from negative consequences or retaliation” (69.52%), suggesting that many young people fear
punishment, discrimination, or other personal risks after reporting misconduct. In addition, 60.00% of
respondents emphasized the importance of “Clear guidance on where and how to report,” highlighting
the need for better communication and accessible reporting procedures. More than half of respondents
(54.29%) also valued the presence of “A trusted intermediary,” such as an NGO, ombudsperson, or youth
organization, which suggests that trust in independent support structures is important. Furthermore, 45.71%
believed that “Faster responses from institutions” would improve confidence in reporting systems, while
34.29% wanted a clearer follow-up process and updates after submitting a report. One response under
the ‘other’ option indicates that ‘all listed is relevant’ while the other claims ‘have no fear, just do it’.
Overall, the findings indicate that young people are more likely to report corruption when systems are
confidential, transparent, responsive, and supported by trusted institutions. These results underline the
importance of strengthening whistleblower protection, improving public awareness, and building
institutional trust.

Knowledge of where or how to report a corrupt act (Figure 15) by a public official is strikingly
limited across the sample. Only 10.48% of respondents know exactly where to report, while 40,95%
have a general idea but are uncertain of the process. An alarming share (40,95%) would not report because
they do not know where to go at all, and a further 5.71% would not report even if they did know, believing
it would make no difference. As depicted in Figure 15, if they wanted to report a case of corruption, young
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respondents indicated they would most trust a specialised anti-corruption agency (50,48%) followed to
the same extent several other ‘soft” mechanisms — NGOs (30,48%), media (27,62%), the ombudsperson
(24,76%) or private lawyer (20,95%) and the EU institutions (19,95%). The traditional anti-corruption
‘fighters’ — police and justice system is selected by 1 out of 10 respondents — only 11,43% find police as
the preferred channel for reporting, and prosecution and justice system 13,33%. Political representatives are
not perceived as particularly relevant (4,75%).

Preferred mechanisms for reporting corruption

lustice [Courts or public prosecution...
S —
The Ombuckpeson
NGosoromer saacmrs
Trade unions

A politiairepresentative (Member of .. 05%
Mone 008%

Figure 15 Preferred mechanisms for reporting corruption
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9. Needs, preferred formats and Solutions

When asked what would most increase their trust when dealing with a public service or
institution, (Figure 16) survey respondents identified clear steps and processes explained in advance as
the most important factor (55,24%), followed by equal treatment and consistent rules for everyone
(37,14%). The quality of the process and actors in terms of clear guidance, rules, and information is found
important by many of the respondents, from clear decision criteria — how public decisions are actually
made — which were cited by a quarter of respondents (25,71%), followed by clear timelines (17,14%) and
clear costs (12,38%). The possibility of citizens to follow the process was found relatively important - the
ability to track progress was selected by 15,24% of respondents, similarly to having an easy way to ask
questions (12,38%). Under ‘other’ 3 respondents (2,86%) responded that all of the above is relevant. Focus
group participants and validation survey attendees emphasised the need for institutional support and the
need to be able to track results of their actions, as well as to see examples of good practices and successful

initiatives.
What would most increase your trust?

Clear steps/process explained in advance 055%
Clear timelines [how long it will take) 017%
Clear costs/fess (whatyou pay and why) 012%
Claar dedsion criteria (how public decizsions .. l]ZE?_E
Equal treacment/ronsistentrulesfor.. 037%
Ability to track progress [online status . 015%
Easyway to eskguastions and get an offical... 012%

Prefer not to answer

Other

Figure 16 Factors increasing trust

On EU priorities for the next five years, the results show that young people consider economic
issues to be the EU’s most urgent priority. The most frequently selected topic was “Rising prices and the
cost of living,” chosen by 62.86% of respondents, indicating strong concern about inflation, affordability,
and overall economic stability. The second most selected priority was “Defence and peace” (32.38%),
reflecting growing awareness of security challenges and geopolitical instability in Europe. Environmental
issues also remain important, with 22.86% of respondents identifying “The environment and climate
change” as a key priority for the EU’s future. Concerns related to social welfare were also evident. “Social
protection, welfare and access to healthcare” was selected by 21.90% of respondents, showing that many
young people value stronger social support systems and public services. Meanwhile, “Unemployment and
creation of jobs” and “Democracy and the rule of law” were each selected by 13.33% of respondents,
highlighting concerns about employment opportunities and democratic governance. “Education and
training” was chosen by 10.48% of respondents, suggesting that while education remains important,

108




respondents currently place greater emphasis on economic and security-related issues. The responses
provided under “Other” (4.76%) point to additional concerns such as migration control, demographic
decline, stronger cooperation among EU member states, and economic self-sufficiency. One
respondent emphasized that all listed priorities are equally important, illustrating the perception that today’s
challenges are closely interconnected. Overall, the findings suggest that young people see the rising cost of
living as the EU’s most pressing issue, while also recognizing the importance of security, environmental
sustainability, social welfare, and democratic stability for the future of Europe.

Topics and participation formats

The survey results provide important insight into the interests, motivations, and support needs of
young people regarding civic participation, democratic engagement, and access to trustworthy information.
Overall, the findings suggest that young people are interested in learning practical ways to participate in
society, but they also require clearer guidance, accessible tools, stronger institutional support, and greater
trust in participatory processes.

In terms of topics of interest, practical civic engagement and transparency-related issues are among
the strongest interests. The most selected topic was “Integrity, transparency, and anti-corruption tools”
(40.00%), indicating strong interest in understanding accountability mechanisms and how corruption can
be prevented. Similarly, 39.05% of respondents wanted to learn “How to advocate for change in my
community,” suggesting that many young people are motivated to become more active in shaping local
society. A significant proportion of respondents were also interested in understanding European institutions
and civic rights. “How the European Union works and how young people can participate” was selected
by 36.19% of respondents, while 35.24% wanted to learn more about “Citizens’ rights and access to
information.” Additionally, 27.62% expressed interest in learning “How to participate in public
consultations,” and 23.81% wanted a better understanding of “How decisions are made at local and
national level.” The least selected topic was “Youth councils, student representation, and local
governance” (17.14%), although it still reflects interest among a notable group of participants.

In terms of participation formats (Figure 17), the most popular option was “Workshops / clinics,”
selected by 42.86% of respondents, showing that young people value interactive and practical learning
experiences. “Online sessions/webinars” were also popular (29.52%), indicating demand for flexible and
digitally accessible participation formats, followed by volunteering projects (26.67%) and “Storytelling
/ creative activities” (20.00%). Mentoring and simulations/bootcamps (17.14%) suggest moderate
interest in structured guidance and experiential learning. The “Other” responses highlighted additional
preferences such as public discussions, plenary meetings open to everyone, and online petitions, showing
that some respondents prefer more direct and open forms of participation and public dialogue. Overall, the
findings suggest that young people are eager to acquire practical knowledge about civic engagement and
democratic processes, particularly valuing interactive, flexible, and participatory forms of learning that
enable them to become actively involved in societal processes.
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Preferred formats for participation
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Figure 17 Preferred formats for participation

Survey participants also reflected on the tools that would be most helpful to support their
participation and access to trustworthy information and knowledge (Figure 18). The strongest support
was given to “a youth-friendly digital platform” (53.33%), indicating that accessible online spaces are
considered crucial for engagement. “A simple guide/toolkit on how to participate” was also highly valued
(41.90%), suggesting that many young people need clearer practical instructions and guidance.
Furthermore, 36.19% supported “Short explainers (videos/infographics),” reflecting the importance of
concise and visually accessible information formats. Less frequently selected but still relevant were “A
calendar of opportunities” (22.86%) and “Peer-to-peer support groups” (18.10%). These results
indicate that while information and digital accessibility are priorities, social support and awareness of
opportunities also play an important role in encouraging participation.

H m i H e

A gmple guide/tookit A calendar of A vouth-frendly dicial Short explainers (videos Peer-to-peer support
on how to patcipate opportunities platform Jinfographics) groups

Figure 18: Preferred participation supporting tools

The final open-ended question provides deeper qualitative insight into what young people feel is
missing to participate more actively in civic life. Although 81.90% did not provide an answer, the responses
that were submitted reveal several recurring themes. Many respondents emphasized the need for better
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education and practical guidance, including learning how to recognize corruption, understand financial
misconduct, and navigate participation processes. Others stressed the importance of mentorship and
support from experienced individuals who could guide them through civic engagement activities. Trust
and safety also emerged as important themes. Some respondents stated that they would participate more if
they felt safe from negative consequences or social judgment, while others highlighted the need for visible
results and real societal change to stay motivated. Several responses emphasized the importance of
supportive communities, stronger state support, and better organization of participatory activities and
protests. At the same time, a few comments reflected frustration, distrust, or political disengagement. One
respondent stated they did not intend to remain in Croatia and therefore did not currently see participation
as relevant, while another criticized ideological polarization within NGOs and youth organizations. These
responses suggest that some young people perceive civic participation spaces as politically divided or
ineffective.

In the validation workshop, the participants expressed the opinion that greater support and
greater transparency could be the most important instruments to enhance trust in institutions and to
motivate young people to engage. The use of social media as a channel of communication by the institutions
is recommended, and even promoted as main channel of communication with young people.

Overall, the findings demonstrate that young people are interested in civic engagement and
democratic participation, particularly in areas related to transparency, anti-corruption, and community
change. However, they also require clearer information, practical support, safe participation
environments, and evidence that participation can lead to meaningful outcomes. The results highlight
the importance of accessible educational tools, digital platforms, mentorship opportunities, and trustworthy
institutions in strengthening youth participation and democratic involvement.
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10. Conclusions

This overview reveals that young people in Croatia still face obstacles and a lack of motivation to
engage in political decision-making, as well as a lack of information (only 20% are very or extremely
informed). At the same time, they remain interested in public issues at the rate of 60% (very interested and
extremely interested). Perceiving that their inclusion will not make any difference or without the support of
institutions, they remain structurally disconnected from the formal channels through which civic and
political decisions are made. However, they find themselves being knowledgeable in relation to the issue of
government, legislative process, and participation channels. The summary of findings reflects the problem
of trust in institutions and a kind of reluctance to engage, because of lack of a welcoming context.

Corruption is perceived as systemic: the vast majority of the sample (91,435%) described
corruption in Croatia as “widespread” or “very widespread”, and not a single respondent described it as
“rare” or “very rare”. Moreover, corruption is seen as systemic, a way things are done, although some
sectors or groups seem to be perceived as less corrupted, such as education. Still,

) 43,81% agree or strongly agree that political connections are necessary for
business success,

o 48,57% believes that young people cannot access public services fairly without
personal connections.

The opposite attitudes are also present, so 44,76% respondents disagree or strongly disagree that
young people cannot access public services fairly without personal connections. Survey results, as well as
focus group discussion, confirmed the perception that corruption is prevalent across all major institutional
domains, with the employment & recruitment process being the most critical, while at the same time, this
issue is most relevant for young people.

With regard to participation, the voting in elections and signing petitions are the most used
channels, while others remain disregarded — for example one quarter volunteered in a community or social
initiative (27,62%), while 16,2% participated in student, youth or university representation. Their main
sources of information are online news websites (45,71%) and traditional TV news (40%) followed by
TikTok videos and influencers (34.29%) and Instagram reels and stories (26,67%). They think that young
people in general do not know much about politics and that social media does not offer valid information,
but at the same time they perceive social media as being the most useful tool for enhancing participation
level — networking and participation, especially at the local level, could be significantly improved by using
social media for participation. Still, participants of qualitative research questioned the meaningfulness of
formal participation channels and expressed scepticism about whether their input would produce any
tangible change.

The barriers to participation are mainly informational - 60,95% of survey respondents cited lack
of clear information and lack of knowledge where to start (29,52%) as main reasons why participation is
difficult, followed by motivational factor — half of the respondents believe that their engagement will not
make any difference (52,38%) or they fear negative reactions (20,95%) Only 1 out of 7 young people has
no interest in participating (16.19%). At the same time, the lack of trust in new sources of information is
striking (Figure 10). Respondents reported very little or no trust at all in their main channels of information
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on social media — TikTok influencers (69,52%), Instagram memes and stories (54,29%) and Telegram
channels (55,24%). Disinformation is present in pre-electoral decisions on voting - claims of alleged
corruption in candidate selection processes are encountered "often" or "always" by 41,90% of respondents,
followed by the allegation on manipulation of the electoral process (36,19%). Respondents felt less likely
to vote due to corruption claims leading to distrust (57,14%), followed by considering boycotting elections
(22,86%). The qualitative research participants confirm that disinformation is omnipresent and
demobilising, but at the same time they find it inevitable in the context of social media.

Still, young people in Croatia believe that their voice should be heard and that they would
engage more if there were sufficient information and institutional support, meaning more active
engagement of institutions to motivate and support youth voices. In addition to elections, they see
themselves engaging in NGOs, signing petitions or citizens' campaigns, participating in protests and
volunteering, more or less traditional channels of participation. On the other hand, they see social media
and other digital tools as being useful for engagement and networking. They emphasized the need for greater
visibility of successful youth initiatives and participation outcomes. They believed that the goals,
achievements, and positive impacts of youth-led actions should be communicated more clearly and made
more visible to the wider public, as this could encourage greater trust, motivation, and participation among
young people.
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11. Recommendations

For the RISE Balkans Programme

1.

Prioritise social media as the primary communication channel. Both survey data and focus
group and validation workshop participants identified social media as primary communication
and information channels — Instagram, TikTok, YouTube, and to a lesser extent, websites which
might be overwhelming and too complex for the young generation.

Present and explain the channels of participation. Respondents would like to participate
(60%), but basically do not know where to start or they lack information. Present modes of
participation, possible outcomes, and examples of good practice in a clear, systematic and step-
by-step approach.

Develop youth-friendly digital materials and disseminate them through social media. Survey
respondents strongly believe in social media as a means for networking and engagement,
although it is not used that much. They would like to see engagement through a youth-friendly
digital platform, based on a plain-language guide to civic processes and a calendar of
participation opportunities.

For Policymakers and Public Institutions
1.

Inform the youth on channel of participation, make them accessible and easy to follow and
use good practice examples. The various channels of participation — elections, petitions, NGOs,
public consultations, youth councils and others, should be easily explained and promoted. A
targeted campaign should be implemented to inform the youth and raise awareness on the
importance and possibilities of participation. A youth platform should be established, as in other
EU countries. Examples of successful youth initiatives should be promoted. With time and greater
participation level, young people will not feel the unease because of engaging in political life.

Launch a targeted national digital awareness campaign on anti-corruption reporting. A
campaign designed for young audiences, promoted via social media and TV, should explain in
clear and simple language the phenomenon of corruption, main institutional actors and how (and
why) to report corruption.

Integrate practical civic education into secondary school curricula. The lack of civic
education in schools resulted in insufficient knowledge and motivation for engagement. Curricula
should include knowledge and practical civic skills: how to participate in a consultation, how to
verify information, how to recognise and report corruption, and how EU institutions affect daily
life.

Include youth representatives in the process of law-making and preparation of strategic
documents — the young people can be formally engaged already at the beginning of law drafting
or strategy preparation, in addition to inclusion of NGOs in working groups. It especially
concerns main areas of youth concern — employment, housing, health, environment.
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For Civil Society and Youth-Serving Organisations
1.

Reach out to youth by speaking their language. Youth wants to engage but needs support —
civil society organisations should develop active support and means to include youth. The first
step is to speak to them in their language, especially through peer voices, practical examples and
good practice cases. Young people avoid joining civil society organisations if they find them
aggressive or connected directly with political parties. So focus on youth, on their participation
and/or reporting corruption, making institutions more transparent or less corrupt, with the helo of
young people.

Focus on issues that young people consider important. Particular attention should be given to
topics that young people identify as relevant, such as civic participation, reporting corruption,
increasing institutional transparency, and reducing corrupt practices. These activities should be
presented as opportunities for young people to become active agents of positive change and to
contribute to building more open, accountable, and transparent institutions, especially in areas of
their concern, such as employment, housing, health, environment and other.
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Albanian National Report

Executive Summary

This National Report presents the findings of the WP1 research activities implemented in Albania
within the framework of the RISE Balkans project. The purpose of the report is to examine young people’s
knowledge, perceptions and experiences regarding civic participation, democratic engagement,
transparency, integrity and anti-corruption, and to identify the barriers and enabling factors that shape their
participation in public life. The Albanian research combined desk research, an anonymous online survey,
one focus group discussion and a validation workshop, allowing the findings to reflect both quantitative
data and qualitative insights from young people.

The research shows that young people in Albania are interested in public affairs and willing to
participate more actively in civic and democratic life. However, this willingness is not always translated
into formal engagement. Participation is still largely associated with voting, volunteering, community
initiatives and youth activities, while involvement in public consultations, policymaking and institutional
decision-making remains limited. The findings reveal a clear gap between young people’s interest in public
issues and their practical knowledge of how to participate effectively.

A central finding of the report is the strong perception that corruption is widespread in Albania.
Most respondents perceive corruption as a systemic issue affecting politics, public institutions, employment
and recruitment, education, healthcare and public services. Young people also express low levels of trust in
public institutions and decision-making processes, often linking this distrust to lack of transparency, unclear
procedures, favouritism and limited institutional accountability. Although corruption is perceived as
widespread, fewer young people report direct personal experience, suggesting that perceptions are shaped
by both lived experience and broader public narratives, media exposure and social discussions.

The main barriers to youth participation identified by the research are lack of clear information,
exposure to disinformation, limited accessibility of opportunities, logistical challenges, low trust in
institutions and the perception that participation may not lead to visible impact. Young people often do not
know where to start, how to access public consultations, or how their contributions will be used. At the
same time, social media plays an important role in shaping youth awareness and opinions, particularly
through Instagram and TikTok, even though young people often question the reliability of information
found on these platforms.

Despite these challenges, the findings reveal strong potential for youth empowerment. A significant
share of respondents believe that young people can contribute to reducing corruption and improving
governance. However, they also stress that safe, anonymous and trustworthy reporting mechanisms are
necessary, alongside protection from retaliation, clear guidance and faster institutional responses. Young
people also express strong interest in learning more about how the European Union works, how young
people can engage with institutions, and how integrity, transparency and anti-corruption tools

can be used in practice.
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The report recommends strengthening civic education, youth-friendly communication, institutional
transparency and inclusive participation mechanisms. RISE Balkans should prioritise practical, interactive
and experiential learning formats such as workshops, clinics, mentoring, volunteering projects, simulations
and bootcamps. Public institutions should improve communication with young people, make consultation
and reporting procedures clearer, and ensure meaningful follow-up on youth input. Civil society and youth-
serving organisations should continue acting as trusted intermediaries by providing accessible toolkits,
peer-learning opportunities, awareness campaigns and practical guidance. Overall, the Albanian findings
confirm the need for structured, transparent and inclusive civic engagement opportunities that can help
young people move from awareness and willingness to meaningful democratic participation.
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Introduction

The report “Youth Civic Participation in Albania” was prepared by Partners Albania for Change
and Development within the framework of the EU funded project RISE Balkans — Empowering Youth

Voices: Responsibility, Integrity, Solidarity, and Civic Engagement in the Balkans, implemented by a
regional consortium of universities and organizations in Albania, Bulgaria, Croatia, Greece, and North
Macedonia. The project aims to strengthen the participation of young people aged 18-26 in democratic life
and supports youth-led integrity and anti-corruption action through civic education, experiential learning,
mentoring, and regional cooperation.

This national report was developed under Work Package 1 (WP1) “Youth and Governance: Reality
Check” and provides an overview of the current situation of youth civic participation, integrity,
transparency, and anti-corruption perceptions in Albania. The report aims to better understand how young
people perceive democratic participation, institutional trust, corruption, barriers to engagement, and
opportunities for civic action, while also identifying recommendations and practical solutions to strengthen
youth participation. The findings of this national report will contribute to the development of the
comparative regional report across the five participating Balkan countries.

The report follows a mixed-methodology approach, combining desk research, quantitative research
(online survey), and qualitative research (focus group discussions, and a validation workshop). The online
survey collected responses from 146 young people aged 18-26 in Albania, while the focus group
discussions and validation workshop provided qualitative insights into young people’s experiences,
perceptions, and recommendations regarding civic participation, transparency, trust, and engagement in
public life.

The results from the report show that young people in Albania are highly aware and concerned
about corruption, transparency, and integrity issues, while trust in institutions and decision-making
processes remains relatively low. Although young people are interested in civic participation and public
affairs, their engagement in formal policymaking and consultation processes remains limited, and
participation is often understood mainly through volunteering and community engagement.

The report identifies that the main barriers to participation are linked to lack of clear information,
limited accessibility of opportunities, disinformation, logistical challenges, and low trust that participation
can lead to meaningful impact. At the same time, young people emphasize the importance of transparent
communication, visible results, practical engagement opportunities, mentorship, and more youth-friendly
and interactive participation formats.

Overall, the report shows that young people in Albania are willing to engage more actively in civic
and democratic life when opportunities are meaningful, transparent, accessible, and connected to visible
impact. The report therefore recommends strengthening civic education, youth-friendly communication,
institutional transparency, and inclusive participation mechanisms to support stronger and more sustainable
youth engagement.
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1. Context of Youth Participation in Albania

Youth participation in decision-making processes in Albania remains an important but still
challenging area of democratic development. In recent years, Albania has made progress in establishing
legal and institutional mechanisms that encourage youth involvement in civic and political life, particularly
within the framework of European integration and alignment with EU youth policies. However, despite
increased attention to youth participation, research and monitoring reports consistently show that the actual
involvement of young people in formal decision-making processes remains relatively low compared to their
willingness and interest to engage.

From an institutional perspective, Albania has gradually integrated youth participation into national
policy planning through instruments such as the National Youth Strategy 2022-2029'2 and the 75/2019
Law “On Youth.” These frameworks formally recognize young people as stakeholders in governance
processes and promote their inclusion in consultation, volunteering, and local development initiatives. In
parallel, EU Youth Strategy 2019-2027'3has influenced national approaches by emphasizing structured
dialogue, civic engagement, and participation in democratic life. As an EU candidate country, Albania has
increasingly aligned its policy discourse with these principles.

However, existing monitoring reports consistently highlight that this formal recognition has not
translated into strong representation of young people in decision-making institutions. Findings from the
annual monitoring reports on Youth Political, Social and Economic Participation'* prepared by Partners
Albania' highlight the low representation of young people in leadership and decision-making positions,
including ministers, deputy ministers, mayors, and members of parliament. Although political parties often
establish youth forums and youth structures, young people continue to have limited influence over party
agendas and policymaking processes. As a result, youth participation in Albania is characterized by a gap
between formal policy commitment and actual institutional inclusion.

At the local governance level, mechanisms such as Local Youth Councils as foreseen by the
Albanian Law 75/2019 “On Youth'®”, have been established in all 61 municipalities of Albania to strengthen
youth participation in municipal decision-making. While these structures formally exist across
municipalities, monitoring reports and consultation meetings with young people indicate that they are not
functioning effectively or fulfilling their intended mission. Their actual influence varies significantly and is
often perceived as consultative rather than decision-making in nature. Recent initiatives by the National
Youth Agency and partner organizations have focused on improving the functioning of these councils and
aligning them with EU standards of participatory governance!’.

Public consultation processes related to youth policies have increased in recent years. For example,
during the revision process of the Albanian Law “On Youth” in 2025, focus groups and consultation

12 https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads /2023 /04 /SKR29_Anglisht.pdf

13 https://youth.europa.eu/strategy_en?

14 https://www.partnersalbania.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/Youth_Participation_Monitoring_Report_2024.pdf
15 https://www.partnersalbania.org/

16 https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2022 /07 /Ligji-Nr.75.Date-4.11.2019-Per-Rinine.pdf

17 https://rinia.gov.al/en/lancohen-manuali-dhe-udhezuesi-per-ngritjen-dhe-funksionimin-e-keshillave-vendore-te-

rinise/
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meetings with young people were organized across the country to collect youth perspectives and
recommendations'®. This reflects a growing recognition of the importance of involving young people in
policymaking processes. Nevertheless, participation in such consultations remains uneven, as information
about opportunities is often fragmented, poorly communicated, and primarily reaches already active youth
groups.

Another positive development in strengthening youth civic participation in Albania is the approval
of the draft law “On Volunteering” by the Council of Ministers in 2025'?. The draft law aims to create a
clearer legal framework for volunteering, including the recognition of volunteering as work experience,
support mechanisms for volunteer programs, insurance schemes for volunteers, and the creation of a
national electronic volunteering platform and registry. As volunteering remains one of the main forms of
participation among young people in Albania, this initiative represents an important step toward promoting
active citizenship, Youth engagement, and alignment with EU standards on youth participation.

Voting continues to represent the main and most formal form of youth participation in Albania.
However, youth electoral participation remains affected by distrust toward political institutions, perceptions
of corruption, and limited confidence that political engagement can produce meaningful change.

In terms of participation patterns, young people in Albania tend to engage more actively in civic
and social spheres than in formal political processes. Engagement is more visible in volunteering activities,
youth-led initiatives, community projects, and digital expression rather than in structured political decision-
making. The 2024 report on political and civic participation of young people in Has Region of Albania
found relatively low engagement in conventional political activities and low interest in local decision-
making, while participation in community initiatives and solidarity actions was comparatively higher?°.

Younger generations increasingly engage politically through digital platforms and online civic
participation. According to Eurostat, in 2025, 24.3% of young Europeans aged 16-29 engaged in civic or
political issues online, including expressing opinions, participating in online consultations, or online voting.
Among the overall EU population, this figure was lower at 20.2%?'. Meanwhile, Albania recorded
significantly higher levels of online civic and political participation among young people. Around 46.49%
of Albanian youth aged 1629 reported using the internet for civic or political participation, compared to
28.52% among the general Albanian population®. This suggests that digital platforms and social media
increasingly serve as important channels for youth expression, mobilization, and civic engagement in
Albania.

Youth participation in Albania remains limited in terms of institutional influence and trust in
democratic processes. Nevertheless, Albania has shown increasing commitment to strengthening youth

18 https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2025/04 /Ditari-Mujor-Muaji-Mars-2025..pdf
19https://kuvendiwebfiles.blob.core.windows.net/webfiles/202507021023278734VULLNETARIZMI.pdf

20 https://www.kas.de/en/web/albanien/single-title/-/content/politische-und-buergerschaftliche-beteiligung-junger-
menschen-2024#

21 https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-eurostat-news/w/edn-20260424-1
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engagement through legal reforms, local participation mechanisms, and alignment with EU democratic and
youth participation standards.
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2.Forms of Young People Participation

Y outh participation in Albania takes place through a diverse set of formal, non-formal, and informal
mechanisms that reflect both institutional arrangements and emerging civic practices. While formal
institutional participation structures exist, their effectiveness and actual use by young people vary
significantly depending on the level of institutional commitment, awareness, accessibility, and trust. Young
people increasingly engage through more flexible, and community-based forms of engagement, particularly
through volunteering, activism, and digital participation.

Formal Participation Channels

Formal participation mechanisms are primarily embedded within institutional frameworks at local
and national levels. One of the key formal structures is the Local Youth Council (LYC), established under
the Law 75/2019 “On Youth.” These councils are intended to function as advisory bodies within
municipalities, enabling young people to contribute to local policy discussions propose initiatives, and
participate in discussions related to youth issues. The councils are designed to create structured dialogue
between youth and local government institutions. In practice, however, their functionality varies
significantly across municipalities, with some councils being active while others remain largely inactive or
consultative without real influence. due to limited resources, insufficient institutional support, or low youth
engagement. Young people also report that recommendations provided by these councils are not always
reflected in final decisions, which affects trust and motivation to participate??. Recent efforts by the National
Youth Agency and partner organizations have aimed to strengthen the functioning of these councils through
manuals, guidelines, and capacity-building initiatives?3.

Another formal participation mechanism is public consultation processes organized by ministries,
municipalities, and public institutions. Albania has a legal framework requiring public consultation on draft
laws, strategies, and policies through the Law 146/2014 “On Notification and Public Consultation.”?* This
allows citizens, including young people, to provide comments and recommendations on public policies.
Public hearings, consultation meetings, online consultation platforms?®, and feedback mechanisms are used
as tools to involve citizens in policymaking. However, youth engagement in these processes remains
relatively limited and often concentrated among organized youth groups and civil society actors rather than
the broader youth population, due to lack of information, low awareness, and perceptions that consultations
are often formalities rather than genuinely influential processes.

Educational institutions also provide formal participation channels through student councils and
student representation structures. Student councils, student governments, and university forums
provide opportunities for youth to participate in decision-making related to educational policies and
educational institution governance. Participation is often limited to a small group of highly active students,
while broader student involvement remains low.

22 https://www.partnersalbania.org/publication/monitoring-report-of-political-social-and-economic-participation-of-
youth-2024/

23 https://rinia.gov.al/en/lancohen-manuali-dhe-udhezuesi-per-ngritjen-dhe-funksionimin-e-keshillave-vendore-te-
rinise

24 https://qkb.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/1gji-146_2014.pdf

25 Link of 2 Online Public Consultation Platforms in Albania: https://www.konsultimipublik.al/ and
https://www.konsultimipublik.gov.al/
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At the national level, young people can also participate through the National Youth Congress,
youth networks, and youth organizations that engage in policy dialogue and advocacy. Civil society
organizations often serve as intermediaries between youth and institutions by organizing consultations,
policy discussions, and advocacy campaigns.

Political participation through political parties and youth forums is another formal channel
available to young people. Most political parties in Albania have youth wings or internal youth structures
intended to involve young people in political processes and electoral campaigns. However, youth
involvement within political parties often remains limited to campaign activities rather than substantive
participation in policy development or decision-making?®.

Informal and Ad Hoc Participation

Alongside formal mechanisms, Albanian youth mostly engage through informal and non-traditional
forms of participation. Volunteering and community activism is the most common form of informal
participation, with young people involved in environmental campaigns, social support initiatives,
awareness-raising activities, cultural events, and solidarity actions organized by civil society organizations
or informal youth groups.

Digital participation and social media activism have become increasingly important. Young
people use social media platforms such as Instagram, Facebook, TikTok, and online tools to express
opinions, share information and engage in public discussions. Research on digital democracy highlights that
social media has created new opportunities for youth voice and participation, especially for those who may
not engage through traditional channels?’.

Ad hoc participation also occurs through protests, demonstrations, and civic movements. These
activities are typically issue-based and emerge in response to specific social, educational, or governance
concerns. While not continuous, they demonstrate the capacity of young people to mobilize collectively
when needed. Another increasingly common form of participation is involvement in project-based youth
initiatives, hackathons, innovation labs, training programs, and youth exchanges. Civil society
organizations and international donors play a key role in facilitating such opportunities across Albania.

Albania has a growing number of tools and mechanisms to support youth participation. However,
while formal participation channels exist, they are not always fully functional, inclusive, or trusted by young
people. As a result, many youths prefer informal, digital, and community-based forms of engagement,
which they perceive as more accessible, flexible, and impactful. Strengthening institutional responsiveness,
improving awareness about participation opportunities, and ensuring meaningful inclusion of young people
in decision-making processes remain essential for enhancing youth participation in Albania.

26 https://www.partnersalbania.org/publication/monitoring-report-of-political-social-and-economic-participation-of-

youth-2023/

27 https://eydr.scidevcenter.org/mapping-of-youth-participation-in-digital-democracy-case-of-albania/
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3. Enabling Factors and Barriers of Youth Participation

Youth participation in Albania is shaped by a combination of structural enablers and persistent
barriers that determine the extent and quality of engagement in civic and political life. These factors operate
across institutional, economic, social, and cultural dimensions, influencing both opportunities for
participation and the willingness of young people to engage.

Enabling Factors

One of the main enabling factors is the gradual development of a formal policy and legal
framework that recognizes youth participation as a key component of governance. The National Youth
Strategy 2022—-2029 and the Law “On Youth” establish institutional commitments to youth inclusion in
decision-making, volunteering, and civic engagement. These frameworks are further reinforced by
Albania’s alignment with EU youth policies, particularly the EU Youth Strategy 2019-2027, which
promotes structured dialogue and participatory democracy.

Another important enabling factor is the active role of civil society organizations and youth
organizations in Albania. Youth-focused NGOs and community organizations provide essential platforms
for engagement, especially in contexts where institutional mechanisms are weak. These organizations
support youth participation through training, advocacy, volunteering, and project-based initiatives. They
also contribute to building civic competencies and leadership skills among young people, often serving as
the primary entry point for participation in public life.

Young people generally demonstrate higher trust toward youth organizations compared to political
institutions, as these organizations create more inclusive and youth-friendly participation spaces®®.

International programs and EU-supported initiatives also play a significant role in encouraging
youth participation. Programs such as Erasmus+, the European Solidarity Corps, and EU4Youth offer
opportunities for mobility, volunteering, non-formal education, capacity building, and civic engagement.
These initiatives contribute to the development of skills, confidence, and exposure to democratic
participation practices®.

Digitalization has further expanded participation opportunities. Social media platforms and
online tools enable young people to access information, express opinions, and engage in public debate with
fewer structural barriers. Research on digital democracy in Albania highlights that 79.8% of youth regularly
access information through social media and 19.6% engage in digital activism?°.

28 https://www.researchgate.net/publication /376805927 _Youth_Engagement_in_Decision-

Making European_Approaches_to_Inclusive_Participation_and_Albanian_Perspective

29 https://www.unicef.org/albania/eu4youth

30 https://eydr.scidevcenter.org/mapping-of-youth-participation-in-digital-democracy-case-of-albania/
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Barriers

Despite these enabling factors, numerous barriers continue to hinder effective youth participation
in Albania. One of the most frequently identified barriers is the low level of trust in institutions and public
authorities. Many young people feel that their voices are not genuinely considered in policymaking
processes and perceive participation opportunities as symbolic rather than influential. This lack of trust
discourages active engagement in formal political structures and decision-making mechanisms?!.

Institutional limitations also play a role. Participation mechanisms such as youth councils or
consultation processes are not always fully functional or influential, which reduces their credibility among
young people. In some cases, participation structures are perceived as formalities without real decision-
making power.

Economic constraints and social challenges also significantly affect youth participation. High
unemployment rates, poverty, and the large proportion of young people categorized as NEET (Not in
Education, Employment, or Training) limit the ability of youth to engage in civic and political activities®.
Financial insecurity often forces young people to prioritize employment and economic survival over
participation in volunteering, community engagement, or policymaking initiatives. Transportation costs,
lack of financial resources, and inability to pre-finance participation in activities create additional obstacles,
especially for youth from rural areas and disadvantaged backgrounds??.

Limited access to information and awareness gaps represent another important challenge. Many
young people are not adequately informed about participation opportunities, youth programs, public
consultations, and institutional mechanisms available to them. At the same time, weak civic education and
low awareness of democratic processes reduce motivation and confidence to participate actively in public
life®.

Cultural and social barriers further affect participation. Gender norms, family expectations, fear
of criticism, and social pressure can discourage public engagement, particularly among young women and
marginalized groups. They often face additional difficulties in accessing participation opportunities
equally®.

Digital participation also faces limitations despite the widespread use of social media. Research
on youth participation in digital democracy notes that many young people engage only superficially online,
often through passive sharing rather than sustained activism or advocacy. Fear of online harassment limited
digital literacy, and lack of understanding of digital rights further reduce meaningful online engagement®.

31 https://www.partnersalbania.org/publication/monitoring-report-of-political-social-and-economic-participation-of-
youth-2024/

32 https://www.cbc.org.al/blog/research-assessment-of-participation-in-youth-projects-barriers-needs-and-
opportunities-of-young-people-in-albania/

33 https://www.researchgate.net/publication /376805927 _Youth_Engagement_in_Decision-

Making European_Approaches_to_Inclusive_Participation_and_Albanian_Perspective
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4.Methodology

The study applies a mixed-methods approach, combining desk research, qualitative research,
quantitative research, and validation activities in order to provide a comprehensive understanding of youth
participation, civic engagement, integrity, and perceptions of corruption among young people in Albania
and across the wider Balkan region.

The desk research component was used to provide national context regarding youth participation
opportunities, democratic engagement mechanisms, and participation related challenges. It also served to
summarize existing evidence, indicators, policy frameworks, and good practices related to civic
participation, governance, transparency, and youth engagement.

The qualitative research component consisted of a Focus Group Discussion (FGD) conducted with
a closed group of 12 young participants aged 18-26 years old from different educational, social, and
professional backgrounds. The focus group provided the opportunity to engage in in-depth discussions and
better understand young people’s experiences, perceptions, concerns, and expectations regarding civic
participation, trust in institutions, corruption, and opportunities for engagement in public life. A validation
workshop was conducted with approximately 65 young people to present and further discuss the preliminary
findings of the report. The workshop served as a participatory space to validate key results, gather feedback,
and ensure that the perspectives and experiences of young people were accurately reflected

The quantitative research component consisted of an anonymous online survey distributed
primarily through the communication channels of Partners Albania in order to reach a broader audience of
young people. The survey was also specifically disseminated among students of the Faculty of Law at
Luarasi University, and University of Tirana, including the Faculty of Social Sciences, as well as
participants of a youth-related event. The online questionnaire remained open for more than 20 days,
allowing sufficient time for young people to contribute their opinions, experiences, and perspectives.

A total of 146 young people from Albania completed the online survey, making the highest
proportion of the respondents in the Regional level (33.49%), followed by Croatia (24.08%), Greece
(15.37%) and Bulgaria (14.22%) show moderate representation, while North Macedonia accounts for the
smallest share (12.84%).

The demographic findings show that the survey sample in Albania is heavily dominated by younger
respondents aged 18-20 years old, who represented 69.86% of participants, while participation decreases
significantly in older groups, respondents aged 21-23 accounted for 22.60%, while only 7.53% belonged
to the 24-26 age group. This indicates that the findings primarily reflect the perspectives of younger youth,
particularly students and individuals at the early stages of civic awareness and participation.

The sample is predominantly female with women representing 83.56% of respondents, while males
representing only 13.70%. This suggests that findings may strongly reflect female perspectives, particularly
regarding civic engagement and perceptions of corruption. Also, this strong female participation may
indicate that young women are more willing to engage in surveys and civic-related initiatives, which can
itself be interpreted as an initial form of civic participation and engagement.
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Regarding geographic distribution the majority of young respondents (77.40%) live in urban areas
(cities or large towns), with limited representation from rural populations (4.11%), and semi-urban areas
(16.44%) of the sample. This urban bias suggests that access to information, services, and participation
opportunities reflected in the data may not fully capture rural challenges.

In terms of educational background, the sample is relatively well educated. The majority of the
respondents (51.37%) reported Bachelor-level education (including here many students currently pursuing
Bachelor studies). 36.99% of the young respondents had completed secondary education and were often
continuing higher education studies (bachelor), while 8.22% were enrolled in or had completed Master-
level studies.

An overwhelming majority of respondents identify as students (93.15%), confirming that the survey
largely captures student perspectives. Smaller proportions reported being employed (15.75%), unemployed
(2.05%), or engaged in training and apprenticeship programs. A number of respondents also combined
student status with employment, 10.96% (16 respondents) identified themselves as both students and
employed, while a smaller proportion, 0.68% (1 respondent), reported being unemployed and not engaged
in studies. In contrast, 6.16% (7 respondents) indicated that they were employed and not students. These
findings confirm that the sample is overwhelmingly composed of students, with relatively limited
representation of young people fully integrated into the labour market. As a result, perceptions related to
employment opportunities, recruitment processes, and labour market participation should be interpreted
cautiously, as they primarily reflect the experiences and perspectives of students and young people still in
education.

Overall, the sample is young, well educated, predominantly female, urban, and student-based,
which shapes the interpretation of all subsequent findings. The results reflect the perceptions of engaged
youth with educational exposure, rather than the broader youth population.
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5.Youth Awareness and Understanding of Civic Participation, Anti-
Corruption, Transparency and Policy Making

Youth Awareness and Understanding of Corruption
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Figure 1: Corruption Widespread in Albania

As shown in Figure 1, the findings demonstrate an overwhelming 89.73% of young respondents
perceive corruption as widespread or very widespread. This means that 9 out of 10 young respondents
perceive corruption as a major issue. The very high percentage of respondents expressing concern indicates
a strong awareness among youth regarding corruption and integrity issues in the country. The findings also
suggest a general climate of distrust toward governance systems and institutional transparency, with
corruption seen as a normalized phenomenon.

A large majority of young respondents reveal a strong perception that corruption is present within
both national (73.3%) and local institutions (70.55%). The findings demonstrate that corruption is not only
perceived as a societal problem in general terms but is also directly associated with state institutions and
governance structures. The small proportion of respondents selecting “do not know” may indicate limited
interaction with national and local institutions, lack of information, or even unwillingness to provide a clear
opinion.
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Figure 2: Young People Thoughts on if they are affected Personally by the Level of Corruption in Albania

Although corruption is widely perceived as a systemic issue, this perception is not fully reflected
in personal experience. Only 41.10% of the respondents report being personally affected by corruption in
their daily lives (Figure 2), while a significant proportion (27.4 % ) remain neutral and 20.55% do not feel
directly affected. This gap suggests that corruption is perceived as a widespread systemic issue, even though
fewer individuals report direct personal exposure. The relatively high percentage of neutral responses
(27.4%) may also indicate that young people perceive corruption as affecting society collectively rather
than themselves individually. The data further suggest that awareness of corruption among youth is shaped
not only by personal experience, but also by media exposure, public narratives, social discussions, and
broader perceptions of political and institutional integrity.
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Figure 3: The Widespread of giving and Taking Bribes and the Abuse of Power for Personal Gain among the Actors

The findings as in the Figure 3 indicate a strong perception that corruption defined as the giving

and taking of bribes and the abuse of power for personal gain is widespread across multiple sectors,
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particularly within politics and public institutions. The highest levels of perceived corruption are reported
among political parties (78.09%) and politicians at all levels (76.03%), highlighting a significant lack of
trust in political actors and governance structures. Similarly, key public service sectors such as the
healthcare system (73.29%), officials issuing building permits (69.18%), the police (67.13%), and
officials awarding public contracts (63.70%) are also viewed as highly affected. These findings suggest
that sectors closely connected with public decision-making, resource allocation, and access to services are
viewed as particularly vulnerable to corruption. Relatively lower levels are reported for social security and
welfare institutions (47.94%), private companies (44.52%), banks and financial institutions (39.04%), and
the sports sector (36.30%). However, these sectors also show higher levels of uncertainty and neutral
responses, which might indicate lower level of interaction, public exposure or knowledge among
respondents.

These findings were further confirmed during the Validation Workshop, where young participants
emphasized the high levels of perceived corruption within institutions and politics. Participants also
highlighted that corruption in sectors such as sports may be equally significant, although it often receives
less public attention compared to political or institutional corruption. At the same time, participants
expressed mixed opinions regarding corruption in the education sector. While some young people believed
that favoritism and unfair practices exist within education, others stated that they had not personally
encountered such situations, indicating varying experiences and perceptions across respondents.

The findings reveal that young people perceive strong links between politics, business interests,
and corruption in Albania. A large majority of respondents (74%) believe that corruption distorts
competition and creates unfair advantages, while 68.5% believe that high-level corruption cases are not
sufficiently prosecuted.

At the same time, half of respondents (50%) agree that political connections are necessary for
business success, indicating that many young people perceive informal networks and personal relationships
as influential factors in economic opportunities. However, the fact that this percentage is lower than other
corruption indicators may suggest some variation in experiences or uncertainty regarding the business
sector.

Trust in institutional transparency appears relatively low. Only 37% of respondents believe that
institutions clearly explain procedures and decisions, while just 31% think young people can access services
fairly without relying on personal connections. These findings point to limited confidence in equal treatment
and transparency within public administration.

High levels of neutral responses across several indicators point to uncertainty, a lack of
transparency and limited understanding of institutional processes. This may indicate the need for greater
transparency, civic education, and communication between institutions and young people.

Importantly, the findings also demonstrate a strong demand for reform, with 67% of respondents

agreeing that public processes should be easier to understand and follow, highlighting young people’s desire
for more accessible, transparent, and accountable governance systems.
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The survey additionally identified the sectors where young people most strongly perceive
corruption, favoritism, and unfair treatment. Employment and recruitment stand out as the most affected
sector, with 54.8% of respondents identifying it as a key area of concern, and a barrier to meritocracy. This
finding is particularly significant, as employment represents one of the main concerns for young people
transitioning into adulthood and the labour market.

However, these findings appear to reflect perceptions rather than direct personal experiences, as
only a small percentage of respondents reported having employment experience. Most participants’ views
are therefore likely shaped by media, family discussions, social circles, and broader public discourse rather
than direct interaction with recruitment processes. These perceptions were also discussed during the
Validation Workshop, where participants confirmed concerns about favoritism and unfair recruitment
practices, while at the same time some young people shared positive personal experiences, indicating that
perceptions and experiences remain mixed and divided.

Education (31.51%) and healthcare/public services (23.97%) were also identified as major areas
affected by corruption, implying that corruption is perceived to impact essential services and opportunities
directly connected to young people’s well-being and future development. Notably, none of the respondents
indicated that corruption is “not a major issue,” reinforcing the perception that corruption is seen as a
widespread and systemic challenge affecting multiple dimensions of social, economic, and political life in
Albania.

Youth Awareness and Understanding of Policy Making

The results show that young people report the highest levels of understanding of the national
government (62.3%) and governance structures in their university or workplace (61.7%). This mainly
because of the fact that most respondents are students and therefore more directly exposed to university
governance structures and national political discussions. Knowledge of local governance is comparatively
lower (47.95%), and with many indicating only partial understanding (34.3%), indicating partial familiarity
rather than comprehensive knowledge, implying that local governance processes remain less visible or less
engaging for young people.

While understanding of the EU is considerable, for a non-EU country with 52.7% of young
respondents reporting a high level of understanding, 28.1 % moderate understanding and 17.8% low levels
of understanding. This indicates that while young people are generally aware of the EU and its role, many
may lack deeper knowledge of EU institutions and policymaking processes.

Young people demonstrate moderate to high familiarity to national legislative process, compared
to the knowledge of EU processes which is significantly lower (only 17.12% high familiarity). This
indicates a knowledge gap regarding EU governance, they remain relatively distant or difficult for young
people to understand, even though the general understanding of EU is considerable.

Familiarity with the concept of public consultation remains relatively limited. While 41.8%
reported moderate familiarity, only 24% expressed high familiarity with the concept. Around one-third of
respondents (31.5%) demonstrated low familiarity, indicating that many young people are not fully aware
of how formal consultation processes function in practice.

132




Meanwhile, respondents appear more informed about where to find participation opportunities
within their communities or universities. Around 44.5% reported high familiarity with participation
opportunities, while only 19.2% demonstrated low familiarity. From this we can understand that local and
university-based participation channels may be more accessible and visible to young people than formal
institutional consultation mechanisms.

The survey results indicate a relatively moderate understanding of how legislation can be proposed
and influenced at the national level. More than half of respondents correctly identified Members of
Parliament (56.9%) and the Government or Ministers (61.6%) as actors capable of proposing legislation.
However, only 40.4% recognized that citizens can also propose initiatives through petitions when sufficient
signatures are collected. Furthermore, 11.6% stated that they do not know who can propose legislation,
indicating gaps in civic and institutional knowledge.

The findings also indicate moderate level of awareness regarding opportunities for citizen
participation in lawmaking. Approximately 65.1% of respondents believe that citizens can provide feedback
on proposed laws, while 20.6% reported that they do not know whether such opportunities exist.

When asked about the stage at which citizens can participate in legislative processes, just over half
of respondents (52.1%) correctly identified the public consultation or hearing phase. Similarly, only 45.9
% of respondents demonstrated correct knowledge of national public consultation mechanisms, such as
submitting written feedback during official government consultation periods. This pattern is consistent with
the group that showed understanding of the concept of public consultation. Meanwhile the remaining of
the respondents either lack awareness or hold incorrect perceptions regarding both the timing of
participation (48% of respondents) and the appropriate mechanisms (54% of respondents) for engaging in
public consultation.

Awareness of the Participation Channels
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Figure 4: Awareness of the Participation Channels

The survey demonstrates varying levels of awareness regarding different civic participation
channels among young people in Albania. Student councils and university representation mechanisms
appear to be the most recognized forms of participation, with 43.8% of respondents indicating awareness
of these structures. Youth councils and advisory bodies (41.1%), public consultations (32.9%), volunteering

and community initiatives (32.2%), and NGO or civil society initiatives (29.5%) also demonstrate moderate
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levels of recognition. However, awareness is significantly lower regarding more formal or institutional
participation channels. Only 10.3% of respondents reported awareness of contacting elected representatives
or public authorities, while just 15.1% were aware of reporting channels for unfair treatment or corruption-
related concerns.

This data indicates that young people are more familiar with participation opportunities connected
to education, volunteering, and youth engagement activities (also confirmed during the focus groups,
initiatives related to their interests), while institutional accountability and formal advocacy mechanisms
remain less visible and less understood. General awareness is present, but practical and procedural
knowledge is still weak.

Focus group participants confirmed that information about participation opportunities often
circulates only within certain youth networks, universities, or organizations, limiting equal access to
engagement opportunities for all young people.

Knowledge of EU institutions and participation mechanisms appears considerably weaker than
knowledge of national structures. Only 38.4% of respondents correctly identified the European Commission
as the institution primarily responsible for proposing new EU laws, while nearly one third (32.9%) stated
that they do not know the answer. Similarly, awareness of EU consultation mechanisms remains low.
Almost half of respondents (48.6%) were not aware of the European Commission’s “Have Your Say”
consultation platform, while only 28.1% correctly identified it.

As these findings suggest, and as was confirmed during the Validation Workshop, although young
people may generally recognize the role of the European Union, they often lack practical knowledge
regarding how EU policymaking functions and how citizens can engage with EU institutions.

The findings also indicate differing levels of familiarity with key anticorruption, governance and
transparency concepts. Young people appear generally familiar with broad and commonly discussed
concepts such as corruption, conflict of interest rule of law, and whistle blowing. However, more technical
or institutional terms, including beneficial ownership, public procurement, lobbying, and the European
Union’s prosecutors Office, appear to be significantly less understood. The same patterns circulate
throughout the report, the respondents are more exposed to general public discussions about corruption and
governance, often through media or public discourse, while more specialized institutional concepts remain
outside the everyday civic knowledge of many young people.
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Are you aware of any anfi-corruption agencies/state authorities in
your country?
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Figure 5: Awareness of Anticorruption Institutions

Similarly, the awareness among young people on the anticorruption institutions appears moderate,
but incomplete. While 38.4% of the respondents stated that they could name at least one anticorruption
institution in Albania, the remaining 60% of the respondents are not aware and cannot name any
anticorruption bodies at all.
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Youth Participation

How interested are you in public issues and public
decision-making that affect your life?

45.00% 41.10%

40.00%

35.00%

30.00% 24.66%

25.00% 19.86%
20.00%

15.00%

10.00% 6.85%
0.007% 4.11%

I —

0.00% [
Not at alll Slightly Moderately  Very interested Extremely Prefer not to
interested interested interested interested answer

Figure 6: Interest in Public Issues and Public Decision Making

The survey findings show that young people show a strong interest in public issues and decision-
making processes that affect their lives, with approximately 61% of respondents reporting a high level of
interest in public issues, and around one-quarter of participants (24.7%) reported moderate interest. while
only 11% express low levels of interest.

These findings show that Albanian youth are not disengaged from public life, as often perceived,
but instead demonstrate a strong potential for engagement and considerable willingness to follow and
understand issues that impact their communities, education, employment opportunities, and future
prospects.

Despite relatively high interest in public affairs, the results reveal more moderate levels of
awareness regarding concrete ways young people can participate in public life. Only 24% of respondents
reported feeling informed about how to participate in public activities in Albania, while 45.9% described
themselves as only moderately informed. In contrast, more than one-quarter of respondents (25.3%)
reported feeling uninformed about how young people can engage in public life.

This gap between interest and information suggests that many young people may be willing to
participate but lack accessible information about existing participation channels, consultation mechanisms,
youth initiatives, or institutional opportunities for engagement. The findings point to a need for stronger
communication, civic education, and outreach efforts aimed at increasing awareness of participation
opportunities among youth. Focus Groups participants also emphasized that information should be
communicated in clearer, more youth-friendly, and more direct ways, especially through universities,
interactive activities, and social media platforms that young people actively use. They suggested that
respective institutions should make all the efforts to convey the information to young people.
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Traditional television news remains the most commonly used source used by young people to
access news and political information (37.7%), followed closely by Instagram Reels and Stories (35.6%)
and Tik Tok videos or influencers (30.8%). Online news websites are also relatively important sources of
information (26%). Only 19.9% of respondents reported using official government portals as a source of
information. This might indicate limited trust in institutions, or a lack of youth friendly communication by
public authorities.

Generally, there is a trend of shifting towards fast, accessible, and visually oriented digital
communication channels among young people. Social media might play an increasingly influential role in
shaping political awareness, opinions and engagement. A counteracting effect of this trend, however, is the
increased exposure to misinformation that comes with greater social media use.

Have you ever participated in a public consultation (local, national, or EU level)?2

No, and | would not like to | NI 7.53%
No, and | do not know how to | I NG 17.12%
No, but Iwould like to [ I NG
Yes, atEUlevel I 4.79%
Yes, at nationallevel M 5.48%
Yes, at local/municipal level [NNEGEG 9.55%
0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00%

Figure 7: Participation in Public Consultation

The results demonstrate relatively low levels of direct participation in formal public consultation
processes at local, national, or European level, with only small percentages of respondents report having
participated in consultations at the municipal (9.6%), national (5.5%), or EU level (4.8%). In contrast, the
majority of respondents (55.5%) state that they had never participated in a public consultation, but they
show a high willingness to do so. These findings are particularly important because they reveal a high
interest in participation among young people. While, 17.1% reported that they do not know how to
participate in public consultations, while 7.5% indicated that they are not interested in participating.
Although previous findings indicate that young people possess a certain level of awareness and knowledge
regarding participation mechanisms and civic engagement opportunities, this knowledge is not reflected in
active participation. Focus Group results indicate that participation is more likely when activities are
directly linked to their personal interests, studies, or professional development, and when they can clearly
see the practical value and impact of their engagement.

Low participation appears to be linked not to lack of interest, but rather to barriers such as limited
trust in institutions, insufficient information, lack of accessible and youth-friendly opportunities, and
perceptions that participation processes have little real impact. Validation workshop discussions further
confirmed that many young people feel consultations are often conducted formally, without genuinely
considering youth contributions, which discourages meaningful engagement.

The results in show that voting is the most common form of civic participation among young people
in Albania, with 58.22% of them reporting they voted in an election during the past 12 months. Participation
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in other activities is considerably lower, including attending civic or community events (27.40%),
volunteering (19.86%), and participating in student or youth representative bodies (17.18%). More formal
forms of engagement, such as contacting public institutions (12.33%), signing petitions or supporting
campaigns (13.01%), and participating in online public discussions or consultations (10.28%) remain
limited. Additionally, 10.27% of respondents reported not engaging in any civic activity. These results
indicate that although a portion of young people demonstrate interest in community engagement,
participation beyond electoral processes remains relatively limited.
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6.Barriers and Enabling Factors

Barriers

The findings show that the most significant obstacle preventing young people from participating in
civic and public life is the lack of clear information or exposure to disinformation, identified by 52.05%
of respondents. This implies that many young people feel insufficiently informed about participation
opportunities, civic processes, or trustworthy sources of information. Lack of time was the second most
common barrier (42.47%), indicating that academic, professional, or personal responsibilities may limit
youth engagement. A considerable proportion of respondents also stated that they “do not know where to
start” (20.55%) or fear negative reactions, criticism, or online harassment (19.86%). Additionally,
17.12% believe that their views would not make a difference, reflecting a degree of mistrust or political
disillusionment among youth.

In contrast, relatively few respondents identified lack of confidence (7.53%), participation costs
(8.22%), or lack of interest (3.42%) as barriers. This suggests that disengagement is not primarily caused
by apathy, but rather by informational, structural, and trust-related obstacles that reduce young people’s
willingness or ability to participate. Focus Group participants described barriers such as unclear
communication, lack of coordination, unsuitable schedules, and logistical challenges, particularly for youth
outside Tirana, as major obstacles limiting participation.

Most respondents (58.22%) described access to information about civic participation opportunities
as neither easy nor difficult, indicating a moderate level of accessibility but also uncertainty regarding
where and how to engage. Meanwhile, 16.44% considered finding such information difficult, compared to
only 17.80% who found it easy. These findings reinforce the previous results showing that lack of clear
and targeted information remains one of the key barriers to participation. The data suggests that while some
opportunities may exist, they are not communicated in a sufficiently accessible, visible, or youth-friendly
manner.

There is a high level of distrust among young people on social media sources, with the majority of
respondents expressing little or no trust in TikTok influencers (63.70%), Instagram memes and stories
(60.28%), and Telegram channels or groups (50%). In contrast, international news sources are perceived
as the most trustworthy, with 66.44% expressing high trust. Government-official sources also show
relatively high levels of trust (55.48%), followed by official election statements (45.20%) and local
journalists (41.10%). These results indicate that although social media platforms remain highly used
among youth as the main source of information, they are not necessarily perceived as reliable sources of
political or civic information. Young people appear to distinguish between frequently consumed content
and trustworthy information sources.

Although young people report relatively low levels of trust in information shared through platforms
such as Instagram, TikTok, and Telegram, these same platforms remain the main channels through which
political content influences their opinions and actions. Instagram has emerged as the platform where
respondents most recently encountered political content that has influenced their actions (56.85%), followed
by TikTok (21.92%) and YouTube (10.96%). Facebook (7.53%), Telegram (1.37%), and Twitter/X (1.37%)
were significantly less influential among young people. This indicates that awareness of misinformation
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risks does not necessarily reduce the influence of social media. Frequent exposure to political and civic
content may still shape perceptions, attitudes, and behaviors, even when users question the reliability of the
information itself.

The majority of respondents (60.27%) report that online content does not directly affect their civic
engagement, stating that they were engaged in none of the listed options. However, some forms of influence
were still visible. Around 13.01% attended protests due to viral content, while 12.33% reported increased
activism because of influencer calls. Additionally, 11.64% stated that distrust caused by corruption reduced
their willingness to volunteer. These indicate that online content can both encourage and discourage civic
participation. While digital platforms may mobilize youth engagement and activism, they may also
contribute to disinformation, distrust and disengagement when corruption-related narratives dominate
public discourse.

The results indicate that corruption related narratives and social media content may significantly
influence the voting behavior among young people. Half of respondents (50%) stated that corruption claims
made them less likely to vote, while 25.34% reported changing candidate preferences due to social media
influence. Other influences include fraud content, boycotting considerations, and influencer endorsements,
though at lower levels. However, the findings should be interpreted with caution, as respondents noted
during discussions that they were constrained by the absence of a “none of the above” option, which then
led or might have led them to forced selections and an overestimation of actual effects.

The findings also show that 17.80% of respondents frequently encounter influencers or celebrities
endorsing election boycotts, while 41.10% encounter such content occasionally. Overall, the results suggest
that young people are regularly exposed to narratives that may weaken trust in democratic processes,
political institutions, and electoral participation.

The findings demonstrate frequent exposure to disinformation related and anti-democratic
narratives among young people, especially during election periods. Half of respondents reported often or
always encountering claims that elections will be manipulated or stolen (50%) and messages stating that
“your vote does not matter” (50%). Similarly, 44.52% frequently encountered allegations of corruption in
candidate selection processes, while 40.41% were exposed to messages promoting election abstention as a
form of protest. Exposure to deepfake or Al-generated false political content was lower but still notable,
with 26.71% reporting frequent exposure.

The findings also show that 17.80% of respondents frequently encounter influencers or celebrities
endorsing election boycotts, while 41.10% encounter such content occasionally. Overall, the results suggest
that young people are regularly exposed to narratives that may weaken trust in democratic processes,
political institutions, and electoral participation.
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Enabling Factors

The findings indicate that young people perceive traditional, formal democratic participation
mechanisms and organized civic engagement as the most effective ways to make their voices heard by
decision-makers. Voting in local, national, or European elections was identified as the most effective
action by 39.73% of respondents, highlighting the continued importance of electoral participation among
youth. Participation in public consultations or hearings was the second most selected option (33.56%),
suggesting that young people recognize the importance of direct consultation processes in influencing
decision-making. Similarly, 26.71% believe that joining youth organizations, NGOs, or civic initiatives is
an effective way to increase youth representation and influence.

Lower percentages were recorded for volunteering and community action (10.96%), contacting
public authorities directly (13.70%), participating in peaceful demonstrations (13.70%), and signing
petitions or campaigns (7.53%). Sharing views through online campaigns or social media received the
lowest support (4.79%), despite social media being widely used by young people. This may indicate that
online expression alone is not perceived as sufficient to create meaningful political or institutional change.
Focus group participants stated that face-to-face and interactive formats such as discussions, debates,
workshops, and community activities are perceived as more meaningful and impactful forms of
participation compared to purely online engagement

When asked what actions could increase their participation young people state that access to clear
and simple information is the most important factor that would encourage greater youth participation in
civic and public life, selected by 51.37% of respondents. This finding strongly aligns with previous sections
of the survey, where lack of information and disinformation were identified as key barriers to participation.
Trust in information about civic or public life was the second most important factor (32.88%), indicating
that credibility and transparency of information sources play a crucial role in motivating engagement.
Respondents also emphasized the importance of opportunities being closer to where they study, work, or
live (21.92%), as well as the need for guidance, mentoring, and practical support (21.23%).

A more welcoming and inclusive environment was identified by 20.55% of respondents, suggesting
that young people value participation spaces where they feel accepted, represented, and safe to express their
views. Additionally, 17.12% highlighted the importance of receiving feedback on how youth contributions
are used, reflecting a desire for more transparent and meaningful participation processes.
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7.Transparency, Integrity, and Trust

Addressing Corruption

There is a strong belief among youth in their potential to address corruption, showing strong
empowerment potential. Significant majority of the respondents believe that young people can contribute
to reducing corruption in their country, with nearly half (48.63%) expressing strong confidence (“definitely
yes”). Only 15.06% express skepticism, while a small proportion remain uncertain (4.11%) or prefer not to
answer (2.74%). This demonstrates a high level of civic optimism and perceived empowerment among
young people, suggesting that youth broadly view themselves as relevant actors in anti-corruption efforts.

If you wanted to report corruption or unfair tfreatment involving a public
institution, how safe would you feel doing so?

| do not know where or how to report it 4.79%
very safe |GG 5.48%
Rathersafe [N  14.38%
Bieeec e 0 e

Rather unsafe 21.92%

very unsafe [ IENEEEEEEE 15.75%

0.00% 5.00% 10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00%  30.00%

Figure 8: Perceived Safety in Reporting Corruption

Perceptions of safety in reporting corruption are mixed and generally cautious. Only 19.86% of
respondents feel safe reporting corruption., while a significantly higher share feel unsafe, indicating serious
concerns about retaliation and protection. While some level of confidence exists, fear of consequences and
uncertainty about reporting systems remain major barriers to active civic engagement in anti-corruption
efforts.

The largest share is neutral responses (27.40%), indicating uncertainty or lack of direct experiennce
with reporting mechanisms. Additionally, 4.79% do not know how or where to report, and 10.27% prefer
not to answer, further highlighting hesitancy.

When asked what would make reporting safer, respondents primarily emphasized anonymity and
protection. The most selected option was anonymous reporting mechanisms (48.63%), followed by
protection from retaliation (34.25%), clear guidance on reporting procedures (32.19%), and faster
institutional responses (30.82%). These results indicate that the main concern is not only awareness but
also trust, safety, confidentiality and institutional responsiveness. The strong preference for anonymity and
protection highlights fear of negative consequences as a central barrier to reporting corruption.

Knowledge of how to report corruption is partial and unevenly distributed. Only 21.92% of
respondents state that they know exactly where to report corruption, while the majority either have only a
general idea (36.30%) or do not know at all (20.55%). Additionally, 8.90% believe that reporting would
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not make a difference, reflecting a degree of institutional skepticism. The share of respondents who prefer
not to answer (12.33%) might suggests discomfort or uncertainty regarding the topic. Young participants in
the Focus Groups also highlighted that even when reporting mechanisms formally exist, many young people
hesitate to use them because they are uncertain whether institutions will respond effectively or ensure
protection and confidentiality.

Trust in institutions responsible for addressing corruption is uneven and concentrated primarily in
formal justice structures, which is trusted by 43.15% of respondents. This is followed by media and
journalists (23.97%) and the police (20.55%). Trust in specialized anti-corruption agencies is moderate
(17.12%), while trust in political representatives (4.11%), NGOs (7.53%), and other intermediaries remains
low. While the justice system remains the primary trusted authority, overall trust is fragmented, with low
confidence in political actors and other stakeholders. The relatively high trust in media suggests that young
people perceive journalism as an important accountability mechanism.
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8.Needs, Preferred Formats and Solutions

Findings show that transparency, clarity, and fairness are the most important drivers of trust in
public institutions. The most selected factor to increase young people trust in public institutions is having
clear steps and procedures explained in advance (49.32%), followed by equal treatment and consistent
rules for everyone (36.30%). Other important elements include clear decision-making criteria (19.86%)
and clear costs or fees (13.70%). Fewer respondents prioritize operational tools such as clear timelines
(11.64%), the ability to ask questions and receive responses (8.90%), or online tracking of processes
(7.53%). Overall, these results indicate that trust is primarily built through predictability, fairness, and
transparency of procedures, rather than through digital tools or administrative convenience. Young people
place strongest emphasis on understanding how decisions are made and ensuring that rules are applied
equally to all citizens.

Respondents identified economic and security-related issues as the most important priorities for the
EU, alongside governance concerns. The most frequently selected priority is rising prices and cost of living
(36.99%), followed by defence and peace (29.45%) and unemployment and job creation (23.29%). Social
protection (21.92%) and democracy and the rule of law (21.23%) also rank relatively high, while education
and training (15.75%) and environmental issues (8.90%) receive lower levels of prioritization. These results
suggest that young people are primarily concerned with immediate socio-economic pressures, particularly
inflation and employment, while also maintaining awareness of broader governance and stability issues..

The data highlights a strong demand for knowledge on European integration, transparency, and
civic participation mechanisms. The most requested topic is how the European Union works and how
young people can engage with it (48.63%), followed by integrity, transparency, and anti-corruption tools
(40.41%). Other highly ranked topics include citizens’ rights and access to information (24.66%),
participation in public consultations (21.92%), youth councils and governance structures (21.92%), and
understanding decision-making processes at national and local level (21.23%). These findings indicate a
clear interest in practical civic knowledge and institutional literacy, particularly regarding how systems
function and how young people can actively engage with them. The emphasis on EU-related knowledge
also reflects the relevance of the European integration process in Albania, as young people are continuously
exposed to discussions around European integration, they appear to perceive EU-related knowledge and
participation opportunities as increasingly important for their future, civic engagement, and role within
society.

Respondents show a preference for interactive and experiential learning formats for activities
related to youth participation and civic engagement. The most popular format is workshops or clinics
(38.36%), followed by volunteering projects (28.77%) and creative or storytelling-based activities
(23.29%). Mentoring (20.55%), simulations or bootcamps (14.38%), and online sessions/webinars
(14.38%) are less frequently selected. These results suggest that young people prefer hands-on,
participatory, and socially engaging learning experiences that allow direct interaction, collaboration, and
practical involvement, rather than purely digital or passive learning environments.
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Which tools would be most helpful to support your participation and
access to trustworthy information and knowledge?

Other 0.00%

Prefer not fo answer _ 18.49%
Peer-to-peer support groups _ 23.29%
Short explainers (videos / infographics) _ 28.77%
A youth-friendly digital platform _ 40.41%
A calendar of opportunities _ 20.55%
A simple guide/toolkit on how to participate _ 21.23%
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Figure 9: Tools Supporting Participation and Access to Information

The establishment of a youth-friendly digital platform was identified as the most helpful tool for
facilitating access to trustworthy information and supporting youth participation (40.41%), reflecting a clear
demand for centralized, easily accessible, and reliable information systems. This is followed by short
explanatory content such as videos or infographics (28.77%), peer-to-peer support groups (23.29%), and
simple practical toolkits or guides (21.23%). A calendar of participation opportunities was also considered
useful by 20.55% of respondents.

These results suggest that young people want information that is quick to access, clearly explained,
visually engaging, and easy to understand. At the same time, the interest in peer-to-peer support groups
indicates that young people also value learning through collaboration, interaction, and exchange with other
young people. Overall, the findings underline the importance of combining digital accessibility with
participatory and community-based approaches to civic engagement.
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9.Conclusions

The findings of this report show that young people in Albania demonstrate high awareness and
concern regarding corruption and integrity issues. Corruption is widely perceived as a deeply rooted
systemic problem, particularly within politics and public institutions, that continues to undermine trust in
institutions, fairness, and opportunities for civic participation. Nearly 9 in 10 respondents (89.73%)
perceive corruption as widespread or very widespread, while over 73% believe corruption is present within
national institutions and obstructs business and fair governance processes. Political actors and public
administration are viewed as the sectors most affected by corruption, reflecting particularly low trust in
governance structures and decision-making systems. Employment and recruitment processes are identified
as the area most impacted by corruption (54.79%), followed by education (31.51%), suggesting that many
young people feel meritocracy and equal opportunities are compromised.

Furthermore, only 30.82% believe that young people can access public services fairly, reinforcing
perceptions of systemic inequality and exclusion. Despite these concerns, the findings reveal that Albanian
youth remain highly interested in public affairs and civic participation, more than 60% of respondents
report strong interest in public issues, and 55.48% express willingness to participate in public consultations.
However, this interest is not matched by actual participation levels. Civic engagement remains largely
limited to voting (58.22%), while participation in formal policymaking and consultation processes remains
low. This gap between willingness and action suggests that barriers to participation are primarily structural
and informational rather than motivational.

Focus group discussions further revealed that participation is mainly understood through
community engagement, volunteering, and awareness activities, rather than direct involvement in in
governance and policymaking, indicating that participation is more common in informal and community-
based activities than in institutional formal consultation mechanisms.

While respondents report relatively good understanding of national governance systems, practical
knowledge of civic engagement tools, participation mechanisms and institutional procedures remains
fragmented. 31.51% of respondents cannot identify public consultation mechanisms, and only 38.36%
correctly identify anti-corruption institutions. Awareness of formal participation channels is also limited,
with student councils and youth organizations being significantly more recognized than direct institutional
engagement mechanisms.

Regarding transparency, integrity, and communication, the findings demonstrate that trust in
institutions remains relatively low, influenced by perceptions of corruption, favoritism, lack of
responsiveness, and limited institutional follow-up. Young people express strong interest in more
transparent, accountable, and understandable public processes. Around 67% of respondents reported that
clear explanations of procedures and decision-making processes would significantly increase their trust in
public institutions and services.

Young people rely heavily on social media and digital platforms such as Instagram (35.62%) and
TikTok (30.82%) for information. Although they remain cautious regarding the reliability of these sources
and show greater trust in international news and official information channels. More than half of
respondents (50%) reported frequently encountering political or socially related content online, indicating
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frequent exposure to misleading content and disinformation and manipulation, particularly during the
election period.

Importantly, the report also identifies significant potential for youth engagement and anti-
corruption action. A large majority of respondents (78.08%) believe that young people can make a positive
difference in addressing corruption and improving governance. However, concerns regarding safety and
protection remain substantial. Only 19.86% feel safe reporting corruption, while many respondents
emphasize the need for anonymous reporting mechanisms (48.63%), protection from retaliation (34.25%),
and clearer guidance on reporting procedures (32.19%). These findings indicate that empowerment alone is
insufficient without institutional safeguards and trust-building measures.

The report further identifies that the main barriers to participation are not linked to lack of interest,
but rather to lack of clear information, disinformation, limited accessibility of opportunities, logistical
constraints, and low trust that participation can produce meaningful results. Many participants emphasized
that youth often do not participate because they do not believe their voices will influence decisions or create
visible change.

At the same time, enabling factors identified by respondents include interactive and youth-friendly
activities, practical engagement opportunities, mentorship, networking opportunities, and participation
formats connected to personal or professional development.

The data further underline the importance of transparency, accessibility, and practical support in
strengthening youth participation. Respondents identify clear processes and transparent procedures
(49.32%) as the most important trust-building measures.

Finally, the findings demonstrate strong demand for more accessible and youth-friendly
participation tools and formats. Young people prefer interactive, practical, and visually engaging
approaches such as short explanatory formats, videos or infographics (28.77%), and youth friendly digital
platforms (40.41%) providing centralized and trustworthy information. They also expressed preference for
interactive and practical participation formats such as workshops, volunteering projects, debates,
mentoring, and experiential learning opportunities. Participants further highlighted the importance of
including young people from rural areas and creating more inclusive and accessible participation
opportunities across the country.

Overall, the report presents a picture of a generation that is politically aware, critically engaged,
and willing to contribute, yet constrained by low institutional trust, insufficient civic knowledge, limited
participation opportunities, and concerns regarding fairness and safety. The findings suggest that
strengthening youth participation in Albania requires a combination of improved civic education,
transparent institutional practices and follow-up mechanisms, accessible participation mechanisms,
protection for active citizens, and youth friendly reliable communication channels that can rebuild trust and
increase youth civic participation.
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10.Recommendations

Recommendations for the Rise Balkans Programme
e Deliver Civic Skills and Knowledge through Interactive and Experiential Learning Methods

The RISE Balkans Programme should prioritize hands-on and participatory learning approaches to
strengthen young people’s civic competences. These formats should actively engage young people in real-
life civic scenarios, encourage reflection on personal experiences, and promote peer-to-peer learning and
long-term participation habits.

o Develop engaging digital information tools on EU functioning, governance, and youth
engagement opportunities

The programme should create short explainer videos, digital leaflets, and infographics explaining how the
EU works, Albania’s relationship with EU processes, the role of institutions, and opportunities for youth
participation.

Recommendations for policy makers and public institutions

o Establish safe and anonymous digital reporting platforms for corruption
Public institutions should create secure and anonymous digital platforms where young people can safely
report corruption and unethical practices without fear of retaliation. The platforms should ensure
confidentiality, transparent follow-up procedures, and simple reporting mechanisms that build trust and
accountability.

e Improve institutional responsiveness and communication with youth
Institutions should strengthen communication with young people by introducing mandatory response
systems, designated youth focal points, and clear timelines for responding to youth concerns and reports.
Transparent communication and visible follow-up mechanisms would help young people feel heard and
supported.

e Create a national or regional youth information platform
A centralized and youth-friendly digital platform should be developed to provide verified information on
civic participation, youth opportunities, public services, consultations, and educational resources. This
would reduce fragmentation of information and improve accessibility and trust.

¢ Ensure information reaches youth through trusted and structured channels
Institutions should disseminate civic and anti-corruption information through trusted sources such as
official institutional channels, journalists, schools, and universities. Since 52.05% of respondents identified
lack of information or disinformation as a barrier to participation, structured civic information sessions and
educational activities should be integrated into schools and universities.

e Strengthen trustworthy digital communication and social media engagement
Given the high use of Instagram and TikTok among young people, institutions should improve their social
media communication by producing credible, transparent, and easily verifiable content. Collaboration with
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journalists, educators, and trusted civic actors can help increase trust in institutional information and combat
misinformation.

¢ Institutionalize youth participation in public consultations
Public institutions should introduce structured mechanisms that ensure meaningful youth participation in
policymaking processes. This could include youth participation quotas, simplified consultation procedures,
and transparent reporting on how youth input influenced final decisions.

¢ Promote equal treatment and transparent participation processes
Institutions should ensure fair and transparent participation opportunities for all young people by
standardizing consultation procedures, publishing clear participation criteria, and introducing mechanisms
to address exclusion or discrimination in participatory processes.

e Address socio-economic barriers that limit youth participation
Public institutions should strengthen policies related to affordable housing, financial support, and quality
employment opportunities for young people. Rising living costs and economic insecurity reduce young
people’s ability to engage actively in civic and political life, making socio-economic support essential for
stronger participation.

Recommendations for Civil Society and Youth Serving Organizations
1. Develop clear, accessible toolkits and step-by-step guidelines for civic participation

Civil society and youth organizations should create user-friendly toolkits and practical guides explaining
how young people can participate in civic and public consultation processes. These materials should include
clear instructions, timelines, examples of successful participation, and explanations of participation
mechanisms. Civil society and youth organizations should strengthen civic education efforts through
collaborative and participatory formats that combine peer learning with expert input, including peer support
groups, creative workshops, exchanges, and mentoring opportunities. In addition, exchanges with experts
and peers from EU countries and the wider region would help broaden perspectives, strengthen civic
competences, and expose young people to diverse participation practices and experiences.

2. Improve awareness on anti-corruption and national reporting mechanisms

Youth-serving organizations should organize awareness campaigns and educational initiatives that help
young people better understand corruption reporting systems, integrity tools, and participation rights. Since
a significant majority of respondents reported not knowing how or where to report corruption, organizations
should use accessible formats such as short videos, infographics, practical guides, and workshops to explain
reporting mechanisms and civic rights. Awareness efforts should especially target schools, universities, and
online youth communities.
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North Macedonian Report

Executive Summary

The National Report on Youth Participation in North Macedonia, developed within the framework
of the RISE Balkans project, aims to assess the level of youth civic engagement, awareness of anti-
corruption mechanisms, and participation in democratic processes. It serves as a diagnostic tool to inform
future interventions, policies, and capacity-building efforts targeting young people, civil society
organizations, and decision-makers.

The report applies a mixed-methods approach, combining desk research, a quantitative online
survey of 56 young people aged 18-26, and qualitative insights from focus group discussions and validation
workshops involving a total of 88 participants. This methodology enabled both a broad overview and deeper
understanding of youth perceptions, experiences, and needs related to civic participation, transparency, and
governance.

The findings reveal a paradox: while young people demonstrate relatively high interest in public
affairs and moderate awareness of key governance concepts, their actual participation in formal democratic
processes remains low. Engagement is more prevalent in informal and digital forms, such as voting,
volunteering, and social media activism. Major barriers include lack of clear and accessible information,
distrust in institutions, perception that their voice does not make a difference, and fear of negative social
reactions. Structural challenges—such as weak implementation of youth participation mechanisms, limited
functionality of youth councils, and insufficient civic education—further constrain meaningful engagement.

The report also highlights low levels of trust in public institutions and significant concerns about
corruption, which negatively influence youth motivation to participate. At the same time, civil society
organizations and digital platforms emerge as key enablers of engagement, offering more accessible and
flexible entry points for youth participation.

In conclusion, youth in North Macedonia are interested and willing to engage but face systemic,
informational, and psychological barriers that limit their participation. Bridging the gap between awareness
and action requires stronger institutional responsiveness, improved access to participation mechanisms, and
increased trust in governance processes.

Key recommendations include strengthening civic education, enhancing visibility and accessibility
of participation opportunities, improving the functionality and inclusiveness of youth councils, investing in
youth-friendly digital tools, and fostering greater transparency and accountability in institutions.
Additionally, targeted efforts are needed to build trust, empower young people with practical skills, and
ensure that their contributions meaningfully influence decision-making processes.
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Introduction

The EU funded «RISE Balkans project — Empowering Youth Voice: Responsibility, Integrity,
Solidarity and Civic Engagement in the Balkans» is a regional initiative that aims to strengthen youth
participation in democratic life and support youth-led integrity and anti-corruption action through civic
education, experiential learning, mentoring and cross-border cooperation.

North Macedonia, as a candidate country for accession to the European Union, is at a crucial
juncture when the democratic transformation of the country depends not only on institutional reforms, but
also on the active participation of its citizens, especially young people, in public life.

This report presents the findings of a survey on the opinion of young people in North Macedonia
conducted in April and May 2026. The main findings are obtained from a survey researching young people’s
perceptions of corruption, awareness of the mechanisms of civic participation, level of engagement and
needs for support and capacity building for greater participation and social engagement. The survey was
conducted among 56 young people aged 18 to 26, with different levels of education, coming from different
backgrounds and having different employment status. Additionally, prior to the survey, initial desk research
was conducted to better understand the context, and after the survey was conducted, by two focus group
discussions and validation workshops were organized, with a total of 88 participants.

The report is structured in several main segments, starting from the contextual overview and
methodology, through the presentation of the survey findings, to specific conclusions and
recommendations.

The report is intended as a diagnostic tool for the needs and future activities of the RISE Balkans
project, i.e. to contribute to the creation of future training, awareness-raising and advocacy within the
project, but also beyond. The report can also serve as a practical reference for CSOs, youth workers and
policy makers seeking to encourage more engaged and informed young citizens in North Macedonia.
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2. Context of youth participation

2.1 The European and regional environment

Youth participation in formal democratic processes has long been an important topic of interest in
the European Union. Hence, several Eurobarometer surveys monitor the level of information and
engagement of young people regarding the EU and its processes.

However, participation in consultative processes at national and local level remains low, especially
among young people outside formal institutions. Only 23% of young people surveyed in the EU indicated
that participating in public consultations on a political initiative is an effective way to make their voice
heard, according to the results of the Flash Eurobarometer, Youth and Democracy in the European Year of
Youth (2022).

Data shows that there is a strong interest in civic participation among young people when they are
provided with accessible and meaningful mechanisms. According to the Flash Eurobarometer on Youth and
Democracy (2024), 64% of young people expressed their intention to vote in the upcoming European
elections, and 48% reported taking some concrete action to bring about change in society, such as signing
a petition, participating in a protest or sending a letter to a politician.

In the Western Balkan countries, the EU accession process has created both opportunities and
obstacles for youth participation. On the one hand, the accession agendas bring new mechanisms for citizen
consultation and public accountability, while on the other hand, the slow progress of reforms and persistent
challenges in governance have contributed to civic disillusionment, especially among young people who
see little benefit from their participation.

Trust among young people in the Western Balkan region in public institutions is low. The regular
annual regional survey Balkan Barometer of the Regional Cooperation Council consistently shows high
levels of citizen distrust of institutions.

As many as 78% of young respondents in UNICEF's 2021 regional survey completely or partially
disagreed with the statement that young people in their country have opportunities to be heard by politicians.

2.2 Youth participation in North Macedonia

The legal framework for youth participation in the country is set by the Law on Youth Participation
and Youth Policies of 2020, which is a key legislative basis that provides for the establishment of so-called
youth councils at the local and national levels and mandates the inclusion of the voice of youth in policy-
making and decision-making processes.

In a broader context, the Council of Europe’s Revised European Charter on the Participation of
Young People in Local and Regional Life (2003) is a key reference document for standards for enabling
youth participation. Although the Charter is not legally binding, Council of Europe member states, such as
North Macedonia, have a moral obligation to implement its principles.

However, in practice, youth participation in North Macedonia remains insignificant. A 2024
assessment by the National Youth Council of Macedonia shows that, despite being a legal obligation, youth
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councils exist in less than half of the country’s municipalities (42%), and where they do exist, their mandates
are often advisory without binding influence on decision-making within the municipality.

National youth policy documents are rarely accompanied by meaningful implementation plans or
budget allocations, and young people, especially those outside the capital, report limited awareness of
formal channels for participation.

Research by national civil society organizations shows that young people express a high level of
political interest but low trust in formal institutions, leading them to prefer informal or social media
engagement over formal civic mechanisms. Turnout among first-time voters increased in recent elections,
which is a positive indicator, but youth participation after election day remains rare.

The Covid-19 pandemic has further exacerbated youth participation processes. School closures and
cancellations of civic events have disrupted non-formal education programs, reduced youth participation,
and contributed to a sense of social disconnection among young people. In the wake of the pandemic, civic
organizations are engaging youth through digital tools and peer-led activities.

2.3 Comparative context with the EU

Compared to EU member states, North Macedonia presents a profile typical of countries on the
path to accession: relatively high political awareness and concern about policies, combined with low formal
participation and a significant lack of trust.

Data from the Flash Barometer on Youth and Democracy (2024) show that 64% of young people
surveyed in the EU participated in the activities of at least one civil society organisation in the previous
year.

Compared to young people in the Western Balkans, the gap is most pronounced in areas such as
public consultation, contact with elected representatives and youth participation in youth representative
bodies.

However, young people in North Macedonia show greater political engagement through social
media than many of their peers in the EU, reflecting a digital activism that, while vibrant, is often detached
from processes of formal political change.
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3.Enabling factors and barriers of youth participation

3.1 Key factors enabling participation

Research across Europe and the Western Balkans consistently identifies factors that facilitate youth
participation. These include accessible and well-communicated information about participation
opportunities, supportive institutional environments that take youth contributions seriously, networks of
peers and civil society organizations that lower the threshold for participation, and digital tools that enable
flexible participation. At the individual level, civic literacy is among the strongest factors for sustainable
civic participation.

In the context of North Macedonia, it is worth highlighting several factors that enable participation.
First, the presence of an active civil society sector, especially organizations that provide structured pathways
for youth participation. These organizations run civic education programs, manage youth advisory bodies,
and connect young people with formal opportunities at local, national, and EU levels.

Second, the EU accession framework itself functions as an enabling mechanism. EU-funded
programmes, including Erasmus Plus programmes, the European Solidarity Corps and sectoral programmes
such as RISE Balkans, introduce young people to European participation standards and ensure concrete
participation through civic engagement.

Third, despite their risks, social media has become a mobilizing force for young people in North
Macedonia, especially in relation to campaigns on specific issues. Mobilizations for environmental causes,
anti-corruption, and student rights have shown that digital platforms can foster civic participation.

3.2 Structural obstacles

Despite these enabling factors, structural obstacles remain significant. Regional research in the
Western Balkans identifies several persistent obstacles such as insufficient funding for youth policy
implementation activities, weak decentralization that limits the effectiveness of local youth councils,
insufficiently transparent use of youth input by decision-makers, and a gap in civic education that leaves
many people without basic knowledge about youth participation.

In North Macedonia, specifically, only 20% of municipalities have included young people in
consultations on the development of local youth strategies. Young people in the country rank their trust in
institutions between 1.6 and 2.2 on a scale where 1 is no trust at all and 4 is complete trust.

The political environment also plays a role in this context. North Macedonia has experienced
prolonged political crises, electoral controversies, and challenges in the governance of the country. Young
people who grow up witnessing corruption and impunity doubt that their voice can make a difference — a
finding directly reflected in the RISE Balkans survey where 43% of respondents stated that one of the key
obstacles to their participation is that they do not believe that their opinion matters.

3.3 Individual and social obstacles

At the individual level, the most frequently cited obstacles are lack of self-confidence, fear of
negative social reactions and not having enough time. The RISE Balkans survey confirms these views: 29%
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of respondents fear negative reactions or online harassment, 23% cited lack of time and 16% said they did
not feel confident enough to participate.

Research on the gender dimensions of participation in the Western Balkans shows that young
women and non-binary individuals often face additional societal barriers that include risks of online
harassment and cultural norms that discourage public voice.

Disinformation and information overload are an increasingly prominent obstacle. Young people in
North Macedonia are exposed to excessive political content via social media, much of it with uncertain
credibility and often without the ability to distinguish reliable information from manipulation. This
information environment erodes both civic knowledge and trust, creating a cycle in which disinterested
citizens are unlikely to seek out reliable information, remaining completely influenced by distorted
narratives.
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4.Forms of young people participation

4.1 Formal channels for participation

Formal channels for participation are those built into the legal and institutional framework of governance.
In North Macedonia, the primary formal mechanisms through which young people can engage include
elections and referendums, youth councils at local and national levels, student unions and other
representative bodies, public consultations on legislation and policies, parliamentary consultations, and
advisory bodies within ministries or regulatory and other state institutions.

The Single National Electronic Register of Regulations (ENER) provides a digital platform through which
citizens, including young people, can give their opinion on draft laws, although awareness of this tool is
limited. In this context, the RISE Balkans survey shows that only 12% of respondents have ever
participated in public consultations, while 46% have never done so but express a willingness to try.
Despite this, 71% of respondents correctly identified the stages of public consultations, indicating a
certain gap between knowledge and action.

Youth councils established under the Law on Youth Participation and Youth Policies exist at local and
national levels. The National Youth Council serves as an umbrella organization representing young
people and can convey to the Government issues of concern to young people. However, local youth
councils exist in less than half of the municipalities, and their effectiveness is hampered by limited
mandates, inadequate resources, and irregular meetings. The National Advisory Body for Youth Policies,
as well as the National Youth Assembly, both bodies envisaged by the Law on Youth Participation and
Youth Policies, have not yet been established.

High school and student representative bodies provide another formal channel for participation. The RISE
Balkans survey found that 46% of respondents are aware of high school/student councils as a mechanism
for participation, and 25% have participated in a high school or student representative body in the last
year.

4.2 Informal and ad-hoc participation

Informal participation encompasses a wide range of civic activities that occur outside formal and
institutional structures. These include volunteering and community initiatives, signing petitions and
supporting campaigns, attending protests and public demonstrations, online advocacy and social media
campaigns, and engagement through civil society organizations.

The RISE Balkans survey provides a detailed picture of informal participation. Voting is reported
as the most common youth activity (66%) in the last 12 months, followed by volunteering and attending
civic events (both 32%). Petition signing is less common (14%), while participation in online campaigns
was reported by 18% of respondents. These figures are in line with regional data, although the relatively
high rate of volunteering likely reflects the concentration in the survey sample of youth and students with
an already higher civic exposure.

Civil society organizations play a key role as facilitators of informal participation. The RISE
Balkans survey found that 41% of respondents are aware of civil society initiatives as channels for
participation, ranking them as the third most recognized mechanism after student councils and volunteering.
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In North Macedonia, there are examples of civil society organizations providing informal “pathways” for
participation through advocacy campaigns, training programs, and community projects.

4.3 Digital participation

The importance of digital participation has grown especially after the Covid-19 pandemic. Online
petitions, social media campaigns and digital consultations represent new forms of civic participation,
particularly relevant for younger people.

The RISE Balkans survey shows that online news websites (39%) and Facebook (34%) are the main
sources of news and political information for young people, ahead of national television channels (32%).
Instagram (30%) is particularly prominent among the youngest age group of 18 to 20 years old.

Social media significantly influences civic engagement, with 52% of respondents saying that
content seen on social media made them less likely to vote due to allegations of corruption, while 32%
considered boycotting elections based on some online content.

The potential of digital tools to support informal participation is recognised but appears to remain
untapped. Half of respondents (50%) identified a youth-friendly digital platform as the most useful tool to
support participation, followed by simple manuals (45%) and short videos (29%). This strong need for
digital solutions suggests an opportunity to leverage existing platforms for more structured youth
participation.
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S.Methodology

5.1 Methodological approach

The RISE Balkans research adopted a mixed methods approach that included desk research, a youth
survey as quantitative research, and qualitative insights gained through focus groups discussions and
workshops to validate the survey results. This report draws primarily on quantitative survey data,
complemented by qualitative insights gained through complementary research activities conducted within
the project, such as youth focus group discussions and youth workshops to validate and validate the survey
results.

The survey was designed to gather evidence on four thematic areas:

(1) youth awareness and understanding of civic participation, anti-corruption, transparency and
policy-making,

(2) barriers and enabling factors of youth participation,

(3) perceptions of practical participation and associated aspects of transparency, integrity and
mnstitutional trust, and

(4) needs, preferred formats and desired support tools.

5.2 Desk research

The desk research provided information on the context of youth participation in the country and the
region, as well as a summary of the situation and existing practices relevant to the research topics. In this
context, domestic, regional, international and EU-level sources such as official reports, civil society reports,
academic literature, as well as legal and policy documents were consulted.

5.3 Quantitative research — public opinion survey

A structured questionnaire was used for the quantitative component, administered online through
Lime Survey. The questionnaire included nine thematic sections and approximately 50 questions,
combining Likert-scale attitude questions as well as multiple-choice questions. The survey was distributed
through civil society networks, youth networks and educational institutions in North Macedonia.
Participation was voluntary, anonymous and based on consent. The survey was open to young people aged
18 to 26 from North Macedonia between March 31 and April 23, 2026.

5.4 Qualitative research — focus group discussions

The aim of this research was to gain deeper and more direct insights into young people’s
experiences and perceptions of civic participation and their engagement in everyday social life. The
relevance and clarity of key concepts and channels of participation (e.g. consultations, youth councils,
student bodies) were also explored. The qualitative research was conducted through two focus group
discussions held in May 2026 in Skopje and Kumanovo, with 15 young people aged between 18 and 26.
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5.5 Validation workshops

After the completion of the research and the basic analysis of the results, two workshops for
validation of the results were organized and held in May 2026, in Shtip and Kichevo, with the attendance
of 73 participants. The aim was to collect feedback from the participants on the findings of the research.

5.6 Sample profile

A total of 56 young people completed the survey, of whom 37 were women (66%), 16 were men
(29%) and 3 were non-binary (5%). By age group, 22 respondents (39%) aged 18-20, 15 respondents (27%)
aged 21-23 and 19 respondents (34%) aged 24-26 completed the survey. The majority of respondents were
from urban areas (84%), with the remainder living in semi-urban and rural areas (7% each).

Gender Age

<@

B Female M Male Non-binary M 18-20 M 21-23 M 24-26

In terms of education, 27 respondents (48%) had completed secondary education, 11 respondents
had vocational/technical classifications (20%), 11 had a bachelor degree (20%), and 3 (5%) were enrolled
in doctoral studies. The majority were students 43 (77%), 12 employed (21%), 5 unemployed (9%), and
two in training or apprenticeships.

84% 77% 21%

Urban areas Students Employed

Given the profiles, the survey findings can be interpreted as broadly representative of engaged
youth in urban areas of North Macedonia, rather than the general youth population.
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5.7 Research limitations

The methodology used does not represent a statistical sample of all young people in North
Macedonia. Respondents recruited through civil society networks and educational institutions are likely to
have higher levels of civic awareness and participation than the broader youth population, and thus the
numbers for awareness and participation may be overestimated in this regard. The sample size limits the
scope for further analysis of subgroups by gender, age, or region. These limitations are common for research
of this type and are somewhat compensated for by the qualitative methods used, such as focus group
discussions and workshops to validate the results, which were held outside the capital.
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6. Youth awareness and understanding of civic participation, anti-corruption,
transparency and policy-making

6.1 Awareness of governance and institutions

Responses on young people’s knowledge of different levels of governance indicate a moderate to
high level of knowledge about national and local governments, with lower knowledge about EU-level
authorities. This is also in line with various regional surveys showing that EU institutions and processes
remain relatively unknown to young people in the Western Balkans.

Feel you know / Understand about: Very much/quite Some things Not very much
a lot / Nothing at all

55% 34% 11%
46% 36% 18%
55% 32% 7%
38% 39% 20%

Knowledge of key concepts for the terms offered in the survey was generally high. This particularly
applies to knowledge of “corruption” (77% of respondents reported being extremely or very familiar),
“disinformation” (77%), “rule of law” (73%) and “conflict of interest” (71%).

Knowledge drops significantly when it comes to more “technical” or specific terms. Only 17% are
extremely or very familiar with “EU fraud”, 36% with beneficial ownership, and 25% with the institution
of the European Public Prosecutor’s Office.

Between these two groups of terms, their average knowledge includes terms such as “public
procurement” and “good governance”.

6.2 Knowledge of legislative and participatory processes
A series of questions in the survey are aimed at assessing respondents’ actual understanding of
participation mechanisms and legislative processes.

Respondents demonstrate reasonable knowledge of basic civil rights, but significant “gaps” appear
in the knowledge of specific processes at the EU level. 73% of respondents identified MPs as those who
can propose new regulations, and 68% also recognized citizens in this role through petitions, while 61%
identified ministers and the Government, while only 5% mentioned municipal councils in this sense. Only
7% of respondents said they did not know.

75% of respondents correctly answered that citizens can provide feedback on proposed laws, and a
high 71% also correctly identified the public consultation phase in this regard.

Knowledge at EU level is noticeably weaker. When asked which EU institution has the primary
role in proposing new laws at EU level, only 50% of respondents correctly identified the European
Commission. Regarding the “Have Your Say” portal, the EU’s main tool for citizens’ input into EU policies,
only 23% identified it as such, and 36% said they did not know.

161




6.3 Awareness of anti-corruption institutions and channels

Awareness of anti-corruption institutions is relatively good. 54% of respondents said they could
name at least one anti-corruption institution in North Macedonia, and 30% had heard of some such
institutions without being able to name them. Only 14% were unaware of the existence of such bodies. This
level of institutional awareness is higher than some regional comparisons and may reflect the visibility of
the State Commission for Prevention of Corruption in public discourse in recent years.

Awareness of channels for participation reveals significant gaps. The most recognizable channels
for participation are student councils, i.e. university representation (46%), volunteering and community
initiatives (45%) and civil society initiatives (41%). Public consultations organized by the authorities are
recognized by only 30% of respondents, and channels for reporting unfair treatment or corruption are known
to only 14%.

Students at the workshop to validate the survey results confirmed that they have a basic, but not in-
depth, understanding of the mechanisms for reporting corruption. They believe that the topic of corruption
is underrepresented in education and suggest that young people should be introduced to these issues through
social media and student bodies. They also state that more public hearings, trainings, debates and digital
channels for youth consultations are needed.

6.4 Interest in public issues and self-assessed participation

Despite knowledge gaps, interest in public issues and decision-making is high: 52% of respondents
described themselves as very or extremely interested in public affairs, and an additional 34% as moderately
interested. Only 1 respondent expressed no interest at all. This is in line with the responses to other
questions: young people in North Macedonia are concerned about public issues, but lack the knowledge,
confidence, or channels to turn that interest into action.

When asked how informed they are about youth participation opportunities, the picture is less
positive. Only 21% of respondents described themselves as very or extremely informed, while 23% were
slightly informed and 9% were not informed at all. The largest group of 46% of respondents considered
themselves moderately informed, suggesting a partial awareness that could be rewarded by providing
appropriate information.
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7. Barriers and enabling factors

7.1 Main obstacles identified

Respondents were asked to select the main reasons that make it difficult for young people to
participate in civic or public life. The results identify a clear hierarchy of obstacles, dominated by
information-related obstacles.

Obstacle Percentage of

respondents

62%
43%
29%
25%
23%
16%
12%
9%

7%

The dominance of “lack of clear information/misinformation” (62%) as an obstacle is consistent
with findings from comparable surveys across the Western Balkans. Young people describe an environment
in which they are inundated with political content, much of which is distorted, partially or intentionally
false, while reliable information about opportunities for participation is difficult to access. This reduces or
does not build trust.

The second obstacle — the feeling that one’s views will not make a difference (43%) reflects a deep-
rooted lack of a kind of civic efficacy. When young people see corruption, they also see limited
accountability for what has been done and hence rational skepticism that participation can make a difference
is an understandable response.

Fear of negative reactions or online harassment (29%) is particularly worrisome for the functioning
of democracy because, when potential civic actors fear reprisals, self-censorship suppresses diverse voices
in public life.

Focus group participants highlighted that the failure to guarantee anonymity when reporting certain
problems and incidents, and the failure to guarantee anonymity where it is said to be guaranteed, is one of
the biggest obstacles. They cited specific examples that discouraged them from participating again due to
the consequences of their reporting, simply because they were not fully guaranteed anonymity.

Also, especially in smaller communities, one of the factors that discourages participation is the
reaction of the environment, especially the elderly. Fear, but also shame from the reaction of the
environment, acts as an obstacle to the participation of young people.
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7.2 Ease of finding information about civic participation

When asked how easy or difficult it is to find information about opportunities for civic participation,
54% of respondents described it as neither easy nor difficult, 28% as rather or very difficult, and only 14%
as rather or very easy. This suggests that finding information about participation is not impossible, but it
requires an effort that many young people are not willing to make, especially in the absence of visible
benefits.

In this regard, participants in the validation workshops confirmed that they do not find information
where they are looking for it. The majority say that despite the great attention that institutions pay to
publishing information on their websites, young people rarely go to official websites to obtain information
about the institution, hence the need for new ways and formats of informing young people.

7.3 Factors that enable participation

Respondents were also asked what would help them participate more in civic or public life. The
most common answer they chose in this regard was “clear and simple information on how to get involved”
(62%), followed by “trust in information about civic/public life” (54%). Better feedback on how young
people’s contributions are actually used is the third obstacle (34%) that respondents highlighted in terms of
seeking visibility and accountability in the participation process.

Enabling factor for participation Percentage of
respondents
Clear and simple information on how to get involved 62%

54%
34%
20%
18%
16%
12%
11%
7%

7.4 Effective actions to make the voice of young people heard

Respondents were asked which actions they consider most effective in making young people’s
voices heard by decision-makers. Voting in elections was mentioned most often (45%), followed by joining
youth or civic organizations and initiatives (43%) and participating in public consultations or hearings
(41%). This cluster suggests that respondents value both electoral and non-electoral mechanisms, and
specifically recognize the role of civic organizations as channels for the voice of young people.

In contrast, signing petitions or citizen campaigns (7%) and sharing views via social media (7%)
are ranked lowest. This is interesting given how present social media is in respondents’ everyday lives and
may reflect a realistic assessment among young people that social media activism, while visible, is less
likely to produce policy change than structured engagement.

164




7.5 Participation in the last 12 months

Despite the barriers identified, the level of actual participation is significant. Voting as a form of
civic participation is highlighted as the most common activity (66%), followed by volunteering and
attending civic events (both 32%) and participating in student or youth representative bodies (25%). Only
12% of respondents reported not having done any of the listed activities in the previous year—a lower rate
of non-participation than might be expected given the barriers reported, and likely a reflection of the higher
civic engagement profile of the survey sample.
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8. Transparency, integrity and trust

8.1. Perceptions of corruption

As many as 91% of respondents described corruption as widespread or very widespread in the
country. Only one respondent stated that there is no corruption in the country. These figures are consistent
and to some extent exceed previous regional data. In this sense, Balkan Barometer 2023 revealed that 84%
of citizens in North Macedonia consider corruption to be widespread, placing it among the highest in the
region.

There is almost complete agreement among respondents that corruption exists in national public
institutions (93%). The same agreement is found for local and regional institutions (93%).

When it comes to the personal impact of corruption, 62% of respondents agreed or strongly agreed
that they are personally affected by corruption in their daily lives, while 29% were neutral on this issue, and
9% disagreed. This points to a universal perception in countries with systemic corruption.

Participants in focus groups and workshops for validation of results highlighted numerous examples
of corruption in the schools they study in situations related to the selection of students to participate in
projects that include traveling abroad. They say that they are not selected according to a merit system, but
that students whose parents are known in the local community or who are of some benefit to the school are
selected, even though they do not meet the criteria for participation in the projects. Those students who
objected to this method of selection or reported irregularities in this regard have suffered consequences and
then have given up further reactions.

8.2 Most affected sectors

Respondents were asked to assess how widespread corruption and abuse of power are in thirteen
sectors and groups. The sectors that respondents perceive as the most corrupt are political parties (89%),
politicians at all levels (89%), the healthcare system (88%) and the police (86%). The courts are rated as
very corrupt by 77% of respondents, as are officials who award public contracts (77%) and those who issue
building permits (82%).

In comparison, private companies (46%), banks and financial institutions (43%) and the sports
sector (52%) received relatively lower corruption scores, although these figures are also significant and
indicate high perceptions of widespread corruption. Education was rated as corrupt by 68% of respondents,
which is a particularly significant finding given that employment and education were identified as the two
areas where young people personally encounter corruption and unfair treatment.

166




Sector Widespread/very
widespread

Percentage of
respondents

89%
89%
8%
[ Police 00000 86%
82%
77%
71%
68%
68%
61%
52%
46%
43%

8.3 Structural corruption and political connections
A large proportion of respondents also agreed with statements about structural corruption and its
relationship to business and political life.

85% agreed or strongly agreed that high-level corruption cases are not sufficiently prosecuted, and
80% agreed or strongly agreed that favoritism and corruption hinder business competition. Similarly, 77%
agreed or strongly agreed that the connections between business and politics in North Macedonia lead to
corruption.

Additionally, 53% agreed or strongly agreed that the only way to succeed in business in North
Macedonia is to have political connections. This view is particularly damaging to civic culture, as it implies
that formal rules and merit-based systems are dysfunctional and that working through the system is futile.

Regarding institutional transparency, perceptions are largely negative. Only 25% of respondents
agreed that public institutions in North Macedonia usually clearly explain procedures and decisions,
compared to 41% who disagreed or strongly disagreed with this statement. Only 25% agreed that young
people can usually access public services fairly, without personal connections, while 48% disagreed or
strongly disagreed. These findings paint a picture of perceived systemic unfairness in which personal
connections, rather than rights or merit, determine access to public services.
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8.4 Trust in information sources

Trust in information sources varies significantly across different types of platforms. International
news has the highest level of trust (52%), followed by official government sources (36%) and local
journalists (27%). Social media platforms rank the lowest. Only 4% of respondents expressed trust in
TikTok influencers, and only one respondent trusts Telegram channels.

Despite the low level of trust in social media, these platforms remained the primary information
environment for most respondents. Facebook was identified as the platform where 34% of respondents
encountered political content that affected their actions in terms of civic engagement, followed by Instagram
(30%) and TikTok (11%). This paradox of consuming information from sources that are not trusted is a
feature of the modern information environment and has significant consequences for the quality of civic
decision-making.

8.5 Security and preparedness for reporting corruption

When asked how safe they would feel reporting corruption or unfair treatment by a public
institution, the majority of respondents (43%) said they would feel very or rather unsafe. 30% would feel
neither safe nor unsafe, while only 21% would feel very safe or rather safe. Three respondents did not know
where or how to report.

In terms of knowledge of reporting mechanisms, only 27% said they knew exactly where to report
corruption. 36% have a general idea but are unsure of the process, 27% do not know where to report, and
11% say they would not report even if they knew because they believe it would not make a difference.
Taken together, these findings suggest that significant investment is needed in raising awareness, in
protection mechanisms, and in building trust before significant increases in reporting corruption can be
expected.
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9. Needs, preferred formats and solutions

9.1 What do young people need most?

The survey asked respondents what would make them feel safer and more supported when reporting
corruption or unfair treatment. Anonymous reporting options are the most common response (70%),
reflecting a strong desire for protection from retaliation. Protection from negative consequences is in second
place (57%), followed by having a trusted intermediary such as a civil society organization or ombudsman
(41%). Clear guidance on where and how to report is ranked fourth (34%).

These findings fit into international good practice for mechanisms for reporting corruption, i.e.
effective whistleblower systems that must be combined with guarantees of anonymity, independent
oversight and clear procedural guidelines. The strong preference for a trusted intermediary, rather than
direct interaction with institutions, reflects the low institutional trust that pervades the survey and highlights
the importance of civil society organizations in bridging the gap between young people and formal
accountability mechanisms.

9.2 What would increase trust in institutions?

Respondents identified equal treatment and consistent rules for everyone as the single most
important factor in increasing trust in public services (52%). Clearly explained steps and processes in
advance ranked second (41%), followed by clear decision-making criteria (27%) and clear timelines (20%).
These preferences indicate clear demands for predictable, fair, understandable and public procedures.

In all discussions and workshops held with young people, the need for concrete results and feedback
on their participation was almost unanimously emphasized. "We don't want them to see it as political points
— we met with the young people, and that's it — no further processing, no feedback. We want to know what
happened to what we discussed, what we said, what we asked for."

9.3 EU priorities

When asked which two topics should be priority areas for the EU in the next five years, respondents
showed a relatively balanced distribution across the options, reflecting broad concerns rather than a focus
on a single issue. Democracy and the rule of law (30%) and environment and climate change (30%) ranked
first, followed by education and training (27%). Defence and peace and rising prices/cost of living each
received 25%, reflecting the impact of regional security concerns and economic pressure on young people
in North Macedonia.

9.4 Learning needs

The survey also assessed the topics that respondents would most like to learn about. Integrity,
transparency and anti-corruption tools are the top learning priorities (38%), closely followed by how the
EU works and how young people can get involved (36%). Citizens' rights and access to information (32%)
and youth councils, student representation and local governance (30%) rank third and fourth.

Learning topics Percentage of
respondents

Integrity, transparency and anti-corruption tools 38%
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How the EU works and how young people can engage 36%
Citizens' rights and access to information 32%
Youth councils, student representation, local governance 30%
How to advocate for change in my communit 29%
How to participate in public consultations 25%
How decisions are made at local and national level 23%

"These issues are more complex than the education we receive and we need to have dedicated and
additional training for them. We want to talk more broadly about the topic of corruption, to debate the topic,
to talk about concepts and solutions," several participants in the validation workshops emphasized.

9.5 Preferred engagement formats

Respondents expressed clear preferences for how they would like to engage in youth participation
and civic education activities. Workshops and clinics were the top choice (43%), followed by simulations
and bootcamps (36%), online sessions and webinars (30%), and volunteering projects (30%). Mentoring
was preferred by 14% of respondents, while storytelling and creative activities were preferred by only 12%.

The preference for workshops and simulations over exclusively online formats suggests that, while
digital tools are valued for accessing information, face-to-face and hands-on learning formats remain the
preferred way to build capacity.

This is consistent with research on effective civic education that shows that hands-on and
interactive methods go beyond passive information transfer in building more lasting civic skills and
motivations for participation.

9.6 Most helpful tools

When asked which tools would be most useful to support participation and access to reliable
information, a youth-friendly digital platform was the first choice of respondents (50%), followed by simple
guides or toolkit for participation (45%) and short explanatory videos or infographics (29%). A calendar of
opportunities was identified by 20%, and peer-to-peer support groups by 12%.
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50% 45% 29% 20% 12%

Short
Digital Simple guides explanatory Calendar of Peer support
platforms and manuals videos and opportunities groups

infographics

The demand for a digital platform tailored for young people also reflects the digital nature of young
people’s everyday lives. It is also logical to request a combination of a digital platform with printed manuals
and guides, as well as short multimedia content.

The answers to an open-ended question about what additional support respondents need are
interesting in their consistency. Respondents are looking for clear and accessible information in their native
language, reliable channels for reporting, mentoring and coaching, better communication from institutions,
and a strong desire to feel that their voice is heard and valued. One respondent accurately summarized these
needs as follows: “We need to feel protected and feel that our voice is heard.”

Some of the suggestions from young people in the focus groups were to have a separate website for
youth initiatives, with traceability of proposals and results; to have an application for civic engagement of
young people with points collected for each activity and used for certain discounts and other forms of
stimulation.
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10. Good practices

10.1 Regional and European good practices

Several good practices from the EU and the Western Balkans region offer relevant models for
North Macedonia. These examples demonstrate what is possible when the enabling conditions — political
will, civil society capacity, and digital infrastructure — are aligned.

In Estonia, the e-participation portal Rahvaalgatus.ce allows citizens to submit legislative
petitions online, which are automatically forwarded to parliament when they reach 1,000 signatures. The
platform is tailored for a young audience and is integrated into civic education curricula, demonstrating
how digital tools can create real pathways from citizen input to policy change. Estonia’s broader e-
governance framework is often cited as a global standard for transparent and accessible public
administration.

In Croatia, a country with comparable governance challenges to North Macedonia that has been
on the path to EU accession, the GONG Civic Education program developed a structured, long-term civic
education curriculum for youth integrated into secondary schools. Evaluations of the program found
significant improvements in civic knowledge, political efficacy, and willingness to participate among
participating students. The curriculum’s emphasis on practical skills—writing to elected officials,
participating in mock public consultations, producing civic media—rather than passive knowledge
transfer is a valuable model for adaptation to the Macedonian context.

In Serbia, the organization CRTA (Center for Research, Transparency and Accountability)
developed a mobile application ‘Vote’, which provides youth-friendly information on elections,
candidates and voting procedures, along with a platform for reporting electoral irregularities. The
application was accompanied by peer-to-peer dissemination campaigns in high schools and universities,
and received over 100,000 downloads in its first year. Its combination of information provision, civic
skills building and reporting functionality offers a direct model for a comparable tool in North
Macedonia.

10.2 Practices in North Macedonia

The National Youth Council of Macedonia (NYCM) is a union of youth associations founded in
2013 by 55 organizations. This “umbrella” organization of youth organizations in the country is a
successful example of promoting and advocating for young people and their rights and interests. Since
2015, it has also been part of the European family of youth organizations, the European Youth Forum.
The NYM is a successful example of their participation in the adoption of the Law on Youth Participation
and Youth Policies, in the establishment of local youth councils, as well as in the promotion of youth
standards in municipalities.

Local youth councils, whose formation at the municipal level is legally mandatory, as well as the
budgeting of funds for their functioning, where they are formed and function, are a good practice of an
organized and systemic form of youth participation at the local level. Youth councils are composed of
young representatives of the various forms of youth organization in the municipality. Local youth

172




councils are advisory bodies of municipalities and municipal councils and they should represent the
interests and needs of young people in the processes of creating local policies.

Another good practice that was particularly highlighted by the participants of the focus groups
and validation workshops is youth projects and the participation of young people from North Macedonia
in Erasmus Plus projects. Through this program, many young people from the country participate in
international exchanges, transfer experiences and knowledge in the country, lead local projects and learn
various forms of leadership and entrepreneurship.

The participants of the workshops and focus groups also mentioned good practices for the
election of a school ombudsman and members of a school parliament, where each student or their
representatives have the right to vote, and those elected then represent and advocate for the interests of
students and initiate activities and proposals in the school.

The Metamorphosis Foundation's online portal "Meta.mk' provides fact-checking and media
literacy resources specifically designed for young audiences, addressing the challenge of disinformation
highlighted in the findings of the RISE Balkans survey. Its approach of combining fact-checking tools
with media literacy education in formal and informal settings offers a replicable model for building
information critical skills among Macedonian youth.
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11. Conclusions

The RISE Balkans Youth Civic Participation, Anti-Corruption Awareness and Transparency
Survey in North Macedonia paints a nuanced picture of a generation of young people who are engaged,
aware and deeply concerned about the governance of their country, but are hampered by a lack of clear
information, a lack of trust in institutions and structural obstacles between concern and concrete action.

The following are the key conclusions that emerge from the survey results, contextualised in a
broader sense:

First, perceptions of corruption among young people in North Macedonia are almost unanimous.
91% of respondents see corruption as widespread, 93% believe that it exists equally in national and local
public institutions, and 62% feel personally affected by it. Political parties, politicians, healthcare services
and the police are seen as the most corrupt areas and actors. The judiciary, tax administration and education
also rank very highly. Additionally, young people single out employment and education as the two areas
where they most often face unfair treatment. These perceptions are not just negative feelings, but they reflect
rational responses to the reality in which young people live in the country and represent a serious obstacle
to their meaningful civic engagement.

Second, knowledge of civic processes is uneven. Young respondents show reasonable awareness
of fundamental civil rights and governance at the national level, but significant gaps exist in the areas of
EU-level processes, formal consultation mechanisms and channels for reporting corruption. Only 30% of
young people are aware of public consultations as a channel for participation, and only 14% know of
specific channels for reporting corruption or unfair treatment.

Third, interest in civic issues among young people is high, and the majority of respondents have
participated in at least one civic activity in the previous year. However, formal participatory mechanisms,
especially public consultations and youth councils, remain marginal in young people’s civic repertoire,
while electoral participation and informal community activities dominate. The central problem seems to be
not motivation but access. Young people lack clear and reliable pathways to formal participation, as well
as feedback on how their voice has influenced decisions.

Fourth, although social media is the primary source of political information for most respondents,
their trust in social media sources is very low. Young people are both over-informed and under-informed,
i.e. inundated with political content of uncertain quality while lacking credible civic information that would
enable them to participate more. Disinformation and lack of clear information together constitute the
dominant barrier to participation (62%).

Fifth, young people’s trust in institutions is critically low, but not irreparable. Despite widespread
perceptions of corruption, 80% of respondents believe that young people can contribute to reducing
corruption, and they also highlight clear preferences for what would restore trust: equal treatment,
transparent procedures, and better feedback channels.

Sixth, young people know what they need. Demands for clear information, trusted intermediaries,
anonymous reporting options, and youth-friendly digital tools show that young people in North Macedonia
know what would help them engage more and build their civic capacities.
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12. Recommendations

L.

10.

11.

Develop digital platforms for civic participation tailored for youth in North Macedonia that
consolidate information on participation opportunities, public consultations, youth councils and
reporting mechanisms. The platforms should include short explanatory guides, manuals and a
calendar of events, and be designed and maintained with active input from young people.

Design and implement targeted anti-corruption and transparency training programs for young
people to build practical skills in recognizing corruption, knowing their rights, and using
reporting mechanisms. Programs should use more practical formats and exercises, rather than just
informational approaches.

Strengthen the role of trusted intermediaries for youth participation such as civil society
organizations, ombudsmen’s offices or youth councils that can receive, channel and follow up on
corruption reports and civil complaints from young people. 57% of respondents state that
protection from retaliation would be a condition for reporting corruption, and 41% want to do so
through a trusted non-governmental intermediary.

- To invest in peer-to-peer models of civic education, training young representatives from
different communities who will then serve as multipliers of civic information in their schools,
universities and local communities.

Directly address misinformation as a major cited barrier to greater participation by including
media and information literacy in civic education activities. Given that 62% of respondents cite a
lack of clear information and misinformation as a primary barrier to participation, building young
people’s capacities to evaluate information sources and resist manipulation is a civic intervention
in itself.

Increase the transparency and accessibility of public consultation procedures, with specific
adaptations for young people, including simpler language, more available formats (online, in
person, short video summaries) and visible tracking showing how young people’s input has been
used. 46% of respondents stated that they had never participated in a public consultation but
would like to, indicating significant potential for participation.

Prioritize the full implementation of the Law on Youth Participation and Youth Policies by
ensuring functional and equipped youth councils in all municipalities. These councils need to be
given significant powers, as youth councils with only advisory roles that are never consulted
undermine rather than support civic culture.

Create feedback channels that show young people how their input influenced decisions.
Introduce or strengthen in civic education curricula topics on governance at national and EU
level, on opportunities and mechanisms for participation, on anti-corruption concepts and on
media literacy. The current knowledge gaps on EU processes represent a significant deficit for a
country on the path to EU accession.

Strengthen whistleblower protection regulations and practices and promote awareness among
young people about existing protection mechanisms. Anonymous reporting channels, clear legal
protection and public communication campaigns about safe reporting mechanisms are
prerequisites for increasing reporting of corruption, especially among the 43% of respondents
who expressed safety concerns when reporting.

Use the EU accession process as a lever for youth engagement by creating structured mechanisms
for youth consultation within the reform agenda. The priorities cited by the majority of young
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people in the survey, such as democracy, rule of law, environment and education, coincide with
EU priorities and hence the voice of young people can significantly contribute to the accession
process and building civic culture.
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EAMvikn ‘Exdoon

Iepiinyn

H mapovca EOvikn ‘Exbeon mopovsialel To vpnuato TV EPEVVNTIKOV dPAGTNPLOTHTOV TOV
[Maxérov Epyacioag 1 (WP1), ot omoieg viomombnkav otnv EAALGSa oto mhaicto tov épyov RISE Balkans.
Ykomdg ¢ £kBeomng elvar 1 ATOTHTWGON TOV YVAOGEDV, TOV AVIIANYEDY KOl TOV ELTEPLOV TOV VEOV
OYETIKA LLE TN CUUUETOYN OTO KOWVE, TN SNUOKPUTIKY EUTAOKT, T SLOPAVELD, TNV AKEPOUIOTNTO KOL TNV
Katamoléunon g dtpBopds, Kabds Kot 0 EVIOTIGUOG TV EUTOSIMV KOl TOV TOPAYOVI®VY TOV
S1EVKOADVOLY TN cuupeToyn Tovg ot dnudcta (oM. H eddnvikn €pguva cuvddace PifAloypapikn Kot
OEVTEPOYEVT £pEuVa, avdVLUT S1ad1KTVAKT Epevva, pia cu{NTNoN OpAdaG E0TINGNG Kol £V EPYUGTNPLO
EMIKVPMOTG, EMTPEMOVTAG GTO EVPNUATO VO, BUGIOTOVV TOGO GE TOGOTIKA dEGOUEVA OGO KOl GE TOLOTIKES
OTOTVTIMGELS TOV 1010V TV VEOV.

H £épevva detyvet 6T o1 véor otnv EAAGSa dev givar adidpopot amévavtt otn dnpocta {on.
AvTI0éTmC, GNUAVTIKO TOGOGTO TMOV GUUUETEXOVTOV ONAMGE OTL EVOLAPEPETAL TTOAD 1) EEAPETIKG Y100 TOL
onuéco CnTpaTo Kot yio TG S1ad1kacieg Ayng omoeacewny tov ennpedlovv m o1 toug. Qotdco, T0
EVOLOPEPOV QVTO OEV GLVOSEVETAL OO ETOAPKY] YVAOOT TOV ENXICNUOV KOVOAIDY cuppetoyns. IloAlol véot
TopopUEVOLY U eE0IKEIOUEVOL pE TIG ONUOCieg O1oPovAedoels, TiG VopoBeTikég dladikacies, Ta epyaieia
ovppeToyns g Evponaikng Evaong Kot Toug pnyavicpods avoapopis Tepliotatikdy dtagbopdc. Avtd
dnuiovpyel éva copéc yaopo HeTa&d e TpoBupiag Yo GUUUETOYN KO TG TPOKTIKNG dSuvaToOTNTAG
OVCLUCTIKNG EUTAOKNG.

Kevtpuco gupnua g ékbeong amotekei 1) waitepa vynAn avtiinym mepi dtapbopdg kot n
YOUNAT EUTIGTOGVUVN 6TOVG BeaoVC. Ot TEPIGGOTEPOL GUUUETEYOVTEG TNV £PEVVO YOAPOKTHPLOOV TN
dtpBopd otnv EALGSO (¢ d100ed0EVN 1] TOAD S0 0EJ0UEVT, EVED 0L GUUUETEYOVTEG GTIV OUAS0 EGTIOGNC
KO GTO EPYAOTNPI0 EMKVPWOTNG emPePainoay 6TL 1 dapbopd yiveTol avTIANTT ®G GLGTNUIKO
eawvouevo, Tapdv oe d1apopovg Topeic g dnpoctag fone. Hapdrinia, Torlol véol Bempolv 6Tt o1
dNudGlEG dladKaGiEg eival acapeic, SUGKOAEG GTNV TaPUKOA0VONGN Kol aveTapk®dg dapaveic. H
avaQopd TEPIOTOTIKOV d1opOOPAg YIvETOL ETIONG AVTIANTTI MG UN ACPAANG KOl CUYKEYVUEVT dladKaci,
LLE TOVC GUUUETEXOVTEG VO, TOVILOVY TNV avAyKN Y10 avOVUIc, TPOooTacio ord avTirtova, cogeig odnyieg
Kot 0EOTIOTOVS SLOUEGOAUPNTES.

To Bacikd eumdo10 Y10, T CLUUETOYN TOV VEOV TOL avESEIEE 1 £pevva. dev eivarl 1) EAAeyYN
EVOLOPEPOVTOC, OAAG 1) EAAELYT COPOVG TANPOPOPTONG KOl 1] TaPOVGia Tapaminpopdpnone. Ot véor
Aappdvovv kupimg TAnpoPopieg Yo Kovmvikd, ToAttikd kot Oecpikd {ntpote HECH SLUOTKTVOK®OV
TAoTeopUdV, Wiaitepa tov TikTok kot tov Instagram, woT060 GLYVH OEV EUTIGTEVOVTUL TIC TAT|POPOPIES
mov cvvavtovy. H €pguva deiyvel emiong 6Tt N TapamAnpoPOpN o KOl O APNYHOELS TOL GYeTIlovTaL e TN
dtopBopd PmopovV va, amrofoppviVOLY TN GUIUETOYN], VO LELOWCOLY TNV EUTIGTOCLVT| KOl VO EVIGYVCOVY
Vv aicOnom 0t 1 evepydg EUTAOKT OEV UTOPEL VO, ETIPEPEL OVGLOGTIKY OAAAYY.

[Tapd T1Ic TPOKANGELS OVTEC, TO EVPIUATO AVASELKVOOLV CUAUVTIKES SLUVOTITNTEG EVOLVALWOOTNG
TV VEV. Ol TEPIEGOTEPOL GUUUETEYOVTEG TIGTEVOVY OTL 01 VEOL UTOPOVV VO, GLUPBAAOVY oTr HEiOT TG
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dtapBopdg kat ot Pertioon g dnpoctog {ong, vITd v Tpovodeon o6TL Ba Eyovv TpdoPaon ot
KOTOVONTH TANPOQOPT|OT|, TPUKTIKA EPYUAELD KO OVGLUCTIKES gVKALPieg cLIETOYNG. O dnpodcieg
SlaPfovAeDoELS, 01 0pYOVAGELG VE®MV, 0 €0EAOVTIGUOG, TO EPYUOTIPLA, Ol TPOGOUOUDCELS Kol To bootcamps
avadeiynkov og onUavTikég Hoppés peAhoVTIKNG epmiokng. H katavonon g Aettovpyiog tng
Evponaikng Evoong, ta epyoleio katamoléunong g dapbopdc, ot unyovicuol Slopavelag Kot m
TPOKTIKY| EKTAIOEVOT] TOV TOAITN avadeiyOnkav w¢ Pacikég LabnoloKES TPOTEPUIOTNTES.

H éxbeom mpoteivel oto RISE Balkans kot 6tovg oyeTikovg @opeig va dOGOVV TPoTEPULOTNTA G
LOPPES EMKOVAOVING TPOGAPLOGUEVEG GTOVG VEOUG, 10im¢ pécm tov TikTok kot Tov Instagram, va
EVIoYLGOLVV T YVOon YOpw omtd v Evponaiki 'Evoon kot ) cuppetoy| 6ta Kovd, Kot vo VAOTOGOouV
dpaoeig péoa amod TPakTiké kol Propotikég pedodove. Ot dnpociol Becpoi Bo Tpénel va KOTOGTIGOVY
TOVG UNYOVICLOVG SBOVAEVONG Kol OvapOPAG TTO GOPELS, TPOGPAGILOVG KOl AVTATOKPIVOLEVOVG OTIG
avaykeg Twv vEmv. O1 0pyavdGELS TG KOWVOVIOG TOV TOMT®V 0o TPEMeL va AE1TOVPYNGOVY 1¢ 0&1OTIGTOL
dtopecorafnTég Kt vo vTooTnpiEovy T SNUoLPYIN TEPLEYOUEVOD Y10 TN GUUUETOYN| GTO KOWE ad TOVG
310Vg TOVG VEOLG. ZVVOALKA, TO EAANVIKA VPt EXLPEPBALOVOLY TNV AVAYKT) Y10 SOUNULEVN, TTPOKTIKN
KOl GUUTEPIANTTIKY EKTAIOEVOT| TOV TOAITY, 1] omoio uropeil va fondnoet tovg véoug vo. petafoiv amd to
EVOLOPEPOV KOt TNV €VOCHNTOTOINGT GTIV EVIULEPOLLEVT] ONULOKPATIKTY dpAoT).
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1. Exoaymyn

H evioyvon g ovppetoyng TV VE®V ot ONUOKPaTIKY {01 amotelel AUEST TPOTEPALOTNTO GE
oAdKANpN TV Evpdnn, ding oty mteployn tov Baikaviov, 6mov 1 SnUokpatiKh GULLETOXN
avtiueT@milel cvveyeic TpokANoelg. e oAoKANpM TV Evpdnn —kat Wbwitepa 6ty TtEPLOYn TOV
BoAxoviov— ta véa dtopo avapEPovy Lo avnouyNTIKN AmoSEVMOT ad To TOAITIKG OPYAVO KoL TG
onuokpatikég dradikasiec. [apdtt o axtifiopdg Tmv vémv ival opatdg LEG® SUONAMOEMY Kot
SLSTIKTLOKOV KIVNUATOV, 1] EXIGTUN KA1 OPYOVOUEVT] GUULUETOYT GTO SNUOKPATIKA KOl TOALTIKG Opyoval
napapével ToAd teplopiopév. Ilpoécpata otoryeio amd v Epevva yio tn Neoaio tov Evponaikon
KowopovAiov tov 2024 (Flash Eurobarometer) vroypappilovv éva Kpicio yacpo HeTaEd Tmv vEmV Kot
g ONpocag dtaxvépvnong kot Tv Becudv oe olokinpn v Evpdnn, pe v katdotaon va ival
Wuwitepa o&eia oty mepoyn T@v BaAkaviov. H anocstacionoinon tov véwv dev opeiletal TG0 otnv
amadeia, oAAG 6N Yo UNAN TOALTIKN TOSEIR Kot KATAVONOT TOV SIHOAMY TOATIKNG GUUUETOYNG.

To épyo «RISE Balkans - Evduvapdvovtog 1ig @ovég tav Néov: Yrevbuvotnta, Akepardtra,
AMNAeYYOT Kou Zvppetoyn oto Kowd ota BaAkdavioy aviyetonilel avtd to KeVE, Evouvaumvovtog véa
dropa nikiog 18-26 etdyv otnv EAAGSa, T Boviyapia, nv Kpoartia, Tnv AABavia kot t Bopewa
Mokedovia pe 0e£10TNTEC TOATIKNG TAOEING Kot Epyareia KaTamoAEunong ¢ dapBopds. To Tpdypoppo
€0TIALEL OTNV EVOLVAUMON TV VE®V OGOV aPOPE TNV TOATIKN TOdElD, TN LEIMOT] TNG EUTIGTOGVVNG
010VG Bea00g Kot TG S100ed0UEVES OVTIMWELG Yo TN StopBopd, LEG® TNG TOALTIKNG EKTAIOELONG, TNG
Bropatikng padnong, g Kabodynong kot T VTosTPENS TPOTOLOVAMOY TOV AVUALUPAVOLY Ta 1010
ta véa dtopa. [Ipowbavrag v evBovn, TNV axepatdTNTA, TV OAANAEYYON KOl T1 GUUUETOYN, GTOYEVEL
VO KOAAEPYNOEL L0 VEX YEVIE EVEPYDV, EVILEPOUEVOV TIOALTMV, TKAVMV VO, EVIGYVGOLV T1] ONUOKPUTIK
avlexTikoTTO 68 €0VIKO KOl EVp®TAKO eminedo. H dpdon avtn eivar emiong emikoipn, Kobmg
evBuypappileran pe Paciké evpwTAiKES TPWTOPBOVAIES TOV AMOGKOTOVV GTNV VREPACTICT TNG
OMNUOKPATIOG, TNV EVIGYLOTN TOV YOPMOV TOMTIKNG CULLETOYNG KoL TNV AOENGN TG CUUUETOYNG TOV VEDV
o xapaén ToMTiKNG, 10img 6To TAMico Tov Evponaikod Xyediov Apdong yio T Anpokpatio Kot Tov
[Mokétov ywo v Yrepdomion g Anpokpotioc. To RISE Balkans 0o e§omAicet ta véa dropa oyt pdvo
Y10 VO GULLETEXOVV, OAAG KOL Y100 VO TPOMBNGOLV T ONLOKPUTIKT 0vavEDGT o€ €6VIKO KOl EVPOTATKO
eminedo

Mo mv enitevén avtdv TOV 010XV, TO TPOYPUpL B0 euTAEEEL VEX GTONO GE TPUKTIKES
npwToPovAieg, OTWOC TPOGOUOIMGELS VOUOOETIKNG dladtkaciag, SpAcelg katd TG dtopbopdg Kot
dounpévoug dtahdyoug pe Bk dpyava, TapEYovIac TOLS T ATUPOITNTO EPOSI DGTE VO ETNPEALOVV
T vouobecio, vo cupPAALOLY GTIC HETOPPLOUIGEIS TOV TOATIKOV KT TNE dtopbopdg Kot va Tpowdody
™ dweavn dtakvPépvnon og eBvikd kar evpanaikd eninedo. To RISE Balkans 8o dnpiovpynoet eniong
gpyoreio erevBepnc TpdoPaomg, dTwG Eva TOAVYAWGGIKO £YYELPIOI0 TOAITIKIG OyWYNG KOL L0 YN QoKD
TAQTOOPLO GUUUETONNS, e&acParilovTag Tn PlootudTnTa ToV £pyou Kot PETA T AREN TOv.

Y10 mThaiolo ¢ 6paong, Ol GUUUETEXOVTEG POPEIG d1EENYayaV TOLOTIKT KOl TOGOTIKN EPELVO, LE
oTOY0 TN JEPEHVNOT TOV AVTIANYEDV KOl TOV EUTEPLOV TOV VEDV GYETIKA LE TO EUTOSLA, TIG EVKALPIEG
KOl TIC YVMOELG TOV GLVOEOVTOL LE TN XEPOEN TOATIKNG, T CUUUETOYN KoL TO TAOIGLO KATUTOAEUNONG
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g S10pBopdg, Tic vopoBeTikég dladkacieg Kol Toug Unyavicpovg dnuoctog dtefovievong. H mapovoa
ékBeon cvvoyilel Ta evpnpata TG Epevvag mov deENyxdn omv EAAGSa.
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2. To mhaiolo TS CVUUETOYNS TOV VEOV 6T KOLVE,

Yopemva pe to E1dikd Evpofapouetpo 548, n dtopbopd Bewpeitar oyeddv Kabohkn and
toug/T1 EAANvec/1deg moliteg, pe 10 98% tav epotféviov atdpmv va v yapaktpilovv wg
SLOESOUEVT] — TTOGOGTO GNUAVTIKA LYNAOTEPO artd Tov néGo 0po ¢ EE, mov avépyetar oto 68%.
Tavtoypova, 10 53% Tev epoBéviav atdpwny avépepe 6tL N Stapbopd Exel avénbdel Ta tedevtaia Tpia
ypovia. Ta vymAdTepa T0c0GTA S10POOPAC HETAED T®V ONUOGLOV POPEWV EVIOTIGTNKAY GTO GUGTNLLO
vyeiog (89%), ota modtikd koppata (71%), 6toug/oTig moAltikovg (68%), GToVE/GTIG VTAAANAOVE TOV
avabérovv dnpocieg cvpphoets (67%) ko exdidovv oucodopikés (63%) Kot ETLXEPNHLATIKES ADELES
(60%), otovc/otig Embewpntéc/pieg (59%), otig poporoyikés apyés (57%) Kol 6TV aoTLVOLLia Kot To
tehoveia (56%) (European Commission, 2024a).

H mpootacio tov avlparnivov dikaiopdtov, e dnuokpatiog Kot g eipnvng (45%) kabmg Kot
N ehevbepia Tov Adyov kot TG okéyng (41%) eEarcoAovfovv v GUYKATAAEYOVTOL OTLS KOPLOOIES
TPOTEPALOTNTES OGOV apopd TIg aieg Twv vEwv nhkiog 16-30 etdv omv Evponaikn Evoon. [Tapodtt 1o
KpaTog dikaiov dev Bempeital T060 vy tpotepardnta otV EE (15%), T véa dtopa amd tnv EALGSa
10 Bepovv apkeTd onpavtiko (23%) kot motevovv eniong 0Tt o mpémet va. amoTerel TpoTEPAUOTI T
otV EE 10 endpeva ypovia (26%). [apdAinia, 1 avtiinyn 611 1 EALGSa oeedeitar amd T GUUUETOYN
g otnv EE 6c0v apopd v mopoyn TepiocoTEP®V EVKAUPIOV GE VEN ATOWO VO EXNPEALOVV TIC TOMTIKES
oV T apopovV (14%) mapapével YounAdTEPN GE GUYKPLON LE TOV EVPOTOIKO LEGO Opo (17%)
(European Parliament, 2025).

[Toapott ToAAG véa dTopa otnv EAAGSa SnAmvouy 6Tt d1aB€ToVV ETaPKELG YVDOGELS Y10l TV TOMIKY
N epipepelakm avtodioiknon (51%), Aydtepa dnAcdvovy to id10 yio v eBvikn kufépvnon (43%),
TOPAHEVOVTAG KAT® amd TOV VPOTAIKO HEGO (56%). ITapora avtd, Ta véa dtopa otnv EALdda
avaQEPOLY LYNAITEPO TOCOGTH CLULETOYNG OTA KOW(, GE GUYKPLoT He Tov pHéEco dpo g EE, 6cov
aQOpPa TNV YNEO GTIC TOTKES, e0VIKEG 1 evpomaikég ekhoyég (EA: 53%, EE: 39%), tn dnuocicvuon
ATOYEMV GTO JAOTKTLO 1 OTA LEGO KOWVOVIKNG OIKTOMGTG GYETIKA e TOAMTIKA 1] KOvmvikd {ntipoto
(EA: 23%, EE: 19%), T ovppetoyn oe dwopaptopies ko dswadnrmoelg (EA: 22%, EE: 16%), v
eberovtikn gpyacia yio eriavOpomnikd opyaviopod (EA: 21%, EE: 20%), T cuppetoyn o€ opyavicuo
veolaiog (EA: 12%, EE: 11%) kot v enkowvovia pe moMtikd oyetkd pe kanowo fntnua (EA: 9%, EE:
8%). Av ka1 6€ YouNAoTEPO TOG00TO GE cvykplomn pe TV EE, ta cvppetéyovta dropo amd v EALGSa
avépepay eniong 0Tt Exovv dnpovpynost N vroypayet o aitmon (EA: 24%, EE: 26%), éxovv
UTOTKOTAPEL 1) 0lYOPAGEL GUYKEKPIUEVE TTPOIOVTA Y10 TOALTIKOVS, NOUK0E 1 TEPPArAovVTiKOVG AdYOLE
(EA: 18%, EE: 19%), £yovv ovupetdoyel o dNUOGIEG SLBOVAEVGEIS GTO J1AOTKTLO 1 EKTOC SLOSIKTVOV
(EA: 8%, EE: 10%), kon €govv ypnotponotfioet hashtags 1 £xovv adlatel ™ potoypagio Tpogil Tovg yia
va dgi&ovv v vrooTPIEN ToVg o€ éva ToALTIKO 1| Kotvavikd (nmua (EA & EE: 16%) (European
Parliament, 2025).

Mopd T1g vouobetikég TpoomdOeles yio. TNV EXEKTAUOT] TOV SIKOUOUATOV EXIGNUNG CUUUETOXNS OTA
Kowd — ovumeptrapfavopéving g Helwong tov ekhoykov opiov ota 17 £ yo Tig Bvikés ekhoYES Kot
T1c eKA0YEG Yo to Evponaikd KotvofodAto — 1 TpoyLoTikh) GUUUETOYN 0TI ONUOKPATIKEG S10dIKACiEg
TOPOUEVEL CYETIKH YOUNAT, 010G OTO ETIOT O KOVAALD, LE L0 BVIIGUYNTIKN TAGT] OTOUAKPVUVONG OO TIG
ekhoYEG. ZOUQmva PE To LETEKAOYIKA oTotyeia TG Evponaikng Emtponng yia 11 ekAoyéc Tov
Evponaikod Kowvofoviiov tov 2024, 1 EALGS0 KaTtéypoye TOGOGTO GUUUETOYNG TOV VEDV UWOALG 26%
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oTIG veoTEPEG NAIKLOKEG o0pddeg (15-24), datnpodvtag Eva amd ta younidtepa mtocootd oty EE. Ze
oAOKANPN TV Evponaikn ‘Evoon, 1 coppetoyn tov véwov otig ekhoyég Tov 2024 petddnke kotd €6
TOGOOTIOHEG PoVAdEG e cvYKpion pe To 2019, amd 42% e 36% petald Tov KAt Tov 25 eTdv
(Lavizzari, 2025).

Meta&h Tmv vEmV TTov dgv yneioay, ot Koplot Adyot mov avaeépbnkay o eninedo EE ftav n
amooyOANON Le GALES VTOYPEDCELS KOl 1 EAAELYT] TANPOPOPLDV Y1 VO KAvoLV pia emthoyn (16%),
aKOAOVOOVUEVOL ATTO TNV OTOVGIN VIOYNPLOV/0C T} TOALTIKOD KOUUATOS TOV Vo Be@povv 0Tt oyetileTon pe
eketvoug/eg, kMg Kol omd TV EALELYN EUTIGTOCVVIG TPOG TOALTUKOVG KO T1| YEVIKT] dUGOPECKELN
anévavtt oty moMTiky| (15%). And v dAin Thevpd, Ta dtopa mov cvppeteiyov oto Extaxto
Evpopapouerpo — Epevva Néwv 2024 (Flash Eurobarometer - Youth Survey 2024) a6 v EALGSa
Tapovsiacay VYNAGTEPA T0G00TE AAA®Y VIToYpedce®mV (36%), EAAetync epumiotoovvng (18%), ko
EANLEYN G LITOYNPIOV/0G 1] TOATIKOD KOUUOTOG Le TO omoio va tawtiloviat (17%). AALot Adyot mov
avaeépOnkav tepieAdpupavay v EALEWYT TANpoeOpN oG Yo T ANy andpacng (13%), Texvika 1
dradtkaoTikd CnTNHATo KoL 0ro@uyn TG WNeov Yevika (8%), tTnv avtiAnym 6t n yneog toug dev Oa
ékave tn deopad (7%), tnv avtibeon mpog v Evponaikn Evoon (4%), v éAlewyn katavonong Tov
Evpomnaikod KowoPoviiov kot to yeyovog 0Tt 0 griikdg Toug KukAog dev ynoioe (3%), kabmg kot tnv
dyvowa yuo tic ekAoyég (2%) (European Parliament, 2025).
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3. lHoapdyovtes TOV EVVOOVV T1) GUUUETOYN] TOV VEMV GTO KOLVA KO

EUTOOLO,

O1 TOPAYOVTEG TTOL ELVOOLV TN VEOVIKT GUUUETOYN KO TO, GYETIKA EUTOSI0. KOTIYOPLOTOLOVVTOL
ouvNBmg 6g TPOKTIKOVS KOl GUUTEPLPOPLKOVS, WYVYOAOYIKOVG KAl GXEGLOKOVS. Ol TPMTOL APOPOVV TIG
TPOKTIKEG TTUYEG TNG CUUUETOYNG TOVG, GUUTEPIAQUPAVOUEVNG TG EYYVTNTOG, TO KOGTOG KOl T1|
LETOPOPAE, EVD 01 SEVTEPOL AVAPEPOVTOL GTO EVOLOPEPOVTA, TNV AVTOTENOION O, TIG AAANAETOPACELS
TOVG e GALQ ATOLLO, KOL TNV YUYOAOYIKT TOVG Katdotoon. Ta kowd eunddia tepthapfavouy Ty EAAEYN
EVOL0QPEPOVTOC KOl EUTIGTOGVVNG OTT| OL0OIKAGIO KO TO ATOTEAEGILOTO TOV GYETIKOV SLOOTKAGIDY, TOV
XPOVO KOl AAAES VITOYPEDTELS, KOt TiG avénpéves mpaktikés duokorieg (SQW UK YOUTH, 2025).

O1 ekTOdEVTIKEG OOWES KOl 1] EKTPOCMTNOT| KOl TO OPYOVE EKTPOCHTNGNG TOV POLTNTOV/PLOV
KOl TOV LonTtdv/pLov S1e0K0ADVOLV YEVIKA TN VEAVIKT] GUUUETOYN OTN XAPaén TOALTIKNG Kot 6T ANy
ATOPACEMVY, LECH TOV VOIGTAUEV®Y oMY 6T0 avtioToyyo Wpduata. To pabntikd cuuBovAla oo
oyoieio devTEPOPAOLLOG EKTAIdEVLONG KO TO AVTIOTOLYO GLUPOVALN GTO TOVETIGTN UM GUYKOTOAEYOVTOL
HeTa&D TV T0 OEGLIKE EOPUIMUEVMVY KOl EDPEMS OVOYVOPICUEVOV OOOAMY CUUUETOYNG TOV VEWDV.
Hopdaiinia, o Evponaikd KowoPobio Némv anotelei éva emmAéov pOPOLLL TOL ¥PNUOTOdOTEITAL 0T
10 dnpocto (European Commission, 2026).

H vynAn dieiodvon twv smartphones Kot 1 xprion TOV HEGHOY KOWVMVIKNG OIKTOMOONG
OMUIOVPYOVV AVETIGNHOVE SLOVAOVG Y10 TNV TOMTIKT €vaicinTomoinon, TV Kivntomoinon tov
GUVOUNATK®V Kot TNV OVTOAALYT] TANPOPOPLOV GYETIKA e To Kowvd. H épevva emPefardverl otabepd pua
Otk cuoyETion petald TG TOMTIKNG ¥PNONG TOV LECHV KOWOVIKNG SIKTOMGNG KoL TNG TOALTIKNG
GUUUETOYNGS, 10imG HeTa&D TV VEOTEP®OV NAMKIOK®Y OUAS®Y. AVTH 1] YP1OT TOV HEGHOV KOWVOVIKNG
SIKTOMONG KOl TOV S1AOIKTVOV TTEPIAAUBAVEL TV oTaBEP] EVIIUEPMOT] Y10 TNV TOALTIKN 1) TNV
EMKAPOTNTO KO TIG EKAOYEG, TNV TEPUYNGCT GE IGTOTOTOVE 1] GEMOES VTTOYNPIWV KOl KOWVOVIKOV
KIVNUATOV OTo HECH KOWMVIKNG SIKTOMONG, TIG GLINTIACELS Yl TV TOATIKY, TNV VITOYPUPN OLTHCEMV, TIg
Betcéc avTIdpdoelg o SNUOCIEVGELC TOALTIKOD TEPIEXOUEVOL, KOl TOV OLOUOIPACHO TOATIK®OV OTOYE®Y
o710 dtadiktvo (Boulianne & Theocharis, 2018). To 'Extokto EvpwPapouetpo (Flash Eurobarometer) 545
yw ) Neolaio kon ) Anpokpatio avédeile, eniong, 6Tt ta social media amotehoVV TV TPOTAPYIKN TNYY
mAnpoeopnong yio v EE yua to 56% tov véov Evporaiov niikiag 15-30, avadsikviovtag tov porho
TOVG MG [iol TOAT TOAITIKTG CUUUETOYNG OKOUT] KoL OTOV 1] EUTIGTOCVVT OTIC TAUTPOPUES TAPOUUEVEL
younAn. Ta mocootd yprone TV HECHV KOWVMOVIKNG SIKTVMGONS MG KHPLOV KOVAALOD EVUEPOONC LETAED
v véov otnv EALGSa Tapapévouv eEicov vymAd, pe 1o 57% va dnidver 0Tt ypNnoIonotel Kupimg avTtd
T0 pLéca, akorovfovpeva amd Ty tnieodpaon (41%), tov niextpovikd Tomo, Ta podcast Kot Tig
ThaTopues eW0NcemV (39%) kat T cuINTNGCELS e PIMKE Kol GLYYEVIKA TOL TPOGMOTA, KOOMS Kol
ouvadérpovg/iooeg (35%) (European Commission, 2024).

Ot un KLPepYNTIKEC OPYAVAOGELS KOl O1 YDPOL 1N TUTIKNAG ekTaidgvong avayvopilovial otabepd
®¢ Pacikol TapAyovTeEG TOV S1EVKOAVVOLV TI] GUUUETOYT] TOV VEDV GTO KOWJ, 010G G LOPPESG TOV gV
ovvoéovtal pe Beopkd mAaicio. O pOAOG TOV POPEMV TNG KOWVMVING T®V TOMTOV eV Elval amAmG
CUUTANPOUATIKOG TV ETIGUOV KPATIKOV SOUMY — GUYVE amoTeAEL TO TESTI0 OTTOL AOUPAVEL YDPO 1
OVGLUGTIKT GUUUETOYN TOV VE®V GTO KOWVE, AEITOVPYDVTOS EKTOG TOV SLOIKNTIKOV TAUGI®V TNG
KuBEpyMoNg Kot cuyva o€ Tapaywykn avtiBeon pe avutd. Ta peyodldtepa dtopa Teivouy vo EUTAEKOVTOL
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TEPLOCHTEPO GE EMIONUEG KO CLUPOATIKEG LOPPEG GUUUETOYNG, EVA 01 VEOTEPES YEVIEG TEIVOLV VO EAKOVTOL
neptocotepo omd tov akTiPiopd (Prof. Dezelan, 2024).

O1 BeTikéc aVTIMWELG OYXETIKA LLE TN CUUUETOYN EMNPEALOVV EMIONG TNV EVEPYO EUTAOKT TOV
véov. o Topdaderypa, 6TV TEPITTOOT TNG YNPOL, 0L GYETIKEC OVTIANYELS TEPLGTPEPOVTOL YOP® aTd TNV
avaAnym evBvvNg Yo To LEAAOV, TNV KOTOVONon OTL 1] WHQOG amoteAel KaBNKOV TOL TOALTT, TNV EKQPOOT)
NG YVOUNG, TNV OTOTPOTH TNE 0VOIOV OUAO®V TTOV SEV CULLPOVOLYV [LE TIG OMOYELS TV ATOLWOV GTNV
e€ovaia, KoL TNV YNEO ¢ LEGO Y10 TPAUYUATIKN dALyT). Ml YEVIKOTEPT KOL TLO OLPOGIOUEVT] OVTIATIYN
¢ 116 TOg Tov TOAiTH ennpedlet Oetikd ™V epmhoky tov véov (DEZELAN, 2023).

Ao TV GAAN, TO o S100EOUEVO EUTODI0 Elvar 1 EAAEIYN EUMIGTOCHVIG GTOVG BEGODC, M
onoia otnv EALGSa ptaver og Wiaitepa axpaia enineda. [apott to 68% twv Evponaiov Oewpel 6111
dtaphopad etvar evpémg d1adedopévn 6T YOPO. TOLE, TO AVTIGTOLKO T0c0GTo Yia TV EAAGde gtdvel To
98%. EmmAéov, 10 53% tov EAMjveov/idav miotevet 6Tt 1 Stopbopd Exel avéndel ta tehevtaia tpia
POV, G€ GUYKPLoT e LOAG 5% mov Bewpel 6TL 1 Katdotaon &xet PeAtiodel — o avtidnym
av&avopevng emdeivoong mov popdalovtar evpémg OAeg ot nAktakég opadec (European Commission,
2024a). Otav 1 eumiotosvvn otovg Besovg HEcm TV oroimv vrotifeton OTL TpaypoTomoteital M
GUUETOYN OTOVCIALEL TOGO OAOKANPWOTIKA, 1) ETICTUN CLUUETOYN TOV TOAMTOV GTO KOWE yiveTatl, Katd
TNV OVTIANYN TOAADV VEDV OTOU®OV, O)L OTADS OVOTOTEAECUATIKT 0ALG KOl EVIEADC AOKOTN. AVTO
ouvadel pe ta ototyeia o eminedo EE, kabmg n avdivon g Zopnpaéng EE ko Zvppoviiov g
Evpdnng yio ™ Neolaia yio Tic evpomaikég ekAoyéc Tov 2024 avédeiée 0Tt uetal&d Tmv Kiplov Adymv
OV AVEPEPAY TO VEN GTOWLO GYETIKA LE TNV OTOCGTOGIOTOINGT NTAV 1] YEVIKY] 0d10(pOopio Yio TNV TOALTIKY
(19%), n memoifnon 6t 1 YyNeog dev Ba empépet ovolactikn aArayn (19%), n dvomiotio oo TOATIKE
ocvotiuota (17%) ko n avtidnymn o6t n EE dev avtpetonilet (Intuota mov agopodv m o1 toug (16%).
H EALdda ko 1 [todia, cvykekpipéva, kotéypayay to 2024 n xounAoTepn GUUUETOYN GTNV 10TOPI0 TOV
EVPWEKAOYDV, 1 otoin émece Katw amd to 50% (Lavizzari, 2025).

Y1eva cuvdedepévo te autd elvat To EUTOO10 TG YUUNANG TOALTIKTG ATOTEAEGHOTIKOTITOAG KOL 1|
avtiAnyn OTL M aTOUIKT GLUUETOYT Ogv Ba emipépel ovalooTikn addayn. H pelét g Yanpeoiog
Epguvov tov Evponaikod KowoBovAdiov oyetikd [ie T GLUUETOYN TOV VEOV aVOIEIKVIEL 0LTO TO CRTNU
®¢ Eva SLopBpOTIKA EEXWPLOTO TPOPANLLAL: TO VEQ ATOLO TTOV OEV gival ATADS ad1dpopa, dALA
a160dvovtat 6Tt Ol YDPOL ONUOKPATIKNG EKPPUCTC OEV EYOVV GYECT] LLE TNV 1O10TNTA TOVG (O TOMTEG,
amoTELOVV Lo OpLada TOL dev XPELBLETOL TEPIGGOTEPEG TANPOPOPIES, OAAL 0pATEG ATOSEIEEIS Y10, TOV
avtiktumo g dpdiong Tovg. Tavtdypova, 1 amoy and TiG EVPOTATKES EKAOYEG elvar Wdlaitepa VYNAN
HeTa&D TV vEOTEPMV OUAd®YV TV EKAOYEWVY, tepPaivovtag To 70% o€ oplopéva kKpatn PEAT|, Kol TO
Yaopo petafd vEov Kat peyaldtepng nhkiog yneopopmy £xet dievpuvlei onpavtikd (DEZELAN, 2023).
H avtiinyn 611 «n yneog dev adralet timotay (15%) ftav évag and Toug TEGGEPLS KUPLOVE AOYOVG TNG
ATOYNG OTIG EVPMEKAOYES HETAED TV VE®V NAKiag 15-24 etdv, kabdg Kot Tng NAKIOKNAG opddag 25-39
etov (Lavizzari, 2025).

H é\\ewyn nAnpopopnong amotedel £va TPITO OMUAVTIKO EUTOI10, TO OTTOI0 AELTOVPYEL GTO
TA0IG10 EVOC GUYKEKPIUEVO EAANVIKOV TEPPAAAOVTOG LEGMOV EVNULEPWONC TOL YapakTnpiletal amd
eEapeTiKd YaUNAo eninedo gumicoTtoovvNg otig 0N oelg. H pelét tov Evponaikov Kotvofoviiov
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TPocdopilel TNV TOPOYN TANPOPOPLOV, TNV KAVOTNTO EMESEPYUTING TOVG KOl TV TPOGPUGCT GTOVG
SNUoKpaTKong BEGLODEC WS TOVG TPELS SoptkovC Topeic Tov amartovy mapéupacn (DEZELAN, 2023). Ev
T petaD, To HECH KOWVMVIKNAG SIKTOMGNG OTOTEAOVV TIV KOPLO TIyN TANPOQopldv oyetikd pe v EE
v to 56% tov véov Evponainv, akolovBovueva amd v tniedpaot (49%) Kot Tig S1odIKTUOKES
TAoTeOpueg eWdNoemv (33%), evd uovo to 24% yvopilel v Evporaikn IToAn Neoraiog (European
Commission, 2024). Xg avtd 10 TEPPAALov, 1 SOUNUEVT TANPOPOPT|ON TOV TOATOV — TMOG VO
GUUUETEYOVV GE OLOPOVAEVGELS, TTOV VO OVOPEPOVY TOPAPAGELS, TOL0L SIKOMLLOTA £XOVV Ol TOAMTEG —
Bpioketon dopkd oe petovektikn 0éon. To ZvpPoviio g Evponaixig Evoong avayvopilel pntd 6t
TOPOTANPOPOPNOT|, 01 SEBVEIG TOATIKEG EVTAGEIS KOl 01 £VOTAEG GLYKPOVGELG EMOEVAOVOLV TIG
OVICOTNTEG KOl SNULOLPYOVV EUTOSIO TTOV EUTOIILOVV TO VEX ATOLO VO, GUUUETEXOVV GTIG ONUOKPOUTIKES
dwadkacieg (Council of the European Union, 2025).
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4. Mop@ég cuPRETOYNGS TMV VEMV 6T KOWV(

Ta véa dtopo otnv EAAGSa cuppetéyovv oty kowvovikn (on HEcm evog ToAveninedov
TAEYHOTOC EMionuov, avenionuev katl ad hoc dtoviwv. H BovAn tov Eenpov arotekel £va etholo e0viko
TPOYPOUUE TTOV dlopyavmveTal amd To 1dpvpa tng Boving tov EAAvev yia tov Kowvopovigvtiond kot
™ Anpokxpario, o€ cuvepyaocia pe o Yrovpyeio Hodelog, @pnokevpdtov kot ABANTIoH0U. AV Kot dev
OmOTEAEL LEPOG TNG GUVTAYUOTIKNG TAENG, TOPALEVEL 10l EMICT O, AVOYVOPIGLEVT TPMTOBOVALN
EKTTOUOEVONG KOl TOAITIKNG GUUUETOYNG VIO TNV emontteio Tov [dpvpatog tng Boving tov EAAvov, pe
GTOY0 TN JIEVKOAVVOT| TG EKTPOGOMNONG TV ATOYEMV TOV VEMV, TNV TPOo®ONON TNG TOALTIKNG
eKTaidEVONG KAl TNV OVATTTLEN TOV SEEI0TNTOV TOV GUUUETEXOVTOV ATOU®Y GTOV SNUOKPOTIKO S1IA0Y0
Kot Tov dnpocto Aoyo (European Commission, 2026).

Y& ToAAOVG ONpovg Exovv cvotabel Anpotikd Zoppfoviie Neolaiog fACEL TOTIKMOV KAVOVICUOV,
T0 oToie AEITOVPYOVV G€ ToTKO eMinedo Kot vrooTnpilovTal amd Tig SMNUOTIKEG apyEc. Agttovpyohv VIO
TNV oyida Kol TNV EMOMTEIN TOV OVTIOTOLY®V SNUOTIKMV VANPECIOV 1| TUNUATOV VEOANIOS KU, O TOAAES
TEPMTMOGELG, 1 VOLUKT TOVG Baon evbuypappileton pe evpitepo TAAIGLO TOALTIKNG Y10 TI VEOAQLO TTOL
vrootnpifovral and Tig eBViKEG apyés. Xe avTd, CLUUETEXOLV VEX dTopa nAkiog 15 émg 28 etmv mov gival
EYYEYPAULEVO GTO ONUOTIKO UNTPADO KOl VTOPAAAOLY O{TNGN GUUIETOYNS. LTOYOG TOVG elval va
VTOGTNPIEOVV TOV EVIOTIGUO KOl TNV EXKOWVAOVIO TV TOTIKOV AVOYKAOV TNG VEOAUING, TIC TPOTUCELS
TPOTOPOLA®V Kot TN GLUVEPYUGiD e TO ONUOTIKA GLUBOVALL GE BEHATA OTWG O TOMTIGUOG, 1
amOoYOANON, 1 EKTAIOEVOT], 1] OIKOAOYI Kot 1) KOW®VIKY evempdtoo. [Tapd to yeyovog oti dev Exouvv
OeCHEVTIKY] EE0VTiD. ANYTG OTOPACEDY CGYETIKA LLE TN ONUOCIO TOMTIKY, LTOPOVV Vo LITOBAALOVY
TPOTAGELS KOL VO, GLVEPYALOVTOL LE TOVE TOTIKOVE Popels ybpatne moirtikng (European Commission,
2026).

H ovupetoyn tov véwv epapuoletot eniong 6To TAAIGI0 TOV WOPLUATOV TPLToPddog
EKTTOIOEVONG, VIO T LOPPT| POITNTIKOV GLAAOY®V, 01 000t d1€movTaL amd TV eBvikn vopobeoia yio tnv
EKTTOIOEVON KOl TO KATAGTATIKA TMV WOPVUATOV, Kol AEITOVPYOUV aveEAPTNTO EVTOS TOV WOPLUAT®V TOVG.
Exnpoconovv ta Guueépovia TV QoltnTedv/pidv o BEpato akadnuaikng toldtnrag, sunuepiog,
TOVETIGTNIOKNG (NG Kol EDPUTEPOV KOWAOVIKOV (NTNUATOV TOV 0QpOpOoLY TOVG POLTNTEG KOL TIG
Qo Tpies. XuvepydlovTat e T Opyove S10IKNONG TOV TAVETIGTNLU®OY, CUUUETEYOVY G €BVIKA diKTLO
QOITNTMOV/PLOV KOl UTOPOVY VO, GUUUETEXOVV GE O10POVAEDGELG OYETIKA JLE TNV TOALTIKY Y10l TNV
Tprtofada exmaidevon. Av kot dev elval SECUEVTIKT Y10 TV €BVIKY] TOMTIKN, 1] OVATPOPODOTIOY| TOVG
avayvopiletal 6Tic GuINTACELS OYETIKA LLE TO SIKOIMLOTA TV POLTHTMV/PLOV KoL TIG OYETIKEG
petappvdpioerg (European Commission, 2026).

Opoimg, ot LabNTIKEG EVOGELS AELTOVPYOVV KOl GTO TANIGLO TV WOPVUATOV dEVTEPOPAOLLOC
ekmaidevong, o€ eMinedo PLEPOVOUEVOD GYOAEIOV. AlémovTol amd To TAriclo Tov Yrovpyeiov Iandeiog yio
TN GYOMKN SLOKLPEPYNON Kol EXOTTEVOVTAL OO TIC GYOMKEG OLOIKNGELS. ATOTELOVVTAL OO
EKAEYUEVOVC/EG EKTTPOCOTOVG TV GYOAEIV deVTEPOPAOLLOC EKTAIOEVOTG, [LE LEAN TTOL TTPOEPYOVTOL OO
TO LaONTIKO GO, Kot £XOVV MG GTOYO VO EKPPALOVV TO OITHUATO TV LaONTOV/pldv VIO TOV
oyoAreiov, va TpomBoHV T1 GLUUETOYN GT1 GYOALKN (N Kot VO 0pyOvdVOLY dpacTPLOTNTES.
YvvepydlovTol pe To oOMKA GUUBOVALN KOl UTOPOVV VO, GUVEIGPEPOVY GE BENATO EKTOIdEVONC KOt
KOW®VIKNG TPOVOLaS, OAAL dev Exouv decpenTikn| eE0Vaia OGOV aPopd Tn GYOAIKN 1 TNV €BVIKN TOoAMTIKN
(European Commission, 2026).
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Emumiéov, 1o EOvico ZvpPoviio Neokaiog amotelel pua ave&dptntn opoomovdio opyavaoemy
veohaiog otnv EALGSa kot avayvopileton emionuo og Pacikodg TopdyovTog TV TOALTIKN Y100 TN VEOAMIA.
To XZvufovAlo cLYKEVTP®VEL Eva VPV PACHO OPYOUVACE®DY VEOAAINS, GCUUTEPIAAUPAVOUEVOVY U
KUBEPVNTIKOV 0PYOVAOGEDYV, TOATIKAOV VEOLUIMV KOl TOTIKOV cUIPBOVAI®V veoraiog, cuvepydleTat pe Tig
onuodeleg apyés oe cLUPoVAELTIKEG TPWTOPOVAIEG YioL TN VEOLOia, KOl GUUUETEYEL GE e0VIKA KoL O1eBvN
(OPOVLL GYETIKA LLE TNV TOALTIKT Y10 TN VEOAQiD. XTOYOC TOV EIval VO SIEVKOADVEL TN GUUUETOYN| TOV VEDV
o€ eBvikéc kot d1ebveic suinTioelg TOMTIKNG, va VTOSTNPIlEL TIC opyavMoELg veolaing oe BEpaTa
TPOGCTIONG TV OIKAIOUATOV, EKTAIOELONE KOl KATAPTIONG, KoL VO, TOPEYEL GLOTAGEIC GTIG OTUOCLES
apyég oxetikd pe ntinota veolaiog, OTwG 1 amacyOANoT, 1) EKTAIGELOT, 1] KOWVOVIKY] EVOOUATMOT), Kol
1 evepyog cvppetoy twv toAlt®v (European Commission, 2026).

H ocvppetoy tov vémv otn Ay omoedceny molkiliel kot eEaptdtat amod tn evomn Tov Bépatoc.
Ot opyovdcelg veolaiog Kot ot Un KuBepvnTIKEG 0pYOVMGELS KAAODVTOL VO GYOALACOVY oYE010 VOLL®V 1
TOMTIKAOV ToL EAANviKod KowoBovAiov 1 Tov appodimv vrovpyeiov, EGv 1 aprodio EXLTPORT Kpivel 0T
1 ocvpPoAr| oG opydvmaong veoiaiog Ba pmopovce va PEATUOGEL TOV GYESIGUO 1 TNV
OTOTELEGLATIKOTNTO LIOG TTOALTIKNG. AV KoL OEV VITAPYEL EMIGTUOC UNYAVIGLOG Y10 TN GULUETOYN
OLYKEKPLUEVOV EVOCEMV veoralag ot dadikacia yapa&ng moltikng, To Kowofovito Némv cuvinfng
yopileton og Bepatikég opddeg kot cuvedptdlet. To £pyo TOL OAOKANPOVETOL LE TV TOPOVGIO KOL TOV
yopeTiopo tov/tng [poédpov g EAAnvikng BovAng, o/m omoioc/a oyoMAlEl EKTEVMG TIC TPOTATELS TOV
vémv pog TV EAAnvikn Boukn oyetikd pe didpopa Intrpota mépav eKEIVOV Tov apopodV AmOKAEIGTIKG
T, véa dtopo. To mo vynAol emumédon Kot EVPEMS O1UOEOOUEVO TPOYPOLLLLE TTOL VILEAPYEL YIOL TV
evBdppovon g CLUUETOYNS TOV VE®V 6€ GUINTNGELG 1] SlaPovredoelg pe dNUOGIOVE AELTOVPYOVG TTOL
yopaccovy moltikn gival o EBvikd ZopPoviio Neoraiog. Meta&d dAimv, To Zoppfovito mapepPaivel
Kot eKEPAlel SNUOGIMG omOWELG GYETKG, e BEUaTH TOATIKNG Yo T veoraia, cuvepyaletal ue GAAOVG
KOWOVIKOUG Qopels (Tavemotn ok pOUaTe, CUVIKOAMGTIKES OPYUVAGELS, GALEG Un KVPBEPVITIKEG
0PYOVOGELS K.AT.) KO LE POPEIG TOV EAANVIKOD KpdTovg Kot TG Evponaikng Evmong, cuppetéyel o
€bvika kot d1efvn dikTva OpYOVOGE®DY, S10pYaVMVEL SNUOGIEG EKONADGELS (GLVEDPLO, EPYOCTIPLL,
ov{ntoeig, dStodéelg k.AT.), d1e&dyet epappoouévn épevva o Bépata mov oyeti{ovtal Le TOVG oTOYOVG
TOL Kol OVOAAUPAVEL GYETIKE EPEVVITIKA TPOYPAUUATA, KOODS KOl CLYKPOTEL EXITPOTES Kl OUADES
epyaciog (European Commission, 2026b).
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5. Mg0Ooooroyia,

Y10 mhaiolo Tov £pyov, S1eENyON TOCOTIKT KOl TOLOTIKT] £PEVLVA YdL T SIEPEVVNOT TOV EUTEIPLDV
KOL TOV OVTIMYEDV TOV VEOV GYETIKC LLE TNV TOALTIKT GULLIETOYN KO TNV ELTAOKT TNV Ko peptvi
{1, TN CLUVAEELD, KOl TH GOENVELL PACIKOV EVVOIHV Kot SIOA®DY GUUUETOYNG, KOOMG Kol TV
TOPOYOVTOV TTOL ELVOOLV 1] EUTOSILoVV TNV gvePYO eumAokn TV vémv. To pebodoroyikd miaicto
avamtoydnke and to Ildvielo, oe cuvepyacio pe GAOVG TOVG ETAIPOVG.

H mocotikn épevva mepreddpfove £va NAEKTPOVIKO EPOTNHOTOAOYIO TOL KOTAPTIOTNKE UE PAoT
VILAPYOVGEG EPEVVEG GYETIKA LLE Ta TPoavapepBEvTa Bpata, 0Tme o EvpmPBapduetpo kot dAAeg Epevveg
¢ EE oyetikd pe v moMTIKn GUUPETOYN, TIG EUTELPIEG KO TIG TPOKANGELG TTOV AVTIUETOTILOVV Ta VEQ
dropa. To gpotTproTordYlo cuUTANP®ONKE pHécw TOL epyaieiov LimeSurvey, to omoio dtac@arilel tnv
avovopio Kot Ty eumiotevtikotnta. [Ipty and ™ coprinpmon tov, intionke ond to epathévia dToua
Vo 3oLV TN cLYKATAHEST] TOVG Y10l TH GUUUETOYN TOVG: O€ avTifetn TePInT®OT, TO EPMTNUATOANY1O
EKAELVE OVTOUOTO KO OEV KATOYPAPOVTOV ATUVTHOEL. XPNGUYLOTOONKE OE1YLATOANY 0 EVKOMOG, [LE TN
dtavoun g €pEVVOG 6TO TOVETIGTHUIO HETOED TEAN MapTtiov kot TéAn Ampidiov 2026.

To gpatnpatordylo cupmAnpmdnke omd 67 dtopo and v EAAGSa, 6To mAaictlo evdg evpiTepov
d1eBvong delypatog 490 epobéviov atdpmv amd OAeC TIg x®peg Tov Tpoypdppatog RISE Balkans,
avtimpocwngvovtag to 13,7% tov cuvoiukov detypatoc. To delypo anoteleiton kupimg omd yuvaikes
(92,5%), evdd 10 7,46% civon avopeg. Tlepimov o puod dropa (49,25%) etvan nhikioag 21-23 etdv, o
47,76% etvon nhakiog 18-20 gtadv kot to 2,99% avikel otnv nAuiokn opdda 24-26 etov. H mhetovotnta
(86,57%) Ler oe mOAN, t0 11,94% o€ nuaotikés meployés kKot o 1,49% oe aypotikr| neployn. Ocov apopd
TO VYNAITEPO EMIMESO EKTOIOEVGNC TTOV £XOVV OAOKANPADGEL, 1| TAEWOVOTNTA TV aTtOU®V (88,06%) Exet
oAOKANpOGEL TN dgvtepofabdiia ekmaidevon, To 10,45% Exet mruyio kot to 1,49% xatéyel HeETAmTUYLOKO.
To 97,01% diwoe 611 et ToL TAPOVTOG Portd 6TO TavVETIGTALO Kot 38,81% epydletat.

210 TAaio10 TNG TOLOTIKNG Epevvag, Tov ATtpiito d1e&nyOn opndda eotiocpévng culnnong He )
GUUUETOYN EVVEN ATOU®Y, VO EK TOV OTTOIMV NTOV AVOPAG KoL OKT® yuvaikes. AkolovOnonie
detypatolnyio evkoAiag, Le avorytn TPOGKANOT TPOG POITNTEG/ pleg mavemioTnpiov. Ola Ta
GUUUETEXOVTA ATOLLO EVILEPMON KOV Y10l TO TTESI0 KOl TOVE GTOYOVG TNG EPEVVOC KL DITEYPOUNY OV EVTIVTO
ovykatdfeong, emPefaidvovtag T e0EAOVTIKY GUUUETOYN TOVS KO TNV EUTIGTEVTIKOTITO TOV
anovinoedv tovc. H ovintnon kdivye Bépata dnwmg n moltikn tondeio, n toudeio ota péca
EMKOVOVIOG, 1] ELTLGTOGUVT, 1] TOALTIKT] GULLETOYN, OL OVTIANWELG Y10, TN S1opOOpPd KOt O1 TPOTIUMEVEG

HOPPES GUUUETOYNG.

Metd TV 0AOKAN PG T®V PACEWDY TNG TOLOTIKNG KOt TNG TOGOTIKNG £pEuvag, ToV ATpilo Tov
2026 dropyavadnKe epyacTiPIO EMKVPOONG LE OKOTO TNV €EETACT TOV OPYIKOV EVPNUATOV, TN
ovln oM GYETIKA e TO KOTE TOGOV QUTH OVTATOKPIVOVTOL OTIG EUTEIPIES TOV GUUUETEYOVIMV OTOU®OV
KO TOV EUTAOVTIGUO TNG AVAALGNG LEGM TPOGOET®Y GLALOYIKGV TTapatnprceny. Ot TapatnpNoelg and
TO EPYOOTNPLO KO 1] EMIOTUN TOAPOVCIOGCT) TOV OMOTEAEGCUATOV ATOTELECAV TIG KOPIEG TYEG Y10 TNV
EVOOUATOOT TOV EVPNUATOV TOV EPYACTNPION 0 OAN T KEPAANLO TNG TOpovoaG £kBeons. 1o
EPYACTNPLO GUUUETELYOV GUVOAIKA 68 ATOoa, EK TOV 0TMoimV TEVTE AVOpES Kot 63 yuvaikec.
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6. EvaioOntomoinon kot Katavonen Tov vEMV GYETIKA PE TNV
oMtk Zvppetoyn, Tnv Katomorépnon e Awe@Bopag, ™
Aw@avera kot ) Xapaén Moirtikng

AVTUNYELS Y10, TN o0 vVOTNTO TS O10pO0pac

Ta amotedéopoto TG EPEVLVOG AVASEIKVOOLY OTL 1] GUVTPUTTIKT| TAELOVOTITO TOV JEIYLOTOC
(92,5%) yopaxktipioe ) ow0@Oopd oty EALGSC (g «dradedopévn 1 «mohd dradedopéviy, evd
KOvEVe, ard To pMTNOEVTA ATOUE, OEV TNV YUPUKTPICE MG KCTAVION 1| «TTOAD omavioy (Zynua 1). Ta
TEPIOCOTEPA GUUUETEYOVTO ATOLO CLUPDVNGOV 1] GOUPAOVNCOV OTOAVTO OTL 1] dtaPBopd VITdpyEL GTOVG
eBvikotg (98,5%) Kot oTovg TomIKoVC/ TEPLPEPELOKOVS OMdG1ovg Popels (94,03%), evd Ayotepa
(55,22%) dnrwaoav 6t ennpedlovtar Tpocwmikd and T dtupbopd oty Kabnuepvy tovg {on: 10 37,31%
dev cUUEAOVNCE 00TE SOPMVNOE LE TN GYETIKN dMAwon Kot To 5,97% mapéueve aféPato. Ta dropa mov
GUUUETEYAY GTNV OLAdAG EGTIOCUEVNG cu{NTNoNG emPePaimncay avTd To VPNLATA, aVaYVEOPILoVTaG OTL
N dtpBopd etvar evpémg d10.dedopEVD.

AvTIAfYEIC yia TN cuyveTnTa TnNg diagbopdg otnv EAAGda
Aslypa (n=67)

B oAU Biadedopévn — 46.3%

46.3% B Acdedopévn — 46.3%

Maku

B Oure 1o éva oUTE TO dAAO — 7.5%
SiadbedopEVH

Zravia / oAl omrévia — 0%

Xymqpo 1 Avtinyeig yio ) ovyvotnta g owplopdas otnv EALdoa

To gopfpata ava Topéa ovadetkvhovy £va ToTio oyedOV KOOOMKNG EAAEIYNG ELTIGTOGVVIG
o1ovg Becpoic. Onwg eaivetal oto Zynua 2, To, TOATIKE KOUUOTO CUYKEVTPMOVOLV To VYNAOTEPQ
T0G00TA avTiAapfovouevng dtapbopdc, 6ov apopd T dmpodokia kot TV Katdypnon eEovoiag yo
TPOCOTIKO 0QEL0G: T0 98,5% TV epmnBiviev atopwy yapaktpilel T dwpodokio Kol TNV KOTAYPNON
€£0VG10G Y10 TPOCOTIKO OPELOG MG «IAOESOUEVESH 1) «TTOAD S10.0e00UEVESH GTA TOALTIKE KOppaTo. Ot
poporoyikég apyés (89,6%), n actuvopia (88,1%), ot moAitikol og OAa ta emimeda (92,5%) Kot ot
VIAAANAOL TOV gival opprodiot yio Tic dnuodcieg cupupdoels (86,6%) cuykevipdVouy oyeddV KOOOAKES
OVTIAYELG Y1 TN GLYVOTNTA TNG SLoPOOPAS. ENUOVTIKO HEPOG TV EpMTNOEVTOV ATOUMV OVOPEPEL
TOPOUOLN. ETITEDQ TETOLOV TPAKTIKAOV HETAED TV VIAAANA®VY OV gkdidovV okodopkes adetes (76,12%)
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KOl TOV 1010TIKOV eTopetdv (71,65%). Tétoleg popeég dapbopdg dev BempnOnkay 1060 dl0dEd0UEVES
OTLG aPYES KOWMVIKNG acPiAong Kot Tpovotas (56,72%) ko otov topéa tov abAntiopov (46,27%). Ta
GTOpO TOV GUUUETEIYAV OTNV OUAdA E0TIOCUEVIC GLIATNONG avEQEPAV OTL 1] StopBopd dtomepvd GAOLS
TOVG TOUELS Kol TIG TTUYEG TNG Kalnuepwng {ong, og eBviko, TeplpepelaKo Kol TOTIKO eMinedo. Avti N
S1dyvTn TaPoVGin, GVVIEETAL, COUPMVO LLE TO GUUUETEYOVTO, ATOUA, LLE TNV OTOVGI0 UTOTEAECUATIKNG
KPOTIKNG OPYAV®ONG Kol S10pAVELNG, YEYOVOS TOV EMLTPENEL OTIC TPOUKTIKES SropBopdg va cuveyilovTot
avevoyAntes. Meta& tv Topaderydtov Tov ava@épnkay NTav 1 S1EVKOAVVGT AUTHUATOV YNPOPOpmV
€K UEPOVC TOMTIKADV LLE GKOTO TNV ££AGPAAIOT TEPIOTOTEPOV YNP®V, KOOMG KoL 1 OTOiTNoN TOPOYNG
XPNUATOV og dNUOGIO 1WPVUTA VYEIONG TPOKELUEVOD VO EKTANPOCOVY Ta KalfKovTd Tovg. Av kot
mopoTnPHONKOY 0PIGUEVES OLOPOPES GTNV KATATOEN TOV ETUEPOVE TOUEMV, TO (TOUN TOV GUUUETEL OV
GTO EPYAOTNPIO EMKVPWONG emPePainoay opdpmva Ty avtiinyn 6t 1 dtaedopd eivorl dStadedopuévn o€
0AoVG TOVG Kaiplovg Beckovg Topeic.

Awpodokia kal katéypnon sEouaiag TTou BswpouvTal dladedoéveg — avd Topéd

Aglypa (n=67)
MoAimikoi (eBvikoi/ToTTikoi)
YreuBuvol avaleong ouppacewy
Tpameles kal xpnpmomcr_cmu(d
1dpUpaTa

Zyfqpo 2 Aviiyeig Yo ) ovyvotnTtae TG o1popdg ava topéa

O To0TIKOG YoPUKTIPOS TNG S10POOPAC OVASEIKVDETAL CAPDE 0T TIC 0EIOAOYNOELS TOV
epOTNOEVTOV ATOU®MV GYETIKG e doKEG ONAdcels. To 97,0% cvupmvel 1 cupevel andivta OTL «1)
gvvotokpatia kot 1 SpOopd mapepmodilovy Tov VY EMYEPNUOTIKO aVTOy®VIGUO» - To 85,1%
GUUPMOVEL OTL 01 TOMTIKEC SL0IGVVIEGELG EIVOL ATOPALTNTES YOl TNV EXLXEIPTLOTIKY ETLTVYIOC KoL TO 77,6%
GUUPMVEL OTL 01 6TEVOL S0l PETAED EMIYEPTOEMV Kol TOALTIKNG 001 YoV 6¢€ dlapBopd. Movo 1o 4,5%
GUHE®VEL OTL 01 dMpdc1ot Ppopeig eEnyodv cuviBmg Tig dtadikacieg pe capnvea (to 68,65% dapmvel 1
Sopmvel amoivta, kot to 25,37% ovte cupPvel ovTe dopmvet), kot to 79,1% miotedel 0Tl Ta vEQ dToUO
dev umopovv va £yovv dikoin TpdcPacn oTig dNUOGIEG VANPEGIES YMPIC TPOSHOTIKEG S1UCVVIEGELS TO
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88,06% cvupdvnoe 0Tt o1 dMpocteg dadikaociss O Empene va etvor o KATOVONTEG KOL O EDKOAES GTNV
EPAPUOYT].

Ta dtopo 1oV CLUTANPOCOV TO EPOTNUATOAOGYLIO AVOYVAPLGAV, OKOUT, TOVS TOPAKAT® TONELG
OTOVG 0TTOL0VG TO VEX ATONO, EivOL TTL0 TLOAVO VO, AVTINETOTIC0VY d10PO0pd, EVVoloKpaTia 1] AOLKY
petoyeipion: anacyoinon kot tpocinym (87,07%), mohitikn (1| 1] GUUUETOYN GE TOAMTIKG KOLLULOTO
(34,33%), onpooia droiknomn, adeleg kot Eyypapa (31,34%), vyelovopkn mepiBaiym 1 aAieg SNuUoOcLES
vimpecieg (16,42%), eknaidgvon kot tovemomuo, (13,43%) kot Tomikn avtodloiknom Kot SNUOTIKEG
vanpecieg (10,45%).

I'voon kot katavonon

Ta amoteAéopato TG EPEVLVOC OVASEIKVDOLV LK HEPLKT] KOL AVIGT] KUTOVONGT TOV TPOTOV
Aertovpyiag g owukvfépvnong. H mieiovotnto tov epmtnBiviav aToUmy EYEL TOLVAXIGTOV KATOL0
YVOON oXETIKA Le TNV eBvikn KuPépvnon — to 56,7% yvopilel «kdmola Tpdypatay kot o 37,3%
yvopilel «opkeTd» N «ToAAG». H katavonon HE®VETOL OpUoTIKG OTAV TPOKELTOL Y10, TV TOTIKT
avtodioiknon, pe 1o 14,9% twv epomBéviov atopmv va dniovouvy 0Tt yvopilovv ToAld, Evd 1 yvodon
v to Oecpd opyova g EE etvon n mo neplopiopévn amd oAieg, pe 1o 41,8% va dnidvet 6Tt yvopilet
«OYL TAPA TOALAY 1) «iKABOAOLY.

Méoa yvwpilouv Ta véa dtopa yia Tic dopéc dIaKUBEpVNONG

MooooTto Trou SnAWVE! «dpKETa» 1) eTidpa TToAly EEOIKEIWUEVD (N=6T)

AiokuBépvnon TaverTigTnuiou /
gpyodoaiag 2t
Totikn / dnpoTik KuBépvnan

Eupwrdikn Evwon RREEE

Xyqpo. 3 [léoa yvopilovv Ta véa atopa Yo Tig dopég dtokvfépvnong

H e&owkeimon pe pacukovg pnyaviepois tng moltikig Long ivat meplopiopévn. Xvvolikd, to
73,1% dnidvet 6Tt dev glvar «kaBoLov» 1 givorl POVo «EAAPPMS) EEOIKELOUEVO LE TOV TPOTO Agttovpyiog
TOV OVIKOV VOPOOETIKOV S100IKAGIDV, EVD TO TOGOGTO 0LTO avépP)ETAL 6T 92,5% 0G0V apopd T
vopofetikn dadwkacio tng EE. Opoing, to 74,62% diwoe ehappds 1 kaBoAov eoketmpévo pe v
EVVOol0, KoL TIG TTTUYEG Mg onpootag dwafodievong, evad to 13,44% ftov e&otpetikd 1 TOAD e&okelmpévo.
To 61,2% avépepe OTL NTOV EAAPPDG 1] KAOOAOV EEOIKEIMUEVO GYETIKE [LE TO TOV Umopel vo Bpet
TANPOPOPIEG AVAPOPIKA LLE EVKOLPIES GUUUETOYNG OTNV KOWVOTNTA 1} 6TO TAVETIGTNULO TOL, evd To 30%
Nrav pEtpio eE0IKEIMUEVO.
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H évvoun g onpodcrag drefodrevong ivar wiaitepa eEAlmmg katavonty: to 40,3% tov
EPMTNOEVTOV aTOU®V eMEAEEE TNV «YNPO o€ eBVIKEC EKAOYECH 0TV KANONKE Va Tpocdlopioet Evav
unyoviopd dnuodclog dtofovievong, eved povo 1o 32,8% avoyvapioe coTd TNV VTOPOATN YPUTTMV
oxoriwv kot tn didpketa pag enionung meplodov dafovievonc. 'Evag pikpdtepoc apBpog (5,97%)
YOPOKTNPLGE TO, GYOAO GTO, LEGH KOWVMVIKNG SIKTOMOTG GYETIKG [LE HL0L KLPEPVITIKN TOALTIKN (OC
punyoviopéd dtafovievong, evd 1o 17,91% odev yvopile v amdvinon. H yvoon tov edikov epyaieiov
¢ EE givon axoun mo mepropiopévn: poig o 16,4 % avayvopioe cwotd v moAn «Have Your Say»
¢ Emtpomnng og unyoviopd culhoyng oxorimv, evéd 1 migtovotnta (47,76 %) avépepe Ot TO
dnuoyneiopata o kabe xdpa g EE ypnoipomrotodviar cuvifmg yio tov oomd avtd- 1o 32,84 % dev
YVOPLCE.

Oocov apopd Tig vopodeTikéS d1001KAGIES, T0 TEPIGGOTEPA ATOUA TIGTEVOVY OTL 1) €BVIKY
vopoBesio mpoteiverar kupiwg amd Mén tov KowoBoviiov (85,07%), vrtovpyode 1 tnv kuépvnon
(64,18%) ko ToAiteg Héow avapopaV (petitions), o€ mepinTmon Tov cuykevipmOel peydiog apOude
vroypae®v (50,75%). Opiouéva dtopa avayvapioay eniong To dnpotikd cvpBovita (20,9%) og popeig
OV GLUUETEXOLV G€ (oL T€Tola dradikacio. Avtiotoya, o 50,75 % dnimaoe 6t t0 Evpomaikd
Kowopoviio dwadpaparilet Tov oyetikd poro otic dradwcaoies g EE, to 17,91 % motevel 6t
Evponaixn Enttpont| elvar o kOplog popéac mov mpoteivel v gvponaikn vopobesia, to 10,45 %
avépepe 10 ZupPfovio g Evponng kot to 2,99 % 1o Awaotipio g Evponaikig Evoong g kbplovg
eopeig: 10 17,91 % dev rav ciyovpo.

[Mopott Ta TEpLoGoTEPQ Ep@TNOEVTA dTopa (67,16%) 0mAVINGOY COGTA OTL Ol TOAITEG PTOPOVY
va vtofdrovv oydia 1] TPOTAGELS OYETIKG pe pia TpdToon véov vépov, to 7,46% andvinoe to
avtifeto kot 1o 25,37% dev yvopile. And o dtopa mov andvinoay 0etikd, To 52,24% dMiwoe 6T awTd
umopel va yivel katd tn pacn g dnuoctog dtofovievong 1 g akpoaongs, o 7,46% avapépinke o
dtdNrmdacelg 6Tovg dpopovs kat to 4,48% avépepe 0Tt awtd pmopel va yivel HOvo HeTd TV yneion evog
vopov- to 19,4% odev fitav ciyovpo.

‘Ocov 0popd To KOV GOUPETOYNS, TO GTOLO TOV ATAVINGOV TO SLUOIKTLOKO EPOTNHATOAOYLIO
Mlwcav 6t yvopilovv v vmopén Latntik®v cupfovimv Kol ortnTiK®V ekTpocdneVv (88,06%),
€0ELOVTIK®V dPpUCTNPLOTHTOV KAl KOWOTIKOV TpmTofovAdv (64,18%), dpdcemv mov dropyavdvovy
0PYOVAGELS TNG KOWViag Tov molMtav (56,72%), 11 avapopéc Tpog vroypaen (50,75 %), ta cupfodia
veolaiag kot To supuPovAevtikd opyava (44,78 %), Tic dNUocieg S1oPOVAEDCELS TOL SLOPYAVAOVOLV Ol
apyés (32,84 %), v emkowvmvia e EKAEYIEVOVG/EG EKTPOGMOTOVS 1 dNUOGIES apyéS (26,87 %) kot ta
KOVAALOL OVOPOPEG Y0 TEPITTOCELS OVGUEVODG LETAYEIPIONC 1) AVNOLYLDV GYETIKA pe TN doebopd (25,37
%). Ta dropa mov cuppeteiyay TNV opudda EGTIOCLLEVNG GLENTNONG TEPLEYPAUWYAV T1 GUUHETOYN MG TV
evepyo eUmAOKY| o€ dlodikacieg AYNe amoPdoemy Kot SIAA0Y0 HEGH JLUPOPOV KOVOAIDY,
CLUTEPILOUPAVOUEVOD TOV dNUOV, EBEAOVTIKOV TPMOTOROLAMMY — TTOL OPYAVAOVOVTOL OTO TOV SN0 KoL
OPYAVAOGELS TNG KOWVOVING TOV TOMTOV —, TOATIGTIKOV GUAAIY®V, IOV €0V 1W0pLBEl yio Tapddetypa o
EMOPYLOKES TEPLOYES, KAODC KAl AAADY GLAAOY®V TTOV OPYAVAOVOVTOL OO TOAITEC, TNG W POV, TOV
aOANTIGHOD, TV SONADGE®V KoL TNG EVEPYOD EUTAOKNG OTIG OVTIOTOLYEG OAOIKUGIEG EVTOG TOV
TOVETMIOTNILIOV. € EVPOTAIKO ETIMESO, TO CULUUETEXOVTO ATOLN LIANGOV Y10l TIG AVOPOPES TTOV LTOPOVY
VoL VTOGTNPIEOVY TNV EIGOYWMYN VEDV VOLUKOV dtotdéemy. Eva cuppetéyov ATopo avépepe TEPITTMOGCELG
oMoV &yEL TNV gukapio va GVLNTNGEL L OUOTILOVG EVTOG TOV 1OPVUOTOS, EVA EVO GALO CUUTANPWOGCE OTL M
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GUUUETOYN] GUVETAYETOL EVOCTYOANON LE {NTHLOTO TOV QPOPOVV TNV KOWV®VIO KOl TOLG TOMTEG TG,
Meta&0 TV o YoPUKTNPIOTIKOV TUPASELYHATOV TOV ava@EpOnKay fTov ot TpOToPovAisg evog ANpov
Yo TN oTAPIEN OTOU®V TOV OTOIMV T OTiTIY VTESTNOAY (NIES 0md TUPKAYLA, KOOMG KO 1] GULUETOYN
OTIS OLOPOPTLPIES Y10 VO GLOTPOSPOLLKO ATOYNLLO TTOV Elxe MG amoTéAESLO TOV BAvaTo 57 atdpwv.
Meta&hd TV 0pyavacE®DY TG KOWOVING TMV TOAMTOV Tov avaeépnkay meptlaufavovrol 1 Humanity
Greece, ot ['atpoi Xwpig Zuvopa, 10 Xapodyero tov [Tadiov kon 1 opydvmon ive AvBpomog. Ta
GUUUETEYOVTO, GTOLLO GTO EPYOACTHPLO EMKVP®ONG emPefaincay avtd Ta Tapadeiypoto Kot tpdsbecay
TV ovVaQopd TEPITTOGE®V dLophopdc, KaOMS Kot TNV EKTAIOEVOT Kol KATAPTION GYETIK JE TO
TOPATOVE.

Ocov apopd tnv e€oikeimon pe Pacikég £vvoleg Tov 6YeTILOVTAL PE TNV KUTOTOAEU O TG
oa@0opag, n «mopaminpopopnony Eeympilel g n Mo yvmortr, akolovBovpevn and T chykpovon
GLUPEPOVTOV, TN dlapbopd kot Ty katayyeiia Tapafdceny. Opot dnwe N Tpayuotiky wioktmoia (67,17
% pucpn/kaBorov g&okeimon), ol dnuocieg cupPdoeis (68,65 % pkpn/kaborov eEokeimon), n
Evponaixn Eweayyehia (79,1 % wkpr/kabdriov eEokeimaon), n doknon mieons (55,23 % pkpn/kaborov
eokeimon), N andtn kotd ¢ EE (64,18% pukpn/kaboriov e€okeimon) Kot 1 xpnoth dtokvPépyvnon
(58,21% pukpn/kaborov eEokeimon) eival og peydho abuod dyvootot.

Eoikeiwaon pe Bagikég Evvoieg BIaKUBEPYNONG Kol KATATTOAEUNCNS TNE SiagBopdc

MocooTo TTouU BNMDVE! «TToAUY» 1] «EEQIPETIKG» EEDIKEIWMEVD (N=6T)

MapamAnpopopnon
ZUYKPOUOT OUH@EROVTWY 38.8%
AlagpBopd 32.8%
KarayyeAia TTERIOTATIKWY 31.3%
Kpdrog Sikalou
Xpnotn dlakuBépvnon  EEEE
Aoknan Trieang

Anpooies cuppaoelg  PEEREH

il
2

-
o
.
=

MNpaypatikog Sikaiouyog

Eupwaikn Elgayyehia (EPPO) 10.4%

Xyqpo 4 E€owkeioon pe faocikovg 6povg

Avtn 1 mepropiopévn egotkeimon pe Pacikég Evvoleg emPefaiddnke 1660 amd TV opdd
€0TIGHEVIC suiNTNoNg 660 Kot otd TO EpyacTiplo emKHpwong. ['a opiopévoug 6povg, 0TS TO KPATOG
dikaiov, To ATOWO TOV GUUUETEIYAV OTNV OUASO UTOPOVGAV VO SDCOVV £VAY YEVIKO OpIGUO, 0AAG Oev
UTOPOVCAY VO TUPAGYOVY GUYKEKPLLEVO TAPUSELYLOTOA T} VO AVOADGOVY TTEPALTEP® TOV Opo. Opoime, Ta
GTOWLOL TTOV GUUUETELYAV GTO EPYACTIPLO AVOYVAPLGAV TNV TOPATAT|POQOPNGT (G TNV TLO EVPEWC
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avayvopiopévn évvola kot emPefainoav To Yapnid exinedo yvoong OA®V TV LTOAOITOV OP®V TOV
apoPOVV TN SLOKLPEPYNON Kot TNV KOTAmoAEUN o™ TS dapBopdc. Enpeimoay eniong 0TL 1 EAAeym
SPAVELNG TOV JASTKOGIDV SLoKVPEPYNONG PLdveTaL O)L OTADS MG KOTL EVOYANTIKO, OAAL MG £val
OKOTO YOPAKINPLOTIKO TV Becudv mov dev emBupodv va Aoyodotovv.

Orav potdnkay av yvopilovv tnv dmapén @opémv 1] KPUTIKOV apyOV KATATOAEUN GG TG
owa@0opag oty EALGSa, T0 49,3% TtV eponBévioy atdpmv andvince o1t dev yvopile kavévay. Eva
emmiéov 29,9% eiye axovoEL Y10 KATO0VG, 0ALG OV UTOpoHGE VO, TOVG OVOUAGEL, VD OVo To 19,4%
UTOPESE VO OVOULAGEL TOVAGYIGTOV VOV QOPEQ.
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7. Epnoovo kon [Mapdayovreg mov Evvoodv Ty Xvppetoyn

YOUUETOYN] TOV VEQV

"Eva o6 10, o EVIVTOGI0KG ELPIULATA TG TOPOVGAS £pguvag glvar 1 fabid acvupovia petagn
TOL EVOLUPEPOVTOG TV VEMV Y10 TNV KOW®VIKT (M1 KOl TNG YVAOONG TOV EYOVV GYETIKA LE TOVE TPOTOVC
L€ TOLG OTTOIOVE UTOPOLV VO GLUUETAGYOLY. OToV p®THONKOY TOCO EVOAPEPOVTAL Y10, TO, OTLOCTOL
{nmpata kot T Aqyn anoedacemv Tov ennpealovv ) (o Tovg, To 68,7% TV epatndivtav atépmv
avEQePE 0T «evoraQEpeTar morv» (38,8%) N «wapa wodv» (29,9%). Kavéva dtopo dev enérele v
amavInon «kafolovy. Qot660, 10 22,39% INA®GCE OTL AYVOEL EVTEANDS TOVG TPOTOVG PE TOVS 0TTOI0VG
T vEQ GTOPO. NTTOPOVV VO GVUUETEYOVV 6T1) dnuocia Con, 1o 31,34% acBaveror ehappng
EVNUEP®UEVO Kat TO 43,28% péTpla evuep@UEVo: ovo 1o 2,99% dnimaoe OtL gival ToAD EvUEP®UEVO.
Tavtodypova, n TretovotnTa dev Eiye GUUNETAOYEL TOTE G dMpocta dtafovievon: To 50,75% dniwoe 0T
dev yvopilel tdg, to 38,81% e&éppace v mpobupia va cuppeTdoyet €6v tov 600ei n evkarpia kot To
4,48% Ogv evdlapepoTay.

‘Ocov apopd TN CVUUETOYN TOVG 6TO KOIVA KUTA TO £T0G TOV TPONY1OnKe TG épEvvag, Ta véa
dropo avépepay 0TL YyNeloay o€ ekAoyEg (35,82%), mapakoiovdnoay kdmolo cuvavinon 1 eKONAon
TOMTMV, veoraing 1 TG TOmKNG KowoTnTos (23,88%), vaéypayav kdmowa avapopd/aitnon, vrostpiEav
Kdmolo ekoTpaTEin 1| CLUUETELYOY E0EAOVTIKG GE KATOL0 KOWVOTIKY 1] KOW®VIKT Tpmtofoviia (17,91%),
ovppeteiyov og padnTKd, veavikod 1 TAVETIGTNUIONKO aVTITPOSHOTELTIKO Opyavo (16,42%), cvppeteiyov
o¢e ddkTvakm ekotpateio, cuintmon 1| dwfovrevon oyetikd pe éva dnpocto {rtnua (13,43%) ko
EMKOVAOVN oAV LE ONUoOcLa apyn, idpvpa 1| ektpoécmmo (11,94%). To 23,88% dev giye GCLUUETATYEL GE
Kopio amd autég Tig dpaoctnprotntes. Ta dropa mov cvppeteiyov otny opdda eoToUéEVNG GVENTNONG
TPOGOECHV OTL ELYOV VITOYPAWEL AUTHGELC, AVOPEPOVTOS MG TOPAOELY LA L0 EKOTPOTELN Y10 TO SIKALDLLOLTO,
OYETIKA LE TNV GpPfroon.

Ta dtope OV ATAVINCAY TO EPOTIUATOAOYIO AVEPEPAY TIG SLAOIKTVOKES EIOTCEOYPUPIKES
10T00eAdEG (58,21%) ®¢ Ty KOpLa ANy TOMTIKIAG EVIREPMONG KLl E101)CEMVY, 0KOAovOOLEVEG OO
ta Bivreo oto TikTok kot tovg/tig influencers (34,33%), mv mAeopaon (31,34%), Ta Reels ko ta Stories
oto Instagram (20,9%), Ti¢ emionpeg kuPepvntikég 1otocelideg (19,4%) kot To TOMTIKO TEPLEXOUEVO GTO
YouTube (16,42%). Opiopéva dropa avépepav emnions avaptnosls kot opddes oto Facebook (4,48%),
KavéAo Kot opdoeg oto Telegram, kaBmg Kot To padtdopwvo (2,99%). Ot tonobetioelg otnv opdoa
EOTIGUEVNG GLLNTNOTG OYETIKG LUE TIC TNYEG TANPOPOPIDY NTOV L0l ATd TIG TTLO TAOVGLEG GLLNTNOELG TNG
opddag. Ta cvppetéyovta dtopa eE€ppacay avtod oL ypiyopa eEeAlydnke e OpadKY Tapadoyn: To
péca kovavikng dwtowong — TikTok, Instagram, Facebook — amotedovv to kbpio mepifdiiov
TANPOPOPNOTG Y10 T YEVIA TOVG, O)L EXEWN TO EUTMIOTEDOVTOL YMPIG KPLTIKT, OAAG ENEWDN EKEL OTAVOLV O1
TANPoYopies ympic va KatafdAlovy okoOTIUN Tpoomdbeia. To TapadootaKd EVIVTO HECH EVILEPWOONC
€YOVV OLGIACTIKA TAWEL VO VITAPYOVV O TPMTAPYIKN TNYN TANPOPOPLOV.

«Kai amo to Instagram xar and to Facebook kai ano to TikTok miéov kdvovy
A0Y0pracuovs o1 epnuepioss, o1 onuoctoypapor. [..] Kot kaia kavoov, ylati dev
VoIl 0TI VITAPYEL KATO10G 6THY NAIKIo paS Tov Oo mdel 6To mepintepo Kal Oa
TTEL, “OMOTE POV HI0. EQPUEPIOA, VA, O TA VEQ,” A TOVUE. » ZOUUETEXOVGA GTIV
ouadoo ecTiacuévys colTNeNnS
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Op1opLéva GUUIETEXOVTA ATOUO TTEPIEYPOYAY TN XPTOT TV LEGOV KOWMVIKNG SIKTUMONG (G
évavopa Kot 0yt ¢ Tnyn. Otav KAt Tpafd TV TPOGoY TOVE 6T LEGH KOWVMOVIKNG SIKTVWOGNE, OTTMG TO
TikTok, avoiyovv 514¢popovg e10MGE0YPAPIKODS IGTOTOTOVG Y10 VA ETAANHEVGOVVY av eival aAnOwvo,
npoPaivovtag og SlGTAVP®GCT TANPOPOPLOV TPLV SLAUOPPAOGOVY TNV AroyT Tous. E&nynoav 6t o
peydhog appog Likes dev ennpedlet 1o av ToTtedovy KATL, OAAL TO 0V TO EPEVVOVY TEPUITEP®M,
avTIHETOTICOVTOG TN 10YEVH 0140001 ®G EVOEIEN oYeTIKOTNTAG Kot Oyt aAn0eioag. 'Eva cuppetéyov dtopo
TapEOECE TO MO CLYKEKPIUEVO TAPADELYLOL KPVPNC TOALTIKNG EMPPONG: TEPLEYPOYE OTL OVOKAAVYE
Tuyaia 01t évag influencer oto TikTok tov omoio akolovBovce, 0 0moil0¢ ETOIVOVCE GUVEXDS £V,
GUYKEKPIUEVO TOMTIKO KOWUA, HTAV GTIV TPOYUATIKOTNTO GLYYEVIG EVOG LYNAOBaBLoL LEAOVG TOV
KOLLLOTOG aVTOD, YOPIg va £YEL AmoKaADYEL auTh T1 oxéon. To mapaderypo avtd OmoTLIMVEL KATL
ONUOVTIKO GYETIKG, LLE TIC GUVOTKEG EVIUEPMONG VIO TIG 0TOiES Ta VEX dTopa oty EALGSa
SLOLOPOMVOLV TIG TOMTIKEG TOVG AMOYELS: 1] EMPPOT| ELvaL SLdYLTY], 1| ATOKAALYT GTIAVLK, Kot TO Oplo
peta&d avbevtikoy TEPIEYOUEVOL KOl KPVPDV TOALTIKMOV UNVOUUAT®V GLUYVA ToPaUEVEL okominwe 0oro. Ta
GTOpLOL TOV GUUUETEIYAV OTO EPYAOTNPLO EXKVP®ONG dtevkpivicay 6Tl to TikTok kot To Instagram ivar ot
000 710 J1AOESOUEVEC TAATPOPLLES TTOL YPTCLLOTOLEL 1) VEOAOLN Y10l VA, EYEL TPOGPUCT OE TANPOPOPIEC.

Epmoowa

H épevva evtomilel éva evtuvrnmotakd kopioapyo eumodio: 1o 82,1% tov epotn0éviov atépov
avEQEPE TNV EALEWYT] GOV TANPOPOPLAV 1] TNV VTapEn TapaTApoPopoNS G KUPLO AOYO Yo TOV
omoio 1 ovupetoyn eival dOOGKOAN — éva T0606TO TOL EMOKIALEL ToL AOUTd EUTOdIN TOV TEOMKOY GTO
EPOTNUOTOAOYIO MG TAPUSETYLLOTO KO TOV Eival TAVD amd dEKATPEIG POPEG VYNAOTEPO OO TO TOGOGTO
00V aviépepav EALelyn evolapépovtog (6%). To debtepo eumdoio, «Agv EEpm amd oV va EEKIVIIGOY,
avaeépOnke amod to 46,3%, axolovBoduevo amd v EAdeym xpovov pe 37,3%. Eva airo 8,96%
avaeépOnke og {nrnpata TpocPactudTnTag, 0G0V apopd TIG EVKALPIES TTOL Elval TOAD pakpld 1) SVoKoAN
TPOGPACILES.

Kupia epTmodia aTn CUPMETOXT TWV VEWV ATOUWY OTd KOIVA
MogooTo Trou ETTEAEEE KABE AOYO — £pWiTnan TTOATTAWY ATTaVIIOEWY (N=67)

‘EAAepn mAnpogépnang /
TIapatThnpowdpnon

Agv EEpouv aTrd Trou va EeKIVRooUV
‘EANEpn ypovou
O1 amréyelg Toug Oev Ba Kavouv diagopd

‘EAAeiyn autotremoliBnong

BoBog apvnTikwy avTiépaoewy /
TICPEVOYANONG

Oikovouiko KooTog

Aev evBia@EpovTal yia auTd Ta BEpaTta
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Xyqpo S Epmtédia otnv ToMTIKI] GOPPETOYN TOV VEQV

Ta dtopa mov cvppetelyov oTnV opdda GTINGHEVNS GVENTNONG VIOYPAPGAY TNV EALELYN
COPOV TANPOPOPIDOV KaL TN Popld YPoPEIOKPATIO TOV GUYVE GUVIEETAL LE TN GUUUETOYT GTO KOV,
AvapépOnie eniong n EAAeyn antig ETIOPAONG, LLE TO TOPASELYHLO TG YHPOV, KAOMS Kot 1) KON
OVTIAN Y™ OTL QVTN 1) LOPON CUILUETOYNG OEV 0ONYEL O TPAYLATIKY, OVGLOCTIKT aAayn. Ta
GUUUETEXOVTO ATOWO TEPLEYPAYOY ETIOTG EVOL YEVIKO KA 0maie1odo&iog Tov Emkpatel TN YEVIH TOVC,
EMNPEACUEVO amd TNV KOKT| S1oyElPIoT TOV EKAOYIKOD GUGTHLATOG, Y10l TOPAELY LM, LE TN LOPOT 0O YLDV
TPOG TOLG NAIKIOUEVOVS VO YNPIGOVV £VOL GLYKEKPIUEVO KOppLAL. Mo ALY GNUOVTIKN TTUY oL TEOMKE
NTav 1 TEPLOPIGUEVT] S1AD0CT] KOl ETIKOVMVIO TMV GYETIKAOV OPAGENDY, Ol OTTOIEG LYV OV PTAVOLYV GTO
véa atopo. H édAenym gumiotosvvng, 1 onoia cuoyetiletor og peydio Pabuo pe v EAdetyn dopavelag,
nrav éva dAro 0éua mov tébnke. ‘Eva dtopo avépepe 0Tl o€ TOALEG OPAGELG TTOL GLUYKEVTPMVOLV YPTLOTO
N €xovv KOGTOG GULUETOYNG, 1 €V AOY® EAAEWYN dapdvelag 0oMyel G€ AUPIORITNON TNG XPIONGS TV
ypNrdtov. TENOG, Ta VEX ATOLO TOV CULLETELYOV GTIV OUAd0 EGTIOGTC ONAWGOY OTL 1) EAAEYN
evBdppuvong Kol KIVATP@V EXEL APVNTIKEG ETTTOGELS GTO TOGOGTH GVUUETOYNG.

To gumdo10 TG EAAEYNC TANPOPOPLDY KOl TNG TOPATANPOPOPNONG EXPaPVVETAL ETIONC OO TNV
£lhenyn gUMGTOGVVIG G S1APOPa KOVAALL, Tapd T P on Tovs yio TV Tpdcfacn og TAnpopopieg. Ta
epotBévta dtopa SMMAwmoay 0Tt Exovv eldyiotn 1 KaBdrov eumiotocvvn otovg/otig influencers Tov
TikTok kou oto. meme ko Tig 10T0pieg Tov Instagram (76,12%), kaBd¢ kot 6To KavaALlo Kot TIC OpAdEg
tov Telegram (59,71%), 6T00¢/0T1G TOMIKOVC/EC ONUOGLOYPAPOVG KOl OTIG EMICTUEG EKAOYIKES
avakowmoels (56,7%). Ta kovdiia mov avayvopiotnkav oc ta 7o admota nTav o diedvn véa
(43,28% £&yovv apket M TANpN epmioToohvn Kot 46,27% dgiyvouy KATOM EUTIGTOGVVT) KOl Ol ETIGTIES
KuPepvntikec Tyég (40,3% Tig epmiotevovTal ToAD 1| TANpws kot 31,34% og kamowo Badpod).

Ta otoyyeio oyeTiKd pe To TAMIG10 GTO 07Toi0 TO VEN dTopa NpOay Yo TeEAEVTAIX QOpPd 6€ ETaQT
RE TOMTIKO TTEPLEXOUEVO TOV ENNPEAGE TIS EVEPYELEG TOVS EMPEPALDVOLV TNV KVpLOp)io TV
TAOTQOPUDY OTTIKOV TEPIEXOUEVOL LIKPOD UAKOVE 6TO TEPPAALOV TOATIKNG EVIUEP®ONC TNG EAANVIKNG
veolaiag. To TikTok avadekvoeTal g 1 KOpuPAio TAUTEOPUO LE CUAVTIKT d10popd, KOOMG TO 0vEPEPE
10 38,81% TtV epotBéviov atdpmv, akorovbBovuevo ond to Instagram (28,36%) kot to YouTube
(13,43%). To Facebook kat to Twitter/X katarapupdvovy to 8,96% £kacto, evd to Telegram kotoaypdpet
poic 1,49%.

Ot emrtdosig avtig ™G £KBg0Ng amokaAdvTTOVY £va LOTIPO TTOL Elval TOVTOYPOVA AVIIGVYTTIKO
Kot ToAvdudototo. H mo cuyva avaeepdpevn enintmon eivat 1) S10K0mr TV dOPED®V G€ PLAOVOPOTIKOVG
oKOmoVG HeTd TV €kBeon oe oKdvdaia, OTMG avépPepe 10 52,24% twv epOTOEVTOV 0TOH®Y — 1
UEYOAVTEPT LEHOVOUEVT] ATTAVINGT] LETAED OA®V TOV EMAOY®V TOAMTIKNG cvupetoyng. H devtepn mo
oLYVA AVOPEPOLEVT] ETUTTMON €V 1) GUUUETOYN GE SONADGELG MG OVTIOPAOT| GE TEPIEXOUEVO TTOL £YLVE
viral (28,36%), axolovBovpevn oo 1 pLeimon Tov e8eAOVTIGHOV AOY® TG SuomioTiog mov oyeTileTon e
™ dpBopd (26,87%). 'Eva emmiéov 19,40% avépepe 0Tt £xEl VTOYPAWEL OLTNOES WG ATAVTNON GE
EKGTPATELES OTA HECH KOWVMVIKNG SIKTV®MONG, evd T0 11,94% mepiéypaye avEnuévo akTiPopd puetd and
ekKANoELS Yo Opdon and influencers.

H exhoywun} dudotacn tov dedopévav eivar Wwitepa onpavtiky. To 35,82% diwoe ot ahhae
TNV TPOTIUNOT TOV MG TPOG KATOLO0V/0L VITOYNPLO/0L AOY® TEPLEYOUEVOD OTO LEGO KOWVMOVIKNG SIKTVMOOTG
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— 1 VYNAOTEPT] LELOVMUEVT] OAVTNON —, akoAovBovpevo and to 31,34% nov drwoe 6Tt ccBdveTon
Myotepo mBavO va ynoeicel AOYm 1oXVPIGU®V GYETIKA Le T dapBopd, Kot To 23,88% mov cképtnke va
umoikotapel Tic ekA0yég. EmimAiéov, 10 16,42% avépepe OTL LOIPACTNKE TEPLEYOLEVO GYETIKA LLE EKAOYIKT|
amdrn, eved o 3% 0Tt eYYpAPNKE apyd AOY® TV GYETIKOV OVAPTICEMV KIVITOTOINOT|G.

Ta dtopo 1oV CUUTANPOGOY TO EPOTNUATOAOYI0 POTHONKAY TOGO GVYVE GVVAVTOUV TEVTE
KOTNYOPieg TEPLEYOUEVOV TOPOUTANPOPOPNGNS KATE T1] YEVIKI] YP1]O1) TOV HECOV KOLVOVIKIG
owktdmong. To amoteAéopoto amokaAVTTOVY £va, Tomtio dtapkovg £kbeong. Ot toyvpiopoi 6T 1 dtopbopd
SIKOOAOYEL TNV TOATIKT OTOGTAGIOTOINOY| ATOTEAOVV TO TEPLEYOIEVO OV GUVOVTATOL O CLYVA: TO
37,31% 1o cuvavtd «ovyvéy Kot éva emmAéov 4,48% «mavian, KafloTdVTOS TO, TO MO ENLUOVO APy
mapomAnpopopnong ota feed Tov epoBéviov atopwy. [lepieyduevo mov apeioPfntel tn dikatocvHvT TV
eKAOY®V TOpaTNPELTOL «OLYVE» N «TTAVTOY Ao T 29,85%, evd apnynoEls OTmg «ot 1oXVPol NYETES etvat
KOADTEPOL O TN ONUOKPOTION CUVAVTMVTOL TOLAGYXIOTOV LEPIKEG pOPEC amd To 52,24%. Movtéla
dtakvPEpYNoNG GAA®V Y®pdV Tov Tpowhovvtar Evavtt Tev Kavovav e EE spepaviovtol «pepikég
QOpESH N cLYVOTEPA 0TO 56,72% — éva evpnua mov a&ilel va onpeiwdel ded0UEVOL TOV YEMTOALTIKOD
miouciov. Avtifeta, meplexouevo mov oyetiletol pe 10 Uroikotdl TV eKAoY®V 0md S10cTUOTNTEC N
influencers gpeoaviCetor Ayotepo, pe 1o 74,62% va avapépet 0Tt To PAETEL «TTOTEN 1] «OTAVIO» — YEYOVOS
OV VIOONAMVEL OTL Ol PNTEG, OVOLACTIKEG EKOTPUTEIES LITOTKOTAL £xouv YaunAdTEPN dlElcOVOT O TIG
7o dudyvTEG VTIOEGLUKEG QLT YN OELS.

To oTovyeio oYETIKE PE TNV TPOEKAOYIKI] TOPATANPOPOPNGT ATOTELOVY EVA O TA TTLO
OVTCLYTTIKG TUNUATO TOV GLVOAOD TV dedopUEV@V. Ot 1oyvpiopol Yo vtoTiféuevn dtoebopd 6Tig
S KaCIEG EMAOYNG LTOYNPIMV CLVAVTAOVTOL KGLYVE» 1| «TAVTON Ao T0 59,70% — oyedov £ ota
déKo dropo — yeyovog Tov kafioTd 1010V EI00VC TEPLEYOUEVO TNV TTLO SLOOESOUEVT] LOPOT|
TPOEKAOYIKNG TapamAnpopdpnong. Ot ioyvpiopol mepl voBEING CUVAVIMVTOL «GUYVE» 1| «TAVTOY» OO TO
47,77%, evd o1 1oyVPIoHOL OTL «1) YNPOG oL dev €xetl onpacion and 1o 47,76%. [lepexdpevo mov
TpowOel TNV amoyn amod TIG EKAOYEG G LOPPT SLOUOPTLPING CLUVOVTATOL TOVAGYLIGTOV LEPIKEG POPEC UTO
10 68,66% TtV epmBivTev atopmy, pe to 35,82% va to PAérel «ouyvd» N «mdvton. Ta deepfake Pfivteo
1 ta Bivteo mov ONovPYoLVTOL LE TEXVTH VONLOGUVT], GTO OTTOi0 LITOYTPLoVeg ekBETOVY Yevdeic
IMADOELS, TOPATNPOVVTOL KUEPIKEG POPECH 1) KO TTEPLEGOTEPO 0md TO 64,19%.

HHopdyovreg mov €0VOOVV T1] GLUUETOYN)

Otav potOnkav moteg Spacelc Bempodv IO ATOTELECUATIKES Y10, VO KOVGTOVV 01 POVEG TOV
VE®V 00 TOVC/TIC VIELOBVVOVG/EC ANYN G amoPdcemV, To ep@TNOEVT dTopa £0gcay Ta enionua Oecpikd
KOVAALD GAQOS TAVE amd T ATLTO KO TO YNOLoke — £va EDPMLLO TOV aUelofnTel Aueca TV Tapadoyy,
Ko 1660 61OV TOMTIKO Adyo G0 Kot otV akadnuaikn BipAtoypaeia, 6T n veoraia £xel amopakpouvOet
a0 TNV EMICNUT GLUUETOYN LIEP TOV YNPLokoD akTiPiopov. Ot dNUOcieg SIBOVAEVGEIS KOl KPOUGELG
avayvopilovtol ®¢ 0 To AmoTEAECHATIKOS INXOVICUOG amd To 47,76%, axolovBovpeves amd Ty Yoo
OTIC EKAOYEG KO TN CLUUUETOYN € opyavadcelg veolaing, MKO 1 tpmtofoviiec moMT@dV, Ol 0TT0iEC
katatdydnkov e&icov otn devTEPN B0 TOV O GLYVE AVOPEPOUEV®Y OTTAVTCE®Y, IE T0c00TO 29,85%
éxaotn. O eBelovTiondg KoL 11 KOWOTIKT OpAcn, KaBdg Kot 1) ALEST TN LE TIG ONUOGLES apyES
TOVG/TIG EKAEYIEVOVC/EC EKTPOCHOTOVG, akoAoLOOVVY pe 25,37% £KaoTr, VTOONADVOVTOG L0 GYETIKA
GUVEKTIKN EIKOVA TOV BEGUIKOV KOl KOWOTIKMV SIOADY G TOV HECHY TTOL BE®POVVTAL UTOTEAEGUOTIKA
YL TV EKQPACT] TNG POVIE TOV VEOV aTOU®V. To eviumwaoiakd vpnuo Ppicketol 6To KAT® PEPOC TNG
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katdroéng. H avtoiiayn andyemv HESm S1001IKTVAK®Y EKOTPOTEIDMV 1) KOWMVIKNG SIKTVMOTG
avayvopiletol og amoteAesLaTIKY] LOVO amd 0 7,46% TtV ep@tnOEéviov atdpmv — 10 YOUNAOTEPO
TOGO0TO OO OAEG TIC EMAOYEG OPACTG, XUUNAOTEPO aKOUN KOl amd TV VIoypaen arthoewv (11,94%) kot
1S elpnviKég Sadnimoetg (11,94%).

Orav potdnkay Tt Ba Tovg fonbovoe vo cLUUETEXOVY TEPIGGATEPO, TO EPpOTNOEVTA GTopa
AVEPEPAY MG CNUOVTIKOTEPO TAPAYOVTQ TNV TAPOYT CUPDV KOl OTADY TANPOPOPLDY GYETIKA LLE TOV
Tpomo cuppetoyns (73,1%). Axodovnce N EUTIGTOGHVI] GTIC TANPOPOPIEG GYETIKA e TNV KOWVIKY (on
pe Tocootd 50,7% Kot 1 TaPoYN TPUKTIKOV 0dNydv 1 kabodynong pe 47,8%. To 23,9% avépepe v
avAyKn Yoo KOAOTEPT EVIUEPWOOT CYETIKE LLE TOV TPOTO UE TOV 07010 a&l0mo1ovvTaL 6TV TPA&N ot
OTOYELS TOVG.

Ti Ba BonBouoe Ta vEa ATOUA VO CUMHETEXOUV TTEPICTATEPO OTA KOIVA
MoooaTo Trou eTTEAEEE KABE emAoyr (n=67)

ZUpnc Kal aTmAn TTAnpoeopnon yid Tn 73.1%
CUHMETOXI :
EpmaToaguvn otnv TTOAITIKH TTAnpo@dpnan
KaBodriynon Kol TTRaKTIK) UTTOOTHPIEN
Kahitepn avatpopoddtnon yia To Tiwg 23.9%
Xpnoigotroieital n oupBoAr Toug e

PiAdEevo kal wplg atrokAeigpoug

TepIBaAhov
EuéhikTeg BiadikTUaKES 1) UBPIDIKEG ETTIAOYES 2t S
OUMUETOXNG :

Xyqpo. 6 Mopdyovtes OV EVVOOVV TNV VEAVIKI] GOUUETOYN GTU KOVA

Ta dtopo oV GLUUETEYOV OTNV OPAdE EGTINGUEVTG GVINTNONG TOVICAY TIV OVAYKT Yio GAPELG
KatevBuvTpleg Ypappésg Ko amAéc, dtapaveig Stadikaoies. EmmAéov, emeonpovay 6Tt Ta véa dTopa
TPETEL VO, CUUUETEYOVY GE OPAGEIC OTTOV UTOPOVV VO, SOTICTOGOVY OTO OVTIKTUIO Kol GUYKEKPLUEVOL
OTOTELEGLOTA, TPOKEWEVOL VO EETEPAOTEL ] EVPEWDC SLOOEOUEVT] aVTIANYT OTL «TimoTa OV UTOpPEl Vo
oAAGEEY — o TEMOIBN G OV, AV OEV AVTIUETOMIOTEL, LEUDVEL CTULOVTIKA TV KOWMVIKT GUULLETOYN.

‘Oa. énpeme va givor pia foty d1adikacia, va UmopEl OTOI0GONTOTE VO, COUUETELEL.
Na unv givar pta d1adtkacia Tov amo uovi TS OVGKOLEVEL, YIATI iICMS
amoBappivel ETGL KATOI0V AVTO KAl HOVO.’ LOUUETEXOVGA, GTHY OUAOA
soTIAGCUEVHG GUEHTHGNG

H npocPacipdétta avadeiydnke g éva onpovtikd (o toco oty opdda eoticong 660 Kot
GTO EPYAOTNPIO EMKVPOONG. T GUUUETEXOVTO ATOUO VTOYPAUUIGAV T OTLOGI0 TV ETAOYDV
S10SIKTVOKNG CUUUETOYNG KOl TOV PLGIKE TPOSPAGIL®V TAMGI®OV £KTOG d1adIKTOHOV, AdUPdvovtag LTy
TIC OVAYKEG TV ATOL®V LE avornpiec. Ta GTopo Tov GUUUETELYOV GTO EPYOCTIPLO EMKVPOCNG AVEPEPOY
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ovyKekpluéva T1g avaykes cupmepiinyng g AOATKIA+ kowodttac, emonuaivovtag tn xpnon
CUUTEPIANTITIKNG 1 OVOETEPNG (O TPOG TO PVAO YADGGOC, KABMG Kot TN S100eGIUITNTO YDPWOV 0VIETEPDV
®G TPOG TO PVLAO, OC GVYKEKPLUEVEG TPOVTODEGELS Y10l LIl TPOYUOTIKG CUUTEPIANTTIKT cvppetoyn. H
TOPOYN TANPOPOPLOV EMOTULAVONKE Kot 6TLG 600 SPACELS: TA GUUUETEYOVTO ATOU TNV OUdda E0TiOoTG
e€nynoay OTL 1 EVIUEPWOOT) GYETIKA LE TIG EVKOPIES GVUUETOYNG CLUVOLETAL APPKTA, LIE TIC OTOPAGELS
TOV VEOV VO GUUUETACYKOVV Kol OTL B0l TPETEL VoL ST PEITOL KO VO TOPEXETAL CUVEXDG GE OLOPOPETIKA
Aol Kot LOPPEG, e OAT, TPOGRAGIUN YAMOOO KOl G LOPPEG KATAAANAES Yo TNV NAKiO TOVG,.
Ynueiowoav exiong 0TL 1 LEIDGOT TOV TPAKTIKOD KOGTOVES GUUUETOYNG OTOTEAEL GTLOVTIKO TOPAYOVTOL
O1EVKOALVOTG.

8. Ava@avero, Akgpoarotnto kot Epmotocivn

Avtipetomion ¢ dwpBopag

[Tapd T1c TpOKANGELS TOV EVTOTIGTNKAY, OTOV pOTHONKOV OV TIGTEHOLY OTL T VEd dTOpNO,
pmopovv va cvuparovy oty peioon g owpbopdas otnv EALGda, To 88,06% tv epotndiviov
atop@v andvinoe Oetikd — pe 1o 47,76% va amovtd «mboavas vawy kot to 40,30% «otyovpa vaw. Mdovo
10 7,46% e&éppouoce okenTIKIoNO («mBavadg oy 6to 5,97% kat «ciyovpa 0 610 1,49%), evid HOALG TO
4,48% oMAwoe 011 dev yvopilel.

A7 TV AN, TTEPLEGOTEPO amd TO UIGo delypa (52,2%) MMiwoe 6TL Ba Eviwmbe «moAd
avac@aA» Kot éva emmiéov 13,4% «apketd avac@oin» vo KoToyyeilel TEPIGTATIKG drapBopag 1
ad1kng peroyeipiong ota omoia gumiékerar dnuocrog opac. Mdvo to 6% Ba Eviwbe acparé oe
omolodNTote Babpod. [a v vrooTpiin TOV vémV aTOp®V va vidBovy o aoc@alreis oe pio Tétoln
dwdikacio, Ta epmTNOEVTO ATOHN TPOGOOPIGOY [ GaPT LEPapyNoN avaykdv. Ot ETA0YESG AVAOVLUNG
Katayyelog emAéynkav and to peyaldtepo 10cootd Tov epatndiviav (79,10%), yeyovdg mov
avtikatontpilel Tov fabud otov omoio o POog Tavtonoinong amoterel To KOPLo EUndSI0 6TV
katayyeiio. H caeng kaBodnynon oxetikd pe 1o mob Kot Tdg va yivel n Katayyeiio Kot 1 Tpoctacio ond
apvNTIKEG cLVETELES N} avtimowva, (67,16%) katatdyOnkav €60V MG 01 SEVTEPEC TTO GLYVE AVOPEPOUEVES
avaykes. 'Evag/Mia a&iomortog/m pecdlowv — omwc MKO, o Zuviyopog tov IloAit, 1| o opydvoon
veolaiog — avayvopiotnke og anapaitntn tpobndbeon and 10 65,67%, evd pia cagpng dtudikacio
TOPOKOAOVONONG LE TAKTIKEG EVUEPDGELG KO TEPIGGOTEPT EKTAIOEVOT] GYETIKA UE TNV OKEPOLOTNTO KO
TG EMAOYEC KatayyeMog emA&yOnkav amd 10 56,72% tov epomBévimv. H taydtepn Beopkn
aVTOTOKPLoT, AV Kol avoapépinke amd to 44,78%, koatatdydnke tedevtaio petald Tov emioyodv. H
OVAOVLUT KOTOyYEAID ovOyVOPIoTNKE Kol omd TNV Opdda EGTIOCHEVTG GLETNONG MG Koipla Yio TN
onpovpyia evog Tpaypotikd acpaiovg teptpdirovtog Katayyerios. Ta cvppetéyovta dropa onpeiocay,
®GTOG0, OTL 1| 0KPIPOG avTiBeTn TPOGEYYIoN — Vol TOAD O1KEi0, PAGIGUEVO GTNV EUTIGTOGVUVN
nepPdAlov 610 0moio To AToo TOL KAVEL TNV katayyelio Ppioketal o £va acPAAEC TAAIGLO Kot
AapPavel eEatopukevpévn vrootpiEn — Bo propovoe e&icov va evioyvoel T gumictoovvn. H Bacwun
nwpobmodOeon eivan eite | TAPNG avovopia gite pio TpoyUatikd a&ldmiotn oyéon: o cuuPipacudc Tov
GULVIGTOVV 01 ATPOCHOTES, YPUPEIOKPATIKEG dLOOIKAGIEG Elval aLTO Tov amoBappHvel TEPIGGOTEPO TA VEL
dropia.
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H yvoon oyetikd pe 1o wod i mag va kotoyyeilel £va aropo pro Tpdén drapBopdc amod
onuoco/a Aettovpyd eival EVIVTOGLOKE TEPLOPIGLLEVT] 6TO GUVOAO TOL delypatoc. Mdvo to 4,48% tav
epotOévTOV Yvopilel akptPog Tob vo katoyyeilet, eved to 32,84% &xel o yevikn 10€a ahAd dev etvar
otyovpo yio ) Sdikasia. Ta teprocdtepa dropa (59,70%) dev Ba nEepav kabdrov mod va
amevfuvhoiv, evd va emmAiéov 2,99% odev Bo kKot yyelde akoun kat av o NEepe, motevovTog 0Tl dev Ha
elye kapia Sapopd. Onmg ansucovifetol oto Zynua 6, edv 0eiav vo Kotayyeilovy po vdbeon
SapBopdc, ta véa dtopa SMMAmoay 0Tt Ba gpmictehoviay mTEPIGGOTEPO Evav/pia 1OTIKO/M dknydpo
(46,27%) N o eEE1BTIKEVEVT] VIINPEGTO KOTATOAEUN oG TNG dtapBopdc (43,28%) — TapAKAUTTOVTOG
oyedov €€ oloxApov v actuvopio (10,45%) kar tovg/Tig ekheypévoud/sg eknpoodnovg (1,49%).

Av BéNate va katayyeiheTe pia uTtéBeon diagBopdc, TTolov Yopéa Ba suTTIoTEVOCUTTAY
TIEPIOTOTEPOD;

% 1ou BeiypaTog — EANGDa, épeuva RISE Balkans (n=67)

1BiwTng diknyopog 46.27%
EeiBikeupévog gopeag kata Tng 43.28%
OlagpBopdg
Aikaarnpia / elgayyedia 23.88%
MKO 1} ouhhoyol 20.90%

Fuvriyopog Tou MoAlTn 19.40%

@eopoi Tng EE 19.40%

AoTtuvopia 10.45%

ZuvoIkaTa 8.96%

MME / dnpoaioypéegol

. o
o
7
5

Kavévay

MoAmkog/ ekTTpoCwWITOg

-—
—
S
w
=

Yympe 7 Epmotoctvn o€ @opeis yio v Katoyyehio vro0eong owopbopag
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9. AVAYKES, TPOTIUMUEVES OPAoES Kot AVGELS

Ortav potdnkay Ti 0o EVIGYLE TEPLGGOTEPO TV EUTLGTOGVHV TOVS KATA TN GUVOALAYN ILE pHid,
onpooca vnpesia 1 Evay oNEocto popéa, to epOTNOEVTA ATOUN AVEPEPAY (OC GNUOVTIKOTEPO
mopayovta T coen eneénynon Tov fNUATev Kol ToV S10d1KacIOV €K TOV TPoTépav (62,69%),
akoAovfovpevn amd Vv iom peTOyEIPIoN Kot TOVG GUVETELS KAVOVES YL OAOVG TOVG avBpdTOVS (55,22%).
Ta cagn kprripro Aqyng amoedoemnv —onAadr| o Tpomog Le Tov omoio Aappdvovtal otny Tpdén ot
dnuodoleg aropdoeic— avapépnkay and 1o 28,36%, evd ta capr k6ot Kot TEAN amd to 20,90%. H
duvatotnta TapakolovBnong g Tpoddov, e NAEKTPOVIKEG evnepdoels Kataotaons (11,94 %) kot
ocapn ypovodiaypaupata (8,96 %), katatdydnke yoauniotepa, 6nwmg Kot 1 Vapén evOg EDKOAOV TPOTOL
VTOPOANG EpMTACEMV Kol AyNG enionung andvinong (7,46 %). Ta dropa Tov cuppeteiyav oty opada
E0TLIGUEVNC GVINTNONG TOVICAV TNV AVAYKN Y10 Stapaveic dladikaciec, CUUTEPIAUUPBAVOLEVIC TG
oaPOVE EMKOVMOVIOG TNG TPOOOOV, TOL OVTIKTUTOV KoL TMV OMOTEAECUAT®V. Y TOYPOUUIGTNKE TEPULTEP®D
OTL 1 EUMIGTOCVVT 6TOVG Becpovg eEaPTATOL OVGLAGTIKG OO T SLOPAVELL KO TIG TOKTIKEG EVIUEPMGELS
Ko’ OAN TN O1BPKELN OTOLOGONTOTE JASIKAGING GTNV 0010, GUUUETEXOVV TA VEQ GTOLLA.

Oocov agpopd tic mpotepaotnteg TS EE Yo ta emdpeva mévre (povia, 1 duova Kot n eipnivn
katéAapav v TpdTn B€on pe onpovtikn dtapopd (55,22%), ovTavakADOVTOG TO KATLA avENUEVS
TEPLPEPELOKNG OVACPAAELDG. AkoAovONGav 1 avepyia kot 1 dnpovpyia Bécewv epyaciag (34,33%), kot
0TI CLVEYELD 1] KOWVMVIKT TPOCTAGI, 1] KOWOVIKN TpOVola kot 1 vyglovoutkn nepifaiyn (31,34%). H
dnuokpotio Kot 1o Kpdrog dikaiov avaeépdniay and 10 26,87% tov epambéviov —éva adloonueioto
0PN, OEGOUEVEOV TOV EVPUTEPMV GTOLXELDV TG £PEVVAG CYETIKA pe TN SapBopd kat TNV EUMGTOCHVN
— Kot aKkoAovOnoav pe pikpn dtapopd 1 avénon Tev Tinodv kot to k6otog daPioong (25,37%). To
mep1PaAilov kot 1 KApoatiky aAiayn (17,91%) kabodg kou 1 ekmaidgvon kot 1 katdption (8,96%)
Katatdydnkav og yaunAdtepeg Oéoeic.

O£f{pnoto Ko popeES CVUUETOYNS

Yyetikd pe to 0épata mov Tapoveldiovy evoraeipov, 1) yvaon yia v EE katéyel v mpot
0éom oty atlévia pabnong pe onpoavtiky dtapopd: o 68,7% embupel va pabel teprocoTEpQ Y10 TOV
tpoémo Aettovpyiag g EE kat yio Tov TpOTO OV TOL VEX ATOLLO LTOPOVY VO GUUUETEYOLY GE aVTHV. Ta
epyareio Katamoréunong g Spbopdg kot dtapdvelog emiéyOnkav arod to 44,8%, akolovbovpeva amd
TOV TPOTO ANYNG ATOPACEMV GE TOMIKO Kot €0ViKO eMimedo, KAOMG KOl TO SIKAUMULOTO TMV TOALTMOV Kot
v TpocPacn otny TAnpoeopncn (41,8%). Iepinov 10 30% embupei va pabel tepIocdTEPO Y10 TO TMOG
vo TPpoBnoeL TV oAhayn Ty KowoTNnTa ToL, T0 23,88% Y10, TO TAOC VO GLUUETEYEL GE dNUOGIEG
dwaPovievoelg kat to 14,93% embopei va gpfabiver o Bépota mov apopodv Ta cupfoviia veoraiag, Tnv
EKTPOGAOTNGCT TOV (OITNTMV/PLdV Kot TNV Tomik dakvPépvnon. Ta dtopa mov cvupeteiyov otnv oudda
E0TLAOULEVIG CLLNTNOTG KO TO £PYACTNHPLO EMKVPWOTS emPePaimaay ta TpoavapepBivia BEpata g
ONUAVTIKEG TTUYEG OTIG OTOLEg TPEMEL VAL ETEVOVGOVV, VILOYPApIlovTag TN PN oTH dlaKvPEpvnon, To
KPOTOG KO0V, TNV TOPATANPOPOPTOT), TO EAANVIKO KOl TO EVPOTAIKO VOLIKO TAAIGIO Kot TIG
dradikacies, kKabmg kot Tov TpOTo L Tov omoio ennpedovv T Lo tovg. Emonudavinke eniong to vouiko
mAaioto oyetika pe tn doebopd. H vopipomoinon e600mv amd mapivoues dpacTnplOTnTEG
avayvopiotnke eniong og 0o mov mpénet va depevvnOel.
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Ocov apopd TIg popPES GUUPETOYIGS, TO EPYOCTNHPLN KOt TO €0EAOVTIKG TPOYPALLOTO
TPOTIL®VTAL £€lcOoV, pe To 43,3% TtV epaBévioy va enthéyet To Kabéva and avtd. Ot TpoGOUOIDGELS
Kot To bootcamps cvykévipwoay to 37,3%, evd ot S1adtKTLOKEG cuvedpieg To 29,9%.

IMpOTIHWHEVES HOpPEC BPATTNPIOTHTWY CUHHETOXNS VEWY ATOPWY

MoogooTd Tou eéEppaot evBIaPEpoV yia KABE Hop@r] (n=67)

Epyaatnpia / kKAivikég

EBehovTika TTpoypaupara

lMpooopoiwosig / bootcamps
AladikTuakég ouvedpieg / webinars
KaBobnynon

Aoprynon / dnuioupyikég BpaoTnEIOTNTES - 10.4%

Xyfqpo 8 Mpotipdpeves popeés coppeToms

Ta dtopo Tov GUUUETELYOV OTNV OUAdO EGTINGUEVNS GVLNTNONG TOVICAY OTL OL LOPPES
GUUUETOYNG YPEWALETAL VO EVOMOUOTOVOLY TPOUKTIKES Kol PLONOTIKES S100TAGELS, VAL OVATTTOGGOVV TIG
SeE10TNTEG KOL TIC IKAVOTNTES TOV VEDV OTOUWDV, COUTANPOVOVTAG TNV aIOKTNGT 0E0PNTIKGOV YVOCE®DV.
Tétoteg dpdoeic Oa Tpémel va £xOVV GUVEYELD KOl VO, U1V DVAOTOL0UVTOL MG LELOVMUEVEG dPAGTNPLOTITES.

Ta dtopo oV CLUTANPOGOY TO EPOTNUATOAOYI0 POTHONKAY, ETIONC, OXETIKA |E TO EPYUALEiQ
oV Oa MTav O AP oI Y1 VO, VTOSTIPIE0VY TN GUUNETOYN] KOl TNV TPOSPAGT] TOVS 6€ 0EIOTIOTES
mapoopicg kot yvooels. H emloyn mov katéhafe v mpodtn 8€on rav éva nuepordYLo EuKopldv
(52,24%), axorovBolpevn amd Lo Yneokt TAaTeOpUe GIAKN TPog To vEN dtopa (46,27%) kot Evav
amAo 0dMyod/epyodeio yio to Tdg va ovppetéxovy (40,3%). Opiopéva dropa Ba Tpotiovcay eniong
opadec oAAnAovmootNpiEng (25,37%) kot chvtopo enenynuatiKd VAKG, 0Ttmg Bivieo kol EVNUEPOTIKG,
ypaonpata (20,9%).

Ta cvppetéyovto GTope TG ORAdOS EGTIOCUEVNC GLLNTNOTG KOAEGTNKAY, ETIOG, VO LOLPAGTOVV
ovotaoels yio 1o mpoypappe RISE Balkans. Avtég mepieddpfovay v avénomn tov dpdoewmv didyvong
KOl EMKOWVmVING TOV enkeipievoy dpactnplotitov. [podtevay, akdun, 6Tt Ta HEGH KOWVMVIKIG
dktvong Ba mpénel vo amoteAovV To KOPLo HEGO didyvong, pe to TikTok va avayvaopiletol og To Kuplo
LLEGO OV a&LOTOLOVVY TaL VEX ATOUN. AVOYVOPIoTNKAY, ETioNG, T0 podcasts ™G pio SNUIOVPYIKY| 1€ TOV
0o kévpile T0 evdlapépov atdpmv ¢ nhikiag Tove. Emmiéov, avapépOnke ot o1 evuep@Tikég OPAGELG
Kot 01 S1001KTVAKEG EKONADOELS Ba TPEMEL VO EvempUaTBohY o0TIG HPAGELS TOV £pYOU.
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10. Xvpmepaopata

H épevva amokaAvmTel 6TL To VEQ GUUUETEXOVTO GTOO EVOLUPEPOVTOL TPOYLLOTIKA Y10 TN
onuédoa Lo — 10 68,7% avaeépet OTL evOLOQEPETAL «TTOAD» N «eEALPETIKE Yo Ta dnudcto Cntirote —
®GTOGO TOPUUEVOLV SOULKE, ATOKOUUEVE 0T TOL ETIOT L KAVOALO LEG® TV 0ToimV AapuPavovTol ot
TOMTIKEG KOl 01 OTOPAGELG TOL APOPOVY TOVG TOAITEG. AVTO TO Pacikd Tapddo&o, To 0moio
emPBePordveror amd To dedopéva TG EPELVAS, TNG OUASAS ECTIAGHEVNC GLLTNONG Kol TOV EpyacTnpiov
EMKVPOOTG, OlaTpEyel KABe e0pnua TNG TaPOVGag £KOEONC Kot 0TOTEAEL TO KEVTIPIKO TNG GCUUTEPUGLOL: TO
TPOPANUA dev gival 1 andfeld TOV VE®V, GALA 1) AVETAPKELL TNG TOALTIKNG VITOSOUNS.

H drapbopd Bewpeiton oxeddv kabolikn kot cuatnuikn. To 92,5% tov epambéviov atdpmv
nePLypaeet ™ 010.9p00pd g «dradedopévny 1 «tohl dadedopévny otnv EAAGSa, yeyovdg mov givar
oOLPOVO UE Ta omoteléopate Tov Edukod EvpoPapduetpov 548 (2024), to omoio Kotaypdpet 6TL TO
98% tov EMveov moAtdv — 10 vyniotepo 1ococto otnv EE — Bewpel ) drtapBopd Srodedoptévn.
Eivor onuavtikd vo onpeiwdet 0Tt to ATopo Tov GLUUUETEL OV TNV Opdda EGTIOCUEVNG cLNTNONG KoL
OTO EPYOCTIPLO EMKOHPOOTG OEV YUPUKTNPLGOV T1 SPOOPA (O OITOIKT TOPUVOUIN: TNV TEPLEYPOYOV (OG
éva SLopHp®TIKO KO KOVOVIKOTOMUEVO YOPAKTNPIOTIKO TNG ONUOSLag (®NG, EVOMUATOUEVO GTO TTOALTIKA
KOLLLOTA, OTIC ONUOGIEG GUUPAGELC, GTIV VYELOVOULKY| TEPIBaAWYT Kot 6TV amacyOAncT. Avti M
GULGTIWKT TPOCEYYIOT GLVADEL e T PifAtoypagia yia tn dopBpoTikh dtoebopd Kot VTOINAGVEL OTL 01
EKGTPATELES ELAGONTOTOINOTG TOL GTOXEVOVV GE PUEPOVOUEVEG TPAEELS lval avemapkelg Yopig Ho
evpvTEPN OBeouikn puetappvduio.

H epmiotootvn otovg Bespoig Ppioketal oe €EAPETIKA YOUNAA EMITEdD GE OAOVG TOVG PactkoVC
Topeic. Ao ta moATikd koppoto (Le To 98,5% va avtihapuPaveTol T dmpodoKio Kot TNV KoTaypnon
e€ovoing mg d10dedopévn) Emg TIG POPOLOYIKES aPYES, TNV OIGTLVOLLO, ToL SUKACTIPLOL KOL TNV VYELOVOUIKN
nepiBaiym, ta véa dtopa ekepalovv uia didyvtrn dvomiotia. To gvpnua avtd cuvddet pe ™ Ppitoypoeio
OYETIKA LE TNV EUMIGTOCHVT 6TOVG BEGHO0VG, 1] 07010 KATAYPAPEL 10 SIPKT] OTOGTUGIOTOINGT ad TOVG
emionpovg Becpode HeTa&D g yevidg petd v kpion, kabdg Kat e avtiotoyn oTpoen TPog TNV ATLTY
KoL EKPPOOTIKT TOALTIKT| dpdon. H molotikn £pevva emPePainoe avtd to potifo: ta cvupetéyova dtopo
OUPIOPNTNOoAY T ONUHOGIN TOV ETICTLOV KOVIAIDV GUUUETOYNG Kot EEEPPUCHY GKEMTIKIOUO MG TPOG TO
av 1 ouuPoAn tovg Ba emépepe KAmola ant aAAAYY]. 26TOGO, TO ATOLO TOV OTAVINGUV GTO SLUOIKTLOKO
EPOTNLUTOAOYIO0 £0E1E0V AVENUEVO EVOLUPEPOV Y10 TIG ETIONUEG LOPPEG CLUUUETOYNG.

To kVp1o eumodd10 6T GCLUETOYN dEV APOPA TGO TO. KivnTpa, 660 TNV TAnpoeopnon. To 82,1%
TOV EpOTNOEVTOV ATOU®Y OVEPEPE TNV EAAENYT] GAPAOV TANPOPOPLOV 1 TNV VRAPEN TUPUTAPOPOPTOTG
®G TO KOP1o EUNHO10 — TOGOOTO TAVM amd OEKATPEIG POPES LEYUADTEPO Amd EKEIVO TOV avEQPEPE EALELYN
evolapépovtog (6%). H mapaninpopopnon mpv amd Tic eKA0YEG eivat dtadedopuévn: 1o 59,7% cuvovid
«OVYVA» 1 «TAVTO» TEPIEXOUEVO TTOL 1oYLPILETOL OTL VTLAPYEL SLPBOPA GTNV ETAOYN TV VTOYTPIOV,
evod 10 47,8% cuvavtd takTikd mepeOevo Tov wwyvpileTar 6t 1 Yneog tov dev €xet onpacio. To
TikTok (38,81%) kot To Instagram (28,36%) kvplapyovv otnv £kbecn e TOAMTIKO TEPIEXOUEVO, OALG M
10 SLOOESOUEVT] OVAPEPOLEVT] EMIOPACT) AVTNG TNG £KBEONC 6TOVG TOAITES Elvan 1| ooy — 1M dleKomn
TV dwpemv (52,24%) kot 1 aicOnon 61t eivar Aryodtepo mbavo va ymoeicovy (31,34%). Ta droua mov
GUUUETEI OV GTNV TO0TIKN £pevva emifefaimcay avty TNV €OV, TEPLYpdpovTag Eva TePBAALlov GTO
omoio 1 kafodNynon TV ToMT®OV gival aOPATY, EVM 1) TOPATAPOPOPTOT KLpLapyEl Kot amobappuvel
EVEPYH TN CLULUETOYN.
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[Mopd Ta epmddia avtd, Ta véa dropa otnv EALGda e£okolovBovv vo TeTeEvouy aKpadavTo o
GLAAOYIKT] TOVG IKOVOTNTO OpdcnG: To 88,06% mioTedetl 4Tt Ta véa dTopa Lmopovy va cupudiovy
OVOLOOTIKA 0T peimon ¢ dtaebopds, Eva gvpnpa Tov emPBefoimdbnke omd To ATOMO TOV CUUUETE OV
OTO EPYOCTIPLO EMKVPWOOTG, TA OToia SAoaY OTL £XOVV Kivtpa v SpAcovy, oAAE GTEPOLVTAL
YVOGE®V, EPYUAEi®V Kal O10pOpmTIKNG VITOGTAPIENS. AVTO TO YAoHo HeTa&d TG VYNANG GLAAOYIKNAG
OTOTELEGLOATIKOTNTOG KOL TNG YOUNANG ATOMKNG TOALTIKAG Toudeiag eivor Bempntikd onpavTiko.

Ta enionuo kavéAio Oe@podvToL OC T TO ATOTEAEGUATIKGA, AAAG Tapapévouy anpdctta. To
47,76% TV ep@TOEVIOV ATOLOV XOPUKTAPIOE TIC dNUOCLES SLBOVAEVCELS MG TOV O ATMOTEAECLLATIKO
punyoviopd Yo voL akovoTeL 1) ovY| Toug, v Lovo o 32,84% elvan apketd 1 ToAD eEoikelmpévo pe Tov
TpOTOo Aettovpyiog Tovg. O axTIPIGUOG GTO LEGH KOWVMVIKNG SIKTVMOTG OempnOnKe amoTELEGUATIKOG
povo and 1o 7,46%. Ta veapd dropa otnv EALGSA dev amooTpEépovTon TNV EXIGN N CUULLETOYY| ETEON dEV
MGTEVOLV GE AVTIV — OV GUUUETEXOVY TOGO EVEPYA EMELON| GTEPOVVTOL TV YVAOCEWDY KOl TWV SLOOA®V
npocPacng o avtiy. Ta amoTEAEGLATO TOL EPYAGTNPIOL EMKVPMONG EVIGYLGOV AVTO TO ELPTLA,
tovilovTag TN S1pAvELN TOV JLOIKAGIMV, TNV OVITPOPOIOTNOT GYETIKG LLE TO AMOTEAEGLLOTO KO TOVG
a&omiotoug pecalovteg mg TPoiTONEGELC Y10 TNV EUTIGTOGVVT] GTNV EMIGTUT GULUETOXT.

H xatayyelio meprotatikdv dtoupbopds Bempeital toco emikivovvn 660 kKot acapns. To 52,2% Oa
éviobe peydn avaocedieia ov Kotédete KoTtayyelia yio d1apBopd, evid To 59,7% dev Ba nEepe mov va
amgvBouvlei. Ta epobévia dropa Ba eumiotehoviay mepLocoTEPO Evav/pia 101mTIKO/M dknydpo (46,27
%) N o eEgldtkevpévn vanpecio KotamoAléunong g otpBopdg (43,28 %) — kot oyeddov kovéva, (1,49
%) évav/pia ToAtikd/M eknpdéommo. H opdda eoTiacpévng cu{ntnong Kot To EpYacTiPLO EXKVPOGCTG
TOVIGOV ETOVEIANUUEVO TNV AVOVLLID, TN SLUQAVELY TOV SUOIKOCIDYV, TNV TPOGTAGIO ard avTimove Kot
Tovg a&10moTovg pecaloviec mg EAAYIoTES TPOUTMODEGELS Yio 0T0100NTTOTE KOVAAL Avapopag Oa
YPNOYLOTOL0VGAV GTNV TTPEEN.
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11. Xvotdoseg

I'a 10 £pyo RISE Balkans

5. Ipoteparomoinon tov TikTok kat Tov Instagram wg kdpra kavaila emkowvoviog. Toco ta
oTolyEla NG S1adIKTLOKNG £PEVVAG OGO KO T ATOLLO TTOV GLUUUETEL OV TNV OUAON EGTIOOUEVNG
ov{1TNOMG KOl GTO EPYOCTNPLO EXKVPMCNG T YOPUKTNPLOOV OC TIG KUPIOPYES TAATQOPUEG LECM
TV onoimv Ta véa dtopa otnv EALGSa éxovv mpodcPaon oe mAnpoeopiec. To mepieyduevo Ba
nwpénel va, a&lomotel dnUovpyovg T id10g NAKLOKNG opddog, emainfevpuévoug Aoyoplacpone
OPYAVIGU®V Kot HopPES Bivieo pikpov pnxovg. Ta podcast — ta omoia Tpotddnioy ave&dptnta
oTNV opdda eoTiooUéEVNG culnTNoNg Kot emPBeParddnkay 6to epyactiplo — Oa wpémet va
avamTUYBo0V ¢ CUUTANPOUATIKY LOPPT], WOUVIKE VO, GUVIIAUOPP®OOLV LE VEQ, ATOLA.

6. Avadeign mg yvaong oxetikd pe v EE o¢ kevrpikéd moidva tov Tpoypapperos. To 68,7%
TV pOTNOEVTOV atdimVY emBupel va pabet TeptocodTepa Yo Tov TpOTo Asttovpyiog g EE kot
Y0l TO OGS TO VEQ GTOUO LTOPOVY VO GUUUETEXOVY OTIG dPAGTNPLOTNTEG TNG — 1] VYNADTEPT
{tnon pdbnong oe oxéon e dha ta Bépata wov depevviOnkay. Ipaxticég evotnteg oYeTIKA e
ta Oeopikd 6pyava g EE, v moAn «Have Your Say» kot Ti¢ gukaipieg mov ¥pnuatodotovvial
an6 v EE yio ™ veolaio otnv EALGSa, KaB®G Kot TOV TPOTO pe TOV 0TOI0 TO EVPOTAIKO VOUKO
mioicto emnpedlet ta Bvikd TAaiown, Oa mpémel va evempatmbody og OAE TIC OpUSTNPLOTNTES
ToV TPoypauuatog. To cvumépacio avtd emPefardbnke kot Oempndnke TpoTEPAOTNTO TOCO
oo TV opdda E0TIoUEVNC GLLNTNONG OGO KOl ald TO EPYACTIPLO EXKVPOGCTG.

7. AvAmTuEn TOMTIKOV 0£E10TNTOV HECO PLONATIKOV dpacTiproTitTOv. Ta epyactiplo Kot To
eberovtikd mpoypappato (43,3% £kaoto) KaOMG KOl 01 TPOGOUOUDCELS Kot To bootcamps
(37,3%) anotelolVv TIG TPOTILDUEVES LOPPES CLULLLETOYNS, YEYOVOS oL emPefardvet 4Tt o1
TPOPAETOUEVEG dPUGTNPLOTITEG TOV TPOYPAULOTOS AVTUTOKPIVOVTOL GTLG AVAYKES TOV VEDV
atopov. H opdda eotiacuévng culfitnong Kot To EpyacTPLo EXKVPMONG 0vVESEIEAY avTioTOL O
TN pabnon pHéowm g TPAENS £VAVTL TNG TOONTIKNAG LETOPOPAS TANPOo@OpLdV. Ot dpacTnpldTnTEG
TOV TPOYPAUUATOG B0 TPETEL VO, GYESUOTODV M TPOOSEVTIKEC OKOAOVOieC — 160 Y®YIKN
ouvvedpia, EPYACTNHPLO, TPOGOUOIMOT], TPAYLOTIKT GUULETOYT — EVIGYDOVTOG CTOSIOKA TIG
TOMTIKEG IKAVOTNTEC Kal O1oPoMLOVTOG OTL TO, GUUUETEXOVTO ATOUO PLOVOLY T
amoteléopata o€ ke 6TAd10.

8. Avéamtoén, 6mov gival HuvaTéV, EVOTOUUEVOV Y PLIK®OV VAMKAOV TPOGUPLOCUEVOV GTIG
avayKes TOV vE@V. To dToLa 1OV GLUTANPMOCAY TO EPWTNILATOAOYI0 KATETAENY MG TO TTLO
Ypoa epyaieio Eva nUePOAOYIO EVKAPIOV GUUUETOYNG (52,24%), Lo YneLoKT TAATQOPLLOL
TPOGAPUOGUEVT] OTIG AVAYKES TV VE®V (46,27%) Kat Evav 0dNY0 Yia T1G S10dIKOGIES TOALTIKNG
GUUUETOYNS YPOUUEVO G oA YAdood (40,3%). Avtog o kKOUPOg avTamoKpiveTol dpeca 6To
82,1% tov epmOEVTOV aTOL®Y TOV AVEPEPAV TNV EAAELYT] TANPOPOPIDOV MG TO KUPLO EULTOSI0
Kol £Tuye evBOLGLDOOVE VITOGTHPIENG GTNV OLLAdN EGTIAGLEVNC GLLTNONG KOl TO EPYOGTHPLO
EMKVPWOTG, GTO OO0 AVaPEPONKE 1 AVAYKT] Y10 TPOGPACIUES, CUVEXDC EVILEPMOUEVEG KOl
KATAAANAES Y10 T VeoAaia TANpoPopieg oyeTKd Le To BEUOTO TOMTIKNG GUUUETOYNS.

' YrevBuvoug/ec Xapaing Iomtikig kKot Anpocia Idpvpata
4. Avooyedlacioc TOV PNy ovicp®y onpoctas owefovrievong pe facikn tpoiwd0eon v
npocfacipdtnTa Yo o véa aropa. H mhatpdpua opengov.gr Ba mpénet vo mpomOndei pécm
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TOV LECOV KOWMVIKTG SIKTOMONG, VO ETAVOCYEONOTEL e SIETAPES OTANG YADOGOG KA, KUPImG,
va eE0MAGTEL LE GLGTNILATIKOVE PUNYAVICHOVE avaTpo@oddTnong mov Bo evipepmvouy Ta
GUUUETEXOVTO GTOWO Y10, TO TL GUVEPT] LE TNV avaTpoPodoTnon Toug. To 88,06% cuppdvnoe o0t
ot dnpootec dradkaocies Ba mpémetl va efvar o gvkolo va Tapakorovdnbovv, evd To 62,69%
YOPOKTNPLGE TO. GOPN PrinoTa Tov eENyohvTol EK TMV TPOTEPMY MG TOV GNUAVTIKOTEPO
TOPAYOVTA Y10, TNV 0IKOOOUN O EUTIGTOSUVNG. H amovsio avatpo@odotnong GYeTika e o
OTOTEAEGLLATO OVOPEPONKE EMOVEUUEVE, (OC O KVPLOG AOYOC Y10l TN SLOKOTN TNG GLUUETOYNG,
1660 otV oudda £oTioomg 0G0 KoL GTO EPYACTHPIO EMKLPOGCTG.

AvanToén Kot d1dyvoen pag 6ToXEVREVIS E0VIKIG YNOLoKI G EKGTpaTELNG EvalcOnToTOinOoNg
OYETIKG, LE TV KATOYYEAID TEPLOTATIKOV o10.900pdc. To 49,3% twv véwv EAMAvev dev pmopel
VO OVOULAGEL KOVEVAY POPEN KOTATOAEUN oG TNG dtapBopdc. Mia ekotpateio oyedlaouévn yia 1o
VEOVIKO K010, Tov Ba tpomBeitan péow twv TikTok kot Instagram, kot O e&nyel pe andod tpdmO
TL Kavouv o ['evikdg Embempntig Anpociag Atoiknong, o Zuviyopog tov [ToAitn kot ot
e€edikevuéveg vanpecies, KaOMS Kol TOG PUTOpEl TO KOO va emtkovmvioetl poali tovg, Oa
avTipetdmile dueca £va amd To O CUAVTIKA KEVH YVAGONE oL dlomiotddnkay otnv épevva. Ta
GTOWLOL TTOV GUUUETEIYAV OTO EPYAOTNPLO EXIKVPMONE OVAYVAOPLGOV aVTO TO BENN ¢ emeiyovca
TPOTEPOLOTNTAL.

Eveopdtmon ™ TpoKTIKIG TOMTIKNG 0Y®YNS 6TO TPOYPOAUNOTO GTOVODV TI|G
dsvtepofadprag exkmaidcvonc. H oyedov minpng dyvola Tov vopobeTIK®V S1001KAGIOV, TOV
INUOGI®V S1oPoVAEDCEMY KOl TV EVVOIDV TNG KATATOAEUN OGNS TNG dtapBopds vITOdNAMVEL pia
GULGTNLLOTIKY OTOTLYI0 TNG TOALTIKNG Ay®OYNG 6€ 0Y0AKd emtinedo. Ta mpoypdupoto orovday Oa
TPENEL VO, TEPIAAUPAVOLY TPOKTIKEG SEEIOTNTEG TOMTIKNG OY®YNG: TAG UTOPEL VO GUUUETEYEL EVaL
dtopo o pio StafovAevon, TOC va ETaANBebEL TANPOQOpPiES, TMG Vo, avayvopilel Kot vo
KatayyEAAeL T dtapbopd, kKabmg kot mog ot Oecpoi g EE emnpedlovv v kabnuepvi Con. Ta
GTOLLO TOV GUUUETEIYAV OTO EPYACTIPLO EXKVPMOONG TPOGIHOPIGAV GUYKEKPIUEVE, TO GYOALKO
GUGTNHO (O TOV 7O OOMK( TOTEAEGLOTIKO SIOLAO Yol TN S1A00GT EVPELNG TOMTIKNG YVAOOTC.

I'a tqv Kowovia tov Ilomtov kar Opyavaceig Neoraiog
3.

Tomo0étnon tov MKO Kot TOV 0pyYavOGE®V TG KOWVOVING TOV TOMTAV o€ 0on
a&rémotov pecdlovra oto 0<pata moMtdv. H £psuva kotadeucviet 0Tt ta véa dTopo GTNV
EXLGSa epmiotevovon Tic MKO kot tov Zuviyopo tov [ToAitn mtepiocotepo and v actuvouio 1
TOVG/TIG MOATIKOVG/EG EKTPOCMTOVS OGOV APopd T Stayeipton katayyeAldv yio drapbopd. Ot
0PYOVMGELS TNG KOWOVIOG TOV TOAMT®V Oa TPEMEL VAL avamTOEOLY EVEPYH dOUNEVES O1UOPOUES
VTOCTNPIENG TOV VEDV TOV 0GYOA0VVTOL LUE TIG O1001KACTIES TOAITIKNG GVUUETOYNG — OO TN
ouppeToyn o€ dafoviedoelg Emg TNV KoTayyeAin TapafAcE®Y — Kol VO KATAGTGOLV QUTOV TOV
POLO 0paTd Kot TPOSPACIUO UEGH TOV HEGMY KOWVMVIKNG SIKTO®GNG. O1 0pYavVMOGELC TOV
avaeépOnkav avbopunta amd to cvppeTEYovVTa Atopo otny opdda eotioong (Humanity Greece,
TMatpoi Xwpig Zuvopa, To Xapdyero tov [Tadiov, I'ive AvBpwmog) katadeikvoovy Tnv
TPAYUOTIKY EEOIKEIMON KOl EUTIGTOGHV TTOL 10T VTAPYEL KOl 1] 0Ttoia Tpémel va a&lomombei.
YrootipiEn g onpiovpyiog meprexopévon yia Ty molteréTTa amné opotipovs. H épevva
£0€1Ee OTL 01 POVEG TOV OUOTIH®V OToTEAOVV TOV O AELOTIGTO TPOTO TPOGEYYIOG TOV VEOV
EXvev. Ot opyav®dcelg Tov TpocpEPOVV VINPECieg oTa VEN Atopa Oa TpEnel va enevovoovy
oTNV EVOLVALMOOT TOVG DGTE Vo SNUOVPYOHV Kot Vo LolpalovTal TEPLEYOUEVO Y10, TNV
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TOMTELOTNTA [E OIKEG TOVG LOPPES KOl OTIG SIKEG TOVG TAATPOPLEG — cvvTopa PBivteo, podcast,
infographics Kot ovopTNGELS 6TO HEGO KOWVMVIKNG SIKTOMONG TOv €€Nyodv TIG S1001KOGIES
SlaKVPEPYNONG, TIC EVKALPIEG CLUUUETOYXNG Kot T EpYOrEia KaTA TNG d1aPOOPAS LLE TPOGITOVS KOl
avBevTikovg 6povs. AvTti 1 TPOGEYYIoN KOAALEPYEL TAVTOYXPOVA TIG HEEIOTNTEG TOATELOTITOG
0TOVC/GTIC dNULOVPYOVE KO YVDGELG TOATELOTNTOC GTO KOWO.
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bbJiarapcka sepcus

Pe3iome

Hacrosmusar Hanmionanen nokiaz 3a bearapus € u3rorBeH B pamkute Ha Paboren maket 1
»MIanexu u ynpasieHHue: IpoBepka Ha peanHocTTa™ mo npoekT RISE Balkans. OcHoBHaTa My 1ien e na
IpeAcTaBy ObArapcKus KOHTEKCT Ha MIIAIEXKKOTO TPAXKAAHCKO y4acTHe, OCBEAOMEHOCTTa OTHOCHO
AHTUKOpYIIUATA, ITPO3PAYHOCTTA U JOBEPUCTO B UHCTUTYHHUUTEC, KATO CHIICBPEMCHHO I/IJJ;CHTI/I(i)I/IHI/Ipa
MPaKTUIECKUTE OaprepH, KOUTO OrpaHUYaBaT yuyacTUETO Ha MIIQJANUTE XOpa B IEMOKPATUYHUTE MIPOLIECH U
MIPOLIECUTE Ha yIpaBIJICHUE.

JloknmaabT ce OCHOBaBa Ha KOMOMHAIMA OT JOKYMEHTAJIEH aHaJu3, JAHHYU OT MMPOyYBaHE U
BaJIMIAIIMOHHN AEWHOCTH. JJOKyMEHTATHUAT aHAJN3 BKITFOYBA TIPETIIe/l HA HAIIMOHAITHU W €BPOIIEHCKN
CTpaTernyecky U MOJUTUUYECKU JOKYMEHTH, cpeal KouTo HarmoHanHara crpaTerus 3a MiaaiexTa
2021-2030 r., Joknaast 3a Maagexra 3a nepuoaa 2023—-2024 r., U3TOYHULH, CBBP3aHU C MOJUTUKUTE HA
EC 3a mmagexra, KakTo ¥ peJeBaHTHU IPOEKTHHU MaTeprain. EMIupudHaTa 4acT Ha U3CJIEIBaHETO €
peanu3upaHa upe3 OHJIAMH aHKeTa, poBeeHa B bearapus B nepuona 5—12 anpun 2026 r. CrOpanu ca
001110 62 BaMWAHA OTTOBOPA OT MJIAIX XOpa Ha BB3pacT 18—26 roamHu, Koeto npeacrasisaBa 12,65% ot
obmrara u3Bajka Ha RISE Balkans ot 490 pecnionaentu. Koncraranunte 0sxa JOMBIHUTEIHO 00CHICHH
Y BAIHUPAHU Ype3 JBe PaOOTHIHUIIM, OPTaHU3UpaHu B bhiarapus, BKIFOYUTETHO HAI[MOHAIHA
BaJINIallMOHHA Pa0OTWITHALIA, TIPOBE/IEHA OT Y HUBEPCHUTETA 32 HAIIMOHAIHO W CBETOBHO CTOIIAHCTBO Ha 4
Mait 2026 r. ¢ yuacTiero Ha 36 CTyJeHTH.

PesynraruTe mokaspar, ue muragute Xxopa B bearapus kato msto ca 3aro3HaTi ¢ OCHOBHH
MOHSITHS KaTO KOPYIIUs, KOH(DIUKT Ha MHTSPECH U MOJIaBaHe HAa CUTHAJIM 32 HEPETHOCTU. B chIIoTO
BpeMe MMPaKTHYECKNUTE UM MTO3HAHHS OTHOCHO KaHAINTE 33 YYacTHE OCTaBaT IMO-OrpaHudeHHu. MHOTO OT
PECTIOHICHTUTE Pa30MpaT 3HAUCHUETO Ha TPAKJAHCKATa aHTAKUPAHOCT, HO HE C€ YyBCTBAT JOCTATHYHO
YBEPEHHU KakK J]a y4acTBaT B OOIIECTBEHN KOHCYJTAIINH, KaK J]a Ce CBbP3BAT C HHCTUTYIIMU WX KBIE U TIO
KaKbB Ha4YMH J]a IOaBaT CUTHAIH 3a KOPYIIHA. ToBa odepTaBa ICHO H3pa3eHa pa3iIuKa MEXIY
OCBEJIOMEHOCTTa M pEaIHOTO yJacTue.

[TpoyuBaHETO CHIO TaKa MOTBHPIKIABA, Y€ KOPYIIIUITA CE BB3IIPUEMa KaTo CEPHO3CH M IINPOKO
pasmpocTpaneH npobiem. 0610 95,16% 0T OBArapcKUTE PECIIOHACHTH OMPEILIIAT KOPYIIHITA KaTo
pasnpocTpaHeHa WM MHOTO pa3npocTpaHneHa. JIoOBepHeTo B HHCTUTYIIMUTE CE OTCIa0Ba OT HESICHU
MPOIIEYPH, CBMHEHHUST OTHOCHO PABHOITOCTABEHOTO TPETUPAHE U HUCKA YBEPEHOCT, Ye CIIyUanuTe Ha
KOPYIIIKS IO BUCOKHTE STaXH Ha BJIACTTA ce mpecieasar epekTrBHO. [logaBaHeTo Ha CUTHAIH 3a
KOPYIIIHS CBIIO CE Bh3MPHEMa KaTO YyBCTBUTEJICH BHIPOC: MHOTO OT PECIIOHICHTHTE HE CE YyBCTBAT
CUT'YPHH Oa AOKJIaJABaT 3a KOPyHNIuAa 1 HE Ca JOCTAaTbYHO I/IH(i)OpMI/IpaHI/I OTHOCHO HAJIMYHHUTEC NIPOUCAYPH.

OcHoBHUTE OapuepH Mpe MIIAISKKOTO y9acTHe ca JINTIcaTa Ha sicHa HHPOpMAaIns, HeJOBEPUETO
B peanHus eeKT OT y4acTHETO, OTpaHUYCHATa YBEPEHOCT U HECUTYPHOCTTA Kak practically na ce
BKITIOYAT B mporiecute. Haii-cuimHo u3paszeHara Oapuepa e aurncaTa Ha sscHa HHPOpPMAIUS 1
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nesuH(popmanusTa, nocoyena ot 66,13% ot pecnongentute. B crimoro Bpeme 40,32% 3asBsBaT, 4e He ca
y9JacCTBAJIH B OOIIECTBEHHN KOHCYITAIMH, HO OWXa MCKaJIM J1a TO HaIpaBssT, a 17,74% He 3HaAT OTKBIAC 1a
3armoyHat. ToBa MoKa3Ba, 4e MpoOJIEMBT HE € MMPOCTO JIUICca Ha MHTEPEC, a JIUTCa Ha JOCTHIIHU U
pa3bupaeMu BXOJHH TOUKH 33 yJacTHe.

JloknaabT 3aKit0vaBa, 4e MaauTe Xopa B bbirapus uMat moTEHIUAI U JKETaHKe 1a y4acTBaT
M0-aKTUBHO, HO C€ HYXKAAAT OT MO-SICHU HACOKH, ITO-BUINMHU BH3MOKHOCTH U ITO-CHITHA 0OpaTHA BPh3Ka
OT MHCTUTYLIMUTE. YUacTUETO cle/Ba 1a ObJie HalpaBeHO MO-TPaKTHYHO, T0-pa30upaeMo H Mo-
cmucieHo. OCHOBHUTE MPENOPHKH BKIIFOYBAT pa3paboTBaHe HA MIIAJICKKH OPUESHTHPAHU
WH(OPMAIIMOHHU MaTepHalii, KPaTKA PHKOBOJICTBA M BU3YaJIHH OOSCHUTEIIHN MaTepHaIH, ITO-TOCTHITHI
0O0IIIECTBEHU KOHCYJITAI[UH, MTO-SICHU TPOIICIyPH 3a MOJaBaHe HA CUTHAIIN 33 KOPYIIIUS, TIO-CHIIHA
3aIUTa Ha TIOJ]aBaIMTE CUTHAIIM, KAKTO W Ch3/IaBaHE Ha IEHTPAIN3UPaHO TUTUTAIHO IIPOCTPAHCTBO, B
KOETO MIIaJIUTE X0pa Jia HaMupat uHGOpMaIlKs 3a Bb3MOXKHOCTH 3a y4acTUe, MPaXT1aHCKU UHUIIMATHBU U
AHTHKOPYIIIIMOHHU UHCTPYMEHTH.

1. BbBenenue

Hacrosimusit HaunonaneH noknaz 3a beirapus e u3rorseH B pamkure Ha PaboreH maker 1
»MITamexTa u yIpaBiIeHHETO: ITpoBepka Ha pearHocTTa* oT poekta RISE Balkans — ,,YkpenBane Ha
rjlaca Ha MJIaJIeXKTa: OTTOBOPHOCT, TOYTEHOCT, COJIMAAPHOCT U IpaKAaHCKO yyacThe Ha bankanure*.
[IpoextsT ce peamusupa B I'spuuns, bearapus, Xepatus, Andanus n CeBepHa MakeIoHHs X UMa 32 1eJl
J1a 3aCHJTM Y9acTHETO Ha MJIAJIEKTa B IEMOKPATHYHUS )KUBOT, KaTO CHIIIEBPEMEHHO OIKPEISt BOACHU OT
MITaJIeKTa AEUCTBHS 32 IOYTEHOCT U 60pOa ¢ KOpyHuusATa uype3 rpakaaHcko o0pa3oBaHue, YUeHe upes3
OIIUT, MEHTOPCTBO U TPAHCTPAHUYHO ChTpyAHu4ecTBO. PII1 e 3amucieH kaTo HayaaHa n3cnenoBaTecKa
(a3a Ha mpoeKTa M UMa 3a 11eT Jia ch3aae 6a3a ot (hakTH 3a TpaKIaHCKaTa aHTAXKUPAHOCT, YYACTHETO,
W3TOTBSIHETO Ha MOJUTHUKH, IPO3PavyHOCTTa U OopOaTa ¢ KOpyNIHMATa Cpel MIIale)KTa B yUaCTBALUTE
nepkaBu. CeraacHo IIpoTokona 3a nzcnensane, WP1 cpdyeraBa TOKyMEHTaIHO IPOYYBaHE, KAYECTBEHO U
KOJINYECTBEHO M3CJIe/IBAaHE U IEHHOCTU 0 HALMOHAIHA BaJIMIAIMs C e Ja uAeHTHGUIupa
ChLIECTBYBaLIUTE Oapuepy, Bb3MOKHOCTH U BB3NPHTHUS, CBbP3aHHU C yYaCTUETO HA MJIAJIe)KTa B
MIPOLIECUTE HA YIIPaBIICHHE.

Berarapckusit HanMoHaJIeH AOKIa] ce POKycHpa BbpXy HACTOAIIATa CUTyalMs Ha MJIaJuTe X0pa B
Bbparapust o oTHoIIeHHE Ha TPAKAAHCKOTO yYacTHE, OCBEJOMEHOCTTA 3a IEMOKPATUYHHUTE TPOIIECH,
JOBEPUETO B MHCTUTYLIUUTE, BH3NPHUATUATA 32 KOPYILIUATA U IPEANIOYUTAHUTE (POPMHU HA aHTKUPAHOCT.
JIOKIIagbT ChYeTaBa KOHTEKCTyaJIeH aHAJIN3, OCHOBAH Ha HAIlMOHAJIHU U €BPOINECHCKH MOJUTHIECKH
JOKYMEHTH, C eMIIUPUYHHU KOHCTaTanuu oT npoyuBanero Ha RISE Balkans, nmposeaeno B brirapust.
KonmdecTBeHHAT KOMIOHEHT Ha U3CIEABAHETO O€llIe pealn3nupaH Ype3 OHJIaiH aHKeTa, pa3snpoCcTpaHeHa
Mexay 5 u 12 anpun 2026 1. bsxa crbpanu 00110 62 BaIuIHN OTrOBOpa OT bharapus, mpencTaBisaBaii
12,65% ot obmara u3Baaka ot 490 pecnionnentu. [IpoyuBanero Oeiie HACOYEHO KbM MJIaICKH Ha
BB3pacT 1826 ronuHu 1 00XBaHa BBIIPOCH KaTO NMO3HABAHE HA KAaHAIUTE 32 YYaCTUE, BB3MPHUATHS 32
KOPYIIHUATA U IPO3pavyHOCTTa, JOBEPUE B MHCTUTYILIUUTE, MUY U U3TOYHHUIIM Ha MH(popmanus, 6apuepu
npel y9acTHETO U MPeAnodnTani GopMaTH 3a ObACIIN JSHHOCTH 3a TPAXKIAHCKO Y4acTHe.
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HanuoHamHHUAT KOHTEKCT Ha MITAJISKKOTO ydacThe B bbiarapus ce ompesens OT CTpaTeruueckara
MTOJINTHYECKA paMKa Ha CTpaHaTa 3a MiaauTe xopa. Harmonamuara ctparerus 3a mumagexra 2021-2030 T.
orpeiens MIaJuTe ObIrapu KaTo CIOCOOHH, aHTXUPAHU U OBJIACTCHH JIMIIA, KOUTO TPsAOBa J1a Obaat
MOJIKPETISTHH, 32 J1a Pa3BUAT IIBJIHUS CH MOTEHIMAT U Ja JOTPUHECAT Ch3HATEIHO 33 Pa3BUTUETO HA
CTpaHaTa B €BPOIENCKUs U rnodannus Kouteker>* . Opuumanauat Jlokaan 3a muagexra 3a 2023-2024
T., U3TOTBEH B CHOTBETCTBHE ChC 3aKOHA 32 MIIAJICIKTA, TIOTBBPIKIABa, Ue MIIJIC)KKATa TIOJUTHKA B
boearapus o6xBaina KIIF040BH 007aCTH KaTo 00pa3oBaHHe, 3a€TOCT, 3ApaBe U 0JIATOCHCTOSHUE, PABEHCTBO
u HpI/IOGHIaBaHe, I/IH(I)OpMa]_[I/IOHHI/I " JUTUTAJIHA YMCHUA, MIIQJICKKHU OpraHru3alvi U MJIAZICKU OT MaJIKU
HaceneHu Mecta. ChIMUAT TOKIA]] ONpeeNst HAChPYaBaHETO Ha aHTAXHPAHOCTTA, YIACTHETO H
OBIIACTSIBAHETO HA MJIAJISKTA KATO JMH OT IIEHTPATHUTE IPUOPUTETH HA HAIIMOHATTHATA MJIaJIe)KKa
MOJIUTHKA.

Ha unctutynnonanHo papHuile bbiarapus e pa3paboTuia HIKOJIKO MEXaHU3Ma 33 y4acTHe Ha
MJIaJIe)KTa B IPOIICCUTE HA B3€MaHE HA PEIICHUS, BKIOYUTEITHO KOHCYJITATUBHU U ChBEIATEITHA
(hopMaTH Ha HAIIMOHATHO U MECTHO paBHHMIIE. Te BKIOUBAT CTPYKTYpH KaTto OOIIeCTBEHUS CHBET IO
BBIIPOCUTE HA MIIaJieKTa, HallnoHaIHKMS KOHCYJITAaTUBEH CHhBET MO BBIIPOCUTE HA MIIAJICIKTa, OOIIUHCKUTE
MJIaJIC)KKH KOHCYJITATUBHY ChBETH, HAITMOHAIHHUTE PaOOTHU TpyIu, cBbp3anu ¢ Huanora va EC 3a
MJIaIEKTa, U IpyrH (POpMaTH, MOAKPEILIIIN yYaCTHETO Ha MiTaiekTa. [locneqHuTe n3MeHeHus B 3aKoHa
3a MJIaJICXKTa JOMBJIIHUTEIIHO YKPEIHUXa Ta3u paMKa, KaTo ypeauxa CbcTaBa U PyHKIUUTE HA
OOniecTBeHHS CHBET MO BHIIPOCUTE HA MIIAICKTa M BhBEIOXA 33/IbJDKCHHS 32 OOIIMHUTE C HACETICHUE
Hanx 45 000 >xuTenu a ch3aaaaT MECTHUA MIIQICKKH KOHCYITATHBHHU CHBETH C YIACTHETO HA MIIATH XOPa.
Te3u MexaHU3MU ca OT 3HaUSHHUE 32 HACTOSALIMS JTOKJIAJ], Thi KaTO MPECTaBIsABaT O(UIlMaTHATA
HHPPACTPYKTYypa 3a ydacTue, Ype3 KOoATo MIIaJuTe Xopa B brirapust Morar aa gonpuHecaT 3a B3eMaHETO
Ha MyOJIMYHH PelIeHusI.

IenTa Ha TO3M MOKIAN € ABOMHA. Ha mbpBO MSCTO, TOM IIpemocTaBs 00Ia KapTHHA Ha KOHTEKCTa
Ha MJIQJIEKKOTO y4acTHe B bbirapusi, BKIIOYUTEIHO ChIIECTBYBaIaTa IOJIUTHIECKA paMKa,
WHCTUTYLHMOHATHUTE KaHaJH, OJaronpuaTcTBaluTe GakTopu u TpailHuTe npeyku. Bropo, Toit
aHaNM3Mpa eMIUPUIHUTE pe3ysTatu oT npoyuBaHeto Ha RISE Balkans B bbarapus, kato akimeHTHpa
BBPXY OCBEIOMEHOCTTA Ha MJIAJIE’KTa, MOJIETIUTE HA y4acTHe, BE3MPUATHATA 3a IPO3PAYHOCT U
MOYTEHOCT, KAKTO U IMPAKTHYECKUTE HYKIH 3a ObACLI0 aHraxkupaHe. JJoKIagbpT ChIIo Taka
naeHTuuIupa J00py IPAKTUKK U (HOpMYITUpa IPEOPBHKU, HACOUEHH KbM YKpEIBaHe Ha MIIJEKKOTO
ydacTue, nofo0psBaHe Ha HHCTUTYIIMOHAIHATA IIPO3PaYyHOCT U MOJAKPeNa Ha JeMOKPAaTHYHH U
AHTUKOPYIINOHHN WHULIMATUBHU, PbKOBOJEHH OT MIIaIeKH B bbarapus.

2. KoHTeKCT HAa MJIaJIEKKOTO yyacTue B bbiarapus

VYyactueTo Ha MitajiexkTa B beiarapust e opuiinaiHo IpU3HATO KaTO BaXKCH KOMITOHEHT Ha
HallMOHAIHATa MJIAJCKKa MOJUTUKA U IEMOKPAaTUYHOTO yIpaBieHue. bbarapckara moauTH4YecKa paMKa
oTipesessi MIIaInTe X0opa He caMo KaTto OeHeHUIIMEeHTH Ha IyOJIUYIHN MEPKH, HO M KaTO aKTUBHU
VYACTHUIIM B COIUATHH, IPAKJAHCKA U HHCTUTYLIMOHATHH MPOoIlecH. 1031 MOAXO0A € OTPA3CH B

34 penyb6nuka Bbnrapusa. (2023). HaumoHanHa cTpaTerua 3a mnagexra 2021-2030. Strategy.bg.
https://www.strategy.bg/bg/strategy-documents/1587
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Harmonannara crpaterus 3a mnazgexra 2021-2030 r., KoATO MpeacTaBs MIIauTe ObITrapu Kato
CIIOCOOHM, aHTAXXUPAHH U OBJIACTCHH JIUIA, KOUTO TPsiOBa N1a ObIaT MOMKPEIISTHHA, 32 JIa Pa3BUAT IIBIHHS
CH MOTCHIIMAN U Jia JOTIPUHECAT 3a Pa3BUTHUETO HA CTPaHATa B CBPONCHCKUS U TIIO0ATHUS KOHTCKCT.
CrparerusTa moctaBs 0COO€H akIleHT BbPXY aHTRKUPAHOCTTA, yYaCTHETO U OBIIACTIBAHETO, KATO
CBIIIEBPEMEHHO 3acsAra 00pa30BaHUETO, 3a€TOCTTA, MPHUOOIIIaBaHETO, MIIaeKKaTa paboTa, JUTUTATHUTE
YMEHUS, 3paBeTO, KyITypara U eBpOoIencKaTa IIPUHAIIEKHOCT |

Odurmanuust Joknan 3a muaaexra 3a 2023—2024 r. noTBbPXKAaBa, 4e ObArapckaTa MiaekKKa
MOJIUTHKA € CTPYKTYPUPAHa OKOJIO HSIKOJIKO KJIFOUOBHM TEMATHYHHU 0071aCcTH: 00pa3oBaHue, 3aeTOCT,
3[[paBe 1 OJIaroChCTOSTHUE, PABEHCTBO U MPHOOIIaBaHe, MHPOPMAITMOHHH U TUTUTAITHN YMEHUS,
MJIaJIC)KKU OPraHU3alui U MIIaJIS)KH OT MAJIKU HAaceleHU MecTa. JoKIaIbT € U3roTBEH ChIVIACHO 3aKOHA
3a MIIQIeXKTa U € pueT oT HapoaHoTO chOpaHue mo npepiokeHne Ha MUHHUCTEpCKUs chBeT. Tow
mpeaocTaBsd 0630p Ha MOJIMTUKUTE, MCPKUTE U HeﬁHOCTHTe, U3II'bJIHABAHU OT OTTOBOPHUTE MHCTUTYU WU B
MOJIKperia Ha MITaauTe Xopa B bearapus. BaxHo e, 4e AOKIaAbT H3PUIHO OTPEIeNs HaChpYaBaHETO Ha
AHTKUPAHOCTTA, YYACTHETO U OBJIACTIBAHETO HA MIIAJICIKTA KATO €IUH OT IIEHTPATHUTE MPUOPUTETH HA
HAlMOHAIHATA MJIAIEKKa MOJIUTHKA® .

B OBarapckus KOHTEKCT y4acTHETO Ha MIIQIMTE XOpa B Mpoleca Ha B3eMaHe Ha PEIleHHs ce
pasriiex/ia KaTo HeoOXO0AMMO YCIOBHUE 3a U3rpaKk/IaHe Ha JEMOKpaTHYHA KYJITYypa, TPk IaHCKU
KOMIIETCHIIMHU U JOBEPUE B MHCTUTYIUHUTE. HallHOHATHUTE MONMTHYECKH JOKYMEHTH MO TYePTaBaT, e
Ka4YC€CTBCHOTO YUaCTHC Ha MJIaCKTa TpHGBa aa 6’1),116 IMMOAKPEIIAHO HAa BCUYKH HUBA HA YIIPABJICHUC!
MECTHO, HAIIMOHAITHO U eBporneiicko. ToBa € 0co0SHO BaXHO 3a MIIAJIUTE XOpa C TI0-MaJIKO Bh3MOKHOCTH,
BKITIOYHTEITHO TE3U OT MAIIKW HACEJICHH MECTa, HKOHOMHYECKH HEPAaBHOCTOWHH CPEJIH, YSI3BUMH TPYIH U
MJIaZIC)KHU, KOUTO HE y4aT, HE pa6OT$IT Hu HE CC o6yanaT. BxirouBaneTo Ha MITAIC)KUTE, KOUTO HEC y4aT, HC
pabotsaT u He ce oOyuaBaT (NEETS), e onpeeneHo kaTo KOHKPETSH MOJIMTHIECKU ITPUOPUTET, Thil KATO
OTPaHWYCHHAT WM JOCTHII IO 00pa30BaHUE, 3a€TOCT U B3MOXKHOCTH 32 YUACTHE MOXKE JIa 331BI00UYH
COLIMAITHOTO U3KIIFOYBAHE M J]a OTCIA0M IPa)IaHCKOTO y4yacTue.

brearapus e pazpaboTtmia Habop OT oUIIHATHN MEXaHU3MHU, Ype3 KOUTO MIIAJTUTE X0pa U
MJIaJIC)KKUTE OpraHU3alMi MOTaT J1a ObJaT BKIFOUCHH B MTPOIECUTE HA KOHCYJITAIIUN U B3€MaHE Ha
pemenus. Te BrmouBat OOMIECTBEHNS CHBET 110 BBIIPOCUTE HA MIIa/IexkTa, HaloHATHYS KOHCYITATUBEH
CBBCT I10 BBIIPOCUTE HA MJIAAC)KTa, OGHII/IHCKI/ITG MITAZIC)KKH KOHCYJITaATUBHU CHbBETH, HaHI/IOHaHHaTa
paboTHa rpyna 3a usnbeiHeHue Ha [uanora Ha EC mo BeIpocuTe Ha MIIafe:KTa U ApyTy pabOTHU
(dbopmatu, CBbp3aHH ¢ paboTaTa ¢ MIIAJCKH U MIIAJIC)KKATa MONUTHKA. Te3n MeXaHU3MHU TPETOCTaBAT
BB3MOXKXHOCTHU 3a KOHCYJITAllUH, IIOJIUTUYCCKU JUAJIOT U MPEACTABAHC HAa MHTCPECUTC HAa MJIAZICIKTA IPC]
nyOIuvHUTE BIacTH. TsaxHATa poiis € 0cOOCHO BaXKHA, ThU KaTO T€ Ch3/1aBaT UHCTUTYIIMOHATHH KaHAIH,

3535 penybnunka bbarapumsa. (2023). HaunoHanHa cTpaTerna 3a mnagexra 2021-2030. Strategy.bg.
https://www.strategy.bg/bg/strategy-documents/1587

36 MuHmMcTepcku cbBeT Ha Penybanka Bvarapua. (2025). NoctaHosneHune Ne 675 ot 26 centemspu 2025 r. 33
npuemaHe Ha [loknaga 3a maageTa 3a nepmoga 2023-2024 r. MNpaBHa MHGOPMALIMOHHA CUCTEMA Ha
MwuHucTepcKmAa cbeer.

https://pris.government.bg/document/acd72b7ca6fbb1392c9a2d3de2d265c1
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Ype3 KOUTO MIIaIUTe XOpa MOTaT Jia U3pa3sABaT MO3UIINH, 1a JOIPUHACST 32 MOJUTUIECKUTE JUCKYCHU H
Jla y9acTBaT BbB (DOPMYIIMPAHETO U MIPIJIATaHETO HA MEPKH, CBBP3aHU C MIIA/ICKTA.

[TocnennuTe N3MeHEeHHs B 3aKOHA 32 MIIaIeXKTa JOMBIHUTEIHO YKpenBaT (popMaHaTa paMka 3a
yuactue. Te ypexxaar cberaBa U pyHKuunTe Ha OOIIEeCTBEHHS CHBET 110 BBIIPOCUTE Ha MJIAIEKTa KaTo
KOHCYJITATHBEH OpraH KbM MUHHCTBPa Ha MJIaJIe)KTa U CIIOPTa, BKIIOYBAL TPEICTABUTEHN HA MIIaISKKN
OpraHu3alyy U OpraHu3aluy, paboTemy ¢ 1 3a MiIaanuTe Xopa. Ha MecTHO paBHHIIE 3aKOHOIATEITHUTE
MIPOMEHH BBBEI0XA 3aAbKEHUE 332 KMETOBETE Ha oOIMHU ¢ HaceneHue Haja 45 000 xurenu 1a cb3naBat
MECTHH MJIaJIC)KKH KOHCYITaTUBHH CHBETU C yYacTHETO Ha MiIaau xopa. Tas3u pedopma e 3Haunma, T
KaTO pa3IIMpsBa HHCTHTYIIMOHATHATA OCHOBA 32 MJIAJIEKKO Y9acTHE OTBB/I HAIIMOHAIHOTO PAaBHHUILE U
Cb3aBa IIPpaBHO OYaKBAaHEC IMO-TOJIEMUTEC O6H_II/IHI/I Ja BKJIFOYBAT MJIAAUTE XOpa B IIPOLECUTE HA MCCTHO
yIpaBJeHHeE.

Hapen ¢ koHCynTaTUBHHUTE OpPTraHu, HALIMOHATHUTE MIIAJIS)KKH IPOTPaMU ca BaK€H MHCTPYMEHT
3a IOAKpena Ha MJIaIeXKOTo yyacTie B bbearapus. Te3n nporpamu ocurypssat puHaHCOBa IMOJKPENa Ha
MJIa/IeKKH OpraHU3aliy U APYTH YYACTHHIIM 32 peaTu3upaHe Ha MIIaJIe)KKH IEHHOCTH U MpoekTu. Te
HachpyaBaT HeOPMAITHOTO yueHe, KAMIIAaHUHUTE 32 MOBHUILIABAHE HA OCBEOMEHOCTTA, MHULIUATUBUTE U
ChOMTHATA 10 TEMH, KOUTO Ca OT 3HAUCHME 3a MJIaJUTe Xopa. TakuBa IIporpaMu JONPHHACST 3a
JMYHOCTHOTO Pa3BUTHE Ha MJIAJNTE XOpa U MOANOMAaraT NpeBpbLIaHeTO UM B aKTUBHU TpakaaHu. Te
00pBILAT CHIEHHMATHO BHUMAHNE Ha MIIAAUTE XOPa C MIO-MAJIKO Bb3MOXKHOCTH U Ha MIIAZIEKHUTE, KOUTO HE
y4ar, He padotiT u He ce o0y4yaBaT (NEETS), kaTo T IOCTaBAT Cpe MPHOPUTETHUTE LIEIEBH IPYIH Ha
MJIaJIeKKUTE TPOEKTH.

Magexxkata HHGPACTPYKTypa € IPyr BaxkeH GakTop B KOHTEKCTa Ha ydyacTHeTO B buarapusi.
Harmonannara paMka 3a Mitajie)kKaTa MoJUTHKA MPU3HABA, Y€ TPAKJAHCKUTE MTPOCTPAHCTBA,
MJIQZCKKUTE IICHTPOBE M OOIITHOCTHUTE CPEIIN ca OT CHINECTBCHO 3HAUYEHUE 32 PA3BUTHETO HA
MIOTEHITMAIa Ha MJIQIUTE XOpa U MOoJKpenaTa Ha yyactuero. JJokmaast 3a muangexra 2023-2024 r.
rmoyepTaBa 3HAYEHUETO Ha MIIa/iexkKaTa HHYPACTPYKTYpa, BKIFOYUTEITHO MIIAJISKKUTE IIEHTPOBE,
MJIQZCKKUTE MIPOCTPAHCTBA, OONTHOCTHHUTE IIEHTPOBE U JPYTH MECTA, KBJIETO MOTAT JIa CE OPTaHU3UPAT
MJIaJIeKKH JieiiHoCcTH. B Bhirapus Bede umMa oceM MJIaJIe’KKH IIEHThPA, Ch3/IaJICHH C TIOJKpernara Ha
Hopeexkus ¢puHaHCOB MexaHU3bM, a HallMOHANHUAT TUTIaH 32 BH3CTAHOBSBAaHE M YCTOWYHBOCT
MpeIBUXK/Ia Ch3AaBaHeTo Ha omle 20 MiIaIeKKu eHThpa U Hannonanen gokyceH neHtsp a0 2026 r.
ToBa pa3BuTHE € Ba)XHO, Thil KaTO (PU3MUYECKUTE IIPOCTPAHCTBA 3a pa0d0oTa ¢ MJIaJIC)KH MOTAT J1a YICCHSIT
MECTHOTO y4JacTre, He)OpMaJTHOTO yUeHe, IUAJIoTa ¢ MHCTUTYIINHATE U aHTaKAPAHOCTTa Ha OOITHOCTTA.

Ha eBpomneiicko paBHHIIE Y4acTHETO Ha OBJIrapcKaTa MIAAEK Ce BIUSE OT MO-IIMPOKaTa paMKa
Ha Mmiaaexkara monmutuka Ha EC. Ctparerusta Ha EC 3a miagexra 2019—2027 1. € cTpyKTypupana
OKOJIO IPUHIIUIINTE ,,AHTQXHUPal ce, CBBPIKHU CE, OBJIACTH ce*‘, KOUTO MUMAT 3a IIeJl Ja Hachp4aT MIaJUTe
X0pa Jla y9acTBaT B ISMOKPATUIHHS KUBOT, JIa C€ BH3MOI3BAT OT BH3MOKHOCTUTE 32 MOOHMITHOCT U
T0OPOBOTIECTBO U J]a pa3BUBAT KOMIIETEHTHOCTH Upe3 KauecTBeHa padoTa ¢ Miaaexu. Criopen
EBpomneiickata komucus EC u gbppikaBuTe 4ICHKU CH ChTPYIHUYAT 3a TIOJIKPEIa Ha MIIQJUTE X0pa 4pe3
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TE3U TPU o0JracTu Ha I[eﬁCTBPIe, KaTO aHTaXXUPAHOCTTA € HACOUYCHA KOHKPCTHO KbM HACHPUABAHC HA
8

MIIaJUTe XOpa Ja ObJaT aKTUBHU B 00OLIECTBOTO M3’ [1a y4acTBAaT BbB B3EMAHETO HA PELICHUSL S .

KonTekcTsT Ha EC mokasBa cbio, 4e MiaaanuTe Xopa BCe IMO-4eCTO y4acTBaT 4pe3 KOMOWHAIUS OT
¢dopmannu u Hedopmannu kananu. Criopen unpopmanus Ha HuBo EC, 6azupana Ha EBpobapomersp
»Mianexra u nemokpanusata® ot 2024 r., 64 % ot muanute xopa B EC ca yyacTBanu B 1eHHOCTH HA
HEMPaBHUTEICTBEHN OpPTaHW3alluy Tpe3 mpeaxoqanute 12 mecena, mokato 48 % ca mpeanpueny qeicTBUS
3a MpOMsiHA Ha OOIIECTBOTO, KATO MOMUCBAHE HA IETHUIIMS, Y4aCTHE B MUTHHT WJIU M3IPAIllaHe Ha ITUCMO
10 nonutuk>® . Jlpyro o6o6uenue Ha ,,EBpobapoMeTsp* coum, Ye MIIaJUTE XOpa CUUTAT IJIACYBAHETO B
MECTHH, HAIlIOHAIHN WIIA €BPOMEHCKN n300pu 3a Hail-epeKTHBHIA HAYMH Aa OBJAT YyTH OT JIMIIATa,
B3EMally PEIICHNUs, CJICABAHO OT U3pa3siBaHE Ha MHCHHMS Ype3 COLMATHUTE MEJMU U OHJIalH (JOpMHU Ha
aHTaxxupaHocT. Te3u TeHACHIINH ca OT 3HaYeHHe 3a brirapus, 3aI0To MOKa3BarT, e y4acTHETO Ha
MJIAIKTa BeUe He C€ OrpaHudaBa J0 TPAIUIIMOHHUTE HHCTUTYITMOHAHN KaHAJH, a BCE TIOBEUYE BKITIOUBA
xuOpuIHU (POPMH HA TPAXKIAHCKA AKTUBHOCT, TUTUTAIHA AaHTAXXUPAHOCT U MOOMIU3AIUS 10 KOHKPETHU
BbIpocu?’ .

B cpmioro Bpeme nannute ot EBpona coyart, ye CTpyKTypUPaHOTO y4acTUE Ha MIIaJIeKTa OCTaBa
npeau3BukatesicTBo. [IpoyuBane ot 2024 1. Ha EBpOITelicKis HKOHOMHYECKH W COITHAICH KOMHUTET
OTHOCHO CTPYKTYpHUPAHOTO M 3HAYMMO y4acTHe Ha MIIQIe)KTa OTOENIsI3Ba, e MaKap HaMepeHHsITa 3a
BKITFOUBaHE Ha MJIAJIUTE XOpa YeCTO JIa ca MOJIOKHUTETHH, Pean3alysiTa Moxe 1a ObJie orpaHIYeHa OT
HEAOCTaThYHH PECYPCH, CIIAa0M CTPATErny 3a aHTAXHPAHOCT M JIUTICAa Ha pa3OupaHe 3a HyKAUTE Ha
mianute xopa. [IpoydBaneTo momyepraBa, 4e y4acTUETO Ha MJIaiexkTa TpsiOBa Aa Oblie CTPYKTYpHpPaHO U
CMHCIICHO, a HE J]a Ce PasTJIekaa KaTo TOMbIHUTEICH WM CHMBOIIMYCH €IEMEHT OT MOJIUTHIECKUTE
nporiecd. ToBa HAOJIOICHUE BaXKH M 32 OBJITAPCKUS KOHTEKCT: MaKap Jia ChIIIECTBYBAT HHCTUTYIIHOHATHH
MEXaHU3MH, TIXHATa €(PEeKTHBHOCT 3aBUCH OT JOCTBHITHOCTTA, BUAMMOCTTA, O0OpaTHATa BPh3Ka U
CTETEHTA, B KOATO MJIAIIUTE XOPa I'M BH3IPUEMAT KATO CIIOCOOHH 11a OKaXKaT peasiHo BiusHue?! |

B bearapus mnaanute xopa UMat JOCTHIT JO KOMOWHAIUS OT B3MOXKHOCTH 32 y4acTHe:
rJIacyBaHe Ha M300pH, ydacTre B OOIIECTBEHH KOHCYITAINH, WICHCTBO B YUSHHUECKU M MIIA/ICKKN
ChBETH, aHTXKHUPAHOCT B MIIaJe:KKu opranuzanuu U HITO, 1o0poBoI4ecTBO, TPaXKIaHCKH KaMIIaHHH,

37 Eponeiicka kKomucusa. (2024). Flash Eurobarometer 545: MnagexTa 1 AemoKpauuaTta. Esponelicka Komucua.
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail /3181

38 Egponeiicka komucua. (2025). Joknag 3a mnageskta B EC 2024: Kak mnageskta opopma 6baelteto. EBponeincku
nopTan 3a MIagexTa.
https://youth.europa.eu/news/eu-youth-report-2024-looking-how-youth-are-shaping-future_en

39 Egponeiicka komucusa. (2024). Maadexma u demokpayuama — Flash Eurobarometer. EBponeicka Komucus.
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail /3373

40 Egponeiickn napnameHT. (2025). Flash Eurobarometer: MpoyusaHe cpea mnageskta 2024. EBponeicku
napaameHT.
https://europa.eu/eurobarometer/surveys/detail /3373

41 EBponenckn MKOHOMUYECKN U coumaneH KomuteT. (2024). CTPYKTYPUPaHO M 3HAYMMO ydacTue Ha MNaAEXKTa B
OEeMOKPaTUYHMA U coumanHma xusoT B EC. EBPONeNcKM MIKOHOMWYECKM U COLMANEH KOMUTET.
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/publications-other-work/publications/structured-and-meaningful-
youth-participation-democratic-and-social-life-eu
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METULMU, MECTHU UHUIIMATUBH U yyacTue B nporpamu Ha EC karo ,,Epazem+* u ,,EBponeiicku kopmyc 3a
comumapaocT®. UnencrBoro Ha beirapust B EC pa3mmpy BE3MOXKHOCTHTE 32 MOOMITHOCT Ha MITAJICKHUTE,
MEXIYKYJITYpeH OOMEH, JJOOPOBOIUSCTBO U YYaCTHE B EBPOICHCKN MHULIMATUBH. Te3U Bh3MOKHOCTH
MOIIOMAaraT pa3BUTHETO Ha TPaXKTaHCKH KOMIIETEHIIMU ¥ YKPETBaT Bph3KaTa Ha MIIaIUTe X0pa ¢
€BPOMNENCKOTO MMyOIUIHO TPOCTPAHCTRO.

Brmpexu ToBa, HanumuneTo Ha POPMATHU MEXaHU3MH U ITPOTpaMH He TapaHTHPa aBTOMATHIHO
BHCOKH HHBA Ha e()eKTUBHO y4acTre. [[o-IMPOKHUAT KOHTEKCT IIOKa3Ba, ue BCe OLIE ChIIECTBYBAT
MPEIM3BUKATEIICTBA 10 OTHOIICHHE Ha OCBEAOMEHOCTTA, JOCTHITHOCTTA, JIOBEPUETO, KAYECTBOTO Ha
nugpoBara HHPpOpPMANKS U Bh3NpHEeMaHaTa OT3UBYNBOCT Ha MHCTUTYIHHTE. MJangnuTe xopa MOXe Ja
MPOSIBSIBAT UHTEPEC KbM OOIIECTBEHU BBIIPOCH, HO BCE OILE UM JIUIICBAT MPAKTHYECKH NIO3HAHUS 32 TOBA
KaK Jla y4acTBar, KbJie Ja HaMepAT Ha/IeX THA MHPOPMAIIHS WK KaK 11e ObIe U3MOI3BaHO TIXHOTO
MHeHue. [lopaay Ta3n npruYrHAa KOHTEKCTHT Ha MJIAIEKKOTO ydacTue B bwirapus Moxe a Obae
XapakTepu3upaH ¢ OTHOCUTEITHO pa3BuTa (popmanHa pamka, pa3pacTBaiia ce MiIaJexKka nHPacTpyKTypa
Y JIOCTBHII 10 Bh3MokHOCcTUTE Ha EC upes, chueTann ¢ mpoIbinKaBally IPOMYCKHA B BUAMMOCTTA,
JIOBEPHETO U MPAKTHUECKOTO aHTa)KUpaHe.

3. ®aKTopu, 0JJAroNPUATCTBALIUA U Bb3NPENATCTBAINN MJIAAEKKOTO
yyacrtue

VYdacTreTo Ha Miajie:xkTa B bbarapus ce onpenens ot chyeTaHue OT 01aronpusiTHH GaKTOpH U
Tpaiinu npeuykd. OT eHa CTpaHa, cTpaHaTa € pa3paboTuiia CTpaTernuecka i HHCTUTYLIMOHAIHA paMKa,
KOSITO (hOPMAITHO TTOJIKPEIsl aHTaKUPAHOCTTA, YYaCTHETO M OBJIACTABAHETO Ha MitaauTe xopa. Ot npyra
CTpaHa, HATMYHHUTE JTOKJIAAW COYaT, Y€ y4YacTUETO OCTaBa HEPABHOMEPHO, 0COOEHO Ha MECTHO PAaBHUIIIE,
U Y€ MHOTO OT CBILECTBYBAIIUTE MEXaHU3MH BCE OIIE HE Ca NOCTATHYHO BUIUMH, TOCTHIIHU HIIH
BIIMATEJIHYU 3a MJIaJUTE XOpa.

Kirouos GmaronpusiterBain (pakTop € HaIMYHETO Ha HAI[MOHAIHA CTpAaTerHuecka paMKa 3a
MiaexKaTa nmonutuka. Hannonannara ctparerus 3a mnaaexra 2021-2030 r. onpezaens HachpyaBaHETO
Ha aHT'XUPAHOCTTA, yYAaCTUETO M OBJIACTSABAHETO HA MJIAJUTE XOpa KaTO €AUH OT OCHOBHUTE CH
npuopurerd. ToBa cb3gaBa popMaiHa MOIUTHYECKA OCHOBA 3a pa3paboTBaHEe HA IIporpamy,
KOHCYJITATUBHU MEXaHW3MHU M MHULUATUBHU, HACOYCHH KbM MIIQICKTa, Ha HALIMOHAIHO U MECTHO
paBHuLe. JloknaasT 3a maagexrta 3a 2023—-2024 r. cbll1o NOTBBPKAABA, Y€ MIIAJICKKATa OJIUTUKA B
bbarapus e cTpyKTypupaHa OKOJIO HAKOJIKO TEMaTUYHH 00JIaCTH, BKIIOUUTEITHO 00pa3oBaHue, 3a€TOCT,
PaBeHCTBO U MpHoOLIaBaHe, MHPOPMALUS U AUTHTAIHU YMEHUS, MIaJeKKA OPraHU3alud U MIIQJIEKH OT
MaJIK{ HaceleHu MecTa. Te3n obsacTu ca OT 3HaUeHHE 3a YJaCTHETO Ha MJIAJEeKTa, Thi KaTo 3acaratr
KaKTO IpaXXJaHCKUTE, TaKa U COIMUAJTHO-UKOHOMUYCCKUTE YCJIOBUA, KOUTO OKAa3BAT BIIMAHUEC BHPXY TOBA
Jalmy MJIaJUTe X0pa MOraT Jja moeMaT aKTUBHA POJIs B OOIIECTBEHUS KHUBOT.

MiaiexXKuTe OpraHu3alui U CTPYKTYpUTE Ha FPaXKJaHCKOTO OOIIECTBO CHIO ca BaxKeH (aKTop,
KOWTO moanomara ToBa. Te Morar ja IeicTBaT KaTo NOCPEIHUIN MEXTY MIIaUTE XOPA U HUHCTUTYLIUTE,
Jla OCUTYPABAT TPakJJaHCKO 00pa3oBaHMe, 1a OpraHU3UpaT KOHCYNITAINMH U KaMIIaHUH U Ja MOJKPEIIT
PasBUTHETO Ha MIIAZIEKKOTO JUACPCTBO. HanpoHamHUAT Miagexku GopyM, KaTo Hall-rosiMaTta
matopMa Ha MITAIEKKNATE OpraHU3aIiy B bearapus, urpae BakHa poJis B IPEICTABSIHETO Ha
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WHTEPECUTE Ha MIIAJISIKTa M YIaCTHETO B MPOIIECUTE HA CTPYKTypHUpaH auajior. Ha MecTHO paBHUIIE
MJIaIe)KKUTE OpTraHu3alny 1 He)OPMaTHUTE TPYIH MOTaT J1a JONpUHEcaT 3a WACHTU()UIIMPAHETO Ha
HYKJUTE Ha OOIIHOCTTA, pEAIM3UPAHETO HA MITJIS)KKH HHUITUATHBY U TAPAHTHPAHETO, Ye MECTHUTE
BIIACTH TIOJTy4daBaT 0OpaTHa BPh3Ka OT MIIATUTE XOpa.

OOmuHCKaTa MoAKpena 3a MIIaJICKKUTE HHALMATUBY € JAPYyT NOJOXKUTeNeH eneMenT. Criopesn
Jloxmanma 3a miagexrta 3a 2023-2024 r. 97 obmuau, win 74 % oT OOIIMHKUTE, OTTOBOPHITH Ha
CBOTBETHOTO npquBaHe, ca 3as1BUJIH, YC HOI[erHHT MJIQAC)KKUTEC UHUIIUATUBHU I10 paSJII/I‘{HI/I HAYUHU.
Ta3u nojkperna BKIIOYBA MPEAOCTaBsIHE HAa IOMEIICHUS U TIPOCTPAHCTBA, PUHAHCUPAHE HA CHOUTHS U
MIPOEKTH, JIOTUCTHYHA ¥ METO/I0JOTHYHA TIOMOIII, Y4acTHE B OPraHU3UPAHETO HAa HHUIIMATUBYU M MOAKpera
3a y‘laCTI/IC B HAIMOHAJIHU U MC)KILYHapOILHI/I HpOCKTI/I. TOBa II0Ka3Ba, 4€ B MHOI'O 06HII/IHI/I MCCTHUTEC
BJIACTH MPHU3HABAT CTOMHOCTTA HA MIIAJICKKUTE MHUIMATHBY U ca TOTOBH Ja MPEJOCTABAT MPaKTHYeCKa
MoJKpena.

Bwnpeku Te3u OnaronpuaTHE GakTOpH, HIKOIKO MPEYKH MPOIBIIKABAT J1a OTPAaHUYaBAT
KaueCTBOTO U MOCJICIOBATEIHOCTTAa Ha MIIAJISKKOTO ydacThe B beiarapus. EnqHa oT OCHOBHUTE MTPEUKHU €
HEPABHOMEPHOTO TEPUTOPHAITHO pa3NpeiesieHue Ha MIIaJIe)KKUTE OPTaHU3alUN U CTPYKTYPUTE 3a
yuactue. JlokmansT 3a Miagexra 3a 2023-2024 r. mokas3sa, ue camo 51 obmruau, wim 39 % ot
aHKeTI/IpaHI/ITC, Cca IMOCOYMJIM, Y€ Ha TAXHaA TepI/ITOpI/IH HeﬁCTBaT pCFI/ICTpI/IpaHI/I MIageKKu OpFaHI/BaHI/II/I.
B MHOTO OOIIMHY HSIMa PETHCTPUPAHU MJIaIC)KKHA OPraHU3aluU UM aKTUBHH HEQOPMATHHU TPYIH, KOETO
BOIU OO JIMIICA HA YCTOf/’I‘IHBH HapTHI)OpI/I 34 MCCTHUTC aIIMI/IHI/ICTpaI_H/II/I. TOBa € OCO6CHO BHUIUMO B I10-
MaJIKUTE HACCIICHU MECTa U CEJICKUTE OOLIUHH, KbJCTO MIIAJNTE XOpa YeCTO UMAT ITO-MaJIKO
BBH3MOXKHOCTH JIa CE€ BKITIOUBAT B OPTraHU3UPAHU TPaXKIaHCKH JCHHOCTH.

Bropa npeuka € orpaHHUEHOTO MPUCHCTBUE U €(DEKTUBHOCT HA MIIAJIC)KKUTE CHBETU U
KOHCYJITAaTUBHHUTE OPTraH{ Ha MECTHO paBHUIIE. CHIMUAT JOKIA] ITOCOYBA, Ue caMo 36 oOmiHY, uitu 27
% OT aHKETUpPAHUTE, Pa3MoJiaraT ¢ MIAJACKKH ChbBET, MIAACIKKH MapJaMEHT WX JPYT KOHCYITaTUBEH
OpraH, 4pe3 KOMTO MIIQJNTE XOpa MOTraT Jla y9acTBaT B Ipolleca Ha B3eMaHe Ha perienus. Jlopu tam,
KBJIETO ChIIECTBYBAT TAKHBA CTPYKTYPH, TIXHOTO BIUSHUE YECTO € OTPAaHIYEHO OT JINIICATa Ha SICHU
MPOLEAYPH, CJIa00 WHCTUTYIIMOHAIHO MPOCJICIIBaHE WIN HEJOCTAThYHA UHTETPALlUs B OOIIMHCKOTO
rraHupane. ToBa moJIckasBa, 4e ChIEeCTBYBAHETO Ha KOHCYJITATUBEH OpPTraH He rapaHTHpa aBTOMATHIHO
3HAYUMO y4JacTue.

JlombIHUTENHA IPEYKa € JIMIIcaTa Ha CTPYKTYpUPaHU U YCTOMYMBY MEXaHU3MH 3a MNOJKpena Ha
MITaJIeKKUTe MHAIKUATHBY. OOIIMHUTE MOTAT JIa MPEIOCTABST CIOpagyHa MOJKperia, HO TS YeCTO HeE €
WHCTUTYIIMOHAIM3UPAHA Ype3 sICHU NPaBHia, CIISIUATHU CXeMH 32 (MHAHCUPaHE W BHTPEIIHA
nporpamu. B [loxiaga 3a MiazmexTa ce oTOemns3Ba, 4e OOIIMHCKATa TIOKPera € 3HaYUTEeTHa, HO YeCTO €
HECTPYKTYpHpaHa, U 4e YeCTO JIUICBAT ICHU MEXaHU3MU, pETJIaMEeHTH WJIN BBTPEIIHN IPOTpamMHu 3a
(mHAHCHpaHe Ha MIIQJIS)KKH WHUIIMATUBY. B pe3yiTar Ha TOBa y4acTHETO Ha MIIQJIeKTa MOXKE Ja 3aBHCH
OT WHAMBHyaJTHH KalauTeT Ha OOIIMHATA, TOJIUTHYECKATa BOJIS WM HeOpMATHUTE OTHOIICHHUS, a He
OT NIPEIBUANMHU U IPO3PAYHH MPOLETYPH.

VYyactueTro Ha MIaJCKKUTE OopraHu3anuy B po1reca Ha B3EMAaHE Ha pCIICHUA ChIIO OCTaBa
OrpaHUYCHO. Hannunure JaHHU COYaT, 4€ TAXHOTO BKIIOYBAHC B INIAHUPAHCTO U MPUJIAraHCTO Ha
MIIaZIC)KKaTa IMOJUTHKaA BCC OIIE € ITO-CKOPO U3KITHYCHUE, OTKOJIKOTO oOuyaiitna IIpaKTHKa. B
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OOIIMHCKOTO MIPOyYBaHe, IUTUPaHO B Jloknasa 3a Mianexrta, camo 56 ot 132 o0muHu ca MOCOYrITH, Ue
BKJTFOYBAT MJIAJICKKH OpraHU3alliY B ITIAHUPAHETO U MPUJIAraHeTO Ha MITaJe)KKaTa OJUTHKA. ToBa coun
KbM Pa3MHHABaHE MEXy (POPMaIHOTO MPHU3HABAHE HA MIIAJICKKOTO YYaCTHE U HETOBOTO MPAKTHUYECKO
MIPIJIO’KEHUE B MECTHOTO YIIPaBIICHHE.

Jpyra BakHa IpedKa ce OTHacs 40 HH(popMaluaTa, rpakJaHCcKaTa IPaMOTHOCT U Bb3IIpHeMaHaTa
edexTrBHOCT Ha ydactueto. [Ipemmoxxennero Ha RISE Balkans, ocHoBaBaio ce Ha JaHHH OT €BPOIICHCKO
MpoyYBaHe cpell MIAICKHUTE, TOJUEePTaBa, Y€ HIUCKATa IPaIaHCKa TPaMOTHOCT, OTPAaHUYCHOTO
pa3bupaHe 3a KaHAJUTE 32 Y4aCTUE U JIMIICATA HA JOCThITHA HH(POPMAIIHS ca Cpell OCHOBHUTE MPUYHHU 32
HUCKATa TPaXIaHCKa aHTaXHpaHOCT. B ciyvas ¢ beirapus naHHUTE MOKa3BaT CPAaBHUTEIHO MO-00pO
pa3bupaHe Ha YIPaBICHCKUTE CTPYKTYPU B CPaBHEHUE C HAKOU JIPYTH AbPKaBH, HO (OPMATHOTO
y4acTue ocTaBa orpaHudeHo: camo 10 % ot Obarapckara Miraex ca y4acTBaid B OOIECTBEHH
KOHCYJITallHH, a efiBa 6 % ca ce CBbpP3Bau ¢ N30paHu MOMUTHIU. ToBa MOKa3Ba, 4e M03HABAHETO Ha
WHCTUTYLMHUTE HE BOJU HENPEMEHHO J0 aKTUBHO M3MOJI3BAaHE HA MEXaHU3MUTE 32 YUacTHE.

Br3npustuero, 4e M1ackT Ha MIIAJIUTE XOpa HE C€ 4yBa WJIM HE BOJU J0 PEaJIHA IIPOMSIHA, € Apyra
3HAYMTENHA NpedKa. JlaHHUTe Ha eBPONEICKO paBHUILE, IUTUPAHU B JOKYMEHTALUATA 110 POEKTA,
MOKa3Bar, ue 34 % oT ObArapckuTe MIaAeKu CMATAT, Y€ KOHTAKThT C IOJIMTUK HIMa /1a I0BEIE 110
npoMsiHa. Benpeku ue To3u 151 € mo-HUCHK OT cpenHus 3a EC, Toif Bce mak mpezcTaBisaBa ChIECTBEHA
Ipedka 3a 3HaunMo ydactue. Korato mitagure Xxopa He 0O4akBaT MHCTUTYLIMUTE 1a OTTOBOPSAT HA TEXHUTE
MpeUIOKEeHNA, Te MOXKe Ja MpeanodeTar He)opMalHU WM OHJIAMH (popMu Ha M3pa3siBaHE WIIH N3001I10
Jla Ce OTKAXKAT OT y4acTHUe.

ColnaaHO-UKOHOMHYECKUTE M TEPUTOPHUATHUTE HEPABEHCTBA CHIIIO OKA3BAT BIMSIHHUE BHPXY
y4acTHeTo. MitaguTe Xopa OT MaJIKU HaCEJICHU MECTa, YSA3BUMU I'PYIHU I HKOHOMUYECKU
HeOIAroNpHUATHU CPEAH MOTAT J1a Ce COTbCKAT C JOITBIHUTENHN IPEUKH, BKIFOYUTEITHO OTPaHUICH
JIOCTBHII JJO MIIAJCKKH OPTaHU3AIUH, [I0-MaJIKO MECTHH UHUIIMATUBH, TPAHCTIOPTHU 3aTPYIHEHUS, TI0-
cab TocThI 10 MU(POBY TEXHOIOTHH WM TIO-HUCKO JJOBEPHUE B OOIyBAHETO C MHCTUTYIIMHTE.
Harmonannrara nojutryecka paMka Ipru3HaBa HE0OXOAMMOCTTA OT MOJIKPETa 3a MJIaIuTe Xopa C Io-
MAaJIKO Bh3MOKHOCTH U 33 MJIAJICIKUTE, KOUTO He y4ar, He paboTaT 1 He ce oOyuaBat (NEETSs), HO
e(eKTUBHOTO BKJIFOUYBAHE U3MCKBA IEJICHACOUSHH JISHHOCTH 32 IOCTUTAHE 70 TAX U TOCTHITHU (OPMATH,
KOWUTO CHOTBETCTBAT HA PEATHOCTHTE HA TE3U T'PYIIH.

B 06061menne, bparapus pasmnonara chC CpaBHUTEITHO Pa3BHUTa CTpATErHIeCKa U
WHCTUTYIMOHAITHA PaMKa 3a MJIAJIE)KKO y4acTHe, OAKpEeNeHa OT HallHOHATHH [TPOTPaMu, €BPOTIEHCKH
BB3MOKHOCTH, MJIa/Ie)KKH OpTaHU3aluy, OOIIMHCKY HHULHATUBY U Pa3LIMpsBaILa ce MIaAeKKa
nHOppacTpykrypa. OCHOBHHUTE TPEUKU 00aue ca CBbP3aHU C HEPABHOMEPHOTO TEPUTOPHUATHO MOKPUTHE,
HEIOCTATHYHO MHCTUTYLIMOHAIN3UPAHUTE MECTHU MEXaHU3MH, OTPaHUYEHOTO PEAHO BIMSIHUE HA
MITJICKKUTE ChBETH, JIUICATA HA CTPYKTYpUpPaHO (UHAHCUPAHE U MOAKPENa, POMYCKUTE B
WHpOPMAIUITA U TPaXKJaHCKaTa IPAMOTHOCT, KAKTO ¥ HUCKOTO JIOBEpHUE, Ye yUaCTHUETO e JJOBEC 10
KOHKpPETHH pe3ynTaTd. Te3n npenn3BUKaTeNCTBa MOKa3BaT HEOOXOAMMOCTTa OT IPEMHHABAHE OT
(hopMaTHH B3MOXHOCTH 32 YYaCTHE KbM MO-BUJAUMH, JOCTHITHH, IPO3PAYHU U OT3UBYMBH MEXaHH3MH,
KOHTO MO3BOJISIBAT HA MITAJITE XOpa J]a BUIST NPAKTHUYECKOTO BB3ACUCTBHE HA CBOETO yYacTHe.
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4. ®opMu HA MJIA/IEIKKO Y4ACTHE

VYdactuero Ha MiaguTe xopa B beirapus ce ocbliecTBsiBa ype3 KOMOMHALUS OT (hOpMaTHH
WHCTUTYLHMOHAIHH KaHAJIM, KOHCYJITaTUBHU OPraHH, CTPYKTYPH 3a CTYAEHTCKO IPEICTaBUTEIICTBO,
MITaJIC)KKH OpraHu3alum, JOOPOBOITYECKHA HHUIIMATUBH, OOIIECTBEHN KOHCYTAIIUH, EBPOIIEHCKU
MIPOrpaMu, HHCTPYMEHTH 3a HU(POBO yyacTue U HepopMaHU rpaxIaHcKu AedcTBrs. ChlecTByBamaTa
pamMKa IpeaocTaBsi Bb3MOXKHOCTH 3a y4acTHe Ha HallMOHAIHO, MECTHO U €BPOMEICKO paBHHUIIE, HO
peayHOTO U3MOJI3BaHe Ha T€3U MEXaHU3MHU OCTaBa HepaBHOMEpHO. Hamu4HuTe NaHHU MOKa3Bar, 4e
YYacTHETO € [T0-Pa3BUTO B IO-TOJEMUTE IPAICKH LEHTPOBE U OOIMMHY C AKTHBHHU MJIAICKKH
OpraHu3alllH, TOKaTO MO-MaJIKUTE OOIIMHU YeCTO HE pa3royaraT ChC CTAOMIHU MIIAACKKU CTPYKTYPH,
CIENMATHO NpeJHa3HAuYE€HU CPEACTBA U MHCTUTYIIMOHAM3UPAHN KaHAIM 3a JUAJIOT.

Enun oT OCHOBHUTE OUIMATHY KaHAIIK 33 MIIAZISKKO ydacTue B bbirapus e cucremara ot
KOHCYNTAaTUBHU U ChBEUIATEIHU OpraHy B 00JacTTa Ha Myla/iexKKaTa MoNuTHKa. Ha HarroHanHo paBHUIIe
MJIaIMTe X0pa U MJIaIe)KKUTe OpraHu3alii MOTaT 1a Obaat mpeacTaBisaBany upe3 Harmonanaus
KOHCYJITaTUBEH ChBET IO BBIIPOCUTE Ha MitajiekTa, OOIIeCTBEHUS CHBET 10 BBIIPOCUTE HA MIIAJICIKTA,
Hammonannara pabotHa rpymna 3a m3nbiHerne Ha J{nanora Ha EC o BeIpocuTe Ha MITafIe)kTa U IPYTH
paboTHU (hopMaTH, CBEP3aHU C MIIQJICKKATA MTOJIMTHKA U MIIaJIe)KKaTa padoTta. Te3n MexaHu3MHu
MPEIOCTABAT Bh3MOXKHOCTH 3a JUATIOT MEXKAY MyOIMYHUTE WHCTHTYIIMH, MIIAJIS)KKUTE OPraHU3alud U
MIPEJICTABUTEIUTE Ha MIIAJINTE XOPa, KaTo MO3BOJISIBAT MIIAJIE)KKHUTE IEPCIIEKTUBH /1a ObJaT BKIFOUYEHU B
JMCKYCHHUTE OTHOCHO MJIaJIeKKaTa MOJMTHKA, TPaXIaHCKOTO Y4acTHe, COLATHOTO MPHOOIIaBaHe,
00pa30BaHUETO, 32€TOCTTA, JOOPOBOIIECTBOTO M PA3BUTUETO HA YCIIYTUTE 32 MIIA/ICHKTA.

Ha mecTHO paBHUILIE OOIIMHCKUTE KOHCYITaTUBHU ChBETH 110 BBIIPOCUTE Ha MJIaIeXKTa,
MITaJISKKUTE CHbBETH M MIIAZICKKUTE IApJIaMEHTH ca Cpef Hail-nipekuTe (JOpMH Ha yd4acTHe B Ipoleca Ha
B3eMaHe Ha pemieHus. TaxHara pois e Aa moArnoMaraT MeCTHUTE BIaCcTH IPY WACHTUDHUIIPAHETO HA
HYXIUTE HA MJIaJIe)KTa, N3TOTBSIHETO Ha OOLIMHCKY MOJIMTHKH 332 MIIQICKTa, IPeJIaraneTo Ha
WHHULIMATUBU U MTON00PSIBaHETO HA KOMYHHMKALMATA MEXIY MIaauTe Xopa 1 o0muHuTe. TepuropruaaHusaT
o0xBat Ha Te3u opranu obade octaBa orpanmdeH. Cropen Joxmana 3a miaagexra 3a 2023-2024 r. camo
36 obumHu, nim 27 % oT OOIIMHKUTE, YIaCTBaJIM B MPOYYBAHETO, Ca IIOCOYMIIM, Y€ pa3nojarar ¢
MIIaJIeKKU ChBET, MIIQIEKKH NapJaMEHT WK APYT KOHCYITAaTUBEH OpraH, B KOWTO MIIAAUTE XOpa
ydacTBaT B IIpolieca Ha B3eMaHe Ha pelieHus. ToBa 1okasBa, 4e Makap Jia ChIIeCTBYBAaT MECTHU
CTPYKTYPH 3a MIIAJICKKO y4acTue, Te BCE OllIe He ca CTaHIapTHa MPaKTHKA B LisIaTa CTpaHa.

HeotnaBHanauTe n3amMeHeHus B 3aKOHA 32 MIIAJICKTa BbBEJ0XA 3abJDKCHUE 32 KMETOBETE Ha
obmmHN ¢ Hacenenne Haa 45 000 xuTenu 1a ch31aBaT MECTHH MIIQJIC)KKH KOHCYJITATUBHU CHBETH C
YYJacCTHETO Ha MJIaJI Xopa. ToBa ¢ BakHA MpaBHA CTHIIKA, Thil KATO Ch31aBa MO-sICHA HHCTUTYITMOHATHA
OCHOBA 32 BKJIFOYBAHETO HA MIIAJNTE XOpa B IIpoIleca Ha B3eMaHe Ha PelIeHus Ha OOIIMHCKO paBHUIIE. B
CBIIIOTO BpeMe MPaKTHIECKOTO BB3ACUCTBHE HA Ta3H pedopMa IIe 3aBUCH OT TOBA JAJIH T€3H CHBETH CE
CBUKBAT PEIOBHO, JAIM MJIAJUTE X0pa Ce TMO0MPAT U BKIIFOUBAT [0 CMUCJICH HAYWH U J1aJTH OOIIMHCKUTE
BIIACTH MIPEIOCTABAT 00paTHA BPB3Ka 32 TOBA KaK Ce Pa3riIekIaT MPEIOKEHUATA Ha MIIAICKTA.

MiafgexKuTe opraHu3auuy 1 HeOpMaTHUTE MITAZCKKH TPYIH ca JPYT BasKEH KaHA 32 y4acTHe.
Te meficTBaT KaTo MOCPETHUIINA MEXYy MIaJUTE XOpa M HHCTUTYLIMUTE, OPTraHU3HpaT KaMIIaHUH,
00yYeHHs1, KOHCYJITAIIMY, HHUIIMATUBH 33 3aCTHITHUYECTBO U JICHHOCTH 3a TPAXKIAHCKO 00pa3oBaHMUE.
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Bwnpeku ToBa MPUCHCTBUETO HA TAKMBA OPTAHU3AINHN € HepaBHOMEpHO. JJOKIaabT 32 MIIaJekKTa 32
2023-2024 r. moka3Ba, 4e camo 51 obmuau, wm 39 % oT aHKeTHpaHUTE, Ca CHOOIIIIIN, Y¢ Ha TAXHA
TEPUTOPHUS JACHCTBAT PETHCTPUPAHHU MIIAJICKKN OPTaHU3alui. B MHOTO OOIIMHY HsIMa PeruCTpUPaHU
MUTJIC)KKH OpPTraHU3aluK Wik QYHKIMOHUPAIIN He(OpMaHU TPYIH, KOSTO OrpaHMYaBa Bh3MOXKHOCTTA
Ha MECTHUTE aIMUHUCTPAIIMHK Ja PabOTIAT ChC CTAOMIHHM MAPTHHOPH OT MIIaJICKKaTa Cpea.

KonkpereH npuMep 3a possiTa Ha MIaJEKKUTE opraHu3aiuu B beirapus e neHocTTa Ha
Harmonanaus mianexku GpopyM. [Ipe3 2026 r. opranuzanusra NpoIbiKU J1a y4acTBa B MHUITMATUBH 32
3aCTHITHUYECTBO, OOIIECTBEHU KOHCYNITAIIMH U HAIIMOHAIHU Pa0OTHU TPYITH, CBEP3aHU C MJIaJIe)KKaTa
noymtuka. [IpuMepu 3a ToBa ca Jlexkmapanmsita KbM 52-poTo HapomHo crOpanue, myOoanKyBaHa 1o Bpeme
Ha KaMmImaHusTa ,,J{ait rmac* u ,,JIurata Ha MIaauTe riacomnoaaBaTenu’, KaKTo U HO3UINH 10 MTPOSKTH HA
HapeaOu Y 3aKOHOJATEITHU MPEIOKEHIS, 3acATallld MIIaJIe)KKITE OPTaHN3alUN U MIIAICKKUATE
nporpamu. HalmoHamHuT MiaiexKKu GopyM AonpuHece u 3a quanora Ha EC ¢ miagexra upe3
myOJIMKYBaHETO Ha MPEMOPHKHU OT 3aKIIIOYUTEIHATA HAIIMOHATHA MIIAJIeKKA KOHpepeHius ,,CBbp3BaHe
Ha EC c miagexTa®, B KOUTO ce€ pasriexaaT MECTHATA MJIaJIeXKa MOJUTHUKA, TPO3PAYHOCTTA U
JIOBEPUETO B MHCTUTYLIMUTE, KAKTO U IOCTHITBT J0 IPOTrpamMu 3a MOOUIHOCT. Te3u mpuMepH MoKa3Bar, ue
MJIaJIC)KKUTE OpraHU3allMd MOTaT J1a (PYHKIIMOHUPAT KaTO MOCPEIHUIN MEXIAY MIIAINTE XOpa U JINIATa,
B3EeMaIlil PEIICHNs, TPEBPBIIANKN MPUOPUTETUTE Ha MIIA/IeKTa B IPEUIOKEHHUS 32 TIOTUTHKH, ITyOIHIHU
MO3ULIAU U 3aCTHITHUYECKU ACHCTBUSI Y

Brnpekn ToBa orpaHUYEHO OpraHU3aIMOHHO MMPUCHCTBUE, MHOTO OOIIMHA OCUTYPSIBAT
MpaKTHYECKa TOJIKperna 3a MIaIe)kKKu nHUImaTiBu. Criopes chius qoknan 97 oouwnau, wim 74 % ot
OTTOBOPHIIUTE OOLIMHM, Ca 3asBUIIN, Y€ TIOJKPETISIT MIaIe)KKUTEe MHUITMATHBH 110 Pa3IMyHU HauYnHH. Ta3u
MOAKpeTa BKIIOYBA IIPEIOCTaBsIHE HA TIOMEIIEHHUS U IPOCTPAHCTBA, (PHHAHCHpaHEe HA CHOUTHS U
MPOEKTH, JIOTUCTHYHA M METO/IOJIOTUYHA TIOMOIII, Y4acTHE B OPraHU3aIUsATa Ha MHUIIMATUBY U MOAKperna
3a ydacTHe B HAI[MOHAHH W MEeXIYHapOIHH MpoekTH. ToBa mokassa, 4e OOITMHCKUTE BIACTH YECTO
MPU3HABAT BAKHOCTTA HA MIIAJISKKUTE JCHHOCTH JJOPH KOraTo O(QUIIMATHUATE MIIAJCKKHA CTPYKTYPH Ca
CJTab¥ WITH JTUTICBAT.

BrIipexu ToBa BKIIOYBAHETO HA MIIAJIEKKHM OpraHU3allMy B PEATHOTO IIJIaHUPaHe Ha MOJIUTUKUTE
ocraBa orpaHu4eHo. Brerpeku ue 132 oOMMHA MOMBIHAXA OOIUHCKOTO MPOYYBaHE, IUTHPAHO B
Jloknama 3a MiaziexxTa, caMo 56 oT TAxX choOIIHXa, Y€ BKIIOYBAT MIACKKH OpraHU3aliy B IUIAHUPAHETO
W M3ITBJIHEHUETO Ha MJIa[eKKaTa MoauTrKa. [locoueHute npumepu ca pa3HooOpa3HU: HSIKOU OOLIHMHU
BKJTFOYBAT MJIAJEKKA MIPECTABUTEIN B KOMUCHH U PaOOTHHU TPYIIH, TOKATO APYTH CHTPYIHUYAT TIIABHO
4ype3 eNMHUYHHA KaMIIaHuU WK chOuTHA. ToBa MoKa3Ba, 4e AUANOTBT MEKIY OOIMHHUTE U MIIAJNTE XOpa
YeCTO CHIIECTBYBA, HO YECTO € eMMU30ANYeH, a He HHCTUTYI[MOHATIN3UPAH.

OO1iecTBeHUTE KOHCYNITAMK TPEACTABIISABAT APYT GOpMaleH KaHaj 3a MIaJexkKo yyactue. Upes
TAX MJIaZMTE XOpa MOrar Aa AaBaT oOpaTHa BPb3Ka 110 3aKOHOIIPOEKTH, CTPATEru, OOIIMHCKY MJIAHOBE U
MOJIMTHYECKN AOKyMeHTH. 110 mpuHIIMT TO3M MEXaHW3bM TMO3BOJISIBA HA MIIaIUTE TPAXKAAHU JAa yUacTBaT
B B3€MaHETO Ha pelleHns] U3BbH U300puTe U MapTuiiHaTa nonuThka. Ha mpaktuka ob6ade oOriecTBeHUTE

42 HaupoHaneH mnagexxkun popym. (2026). AkmyanHa uHgpopmayus 3a deliHocmume o 3acmbIHUYECMEo,
Juanoea Ha EC no svnpocume Ha maadexcma, HAYUOHAAHUMe pabomHu 2pynu u UHUyUamusume 3a y4acmue Ha
mnadexcma. bronetuH Ha HaumoHanHua mnagexku popym, maii 2026 r.
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KOHCYJITALIMH YECTO CE€ UBIMON3BAT HEJOCTATHYHO OT MIIAJUTE X0pa, Thil KATO MOrar Ja ce Bb3IpUeMar
KaTo MPEKAICHO TEXHIUYECKH, OIOPOKPATUYHHU WM OTJAJICYCHH OT €XKETHEBHUTE UM TPOOIeMH.
[poexrsT RISE Balkans, mo3oBaBaiiku ce Ha JaHHH OT €BPOIICHCKO MPOYYBAHE CPE]] MIIAICIKUTE,
otOers3Ba, e camo 10 % ot ObIaTapcKuTe MIIaIekKH Ca y4acTBalld B OOIIECTBEHH KOHCYITAINH, JOKATO
enBa 6 % ca ce CBbp3BaH C M30paHu MOTUTHIU. ToBa MOKa3Ba, ue GOpMaIHU MEXaHU3MH 3a y4acThue
CBILECTBYBAT, HO BCE OIII€ HE CE M3IOJI3BAT LIMPOKO OT MIIAJUTE XOpa.

[IpencTaBUTENCTBOTO HA CTYJACHTUTE ChIIO € BakHA (popMa Ha yuyacTtue B bwirapus. Ha
YHUBEPCUTETCKO HUBO CTYJIEHTCKUTE ChBETH OCUTYpsBAT (hopMalieH MEXaHU3bM, Upe3 KOUTO CTYJCHTHUTE
MOTaT J1a IPEACTABISBAT CBOUTE UHTEPECH, 1 YUACTBAT B AKAJAEMUYHOTO YIIPABIECHHAE U Ja JOTTPUHACST
3a JUCKYCHUUTE OTHOCHO 0JIArOCHCTOSIHUETO Ha CTYJIEHTHTE, KAYeCTBOTO Ha 00pa30BaHKETO,
MOOMITHOCTTA, )KMBOTA B KaMITyCa ¥ MHCTUTYIIMOHAIHOTO pa3BUTHE. Ha HallMOHAIHO paBHUIIE
HannonamHOTO MpecTaBUTENICTBO HA CTYIEHTCKUTE ChBETH B Pemrybnnka beirapust mpeacTasisia
CTYJCHTH, IOKTOPAHTH U CTAKAHTH B aKPEJAUTUPAHU BUCIIN yueOHH 3aBesieHus. To QyHKIIMOHMpPaA KaTo
HallMOHAJIEH OpraH, KOMTO 3allluTaBa paBaTa U HHTEPECUTE Ha CTYAEHTUTE U MOAKPEIsI CTYIAEHTCKOTO
caMOyTpaBJCHUEe, MEKIYYHUBEPCUTETCKOTO ChTPYTHUYECTBO U YUYACTHETO B OOIIECTBEHU JUCKYCHH,
CBBP3aHHU C BUCIIETO 00pa30BaHUE U MIIA/ICKKATA ITOJIUTHKA.

J1oO6pOBOITYECTBOTO € IpyTa IUPOKO Pa3pocTpaHeHa U MpakTHiHa Gopma Ha yuactue. To
MO3BOJISIBA HA MJIAJIUTE XOpa JIa CE aHTKUPAT ChC COLUAITHY, XYMaHUTAPHH, KYATYPHH, CKOJIOTHYHH,
obOpazoBaTeTHN 1 OOIIHOCTHU Kay3u. JloOpOBOIIECTBOTO € 0COOEHO Ba)KHO, 3aI[OTO ChUeTaBa
rpa)IaHCKa aHTAXUPAHOCT C BUJIUMU PE3YJITATH U MIPAKTHYECKU JeHCTBUS. Upe3 700pOBOIIECTBOTO
MJTAJIUTE XOpa MOTAT Jia Pa3BHUAT CONUAAPHOCT, OTTOBOPHOCT, KOMYHUKATHBHU YMEHHS U YyBCTBO 32
MPUHAJUICKHOCT KbM CBOsATa 00mIHOCT. Ta3u GopMa Ha yyacThe ce MOJIKPEIs KaKTO Ype3 HAI[HOHATHU
MJIaJIC)KKH TPOTPaMHU, TaKa U Ype3 eBPOIEHCKN HHCTPYMEHTH KaTto EBporelickus Kopiryc 3a
COJIHJAPHOCT.

Muanexkara HHGPACTPYKTYpa CHIO € IMPSKO CBhpP3aHa C YYaCTUETO. MIIaIeKKUTe IIEHTPOBE,
MJIQZCKKUTE MPOCTPAHCTBA, OONTHOCTHUTE IIEHTPOBE U MTOJO0HHU CPEI OCUTYPSBAT (PH3UICCKU MECTA,
KbBJIETO MIIAJIUTE XOpa MOTaT Jia Ce cpeliar, 1a y4yaT, 1a y4acTBaT U Ja pa3BUBAT IPakIaHCKU YMCHUS.
JoknagbT 3a muagexra 3a 2023-2024 r. moguepTasa, 4e JBE TPETH OT OOIIMHHUTE pa3IoiaraT ¢ HIKaKkBa
(hopma Ha IPOCTPAHCTBO 3a MIIAJICKKU JCHHOCTH, HO B MHOTO CIIy4ad TOBa ca M0-CKOPO
MHOTO(YHKIIMOHAIHH TOMEIIEHUS, OTKOJIIKOTO CHEIMATU3NPaHN MIIAJIS)KKH IEHTpoBe. B mokimana ce
oTOems3Ba ChINO, Y€ YeCTO JIUTICBAT CTAHAAPTH 32 MMOANPHKKA, TOCTHITHOCT U yIIpaBjicHue. Tosa
03HauaBa, ue MJIJIC)KKAaTa HHPPACTPYKTypa ChIIECTBYBAa HA MHOTO MECTa, HO HEHHOTO KauecTRBo,
JOCTBIIHOCT U KaIlalMTeT Ja MOAKPENs 3HaYMMO yYacTHE CE Pa3inyaBaT 3HAYUTEIHO MEKITY OOIMHUTE

43 MuHucTepcku cbBeT Ha Penybanka Bbarapua. (2025). NoctaHosneHne Ne 675 ot 26 centemspu 2025 r. 3a
nprvemaHe Ha [JoKknaga 3a MnagerkTta 3a nepmoga 2023-2024 r. NpaBHa MHGOPMALMOHHA CMCTEMA Ha
MwuHUCTEpCKUA cbBeT.

https://pris.government.bg/document/acd72b7cabfbb1392c9a2d3de2d265c1
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https://pris.government.bg/document/acd72b7ca6fbb1392c9a2d3de2d265c1?utm_source=chatgpt.com

EBpomeiickuTe nporpaMu npeaoCTaBsT TOMBIHATETHA Bb3MOKHOCTH 328 MJIAJIEKKO yIacTHe.
,»Epazpm+*, EBporelickusaT kopiryc 3a conunapaocT u JuanorsT Ha EC mo BeIIpocHuTe Ha MiTamexTa
JlaBaT Bb3MOXKHOCT Ha MJIaJIUTe Xopa B bearapust 1a ydacTBat B MEKIyHAPOIHA MOOUITHOCT,
JO0OPOBOITIECTBO, MIAICKKN KOHCYIITAIINN, MeXIYKYITypEH OOMEH U JISHHOCTH, CBBP3aHH C IMIPOSKTH.
Tesu nporpamu yKpenpat rpakJJaHCKUTE KOMIIETEHLIUN U NOJKPEIAT Pa3BUTHETO Ha €BPOIIEHCKA
UJCHTUYHOCT Cpell MiaauTe Xopa. Te chIIo Taka MPeI0CTaBAT Bb3MOKHOCTH 32 aHTaXKUPAHOCT C
BBITPOCH KaTO JAeMOKpamnus, IproOiiaBaHe, IpaBa Ha YOBEKa, ONa3BaHe Ha OKOIHATA Cpela, COMUIAPHOCT
Y aKTUBHO TPaXKITAHCTBO.

B 0600mmenue, brirapust pasmosara ¢ pa3HooOpa3eH Habop OT KaHaIH 3a MIIAICKKO yJacTHe,
BKJIFOUYUTCIIHO KOHCYJITATUBHU OPraHu, O6HICCTBGHI/I KOHCYJITalluU, CTYACHTCKO NPECACTAaBUTCIICTBO,
MUTAJICKKH OpPraHu3aIiuu, 100pOBOIYECTBO, MIAICKKH MPOCTPAHCTBA U €BPOTICHCKH MPOrpaMHu.
OCHOBHOTO HPEIU3BUKATEIICTBO HE € JINIICATa HA MEXaHU3MH, & HEPABHOMEPHOTO MM TEPUTOPHAITHO
MOKPUTHE, OTPAaHUYCHATA UM BUAUMOCT U HEIOCTATHhYHOTO MHCTUTYIIMOHAITHO MPOCIIE/BaHE.
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5. MeToaosiorusi

CwriacHo Ipotokona, PI11 nma 3a nen na cb3nane 6aza ot (akTu 3a TPaAKJAHCKOTO Y4acTUE Ha
MJIaZIe’KTa B y9aCTBAIINTE AbPKABH Upe3 HAeHTU(UIIIpaHe Ha OapuepH, BE3MOKHOCTH W BB3IPHSITHSI,
CBBP3aHU C YYaCTHUETO, U3TOTBAHETO Ha IMOJIUTUKH, IIPO3PAYHOCTTa U OopOaTa ¢ kopyniusTa. J{u3aiHbT
Ha M3CJIEJIBAHETO BKIIOYBA JOKYMEHTAIIHO IIPOYyYBaHE, KAYeCTBEHO U KOJIMYECTBEHO MPOYYBaHE, KAaKTO U
JEHHOCTH T10 HAITMOHAJTHA BaJIMIAINS, KaTO PE3yJITATUTE CE BKIIOYBAT B HAITMOHAHNATE JOKJIATH U
JIOKJIa/1a 32 CPAaBHUTEJICH aHAJU3.

JIOKyMEHTaIHOTO MPOoy4BaHe Oellie U3I0I3BaH0, 32 Ja C€ IPEJACTaBH HAI[MOHAIHUAT U
EBPOMNEHCKUAT KOHTEKCT 3a MIIQJICKKOTO yuactue B brirapus. To BkItouBaiie nperiiea Ha HallnOHaTHU
MOJIMTHYECKN JOKYMEHTH, MHCTUTYIIHOHAITHYU JTOKJIaI M M3TOYHHUIIA Ha €BPOTIEWCKO HIBO, CBBP3aHH C
MJIaJIC)KKOTO Y4acThe, FPAXKIAAHCKOTO ydacTHe, Ipo3padyHocTTa 1 bopbara ¢ kopymiusaTa. OcodeHo
BHUMaHUe Oerre ot/eneHo Ha Jloknana 3a muanexra B bearapus 3a nepuoga 2023-2024 1.,
Hanmonanmnara crparerus 3a muanexra 2021-2030 r., mokymentute Ha EC 3a Mitamexkara moJmTyka,
NaHHUTE 0T EBpoOapoMeThp M ChOTBETHUTE MAaTEPHAIIH 10 MPOCKTA. Ta3u 4acT OT U3CIICABAHETO
MOCITY>KH KaTO OCHOBA 32 KOHTEKCTYaJTHUTE pa3ely Ha JOKIaaa, 0COOEHO Te3H, OTHACSIIH CE JI0
HAI[MOHAJIHATa paMKa 33 MJIaJIe)KKaTa MOJUTHKA, OQUIIHATHUTE KaHAJIH 3a Y4acTHe, OIaronpUsITCTBAIIMTE
(hakTOpH, MPEYKHUTE U CHIICCTBYBAIIUTE JOOPU MPAKTUKHU.

KonnvecTBeHUAT KOMIIOHEHT Oellle pealn3upaH Ype3 aHOHUMHO OHJIAIH POYyYBaHe, MPOBEACHO
Ha ObaTapcku e3uk Mexay S5 u 12 anpun 2026 r. [IpoyuBanero Oemie HacOYE€HO KbM MIIaIH X0pa Ha
BB3pacT 18—26 roaunay, )xuBeemy B bearapus, u 6emre mpexHa3HAYCHO 1a MMPOYIH TSIXHATA
OCBEOMEHOCT, HarJlaCH U OTHT 110 OTHOIIEHHE Ha IPaXXJaHCKOTO y4acTHe, bopbara ¢ KOpyIusTa,
MPO3PaYHOCTTa, JOBEPUETO B MHCTUTYLIMUTE U U3TOTBAHETO Ha MOJMTHKH. bsixa cpOpanu 00mio 62
BaJIMIHU OTroBopa oT bearapus, koeto npeacrasisasa 12,65 % ot oOmiara n3Baaka Ha MPOYIBAHETO
RISE Balkans ot 490 pecrioHaeHTH B yuacTBalIuTe IbpkaBu. [1o To3u HaunH ObIATapckara u3Baaka
MIPEIOCTaBs ONUCATEIHA KapTHHA Ha BB3NPUATHATA Ha MIIQIEKTa B CTpaHaTa, 0e3 Aa mpeTeHaupa 3a
CTaTUCTUYECKA MPEICTABUTEIHOCT 32 LSUIOTO MIIAJIE)KKO HACEIICHHE.

Taoauna 1. Ilpodua Ha u3BaaKkaTa oT NpoyuBaHeTo — bbiarapus

Kareropus OcHOBeH pe3yJaTart

OOI110 BaJTUAHU OTTOBOPH 62 pecToHIeHTH

[leprox Ha mpoy4yBaHETO 5-12 ampun 2026 T.

[eneBa rpymna Munazaexu Ha BB3pacT 18—26 rogunam

s ot oOmaTa n3Baaka Ha
12,659 490
npoyusaneTo RISE Balkans ,65% or PEEEE A

Haii-ronsima BBp3pacToBa rpymna 21-23 roguan — 56,45%
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Kareropus OcHOBeH pe3yJarTart

Mmuxe — 50%; Kenu — 43,55%; HeOunapuu — 4,84%;
Pasnpenenenue mo momn
[Ipeanountat na ve orroBopst — 1,61%
r —74,19%; I1 —17,74%; -
MsicTo Ha npeGuBaBase pancku — 74,19%; [onyrpancku — 17,74%; Cencku
8,06%
Haii-
A-pAsTIPOCTPAKICHO HITBO Ha CpenHo obpazoBanue — 54,84%
o0Opa3oBaHue

OCHOBEH HACTOSIIII CTaTyC Crynentu — 77,42%

3aetu — 30,65%; B oOyuenue/crax — 11,29%; bezpabotan —

I[OHT)J'IHI/ITCHHI/I KaTeropuu craryc
p Y 6,45%

N3Tounuk: ABTOp

BBIIpochT 32 HACTOAIIOTO MOJIOKEHUE TTIO3BOJISIBAIIIC 1a CE 1aJaT HAKOJIKO OTTOBOPA; MOPaJH TOBA
oOmmaT mporeHT Haaumana 100 %.

[Mopanu ToBa n3BagKara € MpeJUMHO I'PaJICKa M OpUEHTUPaHa KbM CTYJIEHTH, KOETO TpsiOBa 1a ce
uMa MpeaBHl IPU HHTEPIPETHPAHETO Ha PE3yNTaTHTE, 0COOEHO MO OTHOIIEHHE Ha MJIaJuTe X0opa OT
CEJICKUTE pallOHM, MAJIKUTE HACEJICHH MECTa U ySI3BUMHUTE TPYIIH.

BBIpoCHUKBT Ha MPOYYBAHETO BKIIFOYBAIIE BHIIPOCH C 3aTBOPEHU OTTOBOPHU M BHIIPOCH C
BB3MOKXHOCT 3a ITOBEYEC OT €JUH OTIOBOP, IIETCTCIICHHA CKaJla OT TUIIA HA HI/IKepT u I/I36paHI/I BBIIPOCH C
OTBOpEHU oTroBopu. Tol oOXBamaiie HIKOJIKO TeMaTHYHH 001aCTH: IeMOTPaPCKU MPOQIIT; BH3MPHUITUS
3a KOPYIIHUITA, MPO3PAYHOCTTA U MOYTCHOCTTA; MO3HAHUS 32 YIIPABICHUETO U 3aKOHOIATCITHUTE
MPOIIECH; OCBEIOMEHOCT 32 KaHAIUTE 33 yYacTHE; OIUT 3a TPaXKJaHCKO YUaCTHe; IPEUKH U
OnaronpusTcTBaNM (HAKTOPH; JOBEPUE B U3TOUYHHUIIUTE HA HH(GOPMALINS; CUTHATTM3UPAHE 32 KOPYIIIHS; U
MIPEATNIOYUTaHN (GOPMATH U HHCTPYMEHTH 3a OBIEII0 MJIaIeKKO ydacTre. AHKeTara Oelre mpoBeieHa Ha
OBIATapCKU €3HK, 32 JIa CE TapaHTHpa JOCTHITHOCT, pa30UpaeMOCT U MO-aBTCHTUYHH OTTOBOPH OT
TesieBaTa rpyia.

KadecTBeHMSIT KOMIIOHEHT Ha aHallM3a C€ OCHOBAaBa Ha MHCMEHHU OTTOBOPH C OTBOPEHU BHIIPOCH,
MpPeI0CTaBeH! OT YYaCTHHUIIUTE B poyuBaneTo. O6mo 19 pecrionnenTy, npencrasmsasany 30,65 % ot
ObJrapckaTa M3BajKa, IpeJ0CTaBuXa MUCMEHU KOMEHTAPH KbM MOCJISIHUS BhIIPOC OTHOCHO
JOITBJIHATEITHUTE HYKJIU OT TIOJIKPeTa 32 aKTUBHO IPXKAAHCKO ydactue. Te3u oTroBopH Osxa
aHAM3WPAHU TEMAaTHYHO W M3MOI3BaHM 32 JIOIBIIBaHE HAa KOJIMYECTBEHHUTE PE3yiTaTu. e mpegocTaBmxa
WHpOpMaIK 3a B3NPUATHATA HAa MIAJUTE XOpa OTHOCHO HH()OPMAIIMOHHUTE MPOITYCKH,
WHCTUTYIIMOHAIHATA HETIPO3PAaYHOCT, HYKJaTa OT MO-ICHU MPOIIeTypH, MEHTOPCTBO, 3aIlUTa pH
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CUTHAJIM3UPAHC Ha KOPYIIIHA U BUAUMHU PE3YJITAaTU OT YIACTHUCTO. Ksaero e YMCECTHO, aAHOHUMU3UPAHU U
MPEBEACHN N3BAAKH OT TE3U OTTOBOPHU Ca BKIHOYCHHU B aHAJIMTUYHUTE pasaC/iv Ha JOKJIaaa.

Karo gacT ot nporneca na Banunupane Ha PII1 B bbirapus 6sxa opraHu3upanu aBa
BaMJAITMOHHN ceMuHapa. Harmmonanmuara crynentcka kondenepamus (HCK), B kauecTBOTO cH Ha
OBATapPCKU MAPTHHOP IO MPOEKTa, OPraHU3Mpa BATUIAIMOHEH CEMHHAP MPe3 NPEIX0HATA CEIMUIIA C
ydyacTueto Ha 34 muanexu. OCBEH TOBa Y HUBEPCUTETHT 110 HALLMOHAIHO U CBETOBHO CTOIIAHCTBO
OopraHu3vpa HaIMOHAJICH BATUAaMOHEH cemMuHap Ha 4 mait 2026 r. ¢ yuactueTo Ha 36 CTyIEHTH.
CeMuHapuTe peAOCTaBIXa B3MOXKHOCT JIa C€ TMPEACTABAT U OOCHIAT MPEIBAPUTEITHUTE PE3YATATU OT
OBATapCKOTO MPOYYBAHE, /1a C€ MMPOBEPH AT WACHTU(UITNPAHNTE TEHICHIINYA ChOTBETCTBAT HA OMTUTA
Ha YYaCTHUIUTE U Ja ce chOepaT AOMBIHUTEITHH MHEHHUSI OTHOCHO OapuepuTe, 6JaronpusTCTBalIUTe
(hakTopH, MPO3pav4HOCTTA, MOYTSHOCTTA U y4acTHeTo Ha muaaexTa. [lomydenata obpaTHa Bpb3Ka 10O
BpeMe Ha BAIHJAIIMOHHUTE CEMUHapH Oellle BKIIIOYeHa B aHATUTUIHUTE YaCTH Ha JOKJIAAa, KbAETO TOBA
Oellie yMECTHO.

AHanMU3BT € IpeIuMHO onrcateicH. KomndecTBeHUTE pe3yiaTaTu ca MPeACTaBeHH Ype3 YECTOTH,
MPOLICHTH U TEMaTUYHA UHTEPIPETALNs Ha MOACIIUTE Ha OTroBopuTe. KauecTBeHUTE KOMEHTapu ce
M3II0NI3BAT 32 KOHTEKCTYaIH3NpaHe Ha YHCIOBUTE KOHCTATAIINH 1 32 ACHTU(HUIINPaHEe Ha TOBTAPSIIN Ce
BB3MPUSTHS, ONTACCHUS U OYakBaHus. JJoKIaabT HE MpaBu TBBPIACHUS HA HUBO HACEICHUE, ThI KaTo
MPOYYBaHETO CE OCHOBaBa HA KOHKPETHA M3BaJIKa M pa3MephT Ha U3BajKaTa € orpanndeH. Cle1oBaTeHO
KOHCTaTaIuuTe TPsIOBa J1a Ce THIKYBAT KaTO MOKA3aTETHY 3a BB3IPHUATHATA HA aHKETUPAHATA TpyTia
MJIaJIeKH, a HE KaTO HAIThJIHO MPEJICTABUTEIIHU 33 BCUUKH MJIaJld X0pa B brirapusi.

Crensa fa ce oTOenexar HIKOJIKO orpaHuyeHus. [IbpBo, n3Baakara € peJuMHO I'pajicka 1
OpUEHTHpaHa KbM CTYJEHTH, KOETO MOXKE J]a TOBEJE 10 HEJOCTAThUHO MIPEJICTaBsIHE Ha MIIaJUTE XOpa OT
CEJICKUTE PallOHU, NKOHOMHYECKH HEPAaBHOCTONHM CPEIM, MJIaIeKH, KOUTO HE y4aT, He paboTiT U HE ce
obyuasat (NEETSs), u npyru ys3Bumu rpynu. Bropo, qanaure 6sxa cbOpaHu OHIIAIH, KOETO MOXeE Ja €
M3KIIIOYMIIO MITAJUTE XOPa € OFPaHUYEH AOCTHII A0 HHTEPHET WM [TO-MaTbK HHTEPEC KbM IPAKIAHCKH U
o01ecTBeHu BbIIpocH. TpeTo, KauecTBEHUTE JaHHU C€ OCHOBAaBAaT HAa OTBOPEHU BBIIPOCH B aHKETATa, a He
Ha rojsiM Opoii 3aABI00YCHN HHTEPBIOTA. BBIpekn Te3n orpaHHYeHNs, H3CICIBAHETO MIPEIOCTaBs [ICHHA
nHOpMaIKs 32 Bpb3KaTa MEXIy OCBEJOMEHOCTTA Ha MJI/ICKTa, JOBEPUETO B MHCTUTYLIUUTE,
BB3NPHUATHATA 32 KOPYIIHS U IPAKTUYECKUTE Oapuepu, KOUTO O(hopMAT ITpakJTaHCKOTO ydacTue B
boarapus.

AHanuTUYHATa MHTEPIPETAHs Ha PEe3YITaTUTE OT MPOYUYBAHETO CHILO € TOCTaBEHA B I10-
LIMPOKUS €BPONENCKN KOHTEKCT Ha MITaeKKoTo ydacTue. [locneanure nannu Ha HuBo EC nmokassar, ue
MIIaJIUTEe XOpa BCe I0-YeCTO ChueTaBaT (POPMaIHOTO yyacTue, KaTo IjjacyBaHe M KOHCYJITAlMH, C
He(OpPMaIHU ¥ JUTHTATHA (OPMH Ha aHTAXKHUPAHOCT. B chIIoTO Bpeme eBponeicKITe IpoydBaHHsI
MOJUepTaBaT, Y€ 3HAUMMOTO ydacTHe Ha MJIaJe)KTa 3aBUCH HE CaMO OT HAJIMYMETO Ha (JOpMaIHU
MEXaHHU3MH, HO U OT TOBa JaJIi T€3W MEXaHN3MH Ca IOCTBHITHH, pa30upaeMu U MOCTeIBaHN OT BUANMA
MHCTUTYLIMOHAIHA peakuys. Ta3u nepcnekTuBa € peJeBaHTHA 32 KOHCTaTaluuTe 3a bearapus, kpaeto
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OCBEZIOMEHOCTTA IO MPAKJAHCKU ¥ aHTHKOPYIIIMOHHHU BBIIPOCH € OTHOCUTEIHO BUCOKA, HO
NPAaKTHYECKOTO MO3HAHUE 38 KAHAJIUTE 33 YUaCTUE OCTaBa MO-OrPaHuYeHO .

44 EBponencKkn MKOHOMUYECKN U coumaner KomuTeT. (2024). CmpyKkmypupaHo U 3HaYUMO yyacmue Ha maadexcma
8 0eMOKPaMUYHUA U coyuanHua xusom e EC. EBPONEeNCcKM MKOHOMMWYECKU U coUuManeH KOMUTET.
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/publications-other-work/publications/structured-and-meaningful-
youth-participation-policy-and-decision-making-processes-mapping-local-national-eu-and
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6. OcBe1OMEHOCT M pa30upaHe HA MJIA/IE€5KTA OTHOCHO
rPaskIaHCKOTO yyacTue, 6opdoaTa ¢ KOPyNuUATA, MPO3PAYHOCTTA U
HU3rOTBSAAHETO HA MOJUTHKH

PesynraTuTe OT IpOy4BaHETO IIOKA3BAT, Y€ MIIAJIUTE PECIIOHACHTH B bhjrapust 1eMOHCTpHUpAT
CPaBHHUTEIHO CHJIHA OCBEIOMEHOCT 110 OTHOILICHHE Ha OCHOBHUTE KOHIIEIIIINH, CBbP3aHu ¢ OopbaTa ¢
KOpPYNLUATA U IOYTECHOCTTA, HO II0-HEPAaBHOMEPHO pa30upaHe Ha U3rOTBSIHETO Ha MOJIUTUKY,
MeXaHU3MHTE 32 0OIIECTBEHN KOHCYNTALMU U KaHAITUTE 3a MPaKTHYECKO y4yacTre. ToBa mojacKkas3Ba, 4e
MIIaJIUTE XOpa MOJKe [la ca 3al03HaTy ¢ 00I1aTa rpakJaHcKa U aHTUKOPYIIIMOHHA TEPMHUHOJIOTHSA, HO BCE
OIll€ UM JIMIICBAT JOCTAaThYHO IPAKTUYECKHU MIO3HAHUS 3a TOBA KaK J1a B3aMMOJEHCTBAT C UHCTUTYLIUUTE U
IIPOLIECUTE HA B3€MaHE HA PELICHMUS.

6.1 Ilo3HaHusl 32 KOHUENUUKUTE 32 00p0a ¢ KOPYNUMATA U MOYTEHOCTTA

Haii-Brcoku HHBa Ha 3aI103HATOCT Osixa PErucTprpaHu 1o OTHOIMECHUEC HA OCHOBHU IOHATHUA KaTO
KOpYyMLUs, KOHQJIUKT Ha HHTEPECH U CHTHAJIM3MpaHe/JoKIaIBaHe Ha Kopynuus. PasOupanero Ha
KOPYIIUATA KaTO KOHIEMNIM MOCTUTHA Hali-BUCOKUTE HUBA Ha 3aro3HaTocT: 37,10% oT aHkeTupaHuTe
(n=23) 3asBUxa, 4e ca ,,MHOTO 3al03HATH "’ ¢ TepMUHa, 1okaTo 38,71% (n=24) mocouuxa, ge ca
,,A3KITFOUMTEIHO 3amo3HaT ™. ToBa 03Ha4YaBa, 4e moBeyue OT TPU YETBBPTH OT aHKETUPAHUTE MIIAAH X0pa
3asBHXa BUCOKO HUBO Ha 3all03HATOCT C KOHLEIIMATA 32 KOPYILHUATA.

[TonobeH cuien pesynrat Oelie OTYETEH U 3a OHATUETO ,,KOHPIUKT Ha uHTEpecu . OO0
38,71% ot aaketupanure (n=24) mocounxa, 4e ca ,,MHOTO 3al03HATH C TE€pMHHA, T0KaTO 43,55% (n=27)
orOes3axa, 4e ca ,,u3KII0YUTEITHO 3armo3HaT . ToBa € BaXKHO 3aKJIFOUEHUE, Thil KAaTO KOH(PIUKTHT Ha
MHTEPECH € e/IHA OT OCHOBHUTE KOHIICMIIUY B MO-IIIMPOKaTa cepa Ha 00lecTBeHaTa MOYTEHOCT U
AHTUKOPYIIIMOHHATA ITOJIMTUKA. 3amo3HarocTTa ¢ KOHICTIIUATA Ipearoara, 4¢ peCriOHACHTUTE UMaT
MIOHEe OCHOBHO pa30upaHe 3a CUTYalliu, B KOUTO YaCTHA UHTEPECH MOTAT Jia CE€ HAMECBAT B ITyOJIUYHUTE
OTTrOBOPHOCTH.

CuUrHamu3MpaHeTo 3a HEPETHOCTH M KOPYIIIUS ChIIO0 MOKa3a CPABHUTEIHO BUCOKH HUBA Ha
ocBemomMeHocT. 000 38,71% ot ankerupanute (n=24) 3asBuxa, 4e ca ,,MHOTO 3aIT03HATH * C TIOHATHETO,
nokato 35,48% (n=22) mocouuxa, 4e ca ,,Mu3KIIOYUTEIHO 3arno3Hatu . To3u pe3yaTaT € 3HauuM, Thil KaTo
CUTHAJTU3UPAHETO 33 KOPYMIIHUS € TPSKO CBHP3aHO C aKTHBHO IPaXKJAHCKO MOBEICHHUE
MHCTUTYIIMOHAIIHA OTYETHOCT. BBITpeKH TOBa, KAKTO € MOKa3aHOo B MO-KpPaHUTE pa3/ie/id Ha OKIIaja,
OCBEJIOMEHOCTTA 32 KOHIICTIIIUATA He 03HAYaBa HEMPEMEHHO, Y€ MIIAJMTE XOpa CE YyBCTBAT CUTYPHU WU
JOCTaThYHO UH(POPMUPAHH 33 TOBA KbJIE M KaK Jia CUTHATH3UPAT 32 KOPYITIHSL.

Karo msmo nanaute covar, 4e ObITapCKUTE PECIIOHICHTH HE Ca HE3aIll03HATH C OCHOBHUS PEYHUK
Ha KOPYTNIHATA ¥ OYTEHOCTTa. Te Morar Aa pa3no3HaBat KIFOYOBH MOHATHUS U, 3Tk, pa3oupar
00110TO MM 3HaueHHe. B cpII0TO Bpeme Ta3u 0CBEJOMEHOCT € MO-CKOPO KOHIIETITYaIHA, OTKOJIKOTO
MpaKkTHyYecka. Pesynrarure oT mpoy4YBaHETO cOYaT, Y€ 3HAHMETO KAaKBO O3HAYaBaT KOPYITIUS, KOHMIUKT
Ha WHTEPECH W CUTHAIM3UPAHE 32 HEPETHOCTH HE CE MPEBPHINA aBTOMATUIHO B YBEPCHOCT IIPH
M3M0J3BAHETO HA HAIMYHUTE KaHATIH 33 CUTHAM3UPAHE WIM YYaCTHETO B MEXaHU3MU 332 OTUETHOCT.
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6.2 Ilo3Hanus 3a mpouecuTe Ha YNPaBJeHUE U 3aKOHOAATEJICTBO

[To3nanusTa 32 3aKOHOJATETTHUTE U YIIPABICHCKUTE MPOLIECH M3IJIeKAAT mo-ymepenu. Ha
BBIIPOCA 32 3aII03HATOCTTA C HALMOHAIHUS 3aKkoHoareneH npouec 40,32 % ot pecnonaeHTHTe (n=25)
O0TTOBOpHXaA, Ue ca ,,yMepeHo 3amno3Haru‘, 27,42 % (n=17) 3asBuxa, e ca ,,MHOTO 3amo3Haru™, a 14,52 %
(n=9) ce cumTar 3a ,,M3KIIOYUTEIHO 3ano3HaTH . Te3n pe3ynTaTu NOKa3BaT, 4¢ MHOSMHCTBOTO OT
aHKETHPAaHUTE UMAT IIOHE HAKAKBa IIPE/ICTaBa 3a TOBA KaK c€ pa3paboTBa HAIMOHAIHOTO
3aKOHOJATEJICTBO, HO JIEITBT Ha T€3U C MHOTO BHCOKA YBEPEHOCT OCTaBa OrPaHUYEH.

[Iponiecure Ha 00OIIECTBEHN KOHCYJITAIIMN TTOKa3axa mojo0Ha TenaeHums. O01o 40,32 % ot
aHKeTUpaHuTe (n=25) mocoymxa, 4e ca yMEpPeHO 3al03HaTH ¢ OOIIECTBEHUTE KOHCYITAlllH, JOKATO CaMo
9,68 % (n=6) ce onucaxa KaTo MHOTO 3am03HaTH. ToBa COYM KbM KOHKPETHA MPa3HUHA B IPAKTUYECKATA
rpaxkJancka rpaMoTHocT. OOIIEeCTBEHUTE KOHCYNTALIUH €A €JUH OT OCHOBHUTE (DOPMAITHH MEXaHU3MH,
Ype3 KOUTO TPaskAaHUTE MOrar Jia 1aBaT oOpaTHa Bpb3Ka 10 3aKOHOIPOEKTH, CTPATErny U JOKYMEHTH 32
MOJIMTUKY, HO U3TJIEXK]IA, Y€ MHOT'O MJIaJli XOpa HAMAT SICHO pa30upaHe 3a TOBAa KaK TO3H MEXaHU3bM
paboTH Ha paKTHKA.

ChI10TO 3aKIIFOUYCHHE CE TTOKPEIIS U OT OTTOBOPHUTE OTHOCHO AOCTHIIA 10 HHGOPMAITHS 32
BB3MOXKHOCTHUTE 3a yuacTue. [lo-romsimaTa yact ot ankerupanurte, 51,61% (n=32), 3asBuxa, ue
HaMUpPaHETO Ha HH(pOPMAIKS 32 Bh3MOKHOCTHUTE 32 TPAKIAHCKO y4aCTHE HE € HUTO JIECHO, HUTO TPYAHO.
B crmroro Bpeme 19,35 % (n=12) ro Hammpat 3a gocra TpyIaHO, JoKaTo caMo 3,23 % (n=2) ro cumrar 3a
necHo. Te3u KOHCTaTaluu covar, 4e NpoOJIeMbT HE € HEMPEMEHHO B IIbJIHATA JIUIICA HA HHpOpMaNHs, a
IT0-CKOPO B HEifHaTa PparMeHTUPAHOCT, OTpaHWYEHATA M BUANMOCT U HEOCTATHYHOTO M afanTHpaHe
KbM HYXKIWTE Ha MJIQJIUTE XOPa.

Ha BBrpoca koii Moxe Jja BHacs IIPeJIOKEHNS 32 HOBO 3aKOHOAATEJICTBO HA HALIMOHAIHO
paBHuiue 66,13 % ot anketupanute (n=41) nNpaBUIIHO MOCOYMXA YJISHOBETE HA NAapJaMeHTa, T0KaTo
61,29 % (n=38) mocounxa nmpaBUTENCTBOTO. Pe3ynrarnte ob6ave coyat 1 HECUTYPHOCT MIIM HEITBIIHU
MTO3HAHMS 110 OTHOIICHNE Ha JIPYTUTE YYaCTHULM U KaHaiu. [lo oTHOIIeHne Ha 3aKOHOAATEIHATA BIACT
Ha EBponeiickus cbio3 46,77 % ot anketupanute (n=29) npaBuiHo nocournxa EBpomneiickara KoMuCHs
KaToO MHCTUTYIMATA C OCHOBHA POJIS IPY Ipe/utaraneTo Ha Hou 3akoHu Ha EC, mokaro 33,87 % (n=21)
norpenrHo n3bpaxa EBponeiickus napimament. ToBa mokas3sa, 4e Makap MHOTO OT aHKETUPaHHUTE J1a IMaT
OCHOBHH Mo3HaHus 3a uHCTUTYynuuTe Ha EC, Bee orie chiiecTByBa 00BbpKBaHE OTHOCHO KOHKPETHUTE UM
(GYHKLUY B 3aKOHOAATEJIHUS IIPOLIEC.

6.3 Paz0Oupane Ha Bb3MOKHOCTHTE 32 O0LIECTBEHO YYACTHE M KOHCYJITALMU

[IpoyuBaHeTo pa3riena ChIO TaKa JaU MIAJIUTE X0pa pa3Oupar Kora u Kak rpakJJaHUTe MOTaT
Jla TaBaT MHEHHE TI0 TPeNIOKeHH 3aKoHH. Ha BbIpoca ganu rpakjaHuTe Morar Jia JaBaT oopaTHa
BpB3Ka WM MHEHHUE TI0 MPEIOKEH HOB 3aK0H, 67,74 % oT anketupanute (n=42) oTroBoprxa
yTBBbpAUTENHO. Bhrpeku ToBa 17,74 % (n=11) 3asBuxa, ue rpakJaHUTE HE MOTAaT J1a JaBaT TakoBa
MHeHue, qokaro 14,52 % (n=9) e 6gxa curypHau. ToBa moka3Ba, 4e MOYTH €Ha TPETa OT aHKETHPAHUTE
WJIM HE 3HAST, WM HE BAPBAT, Y€ IPa)KIaHUTEe MOTAT JIa y4acTBaT B MPOIECUTE HA 0OpaTHa BPh3Ka IO
3aKOHOJIATEJICTBOTO.
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[To oTHOIIEHME Ha eTamna, HAa KOWTO TPaKIaHUTE MOTaT Ja JaBaT oOpaTHa BpB3Ka, 64,52 % ot
anketupanute (n=40) mpaBWIHO TTocounxa (pazaTa Ha 0OIMIECTBEHOTO OOCHKIAHE WIIH H3CITyIIBaHE.
Bwnopeku ToBa 11,29% (n=7) cmsTaT, 4e TpakJaHUTe MOTaT Aa MOBJIHSAT Ha IpoIeca caMo Upe3 YINYHU
mpoTecTH, A0Kato 6,45% (n=4) 3asBsBaT, Ue TpAKIAHUTE HE MOTAT /1a TIOBIUSAT Ha 3aKOHOIATEITHUS
nporiec. Te3n OTTOBOPH COYAT SICHA HYKJa OT MO-TIPAKTHYECKO TPAXKAAHCKO 00pa3oBaHue, 0cOOEHO
OTHOCHO ()YHKIIMOHHPAHETO Ha OOIIECTBCHUTE KOHCYJITAIIUH, U3CIYIIBAHUATA U UHCTUTYIIHOHATHUTE
MEXaHU3MH 3a 00paTHa Bph3Ka.

ToBa 3akirOueHNE € Ba)XHO, 3aII0TO TOKa3Ba pa3MUHABAaHE MEXKIY OOIIOTO JEMOKPATHYHO
CHh3HAHME W MPAKTUIECKOTO MPOLEAYPHO 3HaHHE. MitaguTe Xopa MOKe Aa MOIKPENIT JeMOKPATHIHOTO
ydacTHe 0 MPUHIIMII, HO HE BUHATH 3HAST KOW (POPMATHU MEXaHU3MU ChIIECTBYBAT, KOra MOTaT Jia
ObJaT U3MOJ3BaHM, U KaKbB BUJ] PUHOC CEe OYaKBa OT rpaKAaHnuTe. ToBa ch3/laBa MpevKa 3a CMUCICHO
y4acTue, 3a0T0 YIaCTHETO U3MCKBA HE CaMO MOTHBAIIHS, HO U IIPOIEAypHA SICHOTA.

6.4 KauecTBeHH HA0I1I0/1€eHUSA

KauecTBenure OTTOBOPHU MOAKPCIAT KOJIUYCCTBCHUTC KOHCTATAIIUN U IPCAOCTABAT
JOIIBJIHUTCIICH KOHTCKCT. Hsaxkonko PECIIOHACHTH IToa4YepTaxa, 4€ C€ HyXKJasiT OT I1O-ACHA, II0-0IIPOCTCHA
U IMO-JOCTHhIIHA I/IH(bOpMaL[I/I}I 3a TOBaA KakK J1a y‘-IaCTBaT. EILI/IH pCCHOH,Z[CHT 3asi1BU, 4€ MJIaJUTEC xopa (61§]
HYXJasT OT ,,JCHA 1 IMpocTa HH(pOpMaIns 3a TOBa Kak Jia ce BKirtovyat' . J{pyr pecrioHieHT 00sCHH, Ue ce
HYX/IasiT OT ,,[10-I0CTBITHA 1 pa30upaeMa HHPOPMAIHs 32 3aKOHOIATEITHUTE TIPOLIECH, TIOBEYE
BB3MOXHOCTHU 3a y4aCTUC B O6H_I€CTB€HI/I KOHCYJITallU! U MO-SICHU KaHaJIN 3a KOMYHHUKAIUA C
UHCTUTYIIUUTE®.

Te3u kOMEeHTapu coyaT, Y€ OCHOBHOTO MPEAU3BUKATEIICTBO HE € IMMbJIHATA JIUIICA HA HHTEPEC WU
OCBEJIOMEHOCT, a TPYTHOCTTA JIa C€ IPEBbPHE OCBEIOMEHOCTTA B JieiicTBAE. MaanTe Xopa MOXe Jia
pa30oupaT OCHOBHHUTE TPAXKJAHCKU KOHIICIIIUY, HO YECTO MM JIMIICBAT MPAKTUYCCKU HACOKH 3a TOBA KAKBH
CTBIIKH J]a IPEATIPHEMAT, KbJIe 1a HAMEPAT Ha/lex THA HHPOpMAIHS U KakK Jia OOIIyBaT ¢ MHCTUTYIIUUTE.
ToBa ch31aBa pa3MUHaBaHEe MEXAy MH(POPMALIUATA U ICHCTBHETO: 3HAHUETO ChIIECTBYBA Ha 00III0 HUBO,
HO HE BUHArd € CBHP3aHO C KOHKPETHHU IIBTHUIIA 32 YYacTHE.

OTFOBOpI/ITe C OTBOPCH XapaKTEp CHINO MMOKa3BaT, 4€ CaMOTO OCBECAOMSABAHC HE € NOCTATHYHO.
PecrionnenTure CBbp3axa y4yaCTUCTO C H€06XO)_'[I/IMOCTTa OT IO-JICHHU MTPOLCAYPH, no—z[06pa KOMYHUKaNus
" IPAKTUYCCKN HACOKH 3a TOBA KaK Ja C€ M3II0JI3BAT ChIICCTBYBAIUTC KaHAJIN.

CemuHapuTe 3a BaluJupaHe, OpraHu3upaHu B bearapus, moTBepauxa Te3u KOHCTATALUH.
VYyacTHUIUTE IIpU3HAXa, Y€ MIIAJUTE XOpa KaTo IUI0 Ca HAasCHO C BaYKHOCTTA HA IPAXKAAHCKOTO y4yacTue,
Mpo3payHocTTa U 6opOaTa ¢ KOPYNUUATA, HO YECTO UM JIUIICBAT MPAKTHYECKH O3HAHMS 32 TOBA KaK J1a
M3M0J13BaT OULUMAIHUTE KaHAIH 3a yyactue. JluckycunTe moguepraxa ChbUio Taka HEOOXOAMMOCTTa OT
OOSICHEHUSI, JOCTHITHH 32 MIIQIUTE XOPa, BUIUMH BH3MOXHOCTH 3 YH4aCTHE U IPUMEPH, TOKA3BAIIH, Ye
MIPUHOCHT Ha MJIAJIEKTa MOXKE Ja JOBEJIE 10 KOHKPETHH PE3YITaTH.
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7. Ilpeuku u osaronpusTcTamm Gaxkropu

Pesynrarute oT npoyuBaneTo B beiarapus mokasBar, e OCHOBHUTE MIPEUKHU pe]] YIaCTUETO Ha
MITAJIC)KTa He ca CBhP3aHU C JIMIICA Ha HHTEPEC, a MO-CKOPO C JIUTIca Ha sicHa WHPOPMAIHs, HeIoBepHe B
e()CKTUBHOCTTA HA YYaCTHUETO, OTPAHHMYCHO CAMOYYBCTBHE U HECUTYPHOCT OTHOCHO TOBA KaK Jia ce
BKITIOYAT Ha TpakThka. Haii-cuimHara npeyka, mocoueHa OT PeCHOHACHTHTE, OeIlie JUcaTa Ha scHa
nHpopmarus u nesuHpopmManusTa, n3dpana ot 66,13% ot pecionaeature (n=41). ToBa mokassa, ge
JOCTBITBT JI0 pa3OupaeMa, HaJeK/IHa U JOCTHITHA 332 MIIAJICKUTE HH(POPMAIIUS € MPEATNOCTaBKa 3a
CMHCJICHO yYacTHE.

Bropara nmo 3HaunMocT mpeuka Oellie Bb3NPUATHETO, Ye IMYHUTE MHCHUS HAMA J1a TIPOMCHSIT
Hu1o, m36pano ot 40,32 % ot pecnonaentute (n=25). ToBa 3akiIt0YeHHE COYN KBM MPOOIIEM C
BB3MPUEMAHOTO KaTO HUCKO Bb3JIeHCTBUE. MitamuTe Xopa MOXKe Jia ca HasICHO C Bb3MOXXHOCTHUTE 32
y4acTue, HO aKo He BSIPBaT, Y€ MHCTUTYLUUTE IIe B3eMaT MHEHUETO UM Ha CEPUO3HO, € IMT0-MAaJIKO
BEPOSITHO JIa ce aHTaxupat. ToBa Oellle MOTBHPIICHO ¥ B OTTOBOPHUTE C OTBOPEH XapaKkTep, KbJCTO SANH
OT aHKCTUPAHUTE 3asBU, YC TpSI6Ba Ja ,,BUIU peSyHTaTI/I“, 3a Jia IO4YyBCTBa, Y€ y4aCTUCTO UMa CMUCHIJI.

Hamnure 6s1xa 1 IpakTHYECKH U COIMATHU Oapuepu, Makap 1 I0-MajKo JoMUHupaIy. JIumncara Ha Bpeme
Oeme nocoyena ot 29,03 % ot anketupanute (n=18), J0KaTO CTPaxbT OT HETaTUBHU PEAKLUH, KPUTHUKA
WJIM TOPMO3 B HHTEpHET Oetne mocodeH oT 25,81 % (n=16). Ome 20,97% (n=13) mocoumnxa nurcaTta Ha
yBepeHocT, a 11,29% (n=7) 3asBuxa, e Bb3MOKHOCTUTE Ca TBBPJIE AaJIed WIN TPYIHOIOCTHITHH.
DuHaHCOBHUTE pa3Xxoau 0sxa crioMeHaTH camo ot 6,45% (n=4), KoeTo mpenoara, e 3a Ta3u U3BajaKa
MH(POPMAITMOHHHUTE U TICHXOJIOTHIECKUTE OaprUepH ca IMO-BaXKHU OT MPEKUTE MKOHOMHYECKH TTPEUKH.

JleiicTBUTETHATE MOJIENT Ha y9acTHe IMOKa3BaT, Ye MIIAJUTE XOpa ca MO-CKIOHHH J1a ce
aHTKHUPAT Ype3 MO3HATH WM JISCHOIOCTHITHA (POPMHU Ha yIaCTHE, OTKOJIKOTO Upe3 MPEKH
WHCTUTYIIMOHATHU KaHanu. [Ipe3 mocnennure 12 mecena 67,74% ot anketupanute (n=42) ca riacyBaiu
Ha U300pH, KOTaTo ca MMaJi MpaBo Ha ToBa; 46,77% (n=29) ca moanucaiy METUITUS WK Ca MTOAKPEIIIN
kammanus; 41,94% (n=26) ca Ouu 10OPOBOJIIIK B OOIIHOCTHA WIIM COLIMAIHA HHUIIMATHBA; U 38,71%
(n=24) ca mpUCHCTBAIX Ha IPAKIAHCKA, MITaJIS)KKa UM OOIIHOCTHA CpEllla WK ChOUTHE. 3a CMETKa Ha
ToBa camo 12,90 % (n=8) ca ce cBbp3BaNIN C IMyOIWYEH OpTraH, MHCTUTYIHS WIH MIPEJICTABUTEN, TOKATO
17,74 % (n=11) ca y4acTBaiau B CTyI€HTCKH, MJIaI€KKH WM YHUBEPCUTETCKU MPECTaBUTEIEH OpPTaH.

VYyactueTo B 00IIeCTBEHN KOHCYIITAIIH OCTaBa 0cOO0eHo orpanudeHo. Camo 9,68 % ot
aHKeTUpaHUTe (n=6) ca yyacTBaJIU B KOHCYJITAMsI HA MECTHO MJIM OOIIMHCKO paBHUILE, 8,06 % (n=5) —
Ha HAIMOHAITHO paBHHUILE, a 6,45 % (n=4) — Ha pasaume EC. B cpmoTo Bpeme 40,32 % (n=25) ca
3asIBIJIM, Y€ HE Ca Y4acTBaJM, HO OMXa UCKaJHX Ja r0 HalpasAT, nokato 17,74 % (n=11) ca mocouwnnu, ge
HE 3HAAT OTKbJIE J1a 3armoyHar. ToBa [oka3Ba SCHa pa3jinKa MeXay HHTepeca U JeHCTBUTEIHOTO YUacTHe:
MHOTO MJIaJId XOpa ca OTBOPEHHN KbM aHTAKUPAHOCT, HO C€ HY)KIIAST OT IMO-5ICHA HACOKH U TO-IOCTHITHA
BXOJHU TOYKH.

dakTopuTe, KOUTO CIIOPE] AHKETUPAHUTE OMXa MTOJIOMOTHAIN y4acTUETO, IOTBBPKIABAT TO3H
u3Bo. Haii-uecto mocouBanaTta Msipka, KOATO OM MOMOTHaIa Ha MJIaJUTE X0pa Jla yJacTBaT IoBeue, €
,»JICHa 1 ITpocTa HMH(OpMaNHKs 3a TOBa KaK Ja ce BKItoYat™, n3opana ot 61,29 % ot ankerupanute (n=38).
Joepuero B nH(pOpManusaTa 3a rpaKAaHCKHS U OOIIECTBEHUS KUBOT Oerre u3bpano ot 48,39% (n=30),
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nokarto 29,03% (n=18) mocourxa Bb3MOKHOCTH, MO-0JIM3KH 10 MICTOTO, KBJIETO y4aT, paboTsT Win
KuBeAT. HacokuTe, MCHTOPCTBOTO WIIH MPAKTUYECKATa MOJKPEIIa ChINO 0sXa MogYepTaHd B
KaueCTBCHUTE OTTOBOPU KaTO HEOOXO MMM 32 MPEBPBINAHETO HA HHTEPEca B JICHCTBUE.

Ha Bbrpoca kou neicTBus ca Hail-e(eKTHBHU 3a TOBA INIAChT HA MJIIAJMTE X0Opa Aa ObIe UyT,
aHKETUPaHUTE NOCTaBHXa Ha IIPBO MACTO IJ1aCyBaHETO Ha U300pu, n3dpano ot 59,68 % (n=37).
IIpuchenunsBaneTo kbM Miaaexka opranusanus, HI1O unu rpaxkaaHcka uHUIMaTHBa cieaparie ¢ 41,94
% (n=26). Ipyru ¢opmu, KaTo OHJIAWH KaMITaHUH, TIETUIIMH U IEMOHCTPALIUH, 0s1Xxa H30paHu MO-PsIIKO.
ToBa noackaspa, ue MiaauTe PECIOHACHTH BCE Ollle MPU3HABAT BAXKHOCTTA Ha (JOPMATHUTE U
OpTraHU3alMOHHUTE (POPMU Ha y4acTHE, JOPH AKO YECTO CPEIIAT NPEUKH 3a €()eKTUBHOTO UM H3IOJI3BaHE.

CeMI/IHapI/ITe 3a BaJIMAUPAHC NOTBbpJANXaA ChllaTa TCHACHI M. y‘laCTHI/IHI/ITC Inpu3Haxa, Y€ MJIaauTe Xopa
HE Ca HCTIPEMCHHO arlaTU4HU, HO YECTO UM JIMIICBA JOCTHIIHA I/IH(I)OpMaIH/ISI, MMPAKTUYCCKHU ITPUMEPU U
YBEPCHOCT, U€ TAXHOTO YUAaCTHUC LIC AOBCAC 10 BUAUMU PE3YyJITATH. Te ChIIO TakKa nmoJa4yepraxa BaKHOCTTa
Ha 06paTHaTa BpB3Ka OT UHCTUTYUHUTE, TBH KaTo MJIaJUTE XO0pa Ca IMO-CKJIOHHU Jla OCTaHaT aHI'a>KUpPaHU,
KOoraTto Morart aa BUIAT KakK € OuJI B3€T npeaBuJ TCXHUAT IIPUHOC.
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8. IIpo3payHoOCT, MOYTEHOCT U JI0BEepHe

Pesynrartute ot npoyuBaneTo B bbiarapus moka3sart, 4e BB3NPUATHATA 38 KOPYILUS ca MHOTO
BHCOKH cpea MianuTe pecrionaenTu. Q0o 67,74 % ot pecionaenTute (n=42) ommcaxa KOPyIIUATA B
bovarapus kato ,,MHOTO pa3npocTpanena’, qokato 27,42 % (n=17) s cmeTHaxa 3a ,,pa3mpocTpaHeHa’.
Karo 1110 95,16 % ot Obarapckara u3Bajaka Bb3IpHEMaT KOPYIIKATA KATO Pa3NPOCTPaHEHA I MHOTO
pasmpocTpaHeHa. ToBa MmoKa3Ba, 4e KOPYIIHIATa HE ce pas3riek/a KaTo H30JupaH npobiem, a KaTo
CTPYKTYpEH MpobieM, 3acsrail 00IecTBEHHsI KUBOT U JOBEPUETO B MHCTUTYIIUHTE.

ToBa BB3MPHUSITHE € BUAUMO U 110 OTHOIIIEHHE Ha KOHKPETHH UHCTUTYIIH U CEKTOPH.
KopynuusTa cpea noauTuUTe Ha HAIIMOHAIHO, PETHOHATHO K MECTHO HUBO € OLICHEHa KaTo ,,MHOTO
pasmpoctpaneHa“ ot 61,29% ot ankerupanute (n=38) u xaTo ,,pa3npocrpanena’ ot 30,65% (n=19).
[Mono6Hu pe3ynraTu O6sxa 0TOENA3aHH U 32 MOMUIHATA, KbAeTo 58,06% (n=36) ca u3bpaiu ,,MHOTO
pasnpoctpanena®, a 33,87% (n=21) — ,,paznpoctpanena‘. Te3u pe3ynratu coyart, e MIAAUTE
PECIIOHJICHTH CBBP3BAT KOPYNLUATA KAKTO C IIOJUTUKATA Ha BUCOKO PABHUILE, TAKa M C MHCTUTYLINHY,
KOHTO IPSIKO 3acsraT eXXeJHEBHUTE B3aMMOICHCTBUS HA TPaXXIaHUTE C AbpKaBara.

[IpoyuBaHeTO pa3KpHBa ChIINO TaKa HUCKO JTOBEPUE B MEXaHU3MUTE 3a 0TueTHOCT. Ha BhIpoca
JIAJIF CITyYanuTe Ha KOPYMIIHS Ha BUCOKO PAaBHUIIE CE pa3Clie/iBaT OCTaTh4YHO, 51,61% OT pecrnoHaeHTuTe
(n=32) u3pasuxa CHIHO ChIIIacHe, 9e TOBa He € Taka, nokato 30,65% (n=19) ce cprimacuxa. ToBa
O3HadaBa, 4€ IOBCYC OT YCTHUPU IICTU OT PECIIOHACHTUTC N3pa3saBaT CKCITULHU3BM 110 OTHOIINCHUC Ha
e(eKTUBHOTO MpECIIeBaHE U NPOCIIEAsIBaHE HA ClydanTe Ha KOPYMIHS HAa BUCOKO paBHUIIIE.

[Ipo3payHocTTa Ha HHCTUTYIIMOHAIHUTE MPOLEIYPH € Apyra BakHa TeMa, KOSITO OyIu
sarprwkeHocT. Ensa 12,90 % ot anketupanute (n=8) ca CbIIIacHH, Y€ IbPKABHUTE HHCTUTYLIUH
0OMKHOBEHO OOSICHABAT IPOIEAYPHUTE SICHO, nokaTo 41,94 % (n=26) He ca cwritacau u 25,81 % (n=16)
ocraBaT HeyTpaiHH. [1o chimus HauuH 46,77 % ot aHkeTUpaHuTe OT (N=29) He ca ChITIACHH, Y€ MITATUTE
X0pa MOTaT Jia IoJy4aT CIPaBeJINB TOCTHII 10 MyOIUYIHN yCIyTH 0e3 JTHIHU BPB3KH, JOKaTo caMo 16,13
% (n=10) ca cbriaacuu. Te3u KOHCTATAlMU COYaT, Y€ JOBEPHETO € OTCIa0EHO HE CaMO OT Bh3IMPUATHATA
3a KOPYMIIHUS, HO U OT HEACHUTE MPOLEAYPU U CbMHEHUSITAa OTHOCHO PABHOTO TpEeTUpaHe. AHKETUPAHUTE
CBBP3BAT JOBEPHETO TIABHO C MPaKTUIECKaTa MPO3PavHOCT, BKIFOUUTEHO SICHUA CTHIIKH, CPOKOBE H
KpUTEpPUH 32 B3€MaHe Ha PELICHMUS.

CurHanmu3npaHeTo 3a KOPYIIIUS 3TIeXa € 0CO0eHO dyBCTBUTENEeH BhIIpoc. Camo 6,45 % ot
aHkeTupanute (n=4) 3asBUXa, 4e Ouxa ce MOYyBCTBAJH ,,MHOTO CUT'YPHH ", aKO CUTHAJTU3UPAT 32
KOpYILUS WM HECTIPaBeUIMBO TpeTUpaHe, nokato 32,26 % (n=20) 6uxa ce mo4yBCTBaNIH ,,lI0-CKOPO
HecurypHU™, a 9,68 % (n=60) — ,,MHOTO HecurypHu*‘. Ome 38,71 % (n=24) ocraBar HeyTpaaHu. ToBa
MOKa3Ba, 4e CUTHAJIM3UPAHETO 32 KOPYIILHs HE ce Bb3IpHUeMa KaTOo OOMKHOBEH aAMUHUCTPATUBEH aKT, a
KaTo MPOIIeC, CBbP3aH C JIMYEH PUCK, HECUTYPHOCT | JIUIICA Ha IOBEpHE B MHCTUTYIIMOHAITHATA 3aI[UTA.

[To3HaHusTa 32 KaHAJIHUTE 32 CUTHAIN3UPAHE CBIIO ca orpanndyeHu. O6mo 45,16 % ot
aHketupanute (n=28) 3asBuxa, ye UMaT 00I11a IPEACTaBa KbAE U KaK JJa CUTHAIN3UPAT 3a KOPYMLUs, HO
He ca curypHu B npoueca. Jpyru 27,42% (n=17) He Ouxa 3Haenu KbJe Ja OTUAAT, 1okato camo 12,90%
(n=8) 3asBMXa, 4e 3HAAT TOYHO KbJE a M0JaAaT curHai. ToBa MOTBBPXKAABa, Ye OCBEJOMEHOCTTA 3a
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KOopymnnousTa KaTo HpO6J’ICM € MHOI'O IIO-BUCOKaA OT NPAKTUYCCKOTO MO3HAHUC 34 MCXAHU3MHUTC 34
CUT'HAJIN3UpPaHEC.

Ha Bbmpoca kakBo OM Hakapaio MIaJuTe Xopa Jia Ce YyBCTBAT MO-CUTYPHU MPH CUTHATU3UPAHE Ha
KOpYMNLYSI, aHKETUPAHUTE NTOCOYUXA KATO IPUOPUTET AHOHUMHOCTTA U 3aILUTaTa. BB3MOXHOCTUTE 3a
AHOHUMHO CUTHaJM3upaHe Osxa u3dpanu oT 59,68% ot ankeTupanute (n=37), JOKATO 3aIUTaTa OT
HEraTHBHU TOCJENICTBUS WU penpecun Oemre n3dpana ot 50% (n=31). fIlcHu ykazaHus 3a TOBa KbAE U
KaK Jia ce mojaze curuain 0sxa u3dpanu ot 38,71% (n=24). Te3u pe3yaTaTu MOKa3BaT, Y MEXaHU3MHUTE
3a CUTHaJM3UpaHe TpsOBa HEe caMo Ja ca (OopMaHO HaJHIIe, HO U J1a ObJaT HAACKIHH, KOHPHUIACSHIIUATHA
¥ JICCHHM 3a pa3OupaHe.

JloBepueTo BB B3MOXKHUTE CyOEKTH 3a OJaBaHe Ha jkaji0u 3a Kopynuus € yparMeHTHPaHOo.
Crenmanu3upannuTe aHTUKOPYIIIMOHHY areHnuu 0sixa m3bpanu ot 30,65 % ot pecionaeHTute (n=19),
xypHanucture — oT 29,03 % (n=18), a agBokarute — ot 20,97 % (n=13). [lonuuusra e n3dpana ot
19,35% (n=12), nokaro chanIMIIATa UM IPOKypaTypata ca n3dopanu ot 14,52% (n=9). 3abGenexxurenHo
e, ue 11,29% (n=7) ca uzbpainu ,,HUKOI, KOETO MOKa3Ba ITbJIHA JUIICA HA JTOBEPUEC B HIKOU OT
n30pOeHUTE CyOEeKTH.
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9. Hy:xau, npeaAnoYnTanu (pOPpMaTH M pellIeHUus

Haii-uecto nocouBaHara Hyx/ja Oere ,,ACHa U pocTa HH(OpMaIus 3a TOBA KakK Jla ce BKIIFOUaT™,
n3bpana ot 61,29 % ot peciongentute (n=38). ToBa MOTBBpPkKAABA €THO OT OCHOBHHUTE 3aKIIOUCHHS Ha
JOKJIa[ia: MJIaUuTe X0pa HE Ca HEeIPEMEHHO HEXKeJIaellly /1a y4acTBaT, HO YECTO UM JIMIICBA SICHA U
MpakTU4HA HH(GOpMALHUs OTKBIE J1a 3amodHaT. JloBeprueTo B MHPOpMaNUsITa 3a TPaXIaHCKHI U
00ILIeCTBEHUS KUBOT Oellie BTOPUSAT 110 BaXXHOCT (akTop, n30pan ot 48,39 % ot anketupanute (n=30).
ToBa nokasBa, ue nHpOpMALUATA TPSAOBA HE caMo Jia € JOCTHITHA, HO U JIa € HaJIeKIHa, pa3oupaeMa u aa
ce BB3IpreMa KaTo JOCTOBEpHa.

HocTtpnHocTTa chio nMa 3HaueHne. O0mmo 29,03 % ot ankerupanute (n=18) nmocounxa, ye
BB3MOKHOCTH, KOUTO Ca MO-0JIM30 A0 MACTOTO, KbJETO Y4aT, pabOTAT UM KHUBEAT, OMXa UM IIOMOTHAIH
7la y9acTBaT noBede. | 'bBKaBy OHIJIAHH WM XUOPUIHHA BapHaHTH 3a ydacTtue 0s1xa n3dpanu ot 17,74 %
(n=11). Te3u pe3ynrTatu coyaT, 4e Bb3MOKHOCTUTE 32 y4acTue TpsaOBa fa ObJaT MPOSKTUPAHH 110 HA4HH,
KOWTO OTpa3siBa eKeTHEBHUTE HABUIIM, YICOHHUTE 3aJbJDKCHUS, aHTAKHUMEHTHUTE 110 paboTa 1
reorpad)ckoTo MEeCTONOJI0KEHUE HA MIIaJTUTE X0pa.

B npoyuBaneTo Oere 3a1a7eH ¥ BRIPOCHT KAKBO OU MOBUILMIIO JOBEPHUETO, KOT'ATO MIIAJUTE XOpa
B3aMMO/ICHCTBAT C IMyOJIMYHH yCIYTH WIM HHCTUTYIUU. Hali-dyecto n3dbpanusrT oTroBop Oerie ,,1CHH
CTBIIKH/TIpoLieC, 00SICHEHH MpenBapuTenHo, n3opad ot 61,29 % ot ankerupanure (n=38). Cnex ToBa ce
HapexXaat sICHUTE CpoKoBe, m3bpanu ot 33,87 % (n=21), u sicHUTE KPUTEPUH 32 B3eMaHe Ha PEIICHHUS,
n3opanu ot 30,65 % (n=19). Te3u koHCTaTaMK NOKa3BaT, Ye MJIAJUTE X0Opa pa3dupar mpo3pavyHoCTTa B
MHOT'0 IPaKTHYEH CMUCHII: T TPsOBa Jja 3HASAT KaKBa € MpoLeaypaTa, KOJIKO BpeMe 1€ OTHEME, KaKBH
KpHUTEpHU 11e ObJAT IPUI0KEHH U KakK IIe IoJIydaT oOpaTHa Bpb3Ka.

Io oTHOIICHNE HA HYXIUTE OT 00YYEHUE PECIIOHICHTUTE U3Pa3nuXa Hal-CUIICH HHTEPEC KbM
EBpomneiickus cpi03 1 ygacTHeTo Ha MianexTta. Tasu Trema Oemre n3dpana ot 50 % ot
pecniongentute (n=31). Bropara Haii-npeanountana Tema Oerie HHTETPUTETHT, IPO3PAYHOCTTA U
WHCTPYMEHTHUTE 32 OopOa ¢ kopynuwusara, n3dpanu ot 41,94 % (n=26). [IpaBaTa Ha TpakJaHUTE U
JOCTBITBT 10 MH(pOpManus 0s1xa uzdpanu ot 33,87% (n=21), nokato 32,26% (n=20) u3pazuxa UHTEPEC
KBM TOBa KaK C€ B3eMaT PEIICHUs HA MECTHO U HAIIMOHAIHO HUBO. Te3U pe3yiaTaTy NMoKa3BaT, 4ye MIaIuTe
X0pa ce HHTepeCcyBaT He CaMo OT a0CTPAKTHU JIEMOKPATUYHY [IEHHOCTH, HO M OT TIPAKTHYECKH 3HAHUS 32
WHCTUTYLUHTE, [IpaBaTa, Ipoleca Ha B3eMaHe Ha PEHICHUs 1 MEXaHU3MUTe 32 6opOa ¢ KOpYIIHATA.

[IpenmounTtanute hopmaTu 3a ObIEIIM JEHHOCTH Ca OTHOCHTEIHO Pa3HOOOPa3HH, KOETO
npearnonara, ue HuTo ey gopmar cam no cebe cu He 6u O JocTarbueH. PaboTHU cpemu u ceMrHapu
Osixa n36panu ot 32,26% ot ankerupanure (n=20), 1okaTo JOOPOBOIIIECKH IPOEKTH Osxa U30paHU OT
30,65% (n=19). Onnaiin cecuute ca xapecanu ot 29,03% (n=18), mokaTo MEHTOPCTBOTO U
cuMynanuuTe/OyyTKkemmnoBete ca n3dpanu ot no 27,42% (n=17). ToBa pasnpeneneHue Noka3pa, ue
MIIaJIUTE XOpa LEHAT KaKTO IPaKTUYHUTE (OPMATH C IMIHO NIPUCHCTBUE, TAKa U I'bBKABUTE JUTUTATIHU
BB3MOKHOCTH. T0 CBHIIIO Taka MOJCKa3Ba, 4e ObACHIUTE MPOSKTHU AEHHOCTH TpsIOBa 1a KOMOMHUPAT
HSKOJIKO METOZA, BMECTO J1a Pa3yUTaT Ha JIEKIHH WIN eIHONOCOYHH HHPOPMALIMOHHH CECHU.
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PecrioneHTHTE IOCOYMXA M KOHKPETHU HHCTPYMEHTH, KOUTO OMXa MM IIOMOTHAJIH J1a TI0JTy4aT
JOCTBII 10 HH(pOPMAIHS U 1a yJacTBar 1o-jiecHo. Hali-npeamountanusaT BapuanT Oele JUruTaaHa
atdopma, moaXoasIIa 3a MIaJAeku, n3dpana ot 67,74% ot pectioraentute (n=42). Kpatku o0scHeHuUsI
BBB B0 Wiu uHporpapudeH Gopmat 6sixa n3dpanu ot 33,87% (n=21), a chmuaT g5u1 M30pa mpoct
HapBYHUK WM HA0Op OT HHCTPYMEHTH 3a TOBa Kak Jia ce y4yacTBa. KaneHmap ¢ Bb3MOXKHOCTH Oeliie
u3bpan ot 17,74 % (n=11), nokaro rpynu 3a B3auMHa rojakpemna osxa nzopanu ot 14,52 % (n=9). Te3u
pe3yNITaTH MOKa3BaT, Y€ MIAJUTE X0pa MPEANOYNTAT JOCTHITHH, BU3YAJIHH, TPAKTHIHN U
HEHTPaTN3UpaHd HHPOPMAITHOHHN HHCTPYMEHTH.

KavecTBeHHTE OTTOBOPHY MOAKPEISIT Te3W KOHCTATAMU. HAKOIKO PECIIOH/ICHTH 3asiBHXa, Y€ Ce HYXKIasAT
OT TO-JI0CTHITHA U pa3oupaemMa HH(POPMAIIKs, TO-SICHH KaHAJIM 32 KOMYyHHKAIIUS C UHCTUTYIIUUTE U
MOBEYE Bh3MOXKHOCTH 32 YYaCTHE B OOIIECTBEHH KOHCyNTaluy. J[pyru mogdepraxa BaKHOCTTA Ha
BIDKIAHETO HA KOHKPETHH PE3yJITaTH OT Y4acTUETO. EUH pecroHeHT 3asBH, Y€ Tps1OBa aa ,,BUxK/a
pe3ynraTu’, 3a a MOYyBCTBA, Y€ yYACTHETO HMa CMUCHI. TOBa COYM KbM BOXXHOCTTA HA MEXaHU3MHTE 32
o0paTHa Bpb3Ka: MIIAJIMTE XOPa ca MO-CKJIOHHHM J1a OCTAaHAT aHTAXKHPAHH, KOTaTo pa3dupar Kak ce
M3M0JI3BAT TEXHUTE MHEHUS.

CemuHApUTE 32 BATUANPAHE MTOTBBPANXA HEOOXOIMMOCTTA OT MMPAKTUYHU U TIOIXOIATITH 3a
Mianexute GopMaTH. YUaCTHUIMTE NoYepTaxa, ue HHpopmanusTa TpsOBa J1a e MPeCTaBs Ha MPOCT
€3WK, Upe3 IPUMEPH, BU3YAITHH MaTepHalld U HHTEPaKTHBHH (popMaTu. Te ChII0 Taka mogdepraxa, ye
MJIQJUTE X0pa Ce HYXKIasAT OT KOHKPETHH yKa3aHHS 3a TOBA KAk Ja y9acTBaT, Kak Ja ce CBhP3Bar ¢
WHCTUTYIIMHTE, KaK Ja [T0/1aBaT MPEJI0KEHUS WK 00paTHA BPh3Ka U KaK J]a CHTHAJIM3UPAT 32 KOPYITIUSI
WJIM HECTPaBeUINBO OTHoIIeHHe. CeMUHapUTe OTBBPAUXA ChI0, Y€ JUTUTATHUTE HHCTPYMEHTH TpsiOBa
Jla ce KOMOMHHPAT C NEHHOCTH Ha KWBO, Thi KaTO HAKOU MJIQJIM XOpa MPEIMOYNTAT JUPEKTHATA
JUCKYCHS U B3aUMOJCHCTBUETO C BPBCTHUIIU.
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10. 3akaouyeHus

[IpoyuBaneto, npoBeaeHo B bwarapus B pamkute Ha WP1 Ha npoekra RISE Balkans, mokassa,
4ye MJIAZUTE Xopa He ca 0e3pa3IndyHu KbM BBIIPOCUTE Ha MPAXKJAHCKOTO Y4acTHE, IPO3PayHOCTTa U
Oopbara ¢ kopymnuusTa. HampoTus, pe3ynTaTute OT MPOYYBaHETO COYAT CPABHUTEITHO BUCOKO HUBO Ha
OCBEZOMEHOCT IO KJIIOYOBHU MOHATHS KaTO KOPYILIHS, KOH(IUKT HAa HHTEPECH M CUTHAIM3UPAHE 3a
HEPEAHOCTH, KAKTO U CUJIIHA yOeIeHOCT, 4e MIIaINTEe XOpa MOrar Jia IOIpHHecaT 3a HaMalsBaHe Ha
kopymuusTa. ToBa och3HaBaHe o0aue He Ce MPEBPHIIAa aBTOMATUYHO B aKTHBHO M CTPYKTYPUPAHO
ydactue. OCHOBHOTO MPEIU3BUKATEICTBO, HACHTU(UIMPAHO OT IPOYUYBAHETO, € PA3MUHABAHETO MEKAY
IpaXKIaHCKaTa OCBEIOMEHOCT U NPAKTHYECKOTO IPaKJaHCKO y4acTHE.

EnHo OT OCHOBHUTE 3aKIIIOUCHHUS €, Y€ MIIaAuTe Xopa B bearapus ce cOMbCKBAT ¢ pa3MHUHABaHE
Mexy uHopMalus U neicTBre. PeCIOHISHTUTE KaTO 1510 ca 3all03HATH ¢ OCHOBHUTE I'PaXTaHCKU U
AHTUKOPYILMOHHU MOHSATHS, HO YECTO UM JIUIICBAT MPAKTUYECKU MTO3HAHUS 32 TOBA KaK Jla y4acTBart,
KbJIe Ja HaMepAT HaJekIHa HHhopManws, Kak QYHKIIMOHUPAT OOIIECTBEHUTE KOHCYIITAINH, KaK Ja Cce
CBBPKAT C MHCTUTYLIUUTE U KBJIE 1a CUTHAIM3UPAT 32 KOPYTIIHS WA HECIIpaBeJIuBO OTHOIIIEHHE. ToBa
MOJICKa3Ba, 4e MPOoOIeMBT € He CaMO 00pa3oBaTelieH B IIMPOK CMUCHI, HO H MPOLeAypeH. MiaanuTte xopa
ce HYXKJasT OT MPAKTHIECKa TPAXKTaHCKA TPAMOTHOCT, BKITFOUMTEITHO HACOKH CTHIIKA TI0 CTHIIKA, SICHU
MPUMEPH U JOCTHITHU 00SCHEHUS HA MHCTHTYIIMOHAITHUTE MPOIIECCH.

Bropo BaxHO 3aKiIioueHue ce OTHACS /10 Bb3IpreMaHaTa e()eKTUBHOCT Ha Y4acTHETO.
3HAUYMUTENHA YacT OT AaHKETUPAHUTE CMATAT, Y€ TEXHUTE MHEHUS MOXKE J1a HE IPOMEHSAT HUIIO. ToBa He
O3HauaBa HEMPEMEHHO aIaTus, a M0-CKOPO HICKO JOBEPHE B CIOCOOHOCTTA HA MHCTUTYITUUTE Ja
pearupar. KauecTBeHUTE OTTOBOPHU U BAIMIUPAIIUTE CEMUHAPH MOTBHPANXA, Y€ MIAJUTE X0pa ca Mo-
CKJIOHHHU J1a C€ aHTXUPAT, KOTaTO BUKIAT KOHKPETHHU PE3YJITaTH, MOTydaBaT 00paTHa Bpbh3Ka U
pa3bupaT Kak € OWiI M3MON3BaH TEXHUAT MpuHOC. Cle0BaTEIHO CMUCIIEHOTO Y4acTHe U3UCKBA HE CaMO
JIOCTBII JJO KaHAJIM 32 KOHCYJITAIMK, HO ¥ BUAMMO IMOCIIEBALIO JECHCTBUE.

Cpen aHKeTUpaHUTE MIIAAH X0pa BB3MPUATHETO 33 KOPYIIIUI € MHOTO BHCOKO. 00110 95,16 % oT
AHKETUPAHUTE OTKCBAT KOPYNIMITAa B bhirapus kato mMpoKo pa3npocTpaHeHa Wi MHOTO MTUPOKO
pasnpocrpanena. Kopynmusra ce Bb3npreMa He KaTo H30JIHpaH npobiieM, a KaTo CTPYKTYpeH npodiiem,
3acsrall NOJUTHYCCKUTE MHCTUTYIIUH, ITyOJUYHATA a[MUHUCTPAIIMS U SKETHCBHUTE B3aMMOICUCTBUS C
nbpkaBaTa. ToBa BB3MPUATHE OKa3Ba CUITHO BIMSHUE BbPXY JOBEPUETO B HHCTUTYIIUHUTE U OTIPEICIIS
TOTOBHOCTTA Ha MJIAJIUTE XOpa Jla Ce aHTAKHUPAT ¢ OQUIHATHATE MEXaHU3MH.

CurHanusnupaHeTo 3a KOPYIIIUsI 0cTaBa 0COOEHO YyBCTBUTENIHA 00acT. Berpeku ue
AHKETHPAHUTE ca 3all03HATH C IMOHATHUATA ,,pa3KpUBaHE HA HEPEITHOCTH * U ,,CHTHATH3UPAHE 32
KOPYIIHA“, MHOTO OT TSAX HE CE YyBCTBAT B O€30IMACHOCT JIa CUTHAIM3UPAT 32 KOPYIIIUS U HE Ca CUTYPHH
KbJI€ M KaK JIa TO HaIpaBsT. Bb3MOXXKHOCTHTE 32 aHOHUMHO CUTHAIM3UPAHE, 3alIUTaTa OT PETPECHH U
SICHUTE YKa3aHUS OTHOCHO MPOIIEIYPUTE 32 CUTHAIM3UpaHe 0sXa MOCOYCHH KaTO KIIFOUOBU M3UCKBAHUS.
ToBa moycka3Ba, 4e aHTUKOPYIIIMOHHATA TTOJUTHKA TPSOBA J1a IIOCTABH MO-TOJISIM aKI[EHT BEPXY
MEXaHM3MH 33 CUTHAJIM3UpPaHe, KOUTO ca YJ00HH 32 MIIQJINTE X0pa, BbPXY HOBEPUTEITHOCTTA U
MpakTUYEeCcKaTa 3aluTa.
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Karo msmo, pesynrarute oT npoy4BaneTo B bbarapus codat sICeH U3BOJ: MIIAJUTE XOpa UMatT
TTOTSHITHAIT 1 JKEJIAaHHUE J]a YIacTBaT, HO C€ HYXKIasT OT Mo-100pa rpaxmaancka nHppacTpykTypa. Tosa
BKJIFOYBA HAJICXkTHA HHPOPMAIIHS, TPAKTUYCCKU HACOKH, IOCTHITHU KaHAJN 3a YYaCcTUE, CUTYPHH
MEXaHM3MH 32 M0JIaBaHe Ha CUTHAJIH, 00paTHA BPB3Ka OT HHCTUTYIIUUTE U BUIAVMH PE3yITATH.
[Ipean3BUKATEIICTBOTO HE € IPOCTO J1a C€ HAChpyaT MIIAUTE X0pa 1a ObJaT aKTUBHY, a J1a CE HAIIPaBH
y4acTUETO pa3dupaeMo, 0€30MacHO, CMUCIICHO U CBBP3aHO C PEATHUTE MPOIECH Ha B3EMaHe Ha PEIICHUS.
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11. IIpenopbku

3a npoexTaRISE Balkans

1. la ce naie NPHOPUTET HA MPAKTHYECKATA IPAKAAHCKA IPAMOTHOCT.

Hetinocture Ha RISE Balkans B bearapus tps0Ba na ce ¢pokycupar BbpXy NpakTHYECKHTE
YMEHHS, a He CaMO BbPXY TEOPETUUHHTE 3HAHMA. MItauTe Xopa ce Hy KIasT OT SICHU HACOKH 32 TOBa KaK
Jla y4acTBaT B OOIIECTBEHN KOHCYITAIIMH, KaK Ja Ce CBbP3BaT C MHCTUTYIIMHTE, KaK Jia 1oJjaBaT o0paTHa
BPB3Ka, KaK Ja U3UCKBAT MyOnudHa nH(GOpMaLus U KaK Ja CUTHATU3UPAT 38 KOPYILUS HIIH
HECIPaBeUINBO OTHOILICHHE.

2. la ce pa3padoTAT TMTHTATHE MaTepHaId, MOAXOAAIIN 32 MJIAIC/KH.

Toii KaTo NUIcaTa Ha sicHa HHGopManus 1 Ae3nH(opManusTa 0sxa ONpeAeIeHH KaTo OCHOBHHUTE
MPEYKH 33 yYaCTUETO, MPOCKTHT TPsIOBa J1a Ch3Aae KpaTKH, JOCTBIIHMA M BU3YyaJIHH MaTepHalH,
BKJTFOUUTENTHO NH(POTpaPUKH, KPATKH BUACOKIUIIOBE, KOHTPOJIHH CITUCHIN U PBKOBOJCTBA. Te3n
MaTepHaju TpsiOBa Ja 00sSCHIBAT TPAXKAAHCKOTO y4acTUE U MHCTPYMEHTHTE 3a Oopba ¢ KopynuusiTa Ha
MIPOCT €3UK U C KOHKPETHHU MPUMEPH.

3. M3no3BaHe HA HHTEPAKTHBHH 1 eKCIIEPUMEHTAJIHN (popMaTH.

Cnenpa 1a ce 1ajic IPUOPUTET HAa CEMUHAPU, CUMYJIAlUK, O0YYUTEIHH JJarepu, MEHTOPCKH U
no0poBoTYecKH MPoeKTh. Te3u popMaTh CHOTBETCTBAT HA MPENITOYNTAHHUSTA, H3PA3CHH OT
PECTIOHACHTHUTE, U TIO3BOJISIBAT HAa MIIAUTE XOpa J1a y4ar Ype3 MPaKTHKa, JUCKYCHU U IPUMEPH OT
peaTHus JKUBOT.

4. Cp31aBaHe HA HECHTPAJIU3UPAHO HH(lJOpMalII/lOHHO MPOCTPAHCTBO, MOAXOAAII0 3a MJIAACKHUTEC.

Hudpora mrardhopma mim OHJIANH HEHTHP TPSAOBaA J1a ChOMpa HHPOPMAIIHS 32 BE3MOXXHOCTH 32
y4dacTre, 0OLIeCTBEHH KOHCYIITAINH, TPOSKTHU JCHHOCTH, MJIa/IC)KKH HHUIIMATHBHY, T0OPOBOIYECTRO,
BB3MOXHOCTH TI0 IIporpamure ,,Epazem+ u ,,EBporneiicku kopmyc 3a COMUAAPHOCT, KAKTO U KaHAJIH 3a
NOIaBaHe Ha CHTHANU. ToBa OM OTrOBOPHIIO MPSIKO HA MPEIIOYNTAHUATA HA PECIIOHICHTHTE 3a JOCTBITHA
W IeHTpaNn3upana uHpopMaus.

3a MNOJIMTHIIUTE N Hyﬁ.ﬂl/l‘lHI/lTe HHCTUTYIIHIHA

1. IlpeBpblIaHe HA 00LECTBEHUTE KOHCYJITAIMHI B NO-I0CTHIIHU 32 MJIAIMTE X0pa.

[Ty6nuuHuTE KOHCYNITAalMU TPSIOBA Aa CE MOIMYJSIPU3UPAT UYpe3 KaHAIHU, TOIXOAALIN 32
MIIaZIeKUTE, U Aa ObAAT NPUAPYKEHU OT KpaTKH OO0SICHEHUS 3a TOBA KAKBO Ce Mpeyiara, Kak MiaauTe
X0pa MOTarT Jia AOMPUHEcaT U KaKBO III€ C€ CIyYd C TEXHUA MPUHOC. TEXHUYECKUAT U MPAaBHUAT €3UK
TpsiOBa J1a ce OMpOCTSBAT, KbAETO € Bb3MOXKHO.
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2. [IpegocTaBsine Ha 00paTHA BPb3Ka cJie/] MpoLecuTe HA y4acTHe.

MJ’I&I{I/ITG XO0pa Ca MOo-CKJIOHHU Aa y4acCTBaT, KOraTo BMXKJAAT, Y€ TCXHUTC MHCHUA CC B3EMAT Ha
CCPHUO3HO. I/IHCTI/ITYLII/II/ITG TpH6Ba JAa IpEAOCTaBAT KPATKU AOKJIaau C 06paTHa BpBb3Ka CJIEA KOHCYJITAalluu,
cpeuir ¢ MIIaZIC)KHU U KOHCYJITATUBHU ITPOUECHU, B KOUTO J1a 00sICHABAT KOU MMPpEAJIOKECHUSA Ca ounn
MMPpUCTU, OTXBBPJICHU WJIA 1IC 6’I>,ZlaT pas3riiciaHu 10-HAaTAThK.

3. llopoOpsiBaHe Ha MPO3PAYHOCTTA HA AAMUHUCTPATUBHUTE MPOLEAYPH.

[TyOnraHuTe HHCTUTYIIUH TPSOBA A IPEIOCTABIT ACHU CTHITKH, CPOKOBE, KPUTEPHUH 32 B3eMaHe
Ha peIleHUs Y KOHTAKTHU TOYKH 3a IPOIEAYPHUTE, 3acsaraiy Miaaaute xopa. [IpoyuBanero nokasa, ue
MpaKTHYECKaTa MPO3PavHOCT € OT CHINECTBEHO 3HAYCHHE 3a U3rPAXKIAHETO Ha JIOBEpUE B HHCTUTYLIUUTE.

4. YernBaHe HAa CUTYPHHM U SICHH MEXaHU3MH 32 CUTHAJIM3UPaAHE HA KOPYIIIIUs.

HNucTuTymmmuTe TpsOBa Aa MPeoCTaBsIT MOCTHITHA 32 MIIASKUTE HH(POpPMAITHS 32 TOBA KBC U
KakK Ja CUTHAJIM3UPAT 32 KOPYIIHs, BKIIOUUTEITHO Bb3MOKHOCTH 32 aHOHUMHO CUTHAIIM3UPAHE, 3aluTa
OT PENPECHUH U SICHU MPOLEIYPH 3a MOCIEABAILN ACHCTBUSI.

3a rpa:kIaHCKOTO 00IIEeCTBO M MJIAIEKKUTE OPraHU3aIuu

1. Posst Ha AOBEPECHU MOCPEAHUIHN MEKTY MJIIAAUTE X0Ppa U HHCTUTYUIUUTE.

Mnanexkute oprann3zarnun u HITO TpsOBa ga momarar Ha MIaJnTe Xopa jJa pazdepar KaHaJIUTe
3a ydacTHe, Ja MOArOTBAT 00paTHA BPb3Ka, Jia MOAaBaT NPEUI0KECHUS U J1a CIICAST UHCTUTYITUOHATHUTE
otroBopu. Tas3m poist € 0cOOEHO BaKHA TaM, KbJIETO JIOBEPHETO B MHCTUTYIIUHUTE € HHUCKO.

2. ILOCTHFaHe 10 MoBeY€ OT B€Ue aKTUBHHUTE MJIA/IU X0opa.

WMHuunuatuBuTe Ha rpayKIaHCKOTO OOIIECTBO TPsIOBA /la ¢a HACOYCHH HE CAMO KbM CTYJIECHTH U
BeUe aHTKUPAHU MIIAJICKH, HO U KbM MJIQJICKH OT MaJIKU HACEJICHH MECTa, CEJICKH PaiilOHH, YI3BUMHU
TPYITH ¥ T€3H C TIO-HUCKO CAaMOYyBCTBHE MJIH TMO-MAJIKO BH3MOXKHOCTH.

3. U3noa3BaHe HA COUMATHUTE MeIMU CTPATEerH4YeCcKH.

MuafgexKute opraHu3anny TpsiOBa 1a U3I0JI3BAT KPATKU BUICOKIUIIOBE, HHPOTrpapuKH,
MOAKACTH ¥ MHTEPAKTHBHY ITyOJIMKALUH, 32 J1a O0SICHABAT BE3MOXKHOCTHTE 33 Y4aCTHE, TPaKIaHCKUTE
npaBa, 0OLIECTBEHUTE KOHCYJITAIIMH U MEXaHU3MUTE 32 O0pbOa ¢ kopynuusaTa. JururanHara
KOMYHHKalMs TpsiOBa Aa ce ChueTaBa C €JIeMEHTH Ha MeIWiHAa TPAaMOTHOCT U IIPOBEpKa Ha (hakTure.

4. HOI{erHa Ha THUIUATUBHU, PbKOBOJACHU OT MJIA1CKH, C BUAUMMU PE3yJaTaTH.

[IpoextuTe TpsiOBA 1@ BOAAT 10 KOHKPETHH PE3YIATATH, KATO MPEIOKESHNS Ha MITA/IeKH, MECTHI
KaMIaHuH, MyOJIMYHU AUCKYCHH, IPEIOPHKU 32 MOTUTUKU WIM MAaTEPUAITH 32 TIOBHUIIIABAHE HA
OCBEJIOMEHOCTTa. BumMuTe pe3ynraTié Morar aa MOMOTHAT 3a IPE0I0IsIBaHe Ha BB3MPUSITHETO, Ue
YY9aCTHETO HE BOJIU JO MTPOMSIHA.
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Hrvatska verzija
SaZetak

Istrazivacki izvjestaj kombinira rezultate anketnog istrazivanja medu mladima od 18 do 26 godina
u Hrvatskoj, diskusije na fokus grupi te validacijske radionice u razdoblju travanj-svibanj 2026.

U cjelini, rezultati istrazivanja ukazuju na paradoksalan polozaj mladih u Hrvatskoj: s jedne
strane iskazuju visok interes za drustvena i politicka pitanja te prepoznaju vaznost vlastitog sudjelovanja,
dok s druge strane osjeaju nepovjerenje prema institucijama, sumnjaju u uc¢inkovitost participativnih
mehanizama i ¢esto smatraju da njihov angazman nece dovesti do stvarnih promjena. Korupcija se pritom
dozivljava kao duboko ukorijenjen i sustavan problem koji negativno utjece na povjerenje u institucije,
demokratske procese i spremnost mladih na aktivno sudjelovanje u javnom Zivotu.

Istrazivanje takoder pokazuje da prepreke sudjelovanju nisu prvenstveno povezane s nedostatkom
interesa, ve¢ s nedostatkom informacija, podrske, povjerenja i vidljivih rezultata gradanskog angazmana.
Mladi iskazuju jasnu potrebu za pristupacnijim informacijama, kvalitetnijim gradanskim obrazovanjem,
vecom transparentno$¢u institucija i konkretnim dokazima da njihovo sudjelovanje moze imati stvaran
ucinak.

Posebno je zna¢ajno da mladi, unato¢ skepticizmu prema politickim institucijama i prisutnosti
dezinformacija, i dalje prepoznaju vrijednost demokratskog sudjelovanja te izrazavaju spremnost za
uklju¢ivanje kroz izbore, gradanske inicijative, volontiranje i rad organizacija civilnoga drustva. To
upucuje na postojanje znacajnog participativnog potencijala koji bi, uz odgovarajucu institucionalnu
podrsku, jaCanje povjerenja i razvoj ukljucivijih mehanizama sudjelovanja, mogao doprinijeti aktivnijoj
ulozi mladih u oblikovanju demokratskog i otpornijeg drustva.

Kona¢no, nalazi sugeriraju da buduce politike usmjerene prema mladima trebaju istodobno jacati
gradanske kompetencije, otpornost na dezinformacije, antikorupcijsku svijest i mogucnosti stvarnog
ukljuc¢ivanja u procese donosenja odluka. Samo kombinacijom obrazovanja, transparentnosti,
odgovornosti institucija i otvorenog dijaloga moguce je stvoriti okruzenje u kojem ¢e mladi osjecati da je
njihov glas vazan, uvazen i sposoban pokrenuti pozitivne drustvene promjene.
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1. Uvod

Jacanje ukljucivanja mladih u demokratski zivot hitan je prioritet diljem Europe, osobito u regiji
Balkana, gdje se demokratsko sudjelovanje suocava s trajnim izazovima. Diljem Europe — a posebno na
Balkanu — mladi prijavljuju zabrinjavajucu udaljenost od politickih institucija i demokratskih procesa.
lako je aktivizam mladih vidljiv kroz prosvjede i online pokrete, formalno i strukturirano sudjelovanje u
demokratskim i politickim institucijama i dalje je vrlo ograni¢eno. Najnoviji podaci iz Istrazivanja
Europskog parlamenta medu mladima iz 2024. godine (Flash Eurobarometar) ukazuju na znacajan jaz
izmedu mladih ljudi i sustava javnog upravljanja te institucija diljem Europe, pri ¢emu je situacija
posebno izrazena u regiji Balkana. Nedostatak angazmana mladih nije prvenstveno posljedica apatije, vec
niske razine gradanske pismenosti i slabog poznavanja kanala gradanskog sudjelovanja.

Projekt RISE Balkans (Responsibility, Integrity, Solidarity, Engagement — Youth Voices from the
Balkans) odgovara na te izazove osnazivanjem mladih u dobi od 18 do 26 godina u Gr¢koj, Bugarskoj,
Hrvatskoj, Albaniji i Sjevernoj Makedoniji kroz razvoj gradanske pismenosti i alate za borbu protiv
korupcije. Projekt je usmjeren na osnazivanje mladih u podru¢ju gradanske pismenosti, jatanje povjerenja
u institucije te suzbijanje rasirenih percepcija korupcije putem gradanskog obrazovanja, iskustvenog
ucenja, mentorstva i potpore inicijativama koje vode mladi. Poticanjem odgovornosti, integriteta,
solidarnosti i angazmana projekt nastoji razviti novu generaciju aktivnih i informiranih gradana sposobnih
za jacanje demokratske otpornosti na nacionalnoj i europskoj razini. Ova je inicijativa pravodobna jer je
uskladena s klju¢nim europskim politikama usmjerenima na zastitu demokracije, jacanje gradanskog
prostora i povecanje sudjelovanja mladih u oblikovanju javnih politika, osobito u okviru Europskog
akcijskog plana za demokraciju i Paketa za obranu demokracije. RISE Balkans mladima ne¢e omoguditi
samo sudjelovanje u demokratskim procesima, ve¢ i aktivno pokretanje demokratske obnove na
nacionalnoj razini i na razini Europske unije.

Kako bi ostvario navedene ciljeve, projekt ¢e ukljuciti mlade u prakti¢ne aktivnosti poput
simulacija zakonodavnih procesa, antikorupcijskih akcija i strukturiranih dijaloga s institucijama,
osposobljavajuci ih da utje¢u na zakonodavstvo, pridonose reformama antikorupcijskih politika te
promicu transparentno upravljanje na nacionalnoj i europskoj razini. RISE Balkans takoder ¢e razviti
otvoreno dostupne alate, ukljucujucéi visejezicni prirucnik za gradansko obrazovanje i digitalnu platformu
za sudjelovanje, ¢ime Ce se osigurati odrzivost rezultata i nakon zavrSetka projekta.

U okviru projekta partnerske organizacije provele su kvalitativna i kvantitativna istrazivanja s
ciljem utvrdivanja percepcija i iskustava mladih vezanih uz prepreke, prilike i znanja povezana s
oblikovanjem politika, sudjelovanjem, antikorupcijskim okvirima, zakonodavnim procesima i
mehanizmima javnog savjetovanja. Ovo izvjesce predstavlja rezultate istrazivanja provedenog u
Hrvatskoj.
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2. Kontekst participacije mladih

Sudjelovanje mladih u Hrvatskoj znacajno se razvilo tijekom posljednjeg desetljeca kroz
institucionalne reforme, okvire javnih politika za mlade i jaCanje suradnje izmedu javnih institucija i
organizacija civilnog drustva. Istodobno, dostupna istrazivanja i podaci anketa i dalje ukazuju na relativno
niske razine politickog sudjelovanja, ograni¢eno povjerenje u institucije te nedovoljno poznavanje
demokratskih procesa medu mladima. Stoga je podrucje sudjelovanja mladih u Hrvatskoj obiljezeno
istodobnim rastom mogucénosti za angazman (v. pogl. 3 i 4) i postojanjem trajnih strukturnih izazova.

Unato¢ postoje¢im okvirima, istrazivanja dosljedno pokazuju relativno niske razine gradanskog i
politickog sudjelovanja hrvatskih mladih. Prema platformi YouthWiki Europske komisije, mladi u
Hrvatskoj pokazuju niZu razinu politickog angazmana i sudjelovanja u usporedbi s mnogim svojim
vr$njacima u Europskoj uniji. Takoder se navodi da je Hrvatska, zajedno s drugim drzavama uklju¢enima
u projekt RISE Balkans, medu rijetkim zemljama koje nemaju digitalnu platformu namijenjenu mladima.
Politicko sudjelovanje ¢esto se svodi na glasovanje na izborima, dok je ukljucenost u politicke stranke,
zagovaracke inicijative i organizacije civilnog drustva razmjerno niska. Istrazivanja politicke pismenosti
medu mladima u Hrvatskoj takoder ukazuju na nedostatke u demokratskom znanju, kritickom misljenju te
razumijevanju politickih institucija i procesa.

Ipak, postoje znakovi rastuceg interesa za demokratsko sudjelovanje, osobito u vezi s europskim
pitanjima. Istrazivanja Eurobarometra provedena uo¢i izbora za Europski parlament 2024. godine
pokazala su povecani interes hrvatskih gradana za europske izbore, pri ¢emu je Hrvatska zabiljeZila jedan
od najvecih porasta interesa u odnosu na prethodne izborne cikluse. Europska istrazivanja takoder
pokazuju da mladi diljem Europske unije, uklju¢ujuéi Hrvatsku, smatraju glasovanje najuéinkovitijim
nac¢inom da njihov glas dopre do donositelja odluka. Istrazivanje Europskog parlamenta medu mladima iz
2024. godine dodatno je pokazalo da se mladi sve vise ukljucuju kroz digitalno sudjelovanje, rasprave na
drustvenim mrezama i aktivizam usmjeren na pojedine teme, posebno klimatske promjene, socijalnu
pravdu i mentalno zdravlje.

Prema istrazivanju Eurobarometra za mlade (2024.), hrvatski mladi uglavnom dijele prioritete i
stavove svojih vr$njaka iz drugih drzava Europske unije. Medutim, gospodarska pitanja kod hrvatskih su
mladih jo$ izraZzenija nego u prosjeku EU-a. Najvaznijim pitanjima smatraju gospodarsku situaciju i
mogucénosti zaposljavanja, koje navodi 41 % ispitanika, u usporedbi s 31% na razini EU-a. Slijede rast
cijena i troskovi zivota (41 % u Hrvatskoj, 40 % prosjek EU-a), socijalna zastita, socijalna skrb i
zdravstvo (37 % prema 29 % u EU-u), okoli$na i klimatska pitanja (28 % prema 33 % u EU-u) te
obrazovanje i osposobljavanje (23 % prema 27 % u EU-u). Ovi rezultati ukazuju na to da hrvatski mladi
posebnu vaznost pridaju ekonomskoj sigurnosti i socijalnoj zastiti, §to odrazava Sire socioekonomske
izazove s kojima se zemlja suocava.

Stavovi prema Europskoj uniji op¢enito su pozitivni. Sli¢no svojim europskim vr$njacima,
hrvatski mladi uglavnom podupiru ¢lanstvo u Europskoj uniji i europske integracije, premda mnogi
izrazavaju odredeno nezadovoljstvo nac¢inom na koji Unija trenutacno funkcionira. Dok je 28 % hrvatskih
ispitanika izjavilo da bezrezervno podupire EU (u usporedbi s 31 % na razini EU-a), ve¢i udio ispitanika
(41 %) naveo je da podrzava Europsku uniju, ali nije zadovoljan njezinim sadasnjim djelovanjem.

251



https://national-policies.eacea.ec.europa.eu/youthwiki

Protivljenje Europskoj uniji medu hrvatskim mladima vrlo je ograni¢eno. Samo 3 % mladih iskazuje
negativan stav prema Europskoj uniji, dok je prosjek na razini EU-a 6 %.

Unato€ opcenito pozitivnim stavovima prema Europskoj uniji, izborna participacija ostaje
relativno niska. Medu mladim Hrvatima koji nisu glasovali na posljednjim izborima za Europski
parlament, najcesc¢e navoden razlog bio je nedostatak informacija o izborima ili postupku glasovanja (24
%, u usporedbi s 26 % u EU-u). Drugi su ispitanici isticali nepostojanje kandidata ili politicke stranke
koja zastupa njihove interese (18 %, prema 15 % na razini EU-a). Nepovjerenje prema politi¢arima i
nezadovoljstvo politikom bili su nesto manje izraZeni razlozi nego medu mladima u EU-u opcenito (13 %
u Hrvatskoj prema 15 % u EU-u).Ipak, Hrvatska i dalje biljezi jednu od najnizih stopa izborne
participacije u Europskoj uniji. Prema podacima Europskog parlamenta, izlaznost na izbore za Europski
parlament 2019. godine iznosila je 29,85 %, a nizu izlaznost imale su samo Slovacka, Slovenija i Ceska
(Dezelan, 2023).. Nadalje, 2024. godine Hrvatska je ponovno imala najnizu izlaznost, a medu mladima je
ona bila znatno niza nego u drugim drzavama: 9 % medu mladima od 15 do 24 godine te 17 % medu
osobama od 25 do 39 godina (Lavizzari, 2025).

Kada je rijec o Sirem gradanskom sudjelovanju, podaci Eurobarometra (2024.) pokazuju da
hrvatski mladi pokazuju obrasce koji su djelomi¢no uskladeni, a djelomicno razli¢iti od europskih
trendova. Sudjelovanje na izborima priblizno je jednako europskom prosjeku (38 % u Hrvatskoj prema 39
% u EU-u). Medutim, mladi u Hrvatskoj nesto su manje skloni uklju¢ivanju u tradicionalne oblike
gradanskog djelovanja, poput potpisivanja peticija (23 % prema 26 % u EU-u). S druge strane, pokazuju
iznadprosjec¢nu ukljucenost u volonterske aktivnosti, pri cemu 27 % ispitanika navodi sudjelovanje u
volontiranju, dok je prosjek EU-a 20 %.

Mladi u Hrvatskoj u velikoj se mjeri oslanjaju na digitalne izvore informiranja, osobito na
drustvene mreze. Gotovo polovica ispitanika (48 %) navodi drustvene mreze kao svoj glavni izvor
informacija, u usporedbi s 42 % na razini EU-a. Televizija ostaje drugi najvazniji izvor informacija (40 %
u Hrvatskoj, 39 % u EU-u), a slijede internetski portali i online mediji (32 % prema 26 % u EU-u). Kada
je rije¢ o pojedinim drustvenim mrezama, Facebook je i dalje najraSirenija platforma medu hrvatskim
mladima, za razliku od europskog prosjeka gdje zauzima Cetvrto mjesto. Nakon Facebooka slijede
YouTube, Instagram, TikTok i X (nekada$nji Twitter). Ovakav obrazac upucuje na to da bi strategije
informiranja i gradanskog angazmana usmjerene prema mladima u Hrvatskoj trebale naglaseno koristiti
digitalne komunikacijske kanale, uz istodobno uvazavanje vaznosti tradicionalnih medija poput televizije.
Izlozenost dezinformacijama i laznim vijestima pritom je visoka — 41 % mladih gradana Hrvatske navodi
da su u posljednjih sedam dana ¢esto ili vrlo Cesto bili izloZeni takvim sadrzajima (44% prosjek EU).

Opcenito, nalazi pokazuju da su hrvatski mladi snazno usmjereni na pitanja gospodarske
sigurnosti, da uglavnom podupiru europske integracije te da su visoko povezani putem digitalnih medija.
Istodobno, relativno niske razine izborne participacije i gradanskog angazmana ukazuju na potrebu za
snaznijim gradanskim obrazovanjem, boljim pristupom politickim informacijama i u¢inkovitijim
mehanizmima ukljuc¢ivanja mladih u demokratske procese donosenja odluka.

Jedan od glavnih ¢imbenika koji utje¢u na sudjelovanje mladih i povjerenje u institucije jest
percepcija korupcije i politicke neucinkovitosti. Istrazivanja i ankete javnog mnijenja pokazuju da
korupcija i dalje predstavlja ozbiljnu zabrinutost medu hrvatskim gradanima, posebno medu mladima. To
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pridonosi politickoj apatiji, skepticizmu prema institucijama i manjoj motivaciji za uklju¢ivanje u
formalne politicke procese.

Istovremeno, udruge civilnog drustva i inicijative mladih sve viSe se usmjeravaju na
antikorupcijsku edukaciju, gradansku pismenost, medijsku pismenost i instrumente aktivnog gradanstva
kako bi se ojacala demokratska snaga mladih.

Posebni Eurobarometar 548 iz 2024. godine pokazuje da ¢ak 92 % hrvatskih gradana smatra
korupciju raSirenom pojavom, §to je znatno iznad prosjeka Europske unije od 68 %. Iako je rije¢ o padu
od Cetiri postotna boda u odnosu na 2023. godinu, 41 % ispitanika smatra da se korupcija dodatno
povecala. Korupcija se najcesce percipira medu politickim strankama (52 %) i politiCarima (53 %), zatim
medu sluzbenicima koji dodjeljuju javne natjecaje (46 %) i izdaju gradevinske dozvole (44 %). Policija,
carina i sudovi takoder se percipiraju kao podruc¢ja u kojima je korupcija prisutna (42 % i 43 %), §to je
znatno iznad prosjeka Europske unije (24% i 18%). Iskustvo izravnog susreta s korupcijom prijavljuje 14
% ispitanika, dok je prosjek EU-a 5 %. U usporedbi s europskim prosjekom, hrvatski gradani cesce
smatraju da prijavljivanje korupcije nije vrijedno truda (32%, EU prosjek 16%) zbog teSkoca dokazivanja,
izostanka sankcija i nepovjerenja u postupak. Povjerenje u policiju pri prijavljivanju korupcije relativno je
nisko (39%, EU prosjek 60% EU),, dok je povjerenje u specijalizirana antikorupcijska tijela vise (37%,
EU prosjek 12% EU) (European Commission 2024).

Jedno od rijetkih novijih istrazivanja percepcije korupcije medu mladima u Hrvatskoj (Roksandi¢,
2024.) daje vrijedan uvid u razumijevanje korupcije, povjerenja u institucije te stavove mladih prema anti-
korupcijskim mjerama. Temeljeno na anketiranju 525 mladih ispitanika u rujnu 2025 istrazivanje
pokazuje da je svijest o korupciji relativno visoka. Gotovo Cetiri od deset ispitanika (39 %) navode da vrlo
dobro razumiju pojam korupcije, dok dodatnih 38 % smatra da ga razumije prilicno dobro. Unato¢ tome,
zabrinjava podatak da gotovo Cetvrtina ispitanika (24 %) djelomicno ili u potpunosti smatra kako je
korupcija neizbjezna pojava u drustvima i demokracijama.

Na pitanje o glavnim uzrocima korupcije u Hrvatskoj, ispitanici naj¢es¢e ukazuju na naglasenost
neformalnih mreZa i patronaze. Sest od deset mladih (60%) istaknulo je da “svatko svakog poznaje” te da
je zaposljavanje u javnom sektoru ¢esto temeljeno na osobnim vezama nego na sposobnostima, stru¢nosti
ili kvalifikacijama. Dodatno je 34% ispitanika istaknulo nedostatak integriteta medu javnim sluzbenicima
I akterima iz privatnog sektora kao faktor koji znacajno doprinosi korupciji.

Navedeno istrazivanje takoder pokazuje izrazenu zabrinutost mladih u vezi s transparentno$cu
institucija. Gotovo polovica ispitanika (48 %) smatra da institucije ukljucene u sprjeCavanje i suzbijanje
korupcije — ukljucujuéi ministarstva, Hrvatski sabor, javne bolnice i sveucilista — ne djeluju dovoljno
transparentno, dok dodatnih 26 % smatra da njihov rad uopce nije transparentan. To znaci da gotovo tri
cetvrtine mladih percipira ozbiljne nedostatke u transparentnosti javnih institucija.

Stavovi mladih o ulozi medija takoder su podijeljeni. Veéina ispitanika smatra da su mediji
umjereno ucinkoviti u otkrivanju korupcije (42 %), dok ih samo 19 % smatra uc¢inkovitim. S druge strane,
27 % ispitanika procjenjuje da su mediji tek malo u¢inkoviti u razotkrivanju koruptivnih pojava.
Istodobno su izraZzene sumnje u neovisnost medija. Vise od trecine ispitanika (38 %) smatra da vecina
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medija nije neovisna te da je podlozna koruptivnim utjecajima, dok 9 % vjeruje da nijedan medij nije u
potpunosti neovisan.

Istrazivanje takoder ukazuje na vaznu razliku izmedu povjerenja u institucije i percepcije njihove
ucinkovitosti. Ispitanici su kljuénim antikorupcijskim institucijama pripisali visoku razinu odgovornosti
za borbu protiv korupcije, ukljucujué¢i Ured za suzbijanje korupcije i organiziranog kriminaliteta
(USKOK) (4.69 out of 5), Drzavno odvjetnistvo Republike Hrvatske(4.39 out of 5), i policiju(4.03 out of
5), ukazujuéi na to da mladi te institucije prepoznaju kao srediSnje aktere u borbi protiv korupcije.
Medutim, procjene njihove stvarne uc¢inkovitosti bile su znatno nize: USKOK -ova uc¢inkovitost dobila je
prosjecnu ocjenu 2.7 od 5, Drzavno odvjetnistvo 2.29, a policija 2.1. To pokazuje da mladi prepoznaju
institucionalne odgovornosti, ali nisu uvjereni u sposobnost tih institucija da postignu konkretne rezultate
u suzbijanju korupcije.

Posebno je vazno da rezultati istrazivanja pokazuju snaznu potporu preventivnim i obrazovnim
pristupima. ViSe od dvije tre¢ine ispitanika (68 %) smatra da bi antikorupcijsko obrazovanje trebalo biti
ukljuceno u skolske kurikulume. To jasno ukazuje na potrebu za ja¢anjem obrazovanja i podizanja svijesti
o integritetu, odgovornosti i razumijevanju korupcije od najranije dobi.

Opéenito gledano, istrazivanje Roksandi¢ (2024.) pokazuje da mladi u Hrvatskoj imaju relativno
visoku razinu svijesti o korupciji i njezinim uzrocima, ali istodobno izrazavaju ozbiljnu zabrinutost zbog
transparentnosti institucija, neovisnosti medija i u¢inkovitosti antikorupcijskih aktivnosti. Njihova snazna
podrska antikorupcijskom obrazovanju sugerira razumijevanje da dugoro¢ne promjene zahtijevaju i
institucionalne reforme i ulaganja u gradanski i eticki odgoj i obrazovanje.

Digitalno sudjelovanje postaje sve vaznije u Hrvatskoj, posebno medu mladim generacijama.
Drustvene mreze, internetske kampanje i digitalni aktivizam otvorili su nove kanale uklju¢ivanja mladih,
omogucujuéi raspravu o politickim i drustvenim pitanjima izvan tradicionalnih institucionalnih okvira.
Medutim, taj trend takoder otvara pitanja dezinformacija, politicke polarizacije i medijske pismenosti.
Zbog toga Nacionalni program za mlade i povezani strateski dokumenti sve veci naglasak stavljaju na
razvoj digitalnih vjestina, kritiCkog misljenja i gradanskog obrazovanja.

Sveukupno, kontekst sudjelovanja mladih u Hrvatskoj odrazava tranzicijsko demokratsko
okruzenje u kojem su institucionalni mehanizmi sudjelovanja relativno dobro razvijeni, ali razine
povjerenja, politicke uc¢inkovitosti i dugoro¢nog gradanskog angazmana mladih ostaju ogranicene.
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3. Poticaji i prepreke participaciji mladih

Na sudjelovanje mladih u Hrvatskoj utjeCe kombinacija poticajnih ¢imbenika i strukturnih
prepreka koje oblikuju razinu njihove ukljucenosti u demokratske, gradanske i politicke procese. Tijekom
posljednjeg desetlje¢a Hrvatska je razvila sve poticajniji institucionalni i politicki okvir za sudjelovanje
mladih, no i dalje postoje znacajni izazovi u osiguravanju smislenog i trajnog uklju¢ivanja mladih u
drustvo.

Jedan od glavnih poticajnih ¢imbenika jest postojanje sveobuhvatnog okvira javnih politika
usmjerenih na mlade. Nacionalni program za mlade 2023.-2025. prepoznaje aktivno gradanstvo,
sudjelovanje u donosSenju odluka i demokratski angazman kao klju¢ne prioritete politike za mlade.
Hrvatska je takoder uspostavila institucionalne mehanizme sudjelovanja, poput lokalnih i regionalnih
savjeta mladih, vije¢a ucenika, studentskih zborova, javnih savjetovanja putem platforme e-Savjetovanja
te savjetodavnih tijela na nacionalnoj razini. Ovi mehanizmi pruzaju formalne moguénosti mladima da
izraze svoja misljenja i utjecu na javne politike koje utjeCu na njihove Zivote.

Drugi vazan poticajni ¢imbenik jest snazna uloga organizacija civilnog drustva i organizacija
mladih. Organizacije poput Mreze mladih Hrvatske i brojnih lokalnih udruga mladih pruzaju mogucnosti
za volontiranje, zagovaranje, neformalno obrazovanje i sudjelovanje u javnom dijalogu. Kroz te aktivnosti
mladi razvijaju liderske vjestine, demokratske kompetencije i iskustvo gradanskog angazmana.

Medunarodne i europske inicijative, osobito EU dijalog s mladima, Erasmus+ i Europske snage
solidarnosti, dodatno poti¢u sudjelovanje mladih kroz mobilnost, medukulturno ucenje i izravno
ukljucivanje u procese oblikovanja politika na europskoj razini.

Digitalne tehnologije i druStvene mreze takoder su proSirile moguénosti sudjelovanja. Mladi se
sve cesce ukljucuju kroz online aktivizam, kampanje podizanja svijesti, peticije i pokrete usmjerene na
pitanja klimatskih promjena, mentalnog zdravlja, rodne ravnopravnosti i ljudskih prava. Digitalni alati
ucinili su sudjelovanje dostupnijim te omoguéili mladima organiziranje i komunikaciju izvan
tradicionalnih institucionalnih struktura.

Istrazivanja specifi¢no usmjerena na sudjelovanje mladih u Hrvatskoj relativno su rijetka.
Medutim, vazno je uzeti u obzir kontekst i vrijeme u kojem se procjenjuju poticajni ¢imbenici i prepreke.
Ilisin 1 Spaji¢ (2015.) isti¢u da politicko sudjelovanje mladih treba promatrati u Sirem okviru politicke
kulture, gradanstva i demokratskog angazmana. Politicka kultura obuhvaca odnos pojedinaca prema
politickim vrijednostima, institucijama i oblicima sudjelovanja, dok demokratsko gradanstvo naglasava
pripadnost, jednakost, odgovornost i aktivno ukljucivanje u javni zivot. Angazman mladih oblikuju ne
samo institucionalne moguénosti nego i drustveni, kulturni i generacijski ¢imbenici.

Istrazivanja pokazuju da su politicki stavovi i ponasanja mladih rezultat kombinacije u¢inaka
zivotnog ciklusa, specifi¢nih generacijskih iskustava te Sirih drustvenih i politickih promjena. Postojece
drustvene i ideoloske podjele prisutne u drustvu odrazavaju se i medu mladima, no sama dob takoder
predstavlja vazan ¢imbenik koji oblikuje politi¢ke vrijednosti i obrasce sudjelovanja. Zbog toga se mladi
Cesto razlikuju od starijih generacija u svojim politickim pogledima i oblicima angazmana.
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U zemljama poput Hrvatske, koje su prosle tranziciju iz socijalistickog jednopartijskog sustava u
viSestranacku demokraciju i trziSno gospodarstvo, paralelno s globalizacijom, europeizacijom i
digitalnom revolucijom, kontekst sudjelovanja mladih ima specifi¢na obiljezja.

U novijem istrazivanju IliSin i Baketa (2024.) utvrdili su da samo manjina u¢enika zavr$nih
razreda srednjih Skola (17-18 godina) bezrezervno podrzava liberalno-demokratske vrijednosti poput
postovanja ljudskih prava, slobode i jednakosti. Takoder su utvrdili nastavak trenda smanjenja potpore
temeljnim liberalno-demokratskim vrijednostima, kao §to su vladavina prava i visestranacki demokratski
sustav. Kada je rije¢ o povjerenju u institucije, vecina ispitanika iskazala je povjerenje prvenstveno u
vojsku i znanstvenike, dok relativno visoko povjerenje imaju i prema policiji te vjerskim institucijama.
Istodobno, ve¢ina mladih ne vjeruje politickim strankama ni medijima.

Drugo istrazivanje provedeno medu mladima u dobi od 15 do 25 godina (Ilisin i Gvozdanovic,
2020.) pokazalo je da su mladi skloniji opravdavati nego osudivati koristenje osobnih veza i neformalnih
mreza, kako u zaposljavanju tako i u odnosima s javnim institucijama. Rezultati sugeriraju odredenu
normalizaciju klijentelistickih praksi medu mladima, Sto odrazava §ire druStvene obrasce i percepcije o
tome kako se pristupa prilikama i donose odluke. Istrazivanje takoder pokazuje da mladi koji ve¢u
vaznost pridaju drustvenoj odgovornosti, gradanskom angazmanu i demokratskim vrijednostima imaju
kriti¢niji odnos prema takvim praksama te su manje skloni prihvacati osobne veze kao legitiman nacin
ostvarivanja osobnih ili profesionalnih ciljeva.

Nedavno istrazivanje provedeno medu mladima od 13 do 25 godina (Kovaci¢ i sur., 2025.)
pokazalo je da je glasovanje radi rjeSavanja drustvenih problema najistaknutiji oblik formalnog politickog
sudjelovanja mladih. Rezultati ukazuju na pozitivnu povezanost izmedu dobi i izborne participacije, pri
cemu stariji ispitanici pokazuju vecu spremnost za glasovanje od mladih sudionika. Istrazivanje je takoder
utvrdilo rodne razlike u politickom sudjelovanju, pri ¢emu su mlade Zene iskazivale manju sklonost
glasovanju od mladih muskaraca. Nadalje, potvrdeno je da vise ¢imbenika znac¢ajno predvida spremnost
mladih za sudjelovanje na izborima, ukljuc¢ujuci dob, razgovore o aktualnim drustvenim pitanjima s
prijateljima, sudjelovanje u prosvjedima, uskladenost osobnih i obiteljskih vrijednosti te pracenje
drustveno angaziranih i politickih sadrzaja na drustvenim mrezama (npr. lajkanje politickih objava na
drustvenim mrezama). Ukupnost ovih nalaza ukazuje na vaznost i socijalizacije i digitalne ukljucenosti u
oblikovanje ponaSanja mladih u pogledu politi¢ke participacije i izbornog ponasanja.

Istodobno, niz prepreka i dalje ograni¢ava sudjelovanje mladih u Hrvatskoj.

Jedan od najznacajnijih izazova jest niska razina povjerenja u politicke institucije i politicke
aktere. Istrazivanja i podaci Eurobarometra dosljedno pokazuju da mladi Cesto politiku dozivljavaju kao
neucinkovitu, nedovoljno odgovornu i udaljenu od njihovih svakodnevnih problema. Percepcije
korupcije, politickog klijentelizma i nedostatka transparentnosti dodatno pridonose politickoj apatiji i
skepticizmu prema formalnim demokratskim procesima.

Druga vazna prepreka jest nedovoljna gradanska i politicka pismenost. lako postoje inicijative
gradanskog obrazovanja, demokratske kompetencije i znanje o politi¢kim procesima medu mladima i
dalje su neujednaceni. Mnogi mladi navode da imaju ograni¢eno razumijevanje nacina funkcioniranja
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institucija i mogucnosti utjecaja na procese donosenja odluka izvan samog glasovanja na izborima. To
smanjuje samopouzdanje za sudjelovanje i umanjuje motivaciju za dugorocan gradanski angazman.

Socioekonomski ¢imbenici takoder znacajno utjecu na razinu sudjelovanja. Ekonomska
nesigurnost, nezaposlenost, nesigurni oblici rada, stambene poteskoce i trendovi iseljavanja utje¢u na
prioritete mladih i njihove moguénosti sudjelovanja u javnom zivotu. Mladi iz ruralnih podrucja,
nepovoljnijih socioekonomskih sredina ili marginaliziranih zajednica Cesto se suoc¢avaju s dodatnim
preprekama povezanima s nejednakim pristupom obrazovanju, moguénostima sudjelovanja,
organizacijama mladih i javnim uslugama. Mehanizmi sudjelovanja ¢esto su dostupniji u ve¢im urbanim
srediStima nego u manjim ili slabije razvijenim podru¢jima.

Nadalje, i sami mehanizmi sudjelovanja mladih ponekad se suocavaju s odredenim
ograni¢enjima. Savjeti mladih i procesi savjetovanja mogu biti nedovoljno vidljivi, imati ograni¢ene
resurse ili stvarni utjecaj na oblikovanje javnih politika. Mladi ponekad sudjelovanje dozivljavaju kao
simboli¢no, a ne kao stvarno i smisleno, osobito kada njihove preporuke nisu na odgovarajuéi nacin uzete
u obzir u kona¢nim odlukama. Ograni¢ene povratne informacije od institucija i nedovoljna komunikacija
o rezultatima javnih politika mogu smanjiti motivaciju i povjerenje u participativne procese.

Naposljetku, digitalno sudjelovanje, iako prosiruje moguénosti ukljuc¢ivanja, istodobno stvara
izazove povezane s dezinformacijama, politickom polarizacijom, uznemiravanjem na internetu te
povrs$nim oblicima angazmana koji se ne moraju pretvoriti u trajno gradansko djelovanje. Stoga jacanje
medijske pismenosti i kritickog miSljenja ostaje vazan prioritet.

MEHANIZMI GRADANSKE PARTICIPACIJE. Sudjelovanje gradana u Hrvatskoj osigurano
je kroz viSe institucionalnih i neinstitucionalnih kanala na nacionalnoj, regionalnoj i lokalnoj razini. Ustav
Republike Hrvatske, ¢lankom 44., jam¢i gradanima pravo sudjelovanja u demokratskim procesima i
javnim poslovima.

Glavni formalni kanal sudjelovanja jesu izbori, putem kojih gradani biraju predstavnike u
Hrvatski sabor, tijela lokalne i podru¢ne (regionalne) samouprave (555 lokalnih I 20 regionalnih jedinica),
Europski parlament, kao u tijela mjesne samouprave, oblika sudjelovanja u lokalnim poslovima - vije¢a
mjesnih odbora, te vijeca nacionalnih manjina.

Gradani mogu izravno sudjelovati i putem referenduma (¢l. 87 Ustava za nacionalni referendum
te gradanskih inicijativa (€l. 46 Ustava), koje omogucuju predlaganje zakonodavnih ili ustavnih promjena
uz prikupljanje dovoljne javne potpore. Od 1990. godine u Hrvatskoj su odrzana samo tri nacionalna
referenduma: o neovisnosti, o pristupanju Europskoj uniji i o ustavnoj definiciji braka.

Javna savjetovanja predstavljaju vazan participativni mehanizam koji omogucuje gradanima,
organizacijama civilnog drustva, stru¢njacima i drugim dionicima davanje komentara i preporuka na
nacrte zakona, strategija i javnih politika prije njihova donos$enja. Ona su regulirana Zakonom o pravu na

pristup informacijama Zakonom o pravu na pristup informacijama kojih ih odreduje kao obavezne za
zakone, podzakonske akte, opCe akte lokalne samouprave te strateSke dokumene od 2013. godine te

Zakonom o instrumentima politike boljih propisa. Na nacionalnoj razini provode se putem platforme
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e-savjetovanja, dok lokalne i regionalne jedinice te javne ustanove javna savjetovanja organiziraju putem
svojih mreznih stranica.

Na lokalnoj razini, u skladu sa Zakonom o lokalnoj i podru¢noj (regionalnoj) samoupravi gradani
mogu sudjelovati putem vijeca mjesnih odbora, lokalnih referenduma, zborova gradana, vijeca

nacionalnih manjina i savjeta mladih, koji savjetuju opcine, gradove i Zupanije o pitanjima koja se odnose
na mlade. Posljednjih godina mnoge jedinice lokalne i podru¢ne (regionalne) samouprave uvele su
participativno budzetiranje, primjerice u glavnom gradu Zagrebu. Lokalni referendumi i zborovi gradana
rijetko se koriste, no vecina jedinica lokalne samouprave uspostavila je mjesnu samoupravu (vijeca
mjesnih odbora gradskih kotare i/ili gradskih ¢etvrti), dok vece jedinice imaju vijeca nacionalnih manjina.

Organizacije civilnog drustva, uklju¢ujuci udruge (oko 46.000 registriranih udruga), organizacije
mladih, sindikate i zagovaracke skupine, takoder imaju kljuénu ulogu u zastupanju interesa gradana i
poticanju gradanskog angazmana. Dodatni oblici sudjelovanja ukljucuju peticije, prosvjede, volontiranje,
digitalne platforme za sudjelovanje gradana te clanstvo u Skolskim, studentskim ili strukovnim
predstavnic¢kim tijelima. Ured za udruge Vlade Republike Hrvatske nadlezan je za potporu razvoju
civilnog drustva. U pravilu su predstavnici udruga ukljuceni u savjetodavna tijela i radne skupine u
tijelima drzavne uprave te u saborskim odborima (kao vanjski ¢lanovi, bez prava glasa).

Posljednjih godina Hrvatska, dugogodisnja ¢lanica Open Government Partnership, sve vise
promice participativno upravljanje i dijalog izmedu javnih institucija i gradana, osobito putem digitalnih
alata, mehanizama sudjelovanja mladih i suradnje s organizacijama civilnog drustva. Nadalje, od 2015.
godine Savjet za sprjecavanje korupcije Vlade Republike Hrvatske, kao kolegijalno tijelo sastavljeno od
predstavnika institucija, socijalnih partnera, udruga lokalne i podru¢ne (regionalne) samouprave te udruga

civilnog drustva, izraduje akcijske planove za sprjeCavanje korupcije i prati njihovu provedbu.
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4. Oblici participacije mladih

Mladi u Hrvatskoj definirani su kao osobe u dobi od 15 do 30 godina te predstavljaju
heterogenu, ali vrlo znacajnu drustvenu skupinu. Prema podacima Popisa stanovnistva iz 2021. godine,
koji je proveo Drzavni zavod za statistiku, mladi ¢ine 15,8 % ukupnog stanovnistva Republike Hrvatske.
Karakteriziraju ih razli¢ite drustvene, obrazovne i ekonomske okolnosti, pri ¢emu dijele zajednicku teznju
da postanu aktivni, odgovorni i ravnopravni ¢lanovi drustva. Istodobno, mladi se suoc¢avaju s brojnim
izazovima koji proizlaze iz brzih drustvenih, gospodarskih i tehnoloskih promjena suvremenog drustva.
Osiguravanje odgovarajuce potpore, prilika i resursa za mlade zajednicka je odgovornost cijelog drustva,
ukljucujuéi tijela drzavne uprave i javne vlasti. Takva je potpora klju¢na za omoguéavanje njihova
aktivnog sudjelovanja u drustvu, jacanje svijesti o vlastitoj ulozi u zajednici te poticanje njihova
doprinosa dru$tvenom razvoju i napretku.*

Politika za mlade u Hrvatskoj temelji se na nekoliko instrumenata: (a) institucionalnom okviru u
obliku upravne jedinice nadlezne za mlade — uprave za mlade (Cija se nadleznost tijekom godina
premjestala izmedu razli¢itih ministarstava, a trenutno djeluje u okviru Ministarstva znanosti, obrazovanja
i mladih); (b) predstavnickim i savjetodavnim tijelima (savjeti mladih, Savjet za mlade Vlade Republike
Hrvatske, studentski zborovi i udruge, vije¢a uéenika, savjetodavno tijelo pravobranitelja za djecu te
predstavnik mladih pri Ujedinjenim narodima); (c) udrugama mladih i za mlade; te (d) nacionalnim

strateSkim dokumentom za mlade (Nacionalni program za mlade).

SAVJETI MLADIH. Poseban oblik sudjelovanja mladih u javnim poslovima predstavljaju
savjeti mladih, koji su uvedeni na lokalnoj i podru¢noj (regionalnoj) razini Zakonom o savjetima mladih

2014. godine, a na nacionalnoj razini 2023. godine. Njihova je svrha omogu¢iti sudjelovanje mladih u
donosenju odluka o javnim pitanjima od interesa i znacaja za mlade, ukljucivanje mladih u javni Zivot,
informiranje i savjetovanje mladih u jedinicama lokalne i podru¢ne (regionalne) samouprave te pracenje i
promicanje interesa mladih iz svih dijelova Hrvatske na nacionalnoj razini.

Clanovi savjeta mladih mogu biti osobe u dobi od 15 do 30 godina. Na lokalnoj i podruénoj
(regionalnoj) razini biraju ih predstavnicka tijela putem javnog poziva, dok kandidate mogu predlagati
udruge mladih i za mlade, Skole, studentske organizacije, nevladine organizacije i neformalne skupine
mladih. Kona¢no imenovanje provode predstavnicka tijela lokalne i podruéne (regionalne) samouprave,
poput gradskih vijeca i Zupanijskih skupstina. Nacionalni savjet mladih osniva ministarstvo nadlezno za
mlade (pri ¢emu se nadleznost za podruc¢je mladih tijekom godina ¢esto premjestala izmedu razlicitih
ministarstava), na temelju prijedloga savjeta mladih na regionalnoj razini.

Glavna uloga savjeta mladih jest savjetodavna. Oni predlazu inicijative, daju misljenja o
politikama za mlade, organiziraju radionice i javne rasprave te poticu gradansko sudjelovanje mladih.
Njihove aktivnosti Cesto su usmjerene na obrazovanje, zaposljavanje, kulturu, sport, volontiranje i
socijalnu uklju¢enost. lako mogu utjecati na lokalne politike, savjeti mladih nemaju izvr$ne ni
zakonodavne ovlasti, $to znaci da nadlezna tijela nisu pravno obvezna prihvatiti njihove prijedloge.

45 Ministarstvo znanosti, obrazovanja i mladih https://mzom.gov.hr/istaknute-teme/mladi/6485
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Nedavne izmjene Zakona o savjetima mladih donijele su odredene promjene, ukljucujuci
smanjenje minimalnog broja ¢lanova, ukidanje zamjenika ¢lanova te ja¢anje uloge nacionalnog Savjeta
mladih Republike Hrvatske. Cilj tih izmjena bio je povecati uCinkovitost i koordinaciju rada savjeta, iako
su neke organizacije mladih kritizirale promjene smatrajuci da bi mogle smanjiti neovisnost lokalnih
oblika sudjelovanja mladih. Mreza mladih Hrvatske, zajedno s 44 zastupnika u Hrvatskom saboru,
podnijela je zahtjev za ocjenu ustavnosti izmjena Zakona o savjetima mladih kojima je predvideno
osnivanje nacionalnog savjeta mladih, smatraju¢i da se time zadire u pravo na lokalnu samoupravu.

U praksi, posljednje dostupno izvjesce (za 2022. godinu; Drzavni ured za demografiju i mlade,
2023.) pokazuje da je od ukupno 575 jedinica lokalne i podru¢ne (regionalne) samouprave savjete mladih
osnovalo samo 140 jedinica, dok su aktivna bila svega 73 savjeta mladih (39 u gradovima, 20 u op¢inama,
13 u Zupanijama te jedan u Gradu Zagrebu). [ako izvjes¢e navodi nekoliko primjera dobre prakse
(primjerice sportske dogadaje i kampanje podizanja svijesti o pitanjima vaznima za mlade), vecina savjeta
mladih suocavala se s nedostatkom institucionalne potpore, ali i s nedovoljnim interesom samih mladih za
sudjelovanje. Nacionalni Savjet mladih djeluje od pocetka 2026. godine, a njegova ¢e se uloga i
ucinkovitost tek trebati ocijeniti. Opéenito gledano, Zakon o savjetima mladih predstavlja vazan
mehanizam za promicanje demokratskog sudjelovanja i gradanskog angazmana mladih u Hrvatskoj.
Njegova stvarna u¢inkovitost, medutim, uvelike ovisi o razini potpore lokalnih vlasti te o aktivnom
ukljucivanju samih mladih gradana.

SAVJET ZA RAZVOJ POLITIKA ZA MLADE. Savjet za razvoj politika za mlade Vlade
Republike Hrvatske meduresorno je savjetodavno tijelo koje sudjeluje u oblikovanju, pracenju i

unapredivanju javnih politika koje se odnose na mlade u Hrvatskoj. Njegova je uloga povezivanje
predstavnika drzavnih institucija, organizacija mladih i stru¢njaka kako bi se potrebe i interesi mladih
ukljucili u procese donosenja odluka. Prvi put osnovan 2012. godine, Savjet u svojem posljednjem
sastavu ukljucuje 15 predstavnika drzavnih institucija, 4 predstavnika nacionalnih vijeca i udruga jedinica
lokalne i podruéne (regionalne) samouprave, 4 predstavnika drugih organizacija mladih te do 8
predstavnika udruga mladih i za mlade.

Savjet prati provedbu politika za mlade te Vladi Republike Hrvatske daje preporuke i misljenja o
zakonima, strategijama i mjerama vaznima za polozaj mladih. Takoder promice suradnju izmedu javnih
institucija i organizacija civilnog drustva, jaca sudjelovanje mladih i dijalog s donositeljima odluka te
doprinosi razvoju kvalitetnijih mjera u podrucjima obrazovanja, zaposljavanja, stanovanja, zdravstva i
socijalne ukljucenosti. U razdoblju od 2018. do 2022. godine Savjet za razvoj politika za mlade Vlade
Republike Hrvatske organizirao je aktivnosti usmjerene na poticanje sudjelovanja mladih, ukljucujuéi
dvije godisnje konferencije savjeta za mlade. Cilj tih konferencija bio je osnazivanje mladih, razmjena
primjera dobre prakse u radu savjeta mladih te povecéanje vidljivosti njihove uloge i djelovanja u
Republici Hrvatskoj.

STUDENTSKE ORGANIZACIJE. Studentski zbor sluzbeno je izabrano predstavnicko tijelo
studenata na sveucilistima, fakultetima, veleuciliStima i visokim Skolama u Hrvatskoj (primjerice,
Studentski zbor Sveucilista u Zagrebu). Njegova je osnovna zadaca zastita interesa studenata,

sudjelovanje u procesima donosenja odluka na visokim ucili§tima te predstavljanje studenata unutar
sustava visokog obrazovanja.Pravni okvir za djelovanje studentskih zborova utvrden je Zakonom o
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studentskom zboru i drugim studentskim organizacijama, koji je Hrvatski sabor donio 2007. godine (iako

su studentski zborovi prvi put uspostavljeni 1996. godine). Zakonom se ureduju studentsko
predstavljanje, studentski izbori, rad studentskih organizacija te institucija studentskog pravobranitelja.

Studentski zborovi organizirani su na razini pojedinih visokih ucilista, dok se na nacionalnoj
razini koordiniraju putem Hrvatskog studentskog zbora. Njihova organizacijska struktura u pravilu
ukljucuje skupstinu, predsjednika, odbore te izabrane studentske predstavnike u sveuciliSnim senatima i
fakultetskim vije¢ima. Glavne zadace studentskih zborova ukljucuju predstavljanje studenata pred
upravama visokih ucilista i javnim institucijama, unapredenje kvalitete studiranja i studentskog standarda,
zastitu studentskih prava, organizaciju izvannastavnih i1 kulturnih aktivnosti, poticanje studentskog
sudjelovanja te imenovanje studentskih predstavnika i studentskih pravobranitelja (svako visoko uciliste
ima studentskog pravobranitelja, sukladno ¢lanku 17. Zakona).

U Hrvatskoj je na visokim uciliS§tima upisano vise od 150.000 studenata, a studentski zborovi
djeluju na svim javnim sveuciliStima i na brojnim privatnim visokim ucili§tima. Studentski predstavnici
sudjeluju u tijelima upravljanja visokim uéili§tima, pri ¢emu je zastupljenost studenata zajamc¢ena
hrvatskim zakonodavstvom o visokom obrazovanju. Uz studentske zborove i srodne organizacije, visoka
uciliSta omogucuju djelovanje studentskih udruga razlicitih interesa, ukljuc¢ujuci sportske, kulturne,
zagovaracke, strukovne i organizacije za razvoj karijere, podruznice medunarodnih studentskih
organizacija, znanstvene udruge, humanitarne organizacije i druge oblike studentskog organiziranja.

NACIONALNO VIJECE UCENIKA REPUBLIKE HRVATSKE. Nacionalno vijeée uCenika
Republike Hrvatske (NVURH) najvise je predstavnicko tijelo ucenika osnovnih i srednjih skola na

nacionalnoj razini u Hrvatskoj. Osnovano je 2005. godine kao savjetodavno tijelo ministarstva nadleznog
za obrazovanje te zastupa interese, prava i stavove ucenika u pitanjima vezanima uz obrazovni sustav i
sudjelovanje mladih. Vijece ¢ine predstavnici zupanijskih vije¢a uc¢enika iz cijele Hrvatske, ¢ime se
osigurava nacionalna zastupljenost ucenika u procesima donosenja odluka i savjetovanja. Njegov pravni
temelj proizlazi iz hrvatskog zakonodavnog okvira u podrucju obrazovanja, osobito iz Zakona o odgoju i

obrazovanju u osnovnoj i srednjoj Skoli, kojim se ureduju sudjelovanje ucenika i rad vije¢a uc¢enika u

osnovnim i srednjim $kolama.

Glavni ciljevi NVURH-a su jacanje sudjelovanja u¢enika u $kolskom zivotu, zastita njihovih
prava i interesa, promicanje demokratskih vrijednosti i dijaloga unutar $kola te doprinos unapredenju
obrazovnih uvjeta i obrazovnih politika. Vijece se zalaZe za pitanja poput dostupnosti obrazovanja,
poboljsanja uéenickog standarda, zastite mentalnog zdravlja, subvencioniranog prijevoza, ukljucivosti te
sudjelovanja ucenika u reformama obrazovnog sustava. Aktivnosti NVURH-a ukljucuju savjetovanja s
Ministarstvom znanosti, obrazovanja i mladih, sudjelovanje u javnim raspravama o obrazovnim
politikama, suradnju s vije¢ima ucenika i organizacijama mladih te predstavljanje hrvatskih ucenika u
nacionalnim i medunarodnim inicijativama vezanima uz sudjelovanje mladih i demokratski angazman.

MREZA MLADIH SAVJETNIKA PRAVOBRANITELJICE ZA DJECU. Mreza mladih
savjetnika (MMS) i Forum mladih 16+ savjetodavna su tijela Pravobranitelja za djecu Republike
Hrvatske, osnovana s ciljem jacanja sudjelovanja djece i mladih u pitanjima koja utje¢u na njihova prava i
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dobrobit. Mreza mladih savjetnika djeluje od 2010. godine, dok je Forum mladih 16+ usmjeren na mlade
osobe koje se priblizavaju punoljetnosti. Njihovi ¢lanovi djeluju kao savjetnici, suradnici i ambasadori
djecjih prava. Promicu prava djece medu svojim vr$njacima te Pravobranitelju za djecu pruzaju uvid u
izazove i probleme s kojima se djeca i mladi suoCavaju u svojim lokalnim zajednicama.

Sesta generacija MreZze mladih savjetnika, koja je djelovala 2025. godine, brojila je 25 ¢lanova,
dok je Forum mladih 16+ imao 16 ¢lanova. Aktivnosti su ukljucivale nacionalne i online sastanke,
rasprave o umjetnoj inteligenciji i obrazovanju, tjelesnom zdravlju djece te uvodenju modela zastite djece
Barnahus u Hrvatskoj. Clanovi su izradivali preporuke za unapredenje prava djece na tjelesno zdravlje te
sudjelovali u savjetovanjima s nacionalnim dionicima. Ove su skupine bile aktivne i na medunarodnoj
razini kroz inicijative UNICEF-a, Platformu Europske unije za sudjelovanje djece (Children’s
Participation Platform — CPP) te Europsku mrezu mladih savjetnika (European Network of Young
Advisors — ENYA), koja djeluje u okviru Europske mreze pravobranitelja za djecu (European Network of
Ombudspersons for Children — ENOC).Hrvatska je 2025. godine bila doma¢in Foruma ENY A-e, a model
Mreze mladih savjetnika predstavljen je na medunarodnoj razini kao primjer dobre prakse u podrucju
sudjelovanja djece i mladih.

UDRUGE MLADIH. Mreza mladih Hrvatske nacionalna je krovna organizacija udruga mladih u
Hrvatskoj, osnovana 2002. godine radi zastupanja i promicanja interesa i prava mladih na nacionalnoj i

medunarodnoj razini. Okuplja organizacije mladih i organizacije koje rade s mladima i za mlade te
predstavlja platformu za suradnju, dijalog i koordinirano zagovaranje u podrucju politika za mlade.
Trenutacno okuplja 77 udruga mladih i povezuje velik broj raznolikih organizacija koje djeluju u
podrucjima zagovaranja, kulture, zastite okoliSa, prava manjina i drugim podrucjima, a koje dijele
zajednicki interes za razvoj politika za mlade na nacionalnoj, regionalnoj i lokalnoj razini. Mreza djeluje
kao nevladina i neprofitna organizacija usmjerena na jacanje sudjelovanja mladih, promicanje
demokratskih vrijednosti, socijalne ukljucenosti, ljudskih prava i jednakih moguénosti. Njezino ¢lanstvo
¢ine lokalne i nacionalne organizacije mladih, studentske udruge te organizacije civilnog drustva koje se
bave radom s mladima i gradanskim sudjelovanjem.

Glavni ciljevi organizacije su unapredenje poloZaja mladih u drustvu, poticanje aktivnog
gradanstva i sudjelovanja u procesima donoSenja odluka, ja¢anje kapaciteta organizacija mladih te
zagovaranje kvalitetnih i ukljucivih politika za mlade. Aktivnosti Mreze ukljucuju zagovaranje javnih
politika, istrazivanja i analize, obrazovne programe i osposobljavanja, javne kampanje, savjetovanja s
mladima, medunarodnu suradnju te pruZanje potpore razvoju civilnog drustva i rada s mladima. Mreza
mladih Hrvatske aktivno sudjeluje u brojnim europskim i medunarodnim inicijativama i mrezama,
ukljucujuéi Europski forum mladih, putem kojega doprinosi raspravama o europskim politikama za mlade
1 predstavlja hrvatske organizacije mladih na medunarodnoj razini. Takoder suraduje s institucijama
Republike Hrvatske, jedinicama lokalne i podrucne (regionalne) samouprave te medunarodnim
partnerima na razvoju i provedbi politika i programa za mlade.

NACIONALNI PROGRAM ZA MLADE. Posljednji strateski dokument u podrucju mladih,
Nacionalni program za mlade 2023. — 2025. definira Sest prioritetnih podrucja politike za mlade, medu

kojima je i sudjelovanje mladih, s ciljem jac¢anja uklju¢enosti mladih u procese donosenja odluka. U
okviru tog cilja predvideno je deset mjera koje se odnose na rad savjetodavnih tijela, stvaranje poticajnog

262



https://www.mmh.hr/
https://mzom.gov.hr/UserDocsImages/dokumenti/Mladi/Nacionalni-program-za-mlade-2023-2025-A4-EN-web.pdf

okruzenja za sudjelovanje mladih, potporu lokalnim i regionalnim politikama za mlade te sektorske
inicijative povezane s odrzivim razvojem, politikama zastite okoliSa i umjetnosc¢u. U 2025. godini
Ministarstvo znanosti, obrazovanja i sporta dodijelilo je financijska sredstva za 142 organizacije mladih.
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5. Metodologija

Podaci su prikupljeni koriStenjem kvantitativnih i kvalitativnih istrazivackih instrumenata —
ankete, fokusne grupe i radionice za validaciju rezultata ankete. Cilj istrazivanja bio je ispitati iskustva i
percepcije mladih o gradanskom sudjelovanju i angazmanu u svakodnevnom zivotu, relevantnost i
razumljivost klju¢nih pojmova i kanala sudjelovanja te ¢imbenike koji poticu ili otezavaju aktivno
uklju¢ivanje mladih. Metodoloski okvir razvijen je u obliku Istrazivackog protokola od strane Sveucilista
Panteion, u suradnji sa svim projektnim partnerima.

Kvantitativno istraZivanje provedeno je putem online upitnika izradenog na temelju postojecih
istrazivanja navedenih tema, poput Eurobarometra i drugih istrazivanja Europske unije o politickom
sudjelovanju, iskustvima i izazovima s kojima se mladi suocavaju. Upitnik je administriran putem alata
LimeSurvey, pri ¢emu je isti upitnik preveden na pet jezika i distribuiran u pet zemalja koje su
sudjelovale u istrazivanju. Postupak anketiranja osmisljen je tako da osigura anonimnost i povjerljivost
ispitanika i prikupljenih podataka. Prije ispunjavanja upitnika ispitanici su morali dati informirani
pristanak za sudjelovanje; u slu¢aju da ga nisu dali, upitnik se automatski zatvarao i odgovori nisu bili
pohranjeni. Primijenjen je prigodni uzorak, a anketa je distribuirana na sveucili§tu od kraja ozujka do
kraja travnja 2026. godine putem uobic¢ajenih komunikacijskih kanala (drustvene mreze, elektronicka
posta, platforme za e-uCenje i osobne mreze kontakata).

Ukupno je 105 mladih osoba u Hrvatskoj ispunilo anketu, od ukupnog medunarodnog uzorka od
490 ispitanika iz svih zemalja ukljucenih u projekt RISE Balkans, §to predstavlja nesto viSe od jedne
petine odnosno 21,4 % ukupnog skupa podataka.

. Prema spolu, uzorak ¢ine pretezno zene (70,48 %), dok muskarci ¢ine 27,62 %
ispitanika.
) Prema dobi, najzastupljenija skupina su mladi u dobi od 21 do 23 godine (47,62

%), zatim mlada skupina od 18 do 20 godina (33,33 %), dok najmanji udio ¢ine ispitanici u dobi
od 24 do 26 godina (19,05 %).

o Prema mjestu stanovanja, vecina ispitanika zivi u urbanim podrucjima (gradovi i
veca naselja) — 65,1 %, slijede oni koji Zive u poluurbanim podrucjima (manji gradovi i
prigradska naselja) — 21,9 %, dok 12,38 % zivi u ruralnim podrucjima.

o Prema obrazovanju, najveci udio ispitanika zavrsio je srednjoskolsko
obrazovanje (52,38 %), nakon Cega slijede osobe sa zavrSenim prijediplomskim studijem (35,24
%), dok 3,81 % ispitanika ima zavrSen diplomski studij.

o Prema statusu, 90,48 % ispitanika izjavilo je da su trenuta¢no studenti, 13,33 %
da su zaposleni (studenti diplomskih studija ¢esto rade uz studij), dok je 5,71 % nezaposleno.

U okviru kvalitativnog dijela istraZivanja, 27. travnja 2026. godine na Pravnom fakultetu
provedena je rasprava fokus grupe. [ u ovom je slucaju koristen prigodni uzorak, uz otvoreni poziv
studentima sveuciliSta za sudjelovanje. Fokusna grupa odrzana je u hibridnom obliku, pri ¢emu je vecina
sudionika prisustvovala uzivo (8 sudionika), dok su se dodatna 4 sudionika ukljuéila online.
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U raspravi fokusne grupe sudjelovalo je ukupno 12 osoba prosjecne dobi od 21,6 godina; medu
njima je bilo pet muskaraca i sedam zena, dva ucenika srednje skole, devet studenata i jedna nezaposlena

osoba. Tri sudionika pripadala su nacionalnim manjinama. Jedan sudionik trenuta¢no Zivi u manjem

gradu, dok je jos pet sudionika, iako sada Zive u ve¢im gradovima, podrijetlom iz manjih sredina. Pet od
ukupno dvanaest sudionika dolazi iz drugih dijelova Hrvatske. Takoder, pet sudionika navelo je da ima
iskustvo rada ili volontiranja u organizacijama civilnog drustva.

Svi sudionici bili su upoznati s opsegom i ciljevima istrazivanja te su potpisali obrazac

informiranog pristanka kojim su potvrdili svoje dobrovoljno sudjelovanje i povjerljivost svojih odgovora.
Rasprava je obuhvatila teme gradanskog znanja, medijske pismenosti, povjerenja u institucije, politickog

angazmana, percepcije korupcije i preferiranih oblika sudjelovanja u drustvu.

Rasprava u fokus grupi
sudionici
spol

prosjecna dob (raspon)

status

zastupljenost manjinskih grupa

iskustvo u OCD

moderatori

administratori

27 travnja 2026 / hibridno
12 / 8 u ucionici, 4 online
5M,7Z

21,6 (18-25)

9 studenata
2 ucenika srednje Skole

1 nezaposlenih (ali aktivisti OCD)

3

1 online

1 u uéionici

1 online

1 u uéionici
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Fokus grupa — rasprava - 27 April 2026

Po zavrsetku kvalitativne i kvantitativne faze istrazivanja, 4. svibnja 2026. godine na Pravnom
fakultetu odrzana je radionica za validaciju rezultata s ciljem pregleda preliminarnih nalaza, rasprave o
njihovoj uskladenosti sa stvarnim iskustvima sudionika te obogacivanja analize dodatnim zajednicki
oblikovanim uvidima. Biljeske s radionice i formalna prezentacija rezultata posluZzile su kao primarni
izvori za uklju¢ivanje nalaza radionice u sve dijelove ovog izvjesc¢a. Na radionici su sudjelovala ukupno
62 sudionika, od Cega su tri Cetvrtine Cinile zene (47 ili 75,81 %), a jednu Cetvrtinu muskarci (15 ili 24,19
%). Svi sudionici bili su hrvatski drzavljani, a ve¢inom su bili studenti javne uprave, prava, socijalnog
rada, politologije i novinarstva.
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Survey Validation Workshop 4 May 2026

6. Svijest i razumijevanje mladih o gradanskoj participaciji, anti-
korupciji, transparentnosti i oblikovanju javnih politika

Percepcija raSirenosti korupcije

Rezultati istrazivanja pokazuju da je velika veéina ispitanika (91,44 %) opisala korupciju u
Hrvatskoj kao ,,rasirenu” ili ,,vrlo rasirenu”, dok nijedan ispitanik nije ocijenio korupciju kao ,,rijetku”
ili ,,vrlo rijetku” (Slika 1). Veéina sudionika takoder se slozila ili u potpunosti slozila s tvrdnjom da
korupcija postoji u nacionalnim te lokalnim/regionalnim javnim institucijama (93,33 % u oba slucaja),
dok dvije trecine ispitanika (67,62 %) smatra da korupcija osobno utjee na njihov svakodnevni zivot, a
11,43 % ne slaZe se s tom tvrdnjom.

Percepcija rasirenosti korupcije u Hrvatskoj (%)

60.00%

48.57%
50.00% 42.86%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00% 7.62%
- 0.00%
0.00%
Vrlo raSirena Rasirena Ni jedno ni drugo Rijetka

Slika 1 Percepcija rasSirenosti korupcije u Hrvatskoj

Kako je vidljivo iz podataka po sektorima prikazanih na Slici 2, politicari i politicke stranke
percipiraju se kao skupine s najviSom razinom korupcije, osobito kada je rijec o podmicivanju i
zlouporabi poloZzaja radi osobne koristi. Odgovori koji se odnose na 13 sektora i skupina pokazuju
sljedece rezultate u pogledu percepcije da su podmicivanje i zlouporaba polozaja raSireni:

o Kada je rije¢ o politi¢arima, 89,5 % ispitanika smatra da su podmicivanje i
zlouporaba polozaja radi osobne koristi ,,rasireni” ili ,,vrlo rasireni”, dok isto misljenje o
politickim strankama dijeli 88,57 % ispitanika.

) Mladi smatraju da su podmicivanje i zlouporaba polozaja radi osobne koristi
,rasireni” ili ,,vrlo rasireni” medu sluzbenicima koji dodjeljuju javne ugovore (77,14 %) te medu
sluzbenicima koji izdaju gradevinske dozvole (79,05 %). Slijed zdravstveni sektor, za koji tako
smatra 73,33 % ispitanika.

o Nesto niza razina korupcije percipira se u sportu (65,71 %), policiji (60 %) i
privatnom sektoru (60 %).
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o Vise od polovice ispitanika smatra da su podmic¢ivanje i zlouporaba polozaja radi
osobne koristi raSireni ili vrlo rasireni u poreznoj upravi (58,1 %) i sudstvu (52,38 %).

) Nesto povoljnija slika vidljiva je u sektorima bankarstva (41,9 %), obrazovanja
(34,29 %) 1 socijalne skrbi (29,52 %).

Medutim, gotovo trecina ispitanika smatra da su podmicivanje i zlouporaba polozaja rijetki ili
vrlo rijetki u sektoru obrazovanja (28,57 %) i socijalne skrbi (27,62 %), a zatim slijede banke (18,1 %),
sudstvo (16,19 %), privatni sektor (10,48 %), sport (9,52 %) i porezna uprava (9,52 %).

Zanimljivo je da odredeni udio ispitanika ne zna procijeniti jesu li podmicivanje i zlouporaba
polozaja raSireni. Najve¢i udio odgovora ,,Ne znam” zabiljeZen je za socijalnu skrb (14,29 %), banke
(15,24 %) i sudstvo (10,48 %), dok je u obrazovanju, sektoru s kojim ispitanici imaju najvise iskustva, taj
udio iznosio 6,67 %. Nasuprot tome, odgovor ,,Ne znam” zabiljeZen je kod samo 1,9 % ispitanika kada je
rije¢ o politicarima te 2,86 % kada je rije¢ o zdravstvu, temama s kojima se Cesto susre¢u u medijima i
svakodnevnom Zivotu.

Kvalitativna obiljezja korupcije pruzaju opcu sliku svijesti o problemima strukturne korupcije:

. 72,38 % ispitanika slaze se ili se u potpunosti slaze s tvrdnjom da bliske veze
izmedu gospodarstva i politike dovode do korupcije.

o 75,24 % ispitanika slaze se ili se u potpunosti slaze s tvrdnjom da ,,favoriziranje i
korupcija ometaju trzi$no natjecanje”.

. 84,76 % ispitanika slaZe se ili se u potpunosti slaze s tvrdnjom da se slucajevi
korupcije na visokoj razini ne procesuiraju dovoljno uc¢inkovito.
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Percepcija rasirenosti korupcije u Hrvatskoj prema sektoru

Privatni sektor 33.33% G770 20.95% 7I6288%7 %
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Slika 2 Percepcija rasirenosti korupcije prema sektoru

Medutim, manje od polovice ispitanika koruptivno ponaSanje smatra sredstvom za postizanje
osobnog uspjeha ili ostvarivanje pristupa uslugama:

. 43,81 % ispitanika slaze se ili se u potpunosti slaze s tvrdnjom da su politicke
veze nuzne za poslovni uspjeh, dok se 20 % s tom tvrdnjom ne slaze ili se uopcée ne slaze.

. 48,57 % smatra da mladi ne mogu ostvariti pravedan pristup javnim uslugama
bez osobnih veza, dok se 44,76 % ispitanika s tom tvrdnjom ne slaze ili se uopce ne slaze, a 27,62
% niti se slaze niti se ne slaze.

Ipak, mladi u Hrvatskoj ne smatraju da su jasni, transparentni i razumljivi postupci te dostupne
informacije standard u radu javnih institucija. Samo 10,48 % ispitanika slaZe se s tvrdnjom da javne
institucije obi¢no jasno objasnjavaju postupke i odluke (35 % ispitanika niti se slaze niti se ne slaze), dok
88,57 % mladih smatra da bi javni procesi trebali biti jednostavniji za razumijevanje i pracenje.

Velika vecina ispitanika — 88,57 %, odnosno gotovo devet od deset — prepoznala je
zaposljavanje i postupke zaposljavanja kao podrucje u kojem se mladi najvjerojatnije susreéu s
korupcijom, pogodovanjem ili nepravednim postupanjem (Slika 3). Slijedi politicki zivot i
sudjelovanje u politickim strankama, gdje tako smatra 29,52 % ispitanika. To pokazuje da put prema
zaposlenju ili politickom angazmanu, iako u manjoj mjeri, ukljucuje izazove povezane s ukljuc¢ivoscéu i
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jednakim moguénostima. Situacija je nesto povoljnija u drugim podruc¢jima, buduci da ih kao prostore u
kojima se mladi najvjerojatnije susre¢u s korupcijom, pogodovanjem ili nepravednim postupanjem navodi
petina ili manje ispitanika: javna uprava, dozvole i dokumenti (20,95 %), zdravstvo i druge javne usluge
(18,10 %), obrazovanje i sveucilista (16,19 %) te lokalna samouprava i komunalne usluge (7,62 %).

Rasprava u fokus grupi, provedena s 12 sudionika, otkrila je nekoliko vaznih spoznaja o
moguénostima sudjelovanja mladih. Sudionici su gradansko sudjelovanje u velikoj mjeri povezivali s
politickim angazmanom te su smatrali da se glas mladih moze ¢uti uglavnom kroz pripadnost odredenoj
politi¢koj opciji ili stranci. Medutim, istodobno su izrazili skepsu prema stvarnoj uc¢inkovitosti takvog
angazmana. Cak i kada se mladi u¢lane u politi¢ke stranke, sudionici smatraju da se od njih oéekuje
prihvacanje nacela, ideologije i vrijednosti te politicke strukture, dok njihove vlastite perspektive i ,,glas
mladih” ne uspijevaju doprijeti do viSih razina odluc¢ivanja niti potaknuti znacajne promjene unutar
hijerarhijskih sustava.

Sudionici validacijske radionice izrazili su zadovoljstvo rezultatima istrazivanja i njthovom
vjerodostojnoscu, potvrdujuéi da je korupcija prisutna u svim kljuénim institucionalnim podrué¢jima, pri
¢emu je proces zaposljavanja i odabira kandidata za njih najkriticnije podrucje, s obzirom na to da su
mladi u potrazi za prilikama za zaposlenje. Takoder smatraju da je korupcija vrlo izraZzena u sportu,
podru¢ju u kojem su mladi intenzivno ukljuceni, §to se podudara s nedavnim skandalima u nacionalnim
sportskim savezima. Ipak, sudionici smatraju da je korupcija jos rasirenija nego Sto to pokazuju rezultati
istrazivanja, osobito u ruralnim sredinama, budu¢i da podaci ne razlikuju urbana i ruralna podrugja.
Smatraju da institucionalni odgovor na korupciju nije dovoljno snazan te zagovaraju stroze
antikorupcijske mjere. Takoder izraZzavaju zabrinutost da tako visoka percepcija korupcije negativno
utjece na razinu drustvenog i gradanskog sudjelovanja mladih. Kako je jedan od sudionika istaknuo:

,, Nazalost, sve to zvuci vrlo poznato. Korupcija se ne moze uvijek izravno vidjeti, ali
imamo osjecaj da veze i poznanstva Cesto igraju vecu ulogu od znanja i marljivog
rada.”
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Slika 3: Podrucja u kojima se mladi najviSe suocavaju s korupcijom, favoriziraranjem i nejdnakim
tretmanom u Hrvatskoj

Znanje i razumijevanje

Rezultati istrazivanja ukazuju na relativno zadovoljavajuéu razinu znanja i razumijevanja
nacina funkcioniranja sustava upravljanja (Slika 4), iako bi raspodjela rezultata mogla djelomicno biti
posljedica veceg udjela studenata prava, javne uprave i politickih znanosti u uzorku. Vecina ispitanika
navodi da zna ,,vrlo mnogo” ili ,,priliéno mnogo” o funkcioniranju upravljanja na nacionalnoj razini
(63,81 %), dok 9,52 % ispitanika navodi da zna ,,ne bas mnogo” ili ,,uopcée nista”. Kada je rije¢ o lokalnoj
samoupravi, razina razumijevanja pada na 54,29 % ispitanika koji navode da znaju ,,vrlo mnogo” ili
,,prilicno mnogo”. Sli¢na je razina znanja zabiljeZena i u odnosu na upravljanje sveucilistima ili
organizacijama poslodavaca (50,48 %). S druge strane, razumijevanje upravljanja na razini Europske
unije manje je izrazeno. Samo 37,14 % ispitanika navodi da zna ,,vrlo mnogo” ili ,,prili¢no mnogo” o tom
podrucju, dok 26,67 % navodi da zna ,,ne ba§ mnogo” ili ,,uopcée nista”.
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Razumijevanje i znanje mladih o upravljanju u Hrvatskoj
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lika 4: Razumijevanje i znanje mladih u Hrvatskoj o upravljanju (N=105)

Poznavanje klju¢nih mehanizama gradanskog sudjelovanja medu ispitanicima je relativno
dobro. Ukupno 37,14 % ispitanika navodi da je iznimno ili vrlo dobro upoznato sa zakonodavnim
postupkom u Hrvatskoj, dok je dodatnih 41,9 % umjereno upoznato s tim procesom, $to vjerojatno
odrazava njihovo podrucje obrazovanja. Gotovo petina ispitanika (19,05 %) iznimno je ili vrlo dobro
upoznata sa zakonodavnim postupkom u Europskoj uniji, a dodatnih 38,1 % navodi da je umjereno
upoznato s tim procesom. Rezultati upucuju na relativno zadovoljavajuéu razinu samoprocijenjenog
znanja mladih o zakonodavnim procesima na nacionalnoj i nadnacionalnoj razini: priblizno tri ¢etvrtine
ispitanika na nacionalnoj razini te gotovo dvije tre¢ine na razini Europske unije navodi da su umjereno,
vrlo ili iznimno upoznati s tim procesima. Sukladno tome, samo 1,9 % ispitanika uopce nije upoznato sa
zakonodavnim postupkom na nacionalnoj razini, dok taj udio za razinu Europske unije iznosi 7,62 %.
Nadalje, 77,14 % ispitanika tvrdi da zna gdje moze pronaci informacije o moguénostima sudjelovanja u
svojoj lokalnoj zajednici ili na sveudilistu.

Kada su ispitanicima postavljena konkretnija pitanja, rezultati pokazuju odredenu povezanost
izmedu samoprocijenjenog znanja i stvarnog razumijevanja. U pogledu zakonodavnog procesa, dvije
tre¢ine mladih ispitanika to¢no je prepoznalo da nacionalne zakonske prijedloge mogu predlagati Vlada
(65,71 %) 1 zastupnici u Hrvatskom saboru (67,62 %), iako je u praksi Vlada najces¢i predlagatelj zakona.
Medutim, zna¢ajan udio ispitanika, njih 50,48 %, pogresno smatra da gradani mogu predlagati zakone
putem peticija, Sto se moZe objasniti mogu¢im poistovjecivanjem peticija s referendumskom inicijativom.
Oko desetine ispitanika ne zna odgovor ili pogresno pripisuje tu ovlast vije¢ima na lokalnoj razini (11,43
% u oba slucaja). Na razini Europske unije ispitanici naj¢e$ce pogresno smatraju da je Europski parlament
glavni akter u predlaganju novih propisa EU-a, dok samo tre¢ina (37,14 %) ispravno prepoznaje Europsku
komisiju kao instituciju koja pokreée zakonodavne prijedloge. Pozitivno je §to nitko od ispitanika ne
smatra da Sud Europske unije moze predlagati zakone. Jednaki udio kao i na nacionalnoj razini (11,43 %)
navodi da ne zna odgovor.

Kada je rije¢ o javnim savjetovanjima, 22,86 % ispitanika navodi da uopce nije upoznato s tim
mehanizmom, dok je 28,57 % tek djelomi¢no upoznato. Ipak, kada su zamoljeni da navedu primjer
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mehanizma javnog savjetovanja, 70,48 % ispitanika ispravno je prepoznalo dostavljanje pisanih
komentara i prijedloga. S druge strane, 1,90 % ispitanika pogre$no smatra da su komentari na drustvenim
mrezama oblik javnog savjetovanja, a 11,43 % navodi glasovanje na izborima. Njih 16,19 % priznaje da
ne zna §to taj mehanizam podrazumijeva. Sli¢no tome, ve¢ina ispitanika (69,52 %) ispravno prepoznaje
da javna savjetovanja predstavljaju fazu zakonodavnog procesa u kojoj gradani mogu dati misljenje ili
prijedloge o predlozenom zakonu. Manji udio ispitanika (2,86 %) smatra da gradani ne mogu utjecati na
zakonodavni proces, dok 11,48 % vjeruje da to mogu uciniti isklju¢ivo putem uli¢nih prosvjeda.
Op¢enito, dvije tre¢ine ispitanika (63,81 %) smatra da gradani mogu davati povratne informacije o
zakonodavnim prijedlozima, dok 18,10 % navodi da ne zna odgovor. Poznavanje mehanizama specificnih
za Europsku uniju nesto je slabije. Tek 37,14 % ispitanika prepoznaje portal ,,Have Your Say” kao alat za
prikupljanje povratnih informacija gradana, dok 21,9 % smatra da se to ostvaruje putem nacionalnih
referenduma. Manji udio ispitanika (2,86 %) druStvene mreZe smatra kanalom za prikupljanje povratnih
informacija, dok gotovo tre¢ina (31,43 %) priznaje da ne zna odgovor.

Sto se ti¢e kanala sudjelovanja (Slika 5), ve¢ina ispitanika navodi da je upoznata sa studentskim
zborovima i oblicima studentskog predstavniStva (74,24 %), peticijama i kampanjama prikupljanja
potpisa (74,29 %) te volontiranjem i inicijativama u zajednici (60,95 %). Manje od polovice ispitanika,
izmedu 25 % 1 45 %, upoznato je s javnim savjetovanjima (45,71 %), savjetima mladih i drugim
savjetodavnim tijelima za mlade (43,81 %) te inicijativama organizacija civilnog drustva (42,86 %).
Manje od trecine ispitanika upoznato je s mogu¢nos¢u obracanja izabranim predstavnicima (29,52 %) ili s
kanalima za prijavu nepravednog postupanja (24,76 %).

0,
80.00% 75.24%  74.29%
70.00% 60.95%
60.00% .
50000  1o-71%  43.81% 42.86%
40.00% 29.52%
0,
30.00% 24.76%
20.00%
6.679
10.00% I oo 4 76%
0.00%
%" &
& © , A’b & N
é@Q R @\@ . &ook \@&Q s \?&\\\ «:E,O@ b@f;& \\\_\\be ,b&bz v Qggo
K & 6 : § & & < °
(\'bc;b S be’(,\@ &\O\e\ '\Q’\\Q «7’(\\?/ 4\\(\0% «,’bQJ\\ 'bob D &
g & ? & * o & & S8
& ™ S »?
AO\O © &

Slika S: Svijest o kanalima sudjelovanja (N=105)

Rasprava u fokus grupi pruzila je dublji uvid u razumijevanje gradanskog angazmana i
mogucnosti sudjelovanja medu mladima. Tema koja se kontinuirano provlacdila kroz raspravu bila je
nedostatna razina gradanskog odgoja i obrazovanja u srednjim Skolama i na sveuciliStima. Sudionici su
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naglasili da mladima uglavnom nisu dostupna dostatna znanja o gradanskom sudjelovanju, demokratskim
procesima ni mehanizmima putem kojih mogu utjecati na drustvene i politicke promjene. Nadalje,
istaknuli su nedostatak jasnih i lako dostupnih informacija o prakti¢nim kanalima i moguénostima za
ukljuc¢ivanje mladih u drustvene procese. Nekoliko sudionika naglasilo je vaznost uvodenja gradanskog i
politickog obrazovanja u obrazovni sustav od najranije dobi, po¢evsi od osnovne §kole, uz prilagodbu
sadrzaja razli¢itim razvojnim fazama ucenika. Prema misljenju sudionika, razvijanje kulture gradanske
odgovornosti i demokratskog sudjelovanja medu mladima kljucno je za izgradnju drustva sposobnog
ostvarivati suvremene demokratske vrijednosti i dugoro¢ne pozitivne drustvene promjene.

Sli¢no tome, sudionici validacijske radionice pokazali su dobro razumijevanje participativnih
procesa te su naglasili potrebu za ve¢im uklju¢ivanjem mladih u javna savjetovanja o zakonodavnim
prijedlozima. Na pitanje o poznavanju pojmova obuhvacenih istrazivanjem, vec¢ina je navela da poznaje
procese rada vlade i zakonodavne postupke (otprilike tri ¢etvrtine sudionika), dok je oko polovice
ispitanika izjavilo da je upoznato s funkcioniranjem Europske unije.

Sudionici su takoder predlozili niz mjera za smanjenje korupcije, ukljucujuci povecanje
transparentnosti proracuna, osiguravanje vece transparentnosti investicija, jacanje nadzora nad lobistickim
aktivnostima, unapredenje prac¢enja koriStenja sredstava Europske unije, reformu struktura lokalne
samouprave. Uz navedeno, istaknuli su vaznost uvodenja gradanskog odgoja i obrazovanja u $kole te
prosirivanja mogucénosti za izvanskolsko ucenje o gradanskom angazmanu kroz rad organizacija mladih i
udruga civilnoga drustva.

Kada je rije¢ o upoznatosti s klju¢nim pojmovima povezanima s borbom protiv korupcije
(Slika 6), kao najpoznatiji pojmovi izdvajaju se ,,dezinformacije” (83,81 %), ,,sukob interesa” (80,95 %) i
,korupcija” (73,33 %), koje tri Cetvrtine ili vise ispitanika smatraju pojmovima s kojima su iznimno ili
vrlo dobro upoznati. Pojmovi poput ,,zvizdaca” (engl. whistleblowing) (61,9 %), ,,vladavine prava” (55,24
%) 1 ,,lobiranja” (49,52 %) takoder su relativno dobro poznati medu ispitanicima. Oko jedne trecine
ispitanika navodi da je upoznata s pojmovima ,,dobrog upravljanja” (36,19 %) i ,,javne nabave” (35,24
%), dok nesto manji udio poznaje pojmove povezane s Europsko javno tuziteljstvo (EPPO) i prijevarama
na Stetu Europske unije (oba po 30,48 %). Najmanje poznat pojam je ,,stvarno vlasnistvo” (beneficial
ownership), pri ¢emu je samo 22,86 % ispitanika navelo da je s njime iznimno ili vrlo dobro upoznato,
dok 18 % ispitanika uopce nije upoznato s tim konceptom. Opcenito, veéina navedenih pojmova nije
poznata izmedu 6,5 % 1 10,5 % ispitanika. Iznimku ¢ine pojmovi ,korupcija” i ,,sukob interesa”, s kojima
nije upoznato svega 0,95 % ispitanika, te ,,dezinformacije”, koje nisu poznate tek 2,86 % ispitanika.
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Upoznatost s klju¢nim pojmovima

DEZINFORMACIJE 83.81
VLADAVINA PRAVA 55.24%
DOBRO UPRAVLIANJE 36.19%
EPPO 30.48%
EU PRIJEVARE 30.48%
JAVNA NABAVA 35.24%
STVARNO VLASNISTVO 22.86%
ZVIZDACI 61.90%
LOBIRANJE 49.52%
SUKOB INTERESA 80.95%

KORUPCIJA 73.33%
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Slika 6 Upoznatost s kljuénim pojmovima

Na pitanje jesu li upoznati s postojanjem antikorupcijskih tijela ili drzavnih institucija
nadleZnih za borbu protiv korupcije u Hrvatskoj, 45,71 % ispitanika izjavilo je da je upoznato s takvim
institucijama te da moZe navesti barem jednu od njih. Istodobno, 29,52 % ispitanika navelo je da je ¢ulo
za neke od tih institucija, ali ne moze imenovati nijednu konkretnu. S druge strane, 24,76 % ispitanika
izjavilo je da nije upoznato s postojanjem antikorupcijskih institucija te nije moglo navesti nijednu od
njih.

Ovi rezultati upucuju na to da, iako gotovo polovica mladih prepoznaje i moze imenovati barem
jednu instituciju nadleznu za borbu protiv korupcije, znacajan dio ispitanika ima samo povr$nu svijest o
njihovom postojanju ili uopce nije upoznat s njihovom ulogom i djelovanjem.
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7. Prepreke i poticaji

Participacija mladih

Kada je rije¢ o sudjelovanju mladih u javnim poslovima, gotovo 9 od 10 mladih u Hrvatskoj
zainteresirano je (umjereno, vrlo ili izrazito) za sudjelovanje, dok je njih 6 od 10 informirano (umjereno,
vrlo ili izrazito) o na¢inima na koje mogu sudjelovati.

Na pitanje koliko su zainteresirani za javna pitanja i procese donosenja odluka koji utje¢u na
njihov zivot, 60 % ispitanika opisalo se kao ,,vrlo zainteresirano” (36,19 %) ili ,,izrazito
zainteresirano” (23,81 %), dok je 27,62 % umjereno zainteresirano. Ipak, 2,86 % ispitanika nije
pokazalo nikakav interes, a 8,57 % navelo je da je tek neznatno zainteresirano. S druge strane, samo 20 %
ispitanika smatra se vrlo informiranima (16,19 %) ili izrazito informiranima (3,81 %) o nacinima na
koje mladi mogu sudjelovati u javnom Zivotu, dok je 42,86 % umjereno informirano. Cak 38,15 %
ispitanika nije dovoljno upoznato s moguénostima sudjelovanja mladih, pri c¢emu je 32,38 % tek neznatno
informirano. Istodobno, velika ve¢ina ispitanika — 85,71 % — nikada nije sudjelovala u procesu javnog
savjetovanja ni na jednoj razini vlasti. Medutim, trecina ispitanika (32 %) navodi da bi Zeljela sudjelovati,
ali ne zna kako, dok bi 42 % sudjelovalo kada bi im se pruZila prilika. Samo 10,48 % ispitanika nema
interes za sudjelovanje u javnim savjetovanjima.

., Kada pokrenemo neku inicijativu, vrio je tesko motivirati druge mlade da se
ukljuce... svatko gleda viastiti interes.” Sudionica fokus grupe

Sto se tie stvarnog sudjelovanja tijekom godine koja je prethodila istraZivanju, mladi
ispitanici navode da su mnogi od njih glasovali na izborima (66,67 %) ili potpisali peticiju (51,43 %).
Medutim, ostali oblici sudjelovanja znatno su rjedi: 27,62 % volontiralo je u lokalnoj zajednici ili
drustvenoj inicijativi, 16,2 % sudjelovalo je u studentskom, omladinskom ili sveuciliSnom predstavnistvu,
11,43 % kontaktiralo je javno tijelo, instituciju ili izabranog predstavnika, 8,57 % sudjelovalo je u
internetskoj kampanji ili raspravi, 7,62 % prisustvovalo je sastanku gradanske, omladinske ili lokalne
zajednice. Ipak, 13,33 % ispitanika navodi da tijekom promatranog razdoblja nije sudjelovalo ni u jednoj
od navedenih aktivnosti. Sudionici fokus grupe i validacijske radionice takoder su izvijestili da su
sudjelovali na (lokalnim) izborima tijekom prethodne godine te potpisivali peticije, dok su neki od njih
aktivni u studentskim organizacijama na svojim sveucili§tima.

Kada je rijec o izvorima politickih informacija i vijesti medu mladima u Hrvatskoj, rezultati
istrazivanja (Slika 8) pokazuju da postoje €etiri dominantna izvora informiranja: internetski portali s
vijestima (45,71 %), televizijske informativne emisije (40 %), TikTok videozapisi i influenceri (34,29 %),
Instagram Reels i Stories sadrzaji (26,67 %). Facebook nije osobito relevantan medu mladim
generacijama (9,52 %), a Telegram jo$§ manje. Zanimljivo je da drugi komunikacijski kanali koji su vrlo
rasireni u Hrvatskoj, poput WhatsAppa ili Vibera, nisu bili navedeni medu odgovorima. Posebno je
uocljivo da tradicionalni izvori informiranja imaju vrlo malu vaznost za mlade. Tek oko 5 % ispitanika
informacije dobiva putem: novina (5,71 %), radija (4,76 %), sluzbenih vladinih portala (4,76 %).
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Starije generacije mozda su bile aktivnije. Danas su mladi demotivirani i politicki
nedovoljno obrazovani.” Sudionica fokus grupe

Slika 7 Sudjelovanje u posljednjih 12 mjeseci

Glavni izvori politickih vijesti i informacija

DRUGO [

NOVINE 5.71%
RADIO (SQ009)  [“54s4
SLUZBENI PORTALI .76%

ONLINE PORTALI S VIJESTIMA A42.71%
TRADICIONALNE TV VIJESTI
YOUTUBE POLITICKI SADRZAJI
FACEBOOK POSTOVI/GRUPE
INSTAGRAM REELS/STORIES
TELEGRAM KANALI/GRUPE (1
TIKTOK VIDEO/INFLUENSERI
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Slika 8 Glavni izvori informacija

Sudionici validacijske radionice slozili su se da informacije primarno dobivaju putem drustvenih
mreZza, pri ¢emu su Instagram, TikTok i Reddit naj¢esée koriStene platforme. Svjesni su izazova
povezanih s druStvenim mrezama, ali ih istodobno smatraju nuznim alatom za umrezavanje i gradansko
djelovanje. Kao jednu od njihovih glavnih prednosti isticu jednostavnost koristenja.
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., Kanali za sudjelovanje trebali bi biti osmisljeni tako da budu jednostavni za
koristenje, ¢ak i za osobu bez ikakvog obrazovanja.’Sudionica fokus grupe

Sudionici validacijske radionice takoder su istaknuli da perspektiva mladih ¢esto nedostaje u
procesima donosSenja odluka, osobito u manjim op¢inama, iako upravo mladi mogu ponuditi vrijedna
rjeSenja za brojne probleme. Smatraju da mladi op¢enito nemaju dovoljno znanja o politici te da
drustvene mreZe ¢esto ne pruzaju pouzdane i vjerodostojne informacije. S druge strane, drustvene mreze
vide kao najkorisniji alat za povecanje razine sudjelovanja mladih. Prema njihovu misljenju,
umreZavanje i ukljucivanje u javne procese, osobito na lokalnoj razini, mogli bi se znatno
unaprijediti u¢inkovitijim koriStenjem drustvenih mreZa kao kanala za participaciju. Sudionici su
takoder izrazili zabrinutost zbog osjecaja politicke nemoci medu mladima, odnosno dojma da nemaju
stvaran utjecaj na politicke procese. Smatraju da bi institucije trebale aktivnije ukljuéivati mlade u procese
donosenja odluka te da je institucionalna podrska inicijativama mladih klju¢na za razvoj dobrih praksi
koje mogu posluziti kao primjer drugima.Prema njihovom misljenju, uklju¢ivanje mladih u rasprave u
parlamentu i predstavnic¢kim tijelima lokalne samouprave trebalo bi postati uobi¢ajena praksa ako se zeli
povecati interes mladih za politicke procese i javni zivot.

Prepreke

Istrazivanje je identificiralo jednu izrazito dominantnu prepreku sudjelovanju (Slika 9): 60,95 %
ispitanika navelo je nedostatak jasnih informacija ili prisutnost dezinformacija kao glavni razlog zbog
kojeg je sudjelovanje otezano. Taj je udio znatno veci od svih ostalih prepreka te je gotovo Cetiri puta veéi
od udjela ispitanika koji kao prepreku navode nezainteresiranost (16,19 %). Druga naj¢esce isticana
prepreka takoder ukazuje na sustavni problem i nedostatak povjerenja — vise od polovice mladih (52,38
%) smatra da njihov angaZzman nece dovesti do stvarnih promjena. I ostali odgovori upucuju na
postojanje strukturnih prepreka sudjelovanju. Gotovo treéina ispitanika (29,52 %) navodi da ne zna
odakle zapoceti, Sto ukazuje na nedostatnu edukaciju o moguénostima gradanskog i drustvenog
sudjelovanja. Nadalje, oko petine ispitanika (20,95 %) strahuje od negativnih reakcija, Sto moze
upucivati na nedostatak kulture demokratskog dijaloga i otvorene rasprave te na percepciju drustvenog
angazmana kao potencijalno neugodnog ili opterecujuceg iskustva. Istodobno se kao jedna od
najizrazenijih prepreka isti¢e i nedostatak vremena (42,86 %). To sugerira da sudjelovanje i gradanski
angazman Cesto nisu medu prioritetnim osobnim ciljevima mladih. S druge strane, pojedini ¢imbenici ne
predstavljaju znacajnije prepreke sudjelovanju: nedostatak prilika za sudjelovanje navodi 13,33 %
ispitanika, nedostatak samopouzdanja 9,52 %, financijski troskovi povezani sa sudjelovanjem svega 7,62
% ispitanika. Sudionici fokusne skupine posebno su naglasili nedostatak vremena i resursa, ali i odredenu
frustraciju zbog neucinkovitosti postojecih institucionalnih mehanizama sudjelovanja.

Nemamo vremena za angazman, studiramo, radimo i ne ostaje nam mnogo vremena
za ukljucivanje u studentske udruge ili druge aktivnosti. Mladi ne Zele Zrtvovati svoje
vrijeme i trud kada vec¢ postoje formalne institucije koje imaju svoje odgovornosti
Sudionica fokus grupe
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Prepreke sudjelovanju

NISAM ZAINTERESIRAN/A
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PREPREKE SUDJELOVANJU
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Slika 9 Prepreke gradanskom sudjelovanju mladih

Samo 13,33 % ispitanika navodi da lako pronalazi informacije o moguénostima sudjelovanja, dok
je istodobno posebno izrazen nedostatak povjerenja u nove izvore informiranja (Slika 10). Ispitanici
su iskazali vrlo malo ili nimalo povjerenja u svoje glavne izvore informacija na drustvenim mrezama:
TikTok influencere (69,52 %), Instagram objave, memeove i price (54,29 %), Telegram kanale (55,24
%). S druge strane, kada je rijeC o tradicionalnijim izvorima informiranja, povjerenje je znatno
izrazenije. Nepovjerenje prema novinarima i sluzbenim izvorima vlasti gotovo je zanemarivo, pri ¢emu
60 % ispitanika navodi da ima potpuno ili prili¢no veliko povjerenje u sluzbene izvore drzavnih institucija
i sluzbene izborne informacije. Nakon njih slijede medunarodni izvori vijesti, kojima vjeruje 58,10 %
ispitanika. Lokalni novinari uzivaju ne$to nizu razinu povjerenja (24,76 %), no vecina ispitanika ipak
iskazuje barem odredenu razinu povjerenja u lokalne medije 1 vijesti.

Unatoc¢ relativno niskoj razini povjerenja, upravo su drustvene mreze poput TikToka i Instagrama
platforme na kojima su ispitanici posljednji put naisli na politi¢ki sadrzaj koji je utjecao na njihovo
ponasanje ili djelovanje. Takav je utjecaj prijavilo 35,24 % ispitanika za TikTok te 39,05 % za
Instagram, dok slijede YouTube (10,48 %) i Facebook (9,52 %). Ovi rezultati potvrduju dominantnu
ulogu kratkih vizualnih formata sadrzaja u politickom informacijskom okruzenju mladih u Hrvatskoj.

U¢inci izloZenosti takvo politicCkom sadrZaju pokazuju obrazac koji je istodobno sloZen i
donekle zabrinjavajuci. Reakcije mladih naj¢es¢e su ograni¢ene na povremene ili manje zahtjevne oblike
angazmana. Naj¢es¢e prijavljena posljedica jest potpisivanje peticija kao rezultat kampanja na drustvenim
mrezama, §to navodi 45,71 % ispitanika. Nakon toga slijedi sudjelovanje na prosvjedima potaknuto
viralnim sadrzajem (19,05 %) te povecani aktivizam kao odgovor na pozive influencera (6,67 %). Znatno
manyji udio ispitanika navodi druge oblike reakcije: 5,76 % prestalo je donirati odredenim inicijativama ili
organizacijama zbog skandala povezanih s njima, manje od 1 % ispitanika navodi smanjenje volontiranja
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zbog nepovjerenja povezanog s korupcijom, odnosno da se pridruzilo politickim skupinama ili
zajednicama na drus§tvenim mrezama.

Ovi rezultati sugeriraju da politicki sadrzaji na drustvenim mrezama mogu potaknuti odredene
oblike gradanskog angazmana, no njihov se u¢inak uglavnom zadrzava na sporadi¢nim i manje
zahtjevnim oblicima sudjelovanja, dok je dugorocniji ili intenzivniji politicki angazman znatno rjedi.

Povjerenje u izvore informacija

SLUZBENA IZBORNA PRIOPCENJA ':-
SLUZBENI IZVORI INFORMACIA J57WEA
MEDUNARODNE VIESTI  JFZXETTA
LOKALNI MEDI)I  IEFIZFERP YT
INSTAGRAM MEMOVI/STORUI 5. 603
TIK TOK INFLUENSERI . 710
TELEGRAM KANALI | GRUPE T
B Nem povjerenja M Vrlo malo povjerenja Nesto povjerenja
M Priléno vjeruje U potpunosti vjeruje Ne Zeli odgovoriti

Slika 10: Povjerenje u izvore informacija

Izborna dimenzija prikupljenih podataka posebno je znacajna. Najces¢e zabiljezeni uinak jest
smanjena spremnost ispitanika na izlazak na izbore zbog tvrdnji o korupciji koje dovode do nepovjerenja
u politi¢ki sustav, §to navodi 57,14 % ispitanika. Slijedi razmatranje bojkota izbora (22,86 %) te promjena
preferiranog kandidata pod utjecajem sadrzaja na drustvenim mrezama (20 %). Samo manji udio
ispitanika navodi da je glasovao drukcije zbog preporuke influencera (1,90 %) ili da se kasnije registrirao
za glasovanje zbog mobilizacijskih objava na drustvenim mrezama (2,86 %). Medutim, ova posljednja
opcija nije osobito relevantna u Hrvatskoj, buduci da je registracija biraca automatska. Manji dio
ispitanika (7,62 %) navodi da je dijelio sadrzaje povezane s navodnim izbornim prijevarama.

Ispitanici su takoder upitani koliko se ¢esto tijekom koriStenja drustvenih mreZa susrecu s pet
kategorija dezinformacijskih sadrzaja (Slika 11). Rezultati ukazuju na Siroko rasprostranjenu
izlozenost takvim sadrZajima. Naj¢e$¢e se susrecu s tvrdnjama da korupcija opravdava politicko
povlacenje i neukljucivanje gradana u politicke procese — 20 % ispitanika navodi da takve sadrzaje vidi
Cesto. Slijede tvrdnje da su snazni vode bolji od demokracije (18,1 %) te tvrdnje koje dovode u pitanje
postenje i regularnost izbora, pri ¢emu 15,24 % ispitanika navodi da se s takvim sadrzajima susrece ¢esto
ili uvijek. S druge strane, sadrzaji u kojima poznate osobe ili slavne osobe pozivaju na bojkot izbora
relativno su rijetki; samo 6,67 % ispitanika navodi da ih vida Cesto ili uvijek. Sli¢no tome, rijetko se
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susrecu i sadrZaji koji promoviraju strane modele upravljanja koje navodno namecée Europska unija, $to
navodi 8,57 % ispitanika.

Ovi nalazi upuc¢uju na to da su mladi naj¢esce izlozeni dezinformacijama koje poticu politicku
apatiju, nepovjerenje u demokratske institucije i sumnju u integritet izbornih procesa, dok su druge vrste
politi¢kih dezinformacija znatno manje zastupljene.

Dezinformacije na drustvenim mrezama

Selebritiji / slavni pozivaju na bojkot izbora 33.33% OGS  20.95% 5.019%
Snazni vode su bolji od demokracije 21.90% PSS 30.48% 14.29%.81%

Strani modeli upravljanja 20.95% 262N 42.86% 7.02%%

Korupcija opravdava izostanak angazmana 21.90% SN 31.43% 20.00%0.95%

Postenje i regularnost izbora 11437 EREE N 40.95% 14.29%95%

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00%  100.00% 120.00%

Nikada M Rijetko Ponekad Cesto M Uvijek

Slika 11 Dezinformacije na drustvenim mreZama

Podaci o dezinformacijama u predizbornom razdoblju predstavljaju jedan od
najzabrinjavajuéih dijelova istrazivanja (Slika 12). Tvrdnje o navodnoj korupciji u postupcima odabira
kandidata ispitanici susrecu ,,cesto” ili ,uvijek” u 41,90 % slucajeva, sto ih ¢ini najzastupljenijim
oblikom predizbornih dezinformacija. Slijede tvrdnje o manipulaciji izbornim procesom, koje 36,19 %
ispitanika navodi kao sadrzaje s kojima se susrece Cesto ili uvijek. Posebno zabrinjava ¢injenica da gotovo
Cetvrtina ispitanika navodi kako se €esto ili uvijek susrece s deepfake sadrzajima politickih kandidata te s
tvrdnjama da njihov glas nema nikakvu vaznost, pri cemu oba oblika sadrzaja biljeze isti udio od 24,76
%. Dodatno, pribliZzno jedna treéina ispitanika navodi da se povremeno susrece sa svih pet primjera
predizbornih dezinformacijskih sadrzaja obuhvacenih istraZzivanjem na drustvenim mrezama.

Ovi rezultati upuéuju na znaéajnu izlozenost mladih razli¢itim oblicima predizbornih
dezinformacija, osobito onima koji dovode u pitanje integritet kandidata, vjerodostojnost izbornog
procesa i smisao sudjelovanja gradana na izborima.
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Predizborna izlozenost dezinformacijama na
drustvenim mrezama

TVOJ GLAS NE VRIJEDI
DEEPFAKES/AI VIDEO KANDIATA S LAZNIM IZJAVAMA
PROMOCIJA NEIZLAZENJA NA IZBORE 30.48% 11.43%
NAVODNA KORUPCIJA NA IZBORIMA KANDIDATA JFZFUWLTA
MANIPULACIJE U IZBORNOM PROCESU I 29.52% 6
M Nikada M Rijetko Ponekad M Cesto Uvijek

Slika 12 Predizborna izloZenost na drusStvenim mreZama

., Irebaju li mladi preuzeti teret ispravljanja onih koji su izabrani ili imenovani na
duznosti i od kojih se ocekuje da budu sposobni upravijati?” (sudionica fokus grupe)

Uvidi u percepciju prepreka sudjelovanju medu mladima prikupljeni su kroz rasprave u fokusnim
skupinama. Uz nedostatak znanja i razumijevanja politickih procesa i moguénosti za ukljucivanje,
sudionici su javne institucije doZivjeli kao nedovoljno poticajne i podrzavajuée prema inicijativama
mladih. Ova se kritika odnosila kako na nacin na koji institucije izvrSavaju svoje sluzbene odgovornosti,
tako i na ograni¢enu podrsku koju pruzaju aktivnostima i inicijativama koje pokrecu mladi. Sudionici su
posebno istaknuli nedostatak stvarne i znacajne financijske potpore, naglasavajuci da institucionalna
ukljucenost Cesto ostaje na simboli¢noj razini — primjerice kroz sponzorstva koja se svode na isticanje
logotipa institucija na dogadanjima — umjesto da ukljucuje ozbiljnija ulaganja u projekte i inicijative
mladih usmjerene na promicanje znanosti, obrazovanja i gradanskog angazmana. Druga vazna prepreka
koja je identificirana tijekom rasprava odnosi se na poteskoée u mobiliziranju vr§njaka oko
zajednickih ciljeva i kolektivnog djelovanja. Sudionici su primijetili da mnogim mladima nedostaje
motivacije za angazman jer vjeruju da njihovi napori neé¢e dovesti do vidljivih rezultata ili stvarnih
promjena. Takoder smatraju da dio mladih nije zainteresiran za sudjelovanje ako u tome ne prepoznaje
izravnu osobnu korist, dok samo unapredenje zajednice Cesto nije dovoljno snazan poticaj za ukljuivanje.

., Kada se angaziramo, prepusteni smo sami sebi,; ne dobivamo nikakvu podrsku, sto

Je frustrirajuce i ne pomaze motivirati druge.” (sudionik fokus grupe)

Sudionici validacijske radionice izrazili su misljenje da bi sudjelovanje mladih trebalo zapoceti
njihovim ve¢im uklju¢ivanjem u izborne procese. Smatraju da se povjerenje u institucije moze ojacati
vecom transparentno$¢u i aktivnijim uklju¢ivanjem mladih u procese donosenja odluka. Primjerice, na
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pitanje o sudjelovanju u organizacijama mladih ili drugim oblicima udruzivanja, nijedan od 62 ispitanika
nije naveo da je aktivno uklju¢en. Medutim, mnogi sudionici podrzali su stav da se u hrvatskom drustvu
angazman u udrugama i rad za opce dobro Cesto promatraju sa sumnjom i kritikom zbog raSirene
percepcije da je ,, politika prljava”.

Poticaji

Na pitanje koje aktivnosti smatraju najucinkovitijima za osiguravanje da se glas mladih ¢uje
medu donositeljima odluka (Slika 13), ispitanici su kao najucinkovitiji mehanizam istaknuli tradicionalni
oblik politi¢kog sudjelovanja — glasovanje na izborima. Cak 59 % ispitanika smatra da njihov glas na
izborima ima znacaj i moze utjecati na donosenje odluka. Kao drugi najucinkovitiji instrument, koji
prepoznaje gotovo tre¢ina ispitanika (29,52 %), navodi se uklju¢ivanje u organizacije mladih,
nevladine organizacije ili gradanske inicijative. Izmedu 15 % i 20 % ispitanika smatra da su u¢inkoviti
i sljededi oblici sudjelovanja: sudjelovanje u javnim savjetovanjima (19,05 %), potpisivanje peticija i
gradanskih inicijativa (17,14 %), sudjelovanje u mirnim prosvjedima (14,29 %). Slijedi volontiranje i
djelovanje u lokalnoj zajednici, koje u¢inkovitim smatra 13,33 % ispitanika. S druge strane, tradicionalni
nacin obracanja izabranim predstavnicima ili politi¢arima ne percipira se kao posebno ucinkovit oblik
utjecaja, buduéi da ga takvim smatra samo 5,71 % ispitanika. Posebno je zanimljiv nalaz da dijeljenje
stavova putem internetskih kampanja nije prepoznato kao ucinkovit oblik gradanskog angazmana mladih.
Samo jedan od deset ispitanika (9,52 %) smatra da takve aktivnosti mogu imati znacajan u¢inak. U cjelini
gledano, rezultati pokazuju da mladi naju¢inkovitijima smatraju tradicionalne oblike politi¢kog i
gradanskog sudjelovanja, poput glasovanja na izborima i uklju¢ivanja u organizirane udruge i inicijative,
dok internetske rasprave i kampanje te izravni kontakt s politi¢arima uglavnom ne dozivljavaju kao
djelotvorne nacine utjecaja na procese donosenja odluka.

Slika1l3 Najucinkovitijii mehanizmi koji dovode do toga da se glasovi mladih ¢uju
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Na pitanje Sto bi im pomoglo da se viSe ukljuce u gradanski i javni zivot (Slika 14), ispitanici su
kao najvazniji poticaj istaknuli jasne i jednostavne informacije o tome kako se ukljuditi, $to navodi 60
% ispitanika. Slijedi povjerenje u informacije o gradanskom Zivotu (36,19 %), ¢imbenik od sustavne
vaznosti koji je slozeniji od ostalih i usko povezan s op¢im povjerenjem u institucije i politicki sustav.
Drugu skupinu odgovora, koju navodi izmedu 20 % i 25 % ispitanika, ¢ine ¢imbenici koje je
organizatorima participativnih procesa relativno jednostavnije osigurati: fleksibilne moguénosti
sudjelovanja (online ili hibridni modeli) te vidljivi ishodi sudjelovanja, poput potvrda, priznanja ili
certifikata (26,67 %), prakti¢ne upute i mentorstvo tijekom procesa sudjelovanja (24,76 %), ukljucivije 1
poticajnije okruzenje za sudjelovanje (21,9 %), kvalitetnije povratne informacije o tome kako su
prijedlozi i miSljenja sudionika koristeni u procesu donosenja odluka (19,05 %). Sigurnost gradanskog
prostora ne smatra se osobito vaznim ¢imbenikom (7,62 %), kao ni dostupnost prilika za sudjelovanje u
neposrednom okruzenju (6,6 %).

U cjelini gledano, ispitanici smatraju da bi njihovo vece ukljucivanje potaknuli: dostupnije
informacije o moguénostima sudjelovanja, fleksibilniji oblici uklju¢ivanja u otvorenom i poticajnom
okruzenju, vidljivi rezultati njihova angazmana, stru¢na podrska i vodenje kroz proces, odredene
prakti¢ne koristi ili priznanja za sudjelovanje. S druge strane, povjerenje u informacije predstavlja
¢imbenik koji ovisi o Sirem drustvenom kontekstu, vjerodostojnosti institucija i aktera te ukupnoj razini
povjerenja u politicki sustav. Zanimljivo je da su dva odgovora iz otvorenog dijela upitnika na simbolic¢an
nacin odrazila razli¢ite stavove mladih prema gradanskom angazmanu. Jedan ispitanik naveo je: ,,Nisam
zainteresiran/a za sudjelovanje u gradanskom zivotu”, ¢ime izrazava opéu nezainteresiranost za
angazman. S druge strane, drugi je odgovorio: ,,Moja dobra volja”, sugerirajuci da bi se mladi ukljucili
kada bi to doista zeljeli, §to upucuje na vaznost unutarnje motivacije, ali i povjerenja u politicki sustav
kao kljucnih preduvjeta za aktivnije sudjelovanje. Tijekom rasprave u fokus grupi sudionici su posebno
naglasili vaznost kvalitetne povratne informacije te osjecaja da njihov angazman donosi konkretne i
vidljive rezultate.

., Mnogi mladi ukljuceni su u humanitarni rad i volontiranje jer ondje vide rezultate
svojeg djelovanja.” Sudionik fokus grupe
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Poticaji participaciji

SIGURAN | BOLJE MODERIRAN PROSTOR ZA SUDJELOVANJE
POTVRDE, PRIZNANJA, CERTIFIKATI
KVALITETNIJE POVRATNE INFORMACIE
A MORE WELCOMING AND INCLUSIVE ENVIRONMENT...
PRAKTICNE UPUTE | MENTORSTVO
FLEKSIBILNE MOGUCNOSTI PARTICIPACIJE (ONLINE, ...
DOSTUPNOST SUDJELOVANJA U NEPOSREDNOM... 7200
POVJERENJE U INFORMACIJE O GRADANSKOM ZIVOTU
JASNA | JEDNOSTAVNA INFORMACIJA KAKO SE UKLJUCITI
|

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00% 70.00%

Slikal4 Poticai za sudjelovanje

Sudionici fokusne skupine istaknuli su da se mladi trebaju ukljucivati u aktivnosti u kojima mogu
vidjeti opipljiv u€inak i konkretne rezultate svojega angazmana kako bi se prevladala rasirena percepcija
da se ,,niSta ne moZe promijeniti” — uvjerenje koje, ako se njime ne pozabavi, znaCajno smanjuje razinu
gradanskog sudjelovanja. Stoga su naglasili potrebu za ve¢om vidljivo$¢u uspjesnih inicijativa mladih i
rezultata participativnih aktivnosti. Smatraju da bi ciljevi, postignuca i pozitivni u€inci akcija koje

povjerenje, motivaciju i spremnost mladih na ukljucivanje u drustvene procese.

., Trebaju li mladi preuzeti teret ispravljanja onih koji su izabrani ili imenovani i koji
bi trebali biti sposobni upravljati? " Sudionica fokusne skupine

285




8. Transparentnost, integritet i povjerenje

Odgovor na korupciju

Mladi opcenito smatraju da mogu imati vaznu ulogu u borbi protiv korupcije. Na pitanje vjeruju li
da mladi mogu pridonijeti smanjenju korupcije u Hrvatskoj, ¢ak tri ¢etvrtine ispitanika (75,24 %)
odgovorilo je potvrdno — 44,76 % navelo je ,,vjerojatno da”, a 30,48 % ,,sigurno da”. Samo 2,86 %
ispitanika izrazilo je izraziti skepticizam odgovorom ,,sigurno ne”, no i dalje znacajan udio smatra da
mladi vjerojatno ne mogu utjecati na smanjenje korupcije (20 % odgovorilo je ,,vjerojatno ne”).

Kada je rije¢ o osjecaju sigurnosti pri prijavljivanju korupcije, velik dio ispitanika ne osjeéa se
sigurno prijaviti korupciju ili nepravedno postupanje koje ukljucuje javne institucije. Najveci udio
ispitanika odabrao je odgovor ,,prilicno nesigurno” (35,24 %), a zatim ,,ni sigurno ni nesigurno” (25,71
%). Zajedno s onima koji su odgovorili ,,vrlo nesigurno” (13,33 %), gotovo polovica sudionika iskazuje
negativnu percepciju sigurnosti prijavljivanja takvih slucajeva. Nasuprot tome, samo manji dio ispitanika
osjec¢a se dovoljno sigurno za prijavu: 12,38 % navodi da bi se osjecalo ,,prilicno sigurno”, svega 1,90 %
da bi se osjecalo ,,vrlo sigurno”. Dodatno, 10,48 % ispitanika navodi da ne zna gdje ili kako prijaviti
korupciju, $to ukazuje na nedovoljnu informiranost o postoje¢im mehanizmima prijavljivanja. Opcenito,
rezultati ukazuju na nisku razinu povjerenja u sustave zastite i podrske zvizdac¢ima te upucuju na potrebu
za jaCanjem postupaka prijavljivanja, ve¢om transparentnoscu i boljim informiranjem javnosti.

Sto se ti¢e mjera koje bi stvorile sigurnije okruZenje za prijavljivanje korupcije, rezultati
pokazuju da mladi smatraju kako su snaznija zastita, jasnije informacije i pouzdaniji sustavi podrske
kljuéni preduvjeti za sigurnije prijavljivanje korupcije i nepravednog postupanja. Naj¢es¢e odabrana
mjera bila je moguénost anonimnog prijavljivanja (78,10 %), §to pokazuje da su zastita identiteta i
povjerljivost najveca briga ispitanika. Visoku podrsku dobila je i mjera zastita od negativnih posljedica i
odmazde (69,52 %), §to sugerira da mnogi mladi strahuju od kaznjavanja, diskriminacije ili drugih
osobnih posljedica nakon prijavljivanja nepravilnosti. Osim toga: 60 % ispitanika istaknulo je vaznost
jasnih uputa o tome gdje i kako prijaviti kerupciju, 54,29 % smatra vaznim postojanje pouzdanog
posrednika, poput nevladine organizacije, puckog pravobranitelja ili organizacije mladih, 45,71 % smatra
da bi brzi odgovori institucija povecali povjerenje u sustav prijavljivanja, 34,29 % zeli jasnije
informacije o tijeku postupka i povratne informacije nakon podnoSenja prijave. Medu odgovorima
pod opcijom ,,0stalo”, jedan ispitanik naveo je da su ,,sve navedene mjere vazne”, dok je drugi porucio:
,,Ne treba se bojati, samo treba prijaviti.” U cjelini, nalazi pokazuju da su mladi spremniji prijaviti
korupciju kada su sustavi prijavljivanja povjerljivi, transparentni, u¢inkoviti i podrzani od strane
institucija kojima vjeruju. Rezultati dodatno naglasavaju vaznost jaanja zastite zvizdaca, poveéanja javne
informiranosti i izgradnje povjerenja u institucije.

Znanje o tome gdje i kako prijaviti koruptivno ponasanje javnog duznosnika (Slika 15)
izrazito je ograni¢eno medu ispitanicima. Samo 10,48 % ispitanika to¢no zna gdje prijaviti korupciju,
dok 40,95 % ima opcu predodzbu, ali nije sigurno u sam postupak prijavljivanja. Posebno zabrinjava
¢injenica da Cak 40,95 % ispitanika ne bi prijavilo korupciju jer uopée ne zna kome se obratiti, dok
dodatnih 5,71 % navodi da prijavu ne bi podnijelo ni kada bi znalo kako, jer smatra da to ne bi imalo
nikakav u¢inak. Kada bi Zeljeli prijaviti sluc¢aj korupcije, mladi ispitanici najvise bi povjerenja imali u
specijaliziranu antikorupcijsku agenciju (50,48 %). Nakon toga slijedi nekoliko ,,meksih”
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mehanizama prijavljivanja: nevladine organizacije (30,48 %), mediji (27,62 %), pucki pravobranitelj
(24,76 %), privatni odvjetnik (20,95 %), institucije Europske unije (19,95 %). S druge strane,
tradicionalne institucije koje se uobic¢ajeno povezuju s borbom protiv korupcije uzivaju znatno manje
povijerenje: policiju kao preferirani kanal prijave odabralo bi samo 11,43 % ispitanika, drzavno
odvjetnistvo i pravosudni sustav 13,33 %. Politi¢ki predstavnici smatraju se jo§ manje relevantnima,
budu¢i da bi se njima za prijavu korupcije obratilo svega 4,75 % ispitanika.

Slika 15 Preferirani mehanizmi za prijavljivanje korupcije
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9. Potrebe, pozZeljni oblici i rjeSenja

Na pitanje Sto bi najvise povecalo njihovo povjerenje pri koriStenju javnih usluga ili u odnosu
s javnim institucijama (Slika 16), ispitanici su kao najvazniji ¢imbenik istaknuli jasno unaprijed
objasnjene korake i postupke, $to navodi 55,24 % ispitanika. Slijedi jednak tretman svih gradana i
dosljedna primjena pravila, Sto je vaznim ocijenilo 37,14 % ispitanika. Velik broj ispitanika naglaSava
vaznost kvalitete samog procesa i djelovanja institucija, osobito u pogledu jasnih pravila, informacija i
smjernica. Tako je Cetvrtina ispitanika (25,71 %) istaknula vaznost jasnih kriterija donoSenja odluka,
odnosno razumijevanja nacina na koji se javne odluke uistinu donose. Medu ostalim vaznim ¢imbenicima
navode se: jasno definirani rokovi postupanja (17,14 %), moguénost pracenja tijeka postupka i njegovog
napretka (15,24 %), jasno prikazani troskovi (12,38 %), jednostavan nacin postavljanja pitanja i dobivanja
informacija (12,38 %). Pod opcijom ,,0stalo”, tri ispitanika (2,86 %) navela su da su svi navedeni elementi
jednako vazni. Sudionici fokus grupe i validacijske radionice dodatno su naglasili potrebu za snaznijom
institucionalnom podr$kom te moguénosc¢u pracenja rezultata vlastitog angazmana. Takoder su istaknuli
vaznost vidljivosti primjera dobre prakse i uspjesnih inicijativa, jer upravo konkretni i mjerljivi rezultati
doprinose jacanju povjerenja mladih u institucije i procese sudjelovanja.

Slika 16 Cimbenici poveéavanja povjerenja
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Kada je rijec¢ o prioritetima Europske unije u sljedeéih pet godina, rezultati pokazuju da mladi
gospodarska pitanja smatraju najhitnijim prioritetom EU-a. Najces¢e odabrana tema bila je ,,rast cijena i
troskovi Zivota”, koju je odabralo 62,86 % ispitanika, $to ukazuje na snaznu zabrinutost zbog inflacije,
pristupacnosti zivotnih troskova i opce gospodarske stabilnosti. Drugi naj¢es¢e odabrani prioritet bili su
»obrana i mir” (32,38 %), Sto odrazava rastucu svijest o sigurnosnim izazovima i geopolitickoj
nestabilnosti u Europi. Pitanja zastite okoliSa takoder ostaju vazna, pri cemu je 22,86 % ispitanika
prepoznalo ,,0koliS i klimatske promjene” kao jedan od klju¢nih prioriteta za budu¢nost Europske unije.
Vidljiva je i1 zabrinutost za socijalnu sigurnost. ,,Socijalna zastita, socijalna skrb i pristup zdravstvenoj
zastiti” odabralo je 21,90 % ispitanika, §to pokazuje da mnogi mladi pridaju veliku vaznost snaznijim
sustavima socijalne podrske i kvalitetnim javnim uslugama. Istodobno su ,,nezaposlenost i otvaranje
novih radnih mjesta” te ,,demokracija i vladavina prava” odabrani od strane po 13,33 % ispitanika,
$to ukazuje na zabrinutost zbog moguénosti zaposljavanja, ali i kvalitete demokratskog upravljanja.
»Obrazovanje i osposobljavanje” odabralo je 10,48 % ispitanika, $to sugerira da, iako obrazovanje i
dalje ostaje vazno, mladi trenutno vecéi naglasak stavljaju na gospodarska i sigurnosna pitanja. Odgovori
navedeni pod kategorijom ,,0stalo” (4,76 %) ukazuju na dodatne zabrinutosti, poput: kontrole migracija,
demografskog pada, jatanja suradnje medu drZavama ¢lanicama Europske unije, gospodarske
samodostatnosti. Jedan ispitanik posebno je istaknuo da su svi navedeni prioriteti jednako vazni, $to
odrazava percepciju da su suvremeni izazovi medusobno povezani i da ih nije moguce promatrati
odvojeno. Opéenito, rezultati pokazuju da mladi rast troskova zivota vide kao najvazniji problem s kojim
se Europska unija trenutacno suocava, ali istodobno prepoznaju vaznost sigurnosti, odrzivosti okolisa,
socijalne zastite i demokratske stabilnosti za buduénost Europe.

Teme i oblici participacije

Rezultati istrazivanja pruzaju vazan uvid u interese, motivaciju i potrebe mladih za podr§kom u
podrucju gradanskog sudjelovanja, demokratskog angazmana i pristupa pouzdanim informacijama.
Opéenito, nalazi pokazuju da su mladi zainteresirani za u¢enje prakti¢nih nacina sudjelovanja u drustvu,
ali istodobno trebaju jasnije smjernice, pristupacne alate, snazniju institucionalnu podrsku i vece
povjerenje u participativne procese.

Kada je rije¢ o temama koje ih zanimaju, medu najizraZenijim interesima nalaze se prakti¢ni
oblici gradanskog angazmana te pitanja povezana s transparentno$¢u. NajceS¢e odabrana tema bila je
»Hintegritet, transparentnost i alati za borbu protiv korupcije” (40,00 %), §to ukazuje na snaZan interes
za razumijevanje mehanizama odgovornosti i nacina sprjeavanja korupcije. Slicno tome, 39,05 %
ispitanika izrazilo je Zelju za ucenjem o tome ,,kako zagovarati promjene u svojoj zajednici”, sto
sugerira da su mnogi mladi motivirani za aktivnije sudjelovanje u oblikovanju lokalnog drustva. Znacajan
udio ispitanika pokazao je interes i za bolje razumijevanje europskih institucija te gradanskih prava:
»Kako funkcionira Europska unija i kako mladi mogu sudjelovati” odabralo je 36,19 % ispitanika,
»Gradanska prava i pristup informacijama” zanima 35,24 % ispitanika. Osim toga: 27,62 % zeli
nauciti kako sudjelovati u javnim savjetovanjima, 23,81 % zeli bolje razumjeti kako se odluke
donose na lokalnoj i nacionalnoj razini. Najmanje odabrana tema bila je ,,savjeti mladih, studentsko
predstavnistvo i lokalno upravljanje” (17,14 %), iako i taj rezultat pokazuje da postoji interes
znacajnog broja sudionika za navedena pitanja.
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Kada je rije¢ o preferiranim oblicima sudjelovanja (Slika 17), najpopularnija opcija bile su
radionice i klinike kao prakti¢ne edukacije (workshops/clinics), koje je odabralo 42,86 % ispitanika. To
pokazuje da mladi posebno cijene interaktivne i prakticno usmjerene oblike ucenja. Online predavanja i
webinari takoder su se pokazali vrlo popularnima (29,52 %), §to upucuje na potrebu za fleksibilnim i
digitalno dostupnim oblicima sudjelovanja. Slijede: volonterski projekti (26,67 %), pripovijedanje i
kreativne aktivnosti (storytelling / creative activities) (20,00 %). Mentorski programi te simulacije i
intenzivni edukacijski programi (bootcampovi) odabrani su u 17,14 % slucajeva, §to ukazuje na
umjeren interes za strukturirano mentorstvo i uc¢enje kroz iskustvo. Odgovori pod kategorijom ,,ostalo”
internetske peticije. To pokazuje da dio ispitanika preferira izravnije i otvorenije oblike sudjelovanja te
javnog dijaloga. Sveukupno, rezultati upucuju na to da mladi zele stjecati prakti¢na znanja o gradanskom
angazmanu i demokratskim procesima, pri cemu posebno cijene interaktivne, fleksibilne i participativne
oblike u¢enja koji im omogucuju aktivno uklju¢ivanje u druStvene procese.

Slika 17 Preferirani oblici participacije

Sudionici istrazivanja takoder su se izjasnili o alatima koji bi im najviSe pomogli u
sudjelovanju u drustvenim procesima te u pristupu pouzdanim informacijama i znanju (Slika 18).
Najvecu podrsku dobila je ,,digitalna platforma prilagodena mladima”, koju je odabralo 53,33 %
ispitanika. To pokazuje da mladi smatraju kako su pristupacni i jednostavni internetski prostori klju¢ni za
njihovo aktivnije uklju¢ivanje u drustvene i demokratske procese. Visoko je ocijenjen i ,,jednostavan
vodi¢ ili priru¢nik o tome kako sudjelovati” (41,90 %), $to upucuje na to da mnogim mladima
nedostaju jasne prakti¢ne upute i smjernice za uklju¢ivanje u gradanski i javni zivot. Nadalje, 36,19 %
ispitanika podrzalo je kratke edukativne sadrZaje u obliku videozapisa ili infografika, §to potvrduje
vaznost saZetih, preglednih i vizualno pristupacnih formata informiranja. Nesto rjede, ali i dalje znacajno,
kao korisni alati prepoznati su: kalendar prilika za sudjelovanje (22,86 %), grupe vr$njacke podrske
(18,10 %). Ovi rezultati pokazuju da su dostupnost informacija i digitalna pristupacnost prioriteti za
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mlade, ali i da drustvena podrska te bolja informiranost o postoje¢im moguénostima sudjelovanja imaju
vaznu ulogu u poticanju njihova aktivnijeg uklju¢ivanja u drustvene procese.

Jednostavan vodic¢ / Kalendar prilika za Digitalna platforma Kratki edukativni Grupe vrsnjacke
prirucnik kako sudjelovanje prilagodena mladima materijali (video potpore
sudjelovati /infografike)

Slika 18: Preferirani instrumenti pove¢avanja participacije

Posljednje otvoreno pitanje pruza dublji kvalitativni uvid u ono §to mladi smatraju nedostajué¢im
za njihovo aktivnije sudjelovanje u gradanskom zivotu. Iako 81,90 % ispitanika nije odgovorilo na ovo
pitanje, pristigli odgovori otkrivaju nekoliko ponavljaju¢ih tema. Mnogi ispitanici naglasili su potrebu za
kvalitetnijim obrazovanjem i prakti¢nim smjernicama, ukljucujuci uéenje o prepoznavanju korupcije,
razumijevanju financijskih nepravilnosti te snalaZenju u procesima gradanskog i drustvenog sudjelovanja.
Drugi su istaknuli vaZznost mentorstva i podrske iskusnijih osoba koje bi ih mogle voditi kroz
aktivnosti gradanskog angazmana. Povjerenje i osjecaj sigurnosti takoder su se pokazali kao vazni
¢imbenici. Neki ispitanici naveli su da bi se viSe ukljucivali kada bi bili sigurni da nece snositi negativne
posljedice ili biti izloZeni drustvenoj osudi, dok su drugi naglasili potrebu za vidljivim rezultatima i
stvarnim drustvenim promjenama kako bi zadrzali motivaciju za sudjelovanje. Nekoliko odgovora
istaknulo je vaznost poticajnih zajednica, snaznije podrske drzave te bolje organizacije participativnih
aktivnosti i prosvjeda. Istodobno, pojedini komentari odrazavaju frustraciju, nepovjerenje ili politicku
distanciranost. Jedan ispitanik naveo je da ne planira ostati zivjeti u Hrvatskoj te stoga trenutacno ne vidi
smisao vlastitog sudjelovanja, dok je drugi kritizirao ideolosku polarizaciju unutar nevladinih organizacija
1 organizacija mladih. Takvi odgovori upucuju na to da dio mladih gradanski angazman dozivljava kao
politi¢ki podijeljen ili nedovoljno uc¢inkovit prostor za djelovanje.

Tijekom validacijske radionice sudionici su izrazili misljenje da bi ve¢a podrska i vec¢a
transparentnost institucija mogli biti najvazniji instrumenti za jacanje povjerenja u institucije i poticanje
mladih na aktivnije ukljucivanje. Kao posebno vaznu preporuku istaknuli su koristenje drustvenih mreza
kao komunikacijskog kanala institucija te su Cak predlozili da one postanu glavni kanal komunikacije s
mladima.

Opéenito, rezultati pokazuju da su mladi zainteresirani za gradanski angaZman i demokratsko
sudjelovanje, osobito u podru¢jima povezanima s transparentnoscu, borbom protiv korupcije i
promjenama u lokalnoj zajednici. Medutim, za aktivnije uklju¢ivanje potrebne su im jasnije informacije,
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prakti¢na podrska, sigurno okruZenje za sudjelovanje te potvrda da njihovo sudjelovanje moze
dovesti do stvarnih i znacajnih rezultata. Nalazi istrazivanja naglasavaju vaznost dostupnih obrazovnih
alata, digitalnih platformi, moguénosti mentorstva i institucija kojima se vjeruje kao klju¢nih elemenata za
jacanje participacije mladih i njihovog demokratskog ukljuc¢ivanja u drustvene procese.
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10. Zakljucak

Ovaj pregled pokazuje da se mladi u Hrvatskoj i dalje suocavaju s preprekama i nedostatkom
motivacije za uklju¢ivanje u politi¢ko odlu¢ivanje, kao i s nedostatkom informacija, pri ¢emu se samo 20
% ispitanika smatra vrlo ili izrazito informiranima. Istodobno, interes za javna pitanja ostaje visok — 60 %
ispitanika navodi da je vrlo ili izrazito zainteresirano za teme koje utje¢u na njihov zivot. Budu¢i da
mnogi smatraju kako njihovo ukljucivanje ne¢e dovesti do stvarnih promjena te da ne mogu rac¢unati na
dovoljnu podrsku institucija, mladi ostaju strukturno udaljeni od formalnih kanala putem kojih se donose
gradanske i politicke odluke. Ipak, istrazivanje pokazuje da posjeduju relativno dobro znanje o
funkcioniranju vlasti, zakonodavnim procesima i dostupnim kanalima sudjelovanja. Sazetak rezultata
ukazuje na problem povjerenja u institucije te odredenu suzdrzanost prema angazmanu, koja proizlazi iz
nedostatka poticajnog i uklju¢ivog okruzenja za sudjelovanje.

Korupcija se percipira kao sustavan problem. Velika vec¢ina ispitanika (91,435 %) opisala je
korupciju u Hrvatskoj kao ,,rasirenu” ili ,,vrlo rasirenu”, dok nijedan ispitanik nije ocijenio korupciju kao
Jrijetku” ili ,,vrlo rijetku”. Stovise, korupcija se doZivljava kao sastavni dio na¢ina funkcioniranja sustava,
odnosno kao obrazac ponaSanja koji je duboko ukorijenjen u drustvu, iako se pojedini sektori i skupine
smatraju manje podloznima korupciji, poput obrazovnog sektora. Istodobno:

. 43,81 % ispitanika slaze se ili se u potpunosti slaze s tvrdnjom da su politicke
veze nuzne za poslovni uspjeh,

o 48,57 % smatra da mladi ne mogu ostvariti pravedan pristup javnim uslugama
bez osobnih poznanstava i veza.

S druge strane, prisutni su i suprotni stavovi, pa se 44,76 % ispitanika ne slaze ili se uop¢e ne
slaze s tvrdnjom da mladi bez osobnih veza ne mogu ostvariti pravedan pristup javnim uslugama.
Rezultati ankete, kao i rasprave u fokusnim skupinama, potvrduju percepciju da je korupcija prisutna u
svim kljuénim institucionalnim podruc¢jima, pri ¢emu se proces zaposljavanja i odabira kandidata smatra

.....

poziciju na trzi$tu rada i potragu za zaposlenjem.

Kada je rije¢ o sudjelovanju u javnom Zivotu, najcesce koristeni oblici angazmana su
glasovanje na izborima i potpisivanje peticija, dok su ostali oblici znatno manje zastupljeni. Primjerice:
27,62 % ispitanika volontiralo je u lokalnoj zajednici ili drustvenoj inicijativi, 16,2 % sudjelovalo je u
studentskom, omladinskom ili sveucilisnom predstavnistvu. Glavni izvori informiranja mladih su:
internetski portali s vijestima (45,71 %), televizijske informativne emisije (40 %), TikTok videozapisi i
influenceri (34,29 %), Instagram Reels i Stories sadrzaji (26,67 %). Ispitanici smatraju da mladi opcéenito
ne znaju dovoljno o politici te da drustvene mreze ne pruzaju uvijek pouzdane informacije. Medutim,
istodobno upravo drustvene mreze vide kao najkorisniji alat za povecanje razine sudjelovanja mladih.
Prema njihovom misljenju, umrezavanje i ukljucivanje u javne procese, osobito na lokalnoj razini, mogli
bi se znatno unaprijediti koriStenjem drustvenih mreza kao kanala za participaciju. Unato¢ tome, sudionici
kvalitativnog dijela istrazivanja doveli su u pitanje stvarnu uc¢inkovitost formalnih kanala sudjelovanja te
izrazili skepsu prema moguénosti da njihovi prijedlozi, komentari i doprinosi mogu dovesti do konkretnih
1 opipljivih promjena u drustvu.
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Prepreke sudjelovanju mladih prvenstveno su informacijske prirode. Cak 60,95 % ispitanika
navelo je nedostatak jasnih informacija kao glavni razlog zbog kojeg je sudjelovanje otezano, dok 29,52
% istice da ne zna odakle zapoceti. Uz informacijske prepreke, vaznu ulogu imaju i motivacijski
¢imbenici — viSe od polovice ispitanika (52,38 %) smatra da njihov angazman nece dovesti do stvarnih
promjena, dok 20,95 % strahuje od negativnih reakcija okoline. Samo jedan od sedam mladih ispitanika
nema interes za sudjelovanje (16,19 %). Istodobno je posebno izrazen nedostatak povjerenja u nove
izvore informiranja (Slika 10). Ispitanici iskazuju vrlo malo ili nimalo povjerenja u glavne izvore
informacija na drustvenim mrezama, ukljucuju¢i TikTok influencere (69,52 %), Instagram memeove i
price (54,29 %) te Telegram kanale (55,24 %). Dezinformacije su takoder prisutne u kontekstu
predizbornog odlucivanja i utjecu na stavove mladih prema izborima. Tvrdnje o navodnoj korupciji u
postupcima odabira kandidata ispitanici susrecu ,,cesto” ili ,,uvijek” u 41,90 % slucajeva, dok se tvrdnje o
manipulaciji izbornim procesom pojavljuju kod 36,19 % ispitanika. Kao posljedica takvih sadrzaja, 57,14
% ispitanika navodi da su zbog tvrdnji o korupciji i posljedi¢nog nepovjerenja manje skloni izlasku na
izbore, dok je 22,86 % razmisljalo o bojkotu izbora.Sudionici kvalitativnog dijela istrazivanja takoder
potvrduju da su dezinformacije sveprisutne te da djeluju demobiliziraju¢e na mlade. Medutim, istodobno
ih smatraju gotovo neizbjeznim dijelom informacijskog okruzenja koje oblikuju drustvene mreze.

Unato¢ navedenim izazovima, mladi u Hrvatskoj smatraju da bi njihov glas trebao biti vise
zastupljen u procesima donosSenja odluka te vjeruju da bi se aktivnije ukljucivali kada bi imali
pristup kvalitetnijim informacijama i snaZnijoj institucionalnoj podrsci. To podrazumijeva
proaktivniju ulogu institucija u informiranju, motiviranju i podrzavanju sudjelovanja mladih. Osim
sudjelovanja na izborima, mladi se vide kao aktivni sudionici u radu nevladinih organizacija, potpisivanju
peticija i gradanskih inicijativa, sudjelovanju na prosvjedima te volontiranju, odnosno u uglavnom
tradicionalnim oblicima gradanskog angazmana. S druge strane, druStvene mreze i drugi digitalni alati
percipiraju se kao korisni instrumenti za povezivanje, umrezavanje i poticanje sudjelovanja mladih.
Sudionici istrazivanja posebno su naglasili potrebu za ve¢om vidljivos¢u uspjesnih inicijativa mladih i
konkretnih rezultata njihova sudjelovanja. Smatraju da bi ciljevi, postignuéa i pozitivni u¢inci aktivnosti
upravo bi vec¢a vidljivost uspjesnih primjera mogla doprinijeti jaCanju povjerenja, povecanju motivacije i
poticanju veceg uklju¢ivanja mladih u drustvene i demokratske procese.
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11. Preporuke

Za RISE Balkans Program

12.

13.

14.

Dati prioritet druStvenim mreZama kao primarnom komunikacijskom kanalu. Podaci iz
ankete, kao i sudionici fokusnih skupina i validacijske radionice, prepoznali su druStvene mreze
kao glavne kanale komunikacije i informiranja mladih — prije svega Instagram, TikTok i YouTube,
a u manjoj mjeri internetske stranice, koje se mladima cesto €ine preoptere¢enima informacijama i
previse slozenima za koriStenje.

Predstaviti i objasniti moguénosti sudjelovanja. Ispitanici pokazuju spremnost za sudjelovanje
(60 %), ali u velikoj mjeri ne znaju odakle zapoceti ili im nedostaju potrebne informacije. Stoga je
potrebno na jasan, sustavan i korak-po-korak nacin predstaviti razliite oblike sudjelovanja,
moguce ishode angazmana te primjere dobre prakse koji mogu posluziti kao inspiracija i smjernica.
Razyviti digitalne materijale prilagodene mladima i distribuirati ih putem drustvenih mreza.
Sudionici istrazivanja snazno vjeruju u potencijal druStvenih mreza kao alata za umrezavanje i
gradanski angazman, iako se taj potencijal jo§ uvijek ne koristi u dovoljnoj mjeri. Mladi bi zeljeli
imati pristup digitalnoj platformi prilagodenoj njihovim potrebama, koja bi ukljucivala jednostavan
vodi€ za gradanske i participativne procese, pisan razumljivim jezikom, kao i kalendar mogu¢nosti
za sudjelovanje u druStvenim i demokratskim aktivnostima.

Z.a donositelje odluka i institucije
I.

Informirati mlade o moguénostima sudjelovanja te ih uciniti dostupnima, razumljivima i
jednostavnima za KoriStenje uz promicanje primjera dobre prakse. Razli¢ite oblike
sudjelovanja — poput izbora, peticija, rada u udrugama, javnih savjetovanja, savjeta mladih i drugih
participativnih mehanizama — potrebno je jasno objasniti i aktivno promovirati. Trebalo bi provesti
ciljanu kampanju usmjerenu na informiranje mladih i podizanje svijesti o vaznosti te mogucénostima
sudjelovanja u javnom zivotu. Takoder, potrebno je uspostaviti platformu za mlade, po uzoru na
primjere iz drugih drzava ¢lanica Europske unije. Uspjesne inicijative mladih trebalo bi dodatno
promovirati kako bi sluzile kao inspiracija i poticaj za ukljucivanje. Dugorocno gledano, veca
razina sudjelovanja mogla bi smanjiti osjec¢aj nelagode koji mladi ¢esto povezuju s angazmanom u
politickom i javnom Zivotu

Pokrenuti ciljanu nacionalnu digitalnu kampanju za podizanje svijesti o prijavljivanju
korupcije. Kampanja prilagodena mladima, koja bi se promovirala putem drustvenih mreza i
televizije, trebala bi na jasan i jednostavan nacin objasniti $to je korupcija, koje su klju¢ne institucije
nadlezne za njezino suzbijanje te kako i zaSto prijaviti koruptivna ponasanja i nepravilnosti.
Uvesti prakti¢no gradansko obrazovanje u kurikulume srednjih $kola. Nedostatak gradanskog
odgoja i obrazovanja u skolama rezultira nedovoljnom razinom znanja i motivacije za drustveni
angazman. Nastavni programi trebali bi ukljucivati ne samo teorijska znanja nego i prakti¢ne
gradanske vjeStine, poput: sudjelovanja u javnim savjetovanjima, provjere vjerodostojnosti
informacija, prepoznavanja i prijavljivanja korupcije, razumijevanja nacina na koji institucije
Europske unije utje¢u na svakodnevni zivot gradana.

Ukljuditi predstavnike mladih u procese izrade zakona i strateskih dokumenata. Mlade osobe
trebalo bi formalno ukljucivati ve¢ u ranim fazama izrade zakonskih prijedloga i strateskih
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dokumenata, uz postojece ukljucivanje organizacija civilnog druStva u radne skupine. To je
posebno vazno u podru¢jima koja mladi prepoznaju kao svoje kljuéne prioritete, poput:
zaposljavanja, stanovanja, zdravstva, zaStite okoliSa. Takav pristup omoguéio bi da potrebe,
iskustva i perspektive mladih budu uzete u obzir prije donoSenja odluka, a ne tek u fazi naknadnog
savjetovanja, ¢ime bi se dodatno oja¢alo njihovo povjerenje u demokratske procese i institucije.

Za civilno drusStvo i organizacije usmjerene na mlade
3.

Pribliziti se mladima koristeéi jezik i komunikacijske obrasce koje razumiju i prihvaéaju.
Mladi zele sudjelovati, ali im je potrebna podrska. Organizacije civilnog drustva trebale bi razvijati
aktivne oblike podrSke i mehanizme za uklju¢ivanje mladih u svoje aktivnosti i inicijative. Prvi
korak u tome jest obracati im se na njima blizak i razumljiv nacin, koriste¢i vr$njacke glasove,
prakti¢ne primjere i primjere dobre prakse. Mladi ¢esto izbjegavaju ukljuivanje u organizacije
civilnog drustva ako ih doZivljavaju kao previse agresivne, ideoloski usmjerene ili izravno
povezane s politickim strankama. Stoga bi fokus trebao biti usmjeren na same mlade, njihove
interese i potrebe, kao i na konkretne moguénosti sudjelovanja u drusStvenim procesima.
Usmyjeriti se na teme koje mladi smatraju vaznima. Posebnu pozornost potrebno je posvetiti
temama koje mladi prepoznaju kao vazne, poput gradanskog sudjelovanja, prijavljivanja korupcije,
povecanja transparentnosti institucija i smanjenja koruptivnih praksi. Takve aktivnosti trebale bi
biti predstavljene kao prilika da upravo mladi postanu aktivni sudionici pozitivnih promjena i
doprinesu izgradnji otvorenijih, odgovornijih i transparentnijih institucija, posebno u podru¢jima
od njihovog interesa, kao §to su zaposljavanje, stanovanje, zdravstvo, okoli$i drugi.
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Versioni shqip

Pérmbledhje Ekzekutive

Ky Raport Kombétar paraget gjetjet e aktiviteteve kérkimore t& Paketés s&€ Punés 1 (WP1), t&
zbatuara né Shqipéri né kuadér t& projektit RISE Balkans. Q¢llimi i raportit éshté t& shqyrtojé njohurité,
perceptimet dhe pérvojat e t€ rinjve lidhur me pjesémarrjen qytetare, angazhimin demokratik,
transparencén, integritetin dhe antikorrupsionin, si dhe t& identifikojé barrierat dhe faktorét mundésues qé
ndikojné né& pjesémarrjen e tyre né jetén publike. Hulumtimi n€ Shqipéri kombinoi kérkimin dokumentar,
njé anketé anonime online, njé diskutim né fokus grup dhe njé workshop validimi, duke mundésuar qé
gjetjet t& pasqyrojné si t& dhéna sasiore, ashtu edhe njohuri cilésore nga t€ rinjté.

Gjetjet tregojné se t& rinjté né Shqipéri jané t&€ interesuar pér ¢éshtjet publike dhe shprehin
gatishméri pér t’u angazhuar mé aktivisht né€ jetén qytetare dhe demokratike. Megjithaté, kjo gatishméri
nuk pérkthehet gjithmoné né€ angazhim formal. Pjesémarrja vazhdon té lidhet kryesisht me votimin,
vullnetarizmin, nismat komunitare dhe aktivitetet rinore, ndérsa pérfshirja né konsultime publike,
politikébérje dhe procese vendimmarrése institucionale mbetet e kufizuar. Gjetjet nxjerrin né pah njé
hendek t& qarté midis interesit t€ t&€ rinjve pér ¢éshtjet publike dhe njohurive praktike mbi ményrat se si
ata mund t&€ marrin pjes€ né ményré efektive.

Njé nga gjetjet kryesore t& raportit éshté perceptimi i forté se korrupsioni &shté i pérhapur né
Shqipéri. Shumica e respondentéve e perceptojné korrupsionin si njé problem sistemik qé prek politikén,
institucionet publike, punésimin dhe rekrutimin, arsimin, shéndetésiné dhe shérbimet publike. T& rinjté
shprehin gjithashtu nivele t& uléta besimi ndaj institucioneve publike dhe proceseve vendimmarrése, duke
e lidhur shpesh kété mosbesim me mungesén e transparencés, procedurat e paqarta, favorizimin dhe
llogaridhénien e kufizuar institucionale. Megjithé&se korrupsioni perceptohet si i pérhapur, mé pak té rinj
raportojné pérvoja té drejtpérdrejta personale, cka sugjeron se perceptimet formésohen si nga pérvojat e
jetuara, ashtu edhe nga narrativat publike, ekspozimi mediatik dhe diskutimet shogérore.

Barrierat kryesore pér pjesémarrjen e té rinjve, t& identifikuara nga hulumtimi, lidhen me
mungesén e informacionit t& qarté, ekspozimin ndaj dezinformimit, aksesin e kufizuar n€ mundési, sfidat
logjistike, besimin e ulét ndaj institucioneve dhe perceptimin se pjesémarrja nuk sjell gjithmoné ndikim té
dukshém. T& rinjté shpesh nuk din€ nga té fillojng, si t& aksesojné konsultimet publike apo si do t&
pérdoret kontributi i tyre. N& t&€ njé&jtén kohé, rrjetet sociale luajné njé€ rol t& réndésishém né& formésimin e
ndérgjegjésimit dhe opinioneve té té rinjve, vecanérisht pérmes Instagram-it dhe TikTokut, edhe pse t&
rinjté shpesh véné né dyshim besueshméring e informacionit t& marré nga kéto platforma.

Pavarésisht kétyre sfidave, gjetjet tregojné njé potencial t& forté pér fuqizimin e té rinjve. Njé
pjesé e konsiderueshme e respondentéve besojné se té rinjté¢ mund t€ kontribuojné né uljen e korrupsionit
dhe né pérmirésimin e qeverisjes. Megjithaté, ata theksojné se pér kété nevojiten mekanizma raportimi té
sigurt, anonimé& dhe t€ besueshém, mbrojtje nga hakmarrja, udhézime té qarta dhe reagim mé i shpe;jté
institucional. T€ rinjté shprehin gjithashtu interes té forté pér t&€ mésuar mé shumé mbi ményrén se si
funksionon Bashkimi Evropian, si mund t& angazhohen me institucionet dhe si mund t€ pérdoren né
praktiké mjetet e integritetit, transparencés dhe antikorrupsionit.
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Raporti rekomandon forcimin e edukimit qytetar, komunikimit t& pérshtatur pér té rinjté,
transparencés institucionale dhe mekanizmave gjithépérfshirés t€ pjes€émarrjes. Projekti RISE Balkans
duhet té prioritizojé formate praktike, ndérvepruese dhe t&€ bazuara n€ pérvojé, si workshop-e, klinika,
mentorim, projekte vullnetarizmi, simulime dhe bootcamp-e. Institucionet publike duhet t& pérmirésojné
komunikimin me té rinjté, t& b&jné mé t& qarta procedurat e konsultimit dhe raportimit, si dhe t& sigurojné
ndjekje kuptimplote t& kontributit t& té rinjve. Shoqgéria civile dhe organizatat rinore duhet t& vazhdojné t&
veprojné si ndérmjetés t&€ besueshém, duke ofruar udhézues praktiké, mundési pér t& nxénit mes
bashké&moshataréve, fushata ndérgjegjésimi dhe orientim t& qart&. N&é pérgjithési, gjetjet pér Shqipéring
konfirmojné& nevojén pér mundési t€ strukturuara, transparente dhe gjithépérfshirése t&€ angazhimit qytetar,
té cilat mund t’i ndihmojné t& rinjté t€ kalojné nga ndérgjegjésimi dhe gatishméria drejt pjes€émarrjes
kuptimplote demokratike.
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HYRJE

Raporti “Pjesémarrja Qytetare e té Rinjve né Shqipéri” éshté pérgatitur nga Partnerét Shqipéri
pér Ndryshim dhe Zhvillim né€ kuadér t& projektit t&€ financuar nga BE-ja RISE Balkans — Fuqizimi i Zérit
té té Rinjve: Pérgjegjési, Integritet, Solidaritet dhe Angazhim Qytetar né Ballkan, i zbatuar nga njé
konsorcium rajonal universitetesh dhe organizatash né Shqipéri, Bullgari, Kroaci, Greqi dhe Maqedoning
e Veriut. Projekti synon té& forcojé pjesémarrjen e té rinjve t&€ moshés 18-26 vjec né jetén demokratike dhe
mbéshtet veprimet e udhéhequra nga té rinjté pér integritetin dhe luftén kundér korrupsionit pérmes

edukimit qytetar, t&€ nxénit pérmes pérvojés, mentorimit dhe bashképunimit rajonal.

Ky raport kombétar éshté zhvilluar né kuadér t& Paketés s€¢ Punés 1 (PP1) “T¢ Rinjté dhe
Qeverisja: Verifikimi i Realitetit” dhe ofron njé pasqyré t&€ situatés aktuale t€ pjes€marrjes qytetare t& t&
rinjve, integritetit, transparencés dhe perceptimeve mbi korrupsionin né Shqipéri. Raporti synon t&
kuptojé mé miré€ se si t& rinjté e perceptojné pjesémarrjen demokratike, besimin ndaj institucioneve,
korrupsionin, pengesat pér angazhim dhe mundésité pér veprim qytetar, si dhe té€ identifikojé
rekomandime dhe zgjidhje praktike pér forcimin e pjesémarrjes s€ tyre. Gjetjet e kétij raporti kombétar do
t& kontribuojné né hartimin e raportit krahasues rajonal pér pesé¢ vendet pjes€marrése t& Ballkanit.

Raporti ndjek njé qasje me metodologji t&€ kombinuar, duke ndérthurur hulumtimin dokumentar
(desk research), kérkimin sasior (anketé online) dhe kérkimin cilésor (grupe fokusi dhe njé workshop
validimi). Anketa online mblodhi pérgjigje nga 146 t& rinj t&€ moshés 18-26 vje¢ né Shqipéri, ndérsa
grupet e fokusit dhe workshop-i 1 validimit ofruan njohuri cilésore mbi pérvojat, perceptimet dhe
rekomandimet e t€ rinjve lidhur me pjesémarrjen qytetare, transparencén, besimin dhe angazhimin né
jetén publike.

Rezultatet e raportit tregojné se t€ rinjté n€ Shqipéri jané shumé t€ ndérgjegjshém dhe t&
shqetésuar pér ¢éshtjet e korrupsionit, transparencés dhe integritetit, ndérkohé qé besimi ndaj
institucioneve dhe proceseve vendimmarrése mbetet relativisht i ulét. Edhe pse té rinjté€ shfaqin interes pér
pjesémarrjen qytetare dhe ¢éshtjet publike, angazhimi i tyre né proceset formale t& hartimit té politikave
dhe konsultimit mbetet i kufizuar, ndérsa pjesémarrja shpesh kuptohet kryesisht pérmes vullnetarizmit
dhe angazhimit n¢ komunitet.

Raporti identifikon se pengesat kryesore pér pjesémartje lidhen me mungesén e informacionit t&
qarté, aksesin e kufizuar né¢ mundési, dezinformimin, sfidat logjistike dhe besimin e ulét se pjesémarrja
mund t€ sjellé ndikim t& prekshém. N¢& t& njé&jtén kohg, t& rinjté theksojné réndésin€ e komunikimit
transparent, rezultateve t€¢ dukshme, mundésive praktike pér angazhim, mentorimit dhe formateve mé
miqésore dhe ndérvepruese té pjesémarrjes.

N¢ pérgjithési, raporti tregon se t€ rinjt€ n€ Shqipéri jané té gatshém t& angazhohen mé aktivisht
né jetén gqytetare dhe demokratike kur mundésité jané kuptimplota, transparente, t& aksesueshme dhe té
lidhura me rezultate t& dukshme. Pér kété arsye, raporti rekomandon forcimin e edukimit qytetar,
komunikimit t& pérshtatur pér té rinjté, transparencés institucionale dhe mekanizmave gjithépérfshirés té
pjesémarrjes, me géllim mbéshtetjen e njé angazhimi mé t& forté dhe mé t&€ géndrueshém t& t& rinjve.
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1. KONTEKSTI I PJESEMARRJES SE TE RINJVE NE
SHQIPERI

Pjesémarrja e té& rinjve né proceset vendimmarrése né Shqipéri mbetet njé fushé e réndésishme,
por ende sfiduese e zhvillimit demokratik. N& vitet e fundit, Shqipéria ka béré pérparim né krijimin e
mekanizmave ligjoré dhe institucionalé q€ nxisin pérfshirjen e t& rinjve né jetén qytetare dhe politike,
veganérisht né kuadér t€ integrimit europian dhe pérafrimit me politikat rinore t& BE-s€. Megjithatg,
pavarésisht vémendjes né rritje ndaj pjesémartjes s¢ té rinjve, kérkimet dhe raportet e monitorimit
tregojné vazhdimisht se pérfshirja reale e t€ rinjve né proceset formale t&€ vendimmarrjes mbetet relativisht
e ulét krahasuar me gatishmérin€ dhe interesin e tyre pér t’u angazhuar.

Nga perspektiva institucionale, Shqipéria ka integruar gradualisht pjesémarrjen e t& rinjve né
planifikimin e politikave kombétare pérmes instrumenteve si Strategjia Kombétare pér Rininé
2022-2029* dhe Ligji nr. 75/2019 “Pér Rininé”. Kéto kuadre e njohin zyrtarisht rininé si aktor né
proceset e geverisjes dhe nxisin pérfshirjen e tyre né konsultime, vullnetarizém dhe nisma té zhvillimit
lokal. Paralelisht, Strategjia e BE-sé pér Rininé 2019-202747 ka ndikuar qasjet kombétare duke theksuar
dialogun e strukturuar, angazhimin gytetar dhe pjes€émarrjen né jetén demokratike. Si vend kandidat pér
né BE, Shqipéria ka rritur pérafrimin e diskursit t& saj politik me kéto parime.

Megjithatg, raportet ekzistuese t&€ monitorimit theksojné vazhdimisht se kjo njohje formale nuk
&shté pérkthyer né pérfaqésim t& forté t€ t& rinjve né institucionet vendimmarrése. Gjetjet nga raportet
vjetore t& monitorimit mbi pjesémarrjen politike, sociale dhe ekonomike té té& rinjve*®, té pérgatitura nga
Partnerét Shqipéri®, evidentojné pérfaqésim té ulét té t& rinjve né pozicione drejtuese dhe vendimmarrése,
pérfshiré ministra, zévendésministra, kryetaré bashkish dhe deputeté. Edhe pse partité politike shpesh
krijojné forume rinore dhe struktura rinore, t€ rinjté vazhdojné t& kené ndikim t& kufizuar né agjendat e
partive dhe proceset e politikébérjes. Si rezultat, pjesémarrja e t& rinjve né Shqipéri karakterizohet nga njé
hendek midis angazhimeve formale politike dhe pérfshirjes reale institucionale.

Né nivelin e qeverisjes vendore, mekanizma si Késhillat Vendoré Rinoré, t& parashikuar nga
Ligji nr. 75/2019 “Pér Rinin&”>°, jané ngritur né té gjitha 61 bashkité e Shqipérisé pér té forcuar
pjesémarrjen e té rinjve né vendimmarrjen bashkiake. Megjithése kéto struktura ekzistojné formalisht né
té gjitha bashkité, raportet e monitorimit dhe konsultimet me t€ rinjté tregojné se ato nuk funksionojné né
ményré efektive dhe nuk pérmbushin plotésisht misionin e tyre. Ndikimi i tyre real ndryshon ndjeshém
dhe shpesh perceptohet mé shumé si konsultativ sesa vendimmarrés. Iniciativa t&€ fundit t&€ Agjencisé

46 https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/SKR29 Anglisht.pdf

47 https://youth.europa.eu/strategy en?

48 https://www.partnersalbania.org/wp-
content/uploads/2025/12/Youth_Participation_Monitoring_Report_2024.pdf

49 https://www.partnersalbania.org/
50 https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Ligji-Nr.75.Date-4.11.2019-Per-Rinine.pdf

302



https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2023/04/SKR29_Anglisht.pdf
https://youth.europa.eu/strategy_en?
https://www.partnersalbania.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/Youth_Participation_Monitoring_Report_2024.pdf
https://www.partnersalbania.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/Youth_Participation_Monitoring_Report_2024.pdf
https://www.partnersalbania.org/
https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2022/07/Ligji-Nr.75.Date-4.11.2019-Per-Rinine.pdf

Kombétare t€ Rinis¢ dhe organizatave partnere jan€ fokusuar né pérmirésimin e funksionimit t& kétyre
késhillave dhe pérafrimin e tyre me standardet e BE-sé pér geverisje pjesémarrése’’.

Proceset e konsultimit publik lidhur me politikat rinore jané rritur n€ vitet e fundit. Pér shembull,
gjaté procesit t& rishikimit t& Ligjit “Pér Rininé” né vitin 2025, u organizuan grupe fokusi dhe takime
konsultuese me té rinjté né t& gjithé vendin pér t& mbledhur perspektivat dhe rekomandimet e tyre*2. Kjo
reflekton nj& njohje né rritje t&€ réndésis€ s€ pérfshirjes s€ t€ rinjve né proceset e politikébérjes. Megjithatg,
pjesémarrja n€ kéto konsultime mbetet e pabarabarté, pasi informacioni mbi mundgsité shpesh éshté i
fragmentuar, i komunikar dobét dhe arrin kryesisht tek grupet rinore tashmé aktive.

Njé zhvillim tjetér pozitiv né forcimin e pjesémarrjes qytetare té té rinjve né Shqipéri &shté
miratimi nga Késhilli i Ministrave né vitin 2025 i projektligjit “Pér Vullnetarizmin™3. Ky projektligj
synon t& krijojé njé kuadér mé té qarté ligjor pér vullnetarizmin, pérfshiré njohjen e tij si pérvojé pune,
mekanizmat mbéshtetés pér programet e vullnetarizmit, skemat e sigurimit pér vullnetarét dhe krijimin e
njé platforme dhe regjistri elektronik kombétar t&€ vullnetarizmit. Duke gené se vullnetarizmi mbetet njé
nga format kryesore té pjesémarrjes sé¢ té rinjve né Shqipéri, kjo nismé pérbén njé hap té réndésishém
drejt nxitjes s€ qytetarisé€ aktive, angazhimit rinor dhe pérafrimit me standardet e BE-s& pér pjesémartjen
rinore.

Votimi vazhdon t& pérbéjé formén kryesore dhe mé formale t& pjesémarrjes s€ té rinjve né
Shqipéri. Megjithaté, pjesémarrja elektorale e t€ rinjve ndikohet nga mungesa e besimit ndaj
institucioneve politike, perceptimet mbi korrupsionin dhe besimi i kufizuar se angazhimi politik mund té
sjellé ndryshim real.

NEé aspektin e modeleve t& pjesémarrjes, t€ rinjt€ né Shqipéri priren t€ angazhohen mé shumé né
sferén qytetare dhe sociale sesa né proceset formale politike. Angazhimi éshté mé i dukshém né aktivitetet
vullnetare, nismat e drejtuara nga té rinjté, projektet komunitare dhe shprehjen digjitale, sesa né€ proceset e
strukturuara t€ vendimmarrjes politike. Raporti i vitit 2024 mbi pjesémarrjen politike dhe qytetare t& t&
rinjve n€ Rajonin e Hasit n€ Shqipéri gjeti njé angazhim relativisht t€ ulét n€ aktivitetet politike
tradicionale dhe interes t& ulét né vendimmarrjen lokale, ndérsa pjes€marrja n€ nisma komunitare dhe
veprime solidariteti ishte mé e lart&>*.

Gjeneratat e reja po angazhohen gjithnjé e mé shumé politikisht pérmes platformave digjitale dhe
pjesémarrjes qytetare online. Sipas Eurostat, né vitin 2025, 24.3% e té rinjve evropiané t&€ moshés 16-29
vjec u angazhuan né ¢éshtje qytetare ose politike online, pérfshiré shprehjen ¢ mendimeve, pjesémarrjen
né konsultime online ose votimin online. N& nivel t& pérgjithshém t&€ BE-sg, kjo shifér ishte mé e ulét,
20.2%. Ndérkohé, Shqipéria ka regjistruar nivele dukshém mé t& larta t€ pjesémarrjes qytetare dhe
politike online tek té rinjt€. Rreth 46.49% e t& rinjve shqiptaré t€ moshés 1629 vjec raportuan pérdorimin

51 https://rinia.gov.al/en/lancohen-manuali-dhe-udhezuesi-per-ngritjen-dhe-funksionimin-e-keshillave-vendore-te-
rinise/

52 https://riniafemijet.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2025/04/Ditari-Mujor-Muaji-Mars-2025..pdf
53 https://kuvendiwebfiles.blob.core.windows.net/webfiles/202507021023278734VULLNETARIZMI.pdf

54 https://www.kas.de/en/web/albanien/single-title/-/content/politische-und-buergerschaftliche-beteiligung-
junger-menschen-2024#
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e internetit pér pjesémartje qytetare ose politike, krahasuar me 28.52% t& popullsisé s¢ pérgjithshme né
Shqipéri. Kjo tregon se platformat digjitale dhe rrjetet sociale po shérbejné gjithnjé e mé shumé si kanale
t& réndésishme pér shprehjen, mobilizimin dhe angazhimin qytetar t€ t& rinjve né Shqipéri.

Né pérmbledhje, pjesémarrja e té rinjve né Shqipéri mbetet e kufizuar né aspektin e ndikimit
institucional dhe besimit n€ proceset demokratike. Megjithaté, Shqipéria ka treguar angazhim né rritje pér
forcimin e pjes€marrjes rinore pérmes reformave ligjore, mekanizmave té€ pjes€marrjes né nivel lokal dhe
pérafrimit me standardet e BE-s& p&r demokraciné dhe pjes€émarrjen rinore.
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2. FORMAT E PJESEMARRJES SE TE RINJVE NE
SHQIPERI

Pjesémarrja e té rinjve né Shqipéri zhvillohet pérmes njé séré mekanizmash formalé, joformalé
dhe informalg, t& cilét pasqyrojné si strukturat institucionale ekzistuese, ashtu edhe praktikat e reja té
angazhimit qytetar. Megjithése ekzistojné struktura formale pér pjesémarrjen e t€ rinjve, efektiviteti dhe
pérdorimi real i tyre ndryshojné ndjeshém né varési t€ nivelit t&€ angazhimit institucional, ndérgjegjésimit,
aksesueshmeérisé dhe besimit t& t& rinjve. Gjithnjé e mé shumé, té rinjté angazhohen pérmes formave mé
fleksibél dhe té bazuara né¢ komunitet, vecanérisht pérmes vullnetarizmit, aktivizmit dhe pjesémarrjes
digjitale.

Kanalet Formale té Pjesémarrjes

Mekanizmat formalé t€ pjes€marrjes jané kryesisht t& integruar né kuadrin institucional n& nivel
lokal dhe kombétar. Njé nga strukturat kryesore formale jané Késhillat Vendoré Rinoré (KVR), t&
krijuar n€ bazg té Ligjit nr. 75/2019 “Pér Rining”. K&to késhilla synojné t& funksionojné si organe
késhillimore prané bashkive, duke u mundé&suar té rinjve té kontribuojné né diskutimet pér politikat
vendore, t& propozojné iniciativa dhe t& marrin pjesé né debatet qé lidhen me ¢é&shtjet rinore. Késhillat
jané konceptuar pér t€ krijuar njé€ dialog t&€ strukturuar ndérmjet té rinjve dhe institucioneve té geverisjes
vendore.

Megjithat€, n€ praktiké, funksionaliteti i tyre ndryshon ndjeshém nga njé bashki né tjetrén. Disa
késhilla jané aktive dhe funksionale, ndérsa té tjera mbeten kryesisht joaktive ose kané njé rol thjesht
konsultativ pa ndikim real né vendimmarrje. Kjo lidhet me burimet e kufizuara, mbéshtetjen e
pamjaftueshme institucionale ose nivelin e ulét t&€ angazhimit t& t&€ rinjve. Veté t€ rinjté€ raportojné se
rekomandimet e tyre jo gjithmong reflektohen né vendimet pérfundimtare, gjé qé ndikon negativisht né
besimin dhe motivimin pér té marré pjesé®®. Pér té adresuar kéto sfida, Agjencia Kombétare e Rinisé dhe
organizata partnere kané ndérmarré pérpjekje pér forcimin e funksionimit t€ kétyre késhillave pérmes
hartimit t& manualeve, udhézuesve dhe iniciativave pér ngritjen e kapaciteteve?®.

Njé tjetér mekanizém formal pjesémarrjeje jané proceset e konsultimit publik t¢é organizuara
nga ministrité, bashkité dhe institucionet publike. Shqipéria ka njé kuadér ligjor qé kérkon konsultimin
publik té projektligjeve, strategjive dhe politikave pérmes Ligjit nr. 146/2014 “Pér Njoftimin dhe
Konsultimin Publik™’. Ky ligj u jep mundési qytetaréve, pérfshiré té rinjté, t& japin komente dhe
rekomandime mbi politikat publike. Dégjesat publike, takimet konsultative, platformat online t&

55 https://www.partnersalbania.org/publication/monitoring-report-of-political-social-and-economic-participation-
of-youth-2024/

56 https://rinia.gov.al/en/lancohen-manuali-dhe-udhezuesi-per-ngritjen-dhe-funksionimin-e-keshillave-vendore-te-
rinise

57 https://gkb.gov.al/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/Igji-146 _2014.pdf
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konsultimit *® dhe mekanizmat e feedback-ut pérdoren si mjete pér té pérfshiré qytetarét né proceset e
hartimit t&€ politikave.

Megjithatg, pérfshirja e t€ rinjve né kéto procese mbetet relativisht e kufizuar dhe shpesh
pérgendrohet tek grupet rinore t& organizuara dhe aktorét e shogérisé civile, mé shumé sesa tek popullsia
e gjeré rinore. Kjo lidhet me mungesén e informacionit, ndérgjegjésimin e ulét dhe perceptimin se
konsultimet shpesh jané formalitete dhe jo procese me ndikim real n€ vendimmartje.

Institucionet arsimore ofrojné gjithashtu kanale formale pjesémarrjeje pérmes késhillave té
nxénésve, qeverive studentore dhe strukturave té pérfaqésimit studentor. Kéto mekanizma krijojné
mundési pér pjesémarrje né vendimmarrje lidhur me politikat arsimore dhe geverisjen e institucioneve
arsimore. Megjithaté, pjesémarrja shpesh kufizohet tek njé grup i vogél studentésh shumé aktivé, ndérsa
pérfshirja mé e gjeré e studentéve mbetet e ulét.

Né nivel kombétar, t€ rinjt€ mund t& angazhohen gjithashtu pérmes Kongresit Kombétar Rinor,
rrjeteve rinore dhe organizatave rinore qé kontribuojné né dialogun politik dhe aktivitetet advokuese.
Organizatat e shoqérisé civile shpesh luajné rolin e ndérmjetésit mes té rinjve dhe institucioneve, duke
organizuar konsultime, diskutime mbi politikat publike dhe fushata advokimi.

Njé kanal tjetér formal éshté pjesémarrja politike pérmes partive politike dhe forumeve
rinore. Shumica e partive politike né€ Shqipéri kané struktura rinore ose forume t& posagme qé synojné
pérfshirjen e té rinjve n€ proceset politike dhe fushatat zgjedhore. Megjithaté, angazhimi i t& rinjve brenda
partive shpesh kufizohet né aktivitetet elektorale, ndérsa pjesémarrja substanciale n€ hartimin e politikave
apo vendimmarrje mbetet e kufizuar.

Pjesémarrja Informale dhe Ad Hoc

Krahas mekanizmave formalé, t€ rinjté shqiptaré angazhohen gjerésisht pérmes formave
informale dhe jo tradicionale t& pjesémarrjes. Vullnetarizmi dhe aktivizmi komunitar pérb&jné format
mé t€ zakonshme t& pjesémarrjes informale. Té rinjté pérfshihen né fushata mjedisore, iniciativa té
mbéshtetjes sociale, aktivitete ndérgjegjésuese, ngjarje kulturore dhe veprime solidariteti t€ organizuara
nga organizatat e shoqérisé€ civile ose grupet informale rinore.

Pjesémarrja digjitale dhe aktivizmi né rrjetet sociale jang bér¢ gjithnjé e mé t& réndésishme.
Té& rinjté pérdorin platforma si Instagram, Facebook, TikTok dhe mjete t& tjera online pér té€ shprehur
opinionet e tyre, pér t& shpérndaré informacion dhe pér t’u pérfshiré né diskutime publike. Studimet mbi
demokracing digjitale tregojné se rrjetet sociale kané krijuar mundési t€ reja pér zérin dhe pjesémarrjen e
té rinjve, veganérisht pér ata qé nuk angazhohen pérmes kanaleve tradicionale®.

58 Link of 2 Online Public Consultation Platforms in Albania: https://www.konsultimipublik.al/ and
https://www.konsultimipublik.gov.al/

59 https://www.partnersalbania.org/publication/monitoring-report-of-political-social-and-economic-participation-
of-youth-2023/
60 https://eydr.scidevcenter.org/mapping-of-youth-participation-in-digital-democracy-case-of-albania/
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Pjesémarrja ad hoc shfaqet gjithashtu pérmes protestave, demonstratave dhe 1évizjeve qytetare.
Kéto aktivitete zakonisht lidhen me ¢éshtje specifike sociale, arsimore ose té geverisjes dhe lindin si
reagim ndaj shqeté€simeve konkrete. Edhe pse nuk jané forma t€ vazhdueshme angazhimi, ato tregojné
aftésiné e t€ rinjve pér t'u mobilizuar kolektivisht kur éshté e nevojshme.

Njé formé tjetér gjithnjé e mé e pérhapur e pjesémarrjes éshté pérfshirja n€ iniciativa rinore té
bazuara né projekte, hackathone, laboratoré inovacioni, programe trajnimi dhe shkémbime rinore.
Organizatat e shoqérisé civile dhe donatorét ndérkombétaré luajné njé rol t& réndésishém né krijimin dhe
mbéshtetjen e kétyre mundésive né t& gjithé Shqipériné.

Shqipéria ka njé numér né rritje mjetesh dhe mekanizmash g€ synojn€ mbéshtetjen e pjesémarrjes
sé t€ rinjve. Megjithaté, edhe pse ekzistojné kanale formale pjesémarrjeje, ato jo gjithmoné jané plotésisht
funksionale, gjithépérfshirése ose t& besueshme pér té rinjté. Si rezultat, shumé t& rinj preferojné forma
informale, digjitale dhe t& bazuara né komunitet t€ angazhimit, t& cilat i perceptojné si mé t& aksesueshme,
mé fleksibél dhe me ndikim mé t€ drejtpérdrejte.

Forcimi i reagueshmérisé institucionale, rritja e ndérgjegjésimit mbi mundgsité e pjesémarrjes dhe
garantimi 1 pérfshirjes kuptimploté té t€ rinjve né proceset vendimmarrése mbeten elemente thelb&sore pér
pérmirésimin e pjesémartjes rinore n€ Shqipéri.
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3. FAKTORET MUNDESUES DHE BARRIERAT E
PJESEMARRJES SE TE RINJVE NE SHQIPERI

Pjesémarrja e t& rinjve n€ Shqipéri ndikohet nga njé kombinim faktor&sh mundésues dhe
pengesash t& vazhdueshme, t€ cilat pércaktojné nivelin dhe cilésing e angazhimit t€ tyre né jetén qytetare
dhe politike. Ké&ta faktoré veprojné né dimensione institucionale, ekonomike, sociale dhe kulturore, duke
ndikuar si né mundg&sité pér pjesémarrje, ashtu edhe né gatishméring e t& rinjve pér t’u angazhuar.

Faktorét Mundésues

Njé nga faktorét kryesoré mundésues &shté zhvillimi gradual i njé kuadri formal politikash
dhe legjislacioni ¢ e njeh pjesémarrjen e t& rinjve si njé¢ komponent té réndésishém té geverisjes.
Strategjia Kombétare e Rinis€¢ 2022-2029 dhe Ligji “Pér Rining€” pércaktojné angazhime institucionale
pér pérfshirjen e té rinjve né vendimmarrje, vullnetarizém dhe angazhim qytetar. Kéto kuadro forcohen
mé tej nga pérafrimi i Shqipéris€ me politikat rinore t&€ Bashkimit Evropian, vecanérisht me Strategjiné
Rinore t&€ BE-s¢ 2019-2027, e cila promovon dialogun e strukturuar dhe demokracing pjes€émarrése.

Njé tjetér faktor i réndé&sishém mundésues &shté roli aktiv i organizatave té shoqérisé civile dhe
organizatave rinore né Shqipéri. Organizatat jogeveritare me fokus te rinia dhe organizatat komunitare
ofrojné platforma t& réndésishme pér angazhim, veganérisht né kontekste ku mekanizmat institucionalé
jané té dobét. K&to organizata mbéshtesin pjesémarrjen e t& rinjve pérmes trajnimeve, aktiviteteve
advokuese, vullnetarizmit dhe iniciativave t€ bazuara n€ projekte. Gjithashtu, ato kontribuojné né&
zhvillimin e kompetencave qytetare dhe aftésive drejtuese té t& rinjve, duke shérbyer shpesh si pika
kryesore e hyrjes s€ tyre né jetén publike.

N¢é pérgjithési, té rinjté shprehin nivele mé t& larta besimi ndaj organizatave rinore sesa ndaj
institucioneve politike, pasi kéto organizata krijojné hapésira mé¢ gjithépérfshirése dhe mé miqgésore pér
pjesémarrjen rinore®!.

Programet ndérkombétare dhe iniciativat e mbéshtetura nga Bashkimi Evropian luajné
gjithashtu njé€ rol t& réndésishém né nxitjen e pjes€marrjes s¢ t€ rinjve. Programe si Erasmus+, European
Solidarity Corps dhe EU4Youth ofrojné mundési pér mobilitet, vullnetarizém, edukim joformal, ngritje
kapacitetesh dhe angazhim qytetar. Kéto iniciativa kontribuojné né zhvillimin e aftésive, vetébesimit dhe
njohjes sé praktikave demokratike té pjesémarrjes®.

Digjitalizimi ka zgjeruar mé tej mundésité e pjesémarrjes. Platformat e rrjeteve sociale dhe
mjetet online u mundésojné té rinjve t& aksesojné informacion, té shprehin mendime dhe t&€ marrin pjesé
né debate publike me mé pak barriera strukturore. Studimet mbi demokracing digjitale né Shqipéri

61 https://www.researchgate.net/publication/376805927 Youth Engagement _in_Decision-
Making European_Approaches to Inclusive Participation_and_Albanian_Perspective

62 https://www.unicef.org/albania/eudyouth
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tregojné se 79.8% e t& rinjve informohen rregullisht pérmes rrjeteve sociale, ndérsa 19.6% angazhohen né
forma t& aktivizmit digjital®.

Barrierat

Pavarésisht faktoréve mundésues, njé séré pengesash vazhdojné t& kufizojné pjesémarrjen
efektive t& t€ rinjve né Shqipéri. Njé nga pengesat mé t& pérmendura &shté niveli i ulét i besimit ndaj
institucioneve dhe autoriteteve publike. Shumé té rinj ndihen se z&ri i tyre nuk merret realisht né
konsideraté gjaté proceseve t& hartimit t& politikave dhe i perceptojné mundésité e pjes€marrjes si
simbolike dhe jo me ndikim t& vérteté. Kjo mungesé besimi dekurajon angazhimin aktiv né strukturat
formale politike dhe mekanizmat e vendimmarrjes®.

Edhe kufizimet institucionale luajné njé rol t&é réndésishém. Mekanizmat e pjesémarrjes, si
késhillat rinoré apo proceset e konsultimit publik, jo gjithmoné funksionojné né ményré efektive ose nuk
kané ndikim t€ mjaftueshém né€ vendimmarrje, gjé q€ ul besueshméring e tyre né syté e té rinjve. N¢ disa
raste, k&to struktura perceptohen thjesht si formalitete pa fuqi reale vendimmarrése.

Kufizimet ekonomike dhe sfidat sociale ndikojné gjithashtu ndjeshém né pjes€marrjen e t&
rinjve. Nivelet e larta t& papunésisé, varféria dhe pérqindja e konsiderueshme e t& rinjve né kategoring
NEET (jo né arsim, punésim apo trajnim) kufizojné€ mundésiné e tyre pér t’u angazhuar né aktivitete
qytetare dhe politike. Pasiguria financiare shpesh i detyron té rinjté t&€ pérgendrohen te punésimi dhe
mbijetesa ekonomike, duke 1&né né plan t€ dyté pjes€marrjen né vullnetarizém, aktivitete komunitare apo
iniciativa t& politikébérjes.

Kostot e transportit, mungesa e burimeve financiare dhe pamundésia pér t& parapaguar
pjesémarrjen né aktivitete pérb&jné pengesa shtesé, vecanérisht pér té rinjté qé jetojné€ né zonat rurale ose
qé vijné nga grupe té disavantazhuara®.

Njé tjetér sfidé e réndésishme lidhet me aksesin e kufizuar né informacion dhe mungesén e
ndérgjegjésimit. Shumé t€ rinj nuk jané mjaftueshém té informuar pér mundésité e pjesémarrjes,
programet rinore, konsultimet publike dhe mekanizmat institucionalé g€ jan€ né dispozicion t& tyre. N¢ t&
nj&jtén kohé, edukimi i pamjaftueshém qytetar dhe njohurité e kufizuara mbi proceset demokratike
reduktojné motivimin dhe vetébesimin pér t’u angazhuar aktivisht né jetén publike®®.

Barrierat kulturore dhe sociale ndikojné gjithashtu né pjesémarrje. Normat gjinore,
pritshmérité familjare, frika nga kritika dhe presioni social mund t&€ dekurajojné angazhimin publik,
vecanérisht te vajzat dhe t€ rinjt€ q€ i pérkasin grupeve t&€ margjinalizuara. Kéto grupe pérballen shpesh
me véshtirési shtesé pér té aksesuar né ményré té barabarté mundésité e pjesémarrjes®.

63 https://eydr.scidevcenter.org/mapping-of-youth-participation-in-digital-democracy-case-of-albania/

64 https://www.partnersalbania.org/publication/monitoring-report-of-political-social-and-economic-participation-
of-youth-2024/

65 https://www.cbc.org.al/blog/research-assessment-of-participation-in-youth-projects-barriers-needs-and-
opportunities-of-young-people-in-albania/

66 https://www.researchgate.net/publication/376805927 Youth Engagement_in_Decision-
Making European_Approaches to Inclusive Participation_and_Albanian_Perspective
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Edhe pjesémarrja digjitale, pavarésisht pérdorimit t& gjeré té rrjeteve sociale, pérballet me
kufizime. Studimet mbi pjesémarrjen rinore né demokracing digjitale tregojné se shumé té rinj
angazhohen vetém né ményré sipérfagésore online, shpesh pérmes shpérndarjes pasive t& pérmbajtjeve
dhe jo pérmes aktivizmit apo advokimit t&€ vazhdueshém. Frika nga ngacmimet online, niveli i kufizuar i
aftésive digjitale dhe mungesa e njohurive mbi té drejtat digjitale reduktojné mé tej mundésité pér njé
angazhim kuptimploté né hapésirén online’.
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4. METHODOIOGJIA

Studimi aplikon njé qasje t&€ kombinuar metodologjike (mixed-methods), duke ndérthurur
kérkimin dokumentar (desk research), kérkimin cilésor, kérkimin sasior dhe aktivitetet e validimit, me
qéllim ofrimin e njé& kuptimi t& ploté t& pjesémarrjes rinore, angazhimit qytetar, integritetit dhe
perceptimeve mbi korrupsionin tek t& rinjté né Shqipéri dhe né rajonin mé t& gjeré t& Ballkanit.

Komponenti i kérkimit dokumentar u pérdor pér té ofruar kontekstin kombétar lidhur me
mundésité e pjesémarrjes sé t&€ rinjve, mekanizmat e angazhimit demokratik dhe sfidat q&€ lidhen me
pjesémarrjen. Gjithashtu, ai shérbeu pér té pérmbledhur evidencat ekzistuese, treguesit, kuadrot e
politikave dhe praktikat e mira q€ lidhen me pjesémarrjen qytetare, geverisjen, transparencén dhe
angazhimin rinor.

Komponenti i kérkimit cilésor pérfshiu organizimin e nj¢ Grupi Fokusimi (Focus Group
Discussion — FGD) me njé grup t€ mbyllur prej 12 t& rinjsh t&€ moshés 18-26 vjeg, me prejardhje té
ndryshme arsimore, sociale dhe profesionale. Grupi i fokusit krijoi mundésiné pér zhvillimin e
diskutimeve té thelluara dhe pér t&€ kuptuar mé miré pérvojat, perceptimet, shqetésimet dhe pritshmérité e
té rinjve lidhur me pjesémarrjen qytetare, besimin ndaj institucioneve, korrupsionin dhe mundésité pér
angazhim né jetén publike.

Pérveg késaj, u organizua njé workshop validimi me rreth 65 té rinj, me qéllim prezantimin dhe
diskutimin e métejshém té gjetjeve paraprake té raportit. Ky workshop shérbeu si njé hapésiré
pjesémarrése pér t€ validuar rezultatet kryesore, pér t&€ mbledhur komente dhe sugjerime, si dhe pér té
siguruar qé perspektivat dhe pérvojat e té rinjve té€ pasqyroheshin né ményré t& sakté né raport.

Komponenti i kérkimit sasior pérbéhej nga njé anketé anonime online, e shpérndaré kryesisht
pérmes kanaleve t& komunikimit t€ Partners Albania, me synimin pér t& arritur njé audiencé mé té gjer¢ t&
té rinjve. Anketa u shpérnda gjithashtu né€ ményré t&€ vecanté tek studentét e Fakultetit té Drejtésisé né
Universitetin Luarasi dhe né Universitetin e Tiranés, pérfshiré Fakultetin e Shkencave Sociale, si dhe
tek pjesémarrésit e njé€ aktiviteti t€ dedikuar pér t€ rinjté. Pyetésori online géndroi i hapur pér mé shumé
se 20 dité&, duke u dhéné t& rinjve kohé t& mjaftueshme pér t&€ ndaré opinionet, pérvojat dhe perspektivat e
tyre.

NE total, 146 té rinj nga Shqipéria plotésuan anketén online, duke pérbéré pérqindjen mé té larté
té respondentéve né nivel rajonal (33.49%). Shqipéria ndiqej nga Kroacia (24.08%), Greqia (15.37%)
dhe Bullgaria (14.22%), ndérsa Maqgedonia e Veriut pérfagésonte pjesén mé t& vogél t€ kampionit
(12.84%).

Gjetjet demografike tregojné se kampioni i anketés n€ Shqipéri dominohet nga respondentét mé t&
rinj, t&€ moshés 18-20 vjec, t& cilét pérbénin 69.86% t& pjesémarrésve. Pjesémarrja bie ndjeshém né
grupmoshat mé t€¢ médha: 22.60% e respondentéve i pérkisnin grupmoshés 21-23 vjeg, ndérsa vetém
7.53% ishin t& moshés 24-26 vjec¢. Kjo tregon se gjetjet reflektojné kryesisht perspektivat e té rinjve mé
té rinj, vecanérisht studentéve dhe individéve qé ndodhen né fazat e hershme t& ndérgjegjésimit dhe
pjesémarrjes qytetare.
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Kampioni &shté kryesisht i pérbéré nga femra, té cilat pérfagésojné 83.56% té respondentéve,
ndérsa meshkujt pérbéjné vetém 13.70%. Kjo sugjeron se gjetjet pasqyrojné né¢ masé t& madhe
perspektivén e vajzave dhe grave té reja, veganérisht né lidhje me angazhimin qytetar dhe perceptimet
mbi korrupsionin. Gjithashtu, ky nivel i lart€ pjesémarrjeje i femrave mund t€ tregojé se té rejat jané mé t&
gatshme t& pérfshihen né anketa dhe iniciativa qé€ lidhen me qytetaring aktive, cka mund t& konsiderohet
veté si njé formé fillestare e pjesémarrjes dhe angazhimit qytetar.

Sa i pérket shpérndarjes gjeografike, shumica e respondentéve (77.40%) jetojné né zona urbane
(qytete ose gendra t&¢ médha urbane), ndérsa pérfaqésimi i té rinjve nga zonat rurale &shté 1 kufizuar
(4.11%). Té& rinjté nga zonat gjysmé-urbane pérbé&jné 16.44% t& kampionit. Kjo prirje urbane sugjeron se
gasja né informacion, shérbime dhe mundési pjesémarrjeje e reflektuar n€ t&€ dhéna mund t&€ mos
pasqyrojé plotésisht sfidat specifike té t& rinjve né€ zonat rurale.

Pér sa i pérket nivelit arsimor, kampioni paragqitet relativisht i miréarsimuar. Shumica e
respondentéve (51.37%) raportuan arsim né nivel Bachelor (duke pérfshiré edhe studentét qé aktualisht
ndjekin studimet Bachelor). Njé pjesé prej 36.99% kishte pérfunduar arsimin e mesém dhe shpesh
vazhdonte studimet e larta, ndérsa 8.22% ishin té regjistruar ose kishin pérfunduar studimet né nivel
Master.

Njé shumicé dérrmuese e respondentéve identifikohen si studenté (93.15%), duke konfirmuar se
anketa pasqyron kryesisht perspektivat e studentéve. Pérqindje mé t& vogla raportuan se ishin t&€ punésuar
(15.75%), t& papuné (2.05%) ose t& pérfshiré né programe trajnimi dhe praktike profesionale.

Njé pjesé e respondentéve kombinonin statusin e studentit me punésimin. Konkretisht, 10.96%
(16 respondenté) deklaruan se ishin njékohé&sisht studenté dhe t& punésuar, ndérsa 0.68% (1 respondent)
raportoi se ishte i papuné dhe nuk ndiqte studime. N& t€ kundért, 6.16% (7 respondenté) deklaruan se
ishin t&€ puné&suar dhe nuk ishin studenté.

Kéto gjetje konfirmojné se kampioni pérb&het kryesisht nga studenté, ndérsa pérfaqésimi i té
rinjve t€ integruar plotésisht né tregun e punés &shté relativisht i kufizuar. Pér kété arsye, perceptimet qé
lidhen me mundésité e punésimit, proceset e rekrutimit dhe pjesémarrjen né tregun e punés duhet t&
interpretohen me kujdes, pasi ato reflektojné kryesisht pérvojat dhe perspektivat e studentéve dhe t& rinjve
q¢ vazhdojné ende arsimin.

Né pérgjithési, kampioni karakterizohet nga njé profil i ri né moshé, relativisht i miréarsimuar,
kryesisht feméror, urban dhe i bazuar te studentét, cka ndikon drejtpérdrejt n€ interpretimin e t& gjitha
gjetjeve t&€ métejshme. Rezultatet pasqyrojné kryesisht perceptimet e t€ rinjve t&€ angazhuar dhe me
ekspozim arsimor, mé shumé sesa ato t& popullatés s¢ gjeré rinore né Shqipéri.
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5. NDERGJEGJESIMI DHE KUPTIMI I TE RINJVE PER
PJESEMARRJEN QYTETARE, ANTI-KORRUPSIONIN,
TRANSPARENCEN, DHE pOLITIKBERJEN

NDERGJEGJESIMI DHE KUPTIMI I TE RINVJE PER KORRUPSIONIN

Pérhapja e Korrupsionit né Shqipéri
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Figura 1: Pérhapja e Korrupsionit né Shqipéri

Sic paragqitet né Figurén 1, gjetjet tregojné se njé shumicé dérrmuese prej 89.73% e té rinjve
respondenté e perceptojné korrupsionin si t&€ pérhapur ose shumé té€ pérhapur. Kjo do té thoté se 9 né 10 té
rinj e konsiderojné korrupsionin njé problem madhor. Pérqindja shumé e larté e respondentéve qé
shprehin shqetésim tregon njé nivel té larté ndérgjegjésimi tek té rinjté lidhur me ¢éshtjet e korrupsionit
dhe integritetit né vend. Gjetjet sugjerojné gjithashtu ekzistencén e njé klime té pérgjithshme mosbesimi
ndaj sistemeve t& qeverisjes dhe transparencés institucionale, ku korrupsioni perceptohet si njé fenomen i
normalizuar.

Njé shumicé e madhe e t€ rinjve respondenté shprehin bindjen se korrupsioni &shté i pranishém si
né institucionet kombétare (73.3%), ashtu edhe né institucionet vendore (70.55%). Kéto rezultate
tregojné se korrupsioni nuk perceptohet vetém si njé problem i pérgjithshém shoqgéror, por lidhet
drejtpérdrejt edhe me institucionet shtetérore dhe strukturat e geverisjes. Pérqindja e vogél e
respondentéve q€ kané zgjedhur alternativén “Nuk e di” mund t& tregojé ndérveprim t& kufizuar me
institucionet kombétare dhe vendore, mungesé informacioni ose edhe hezitim pér t& shprehur njé opinion
té qarté mbi kété céshtje.
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Ju prekeni personalisht nga korrupsioni né jetén tuaj té pérditshme

30.00% 27.40% 27.40%
25.00%
20.00%
15.07%
15.00% 13.70%
R 10.96%
10.00% 5.48%
N
0.00%
Nuk jam aspak Nuk jam dakord Neutrale Dakord Plotésisht dakord Nuk e di
dakord

Figura 2: Mendimet e té rinjve mbi faktin nése ata preken personalisht nga niveli korrupsionit né Shqipéri

Megjithése korrupsioni perceptohet gjerésisht si njé problem sistemik, ky perceptim nuk
pasqyrohet plotésisht n€ p&rvojén personale té t& rinjve. Vetém 41.10% e respondentéve deklarojné se
jané ndikuar personalisht nga korrupsioni né jetén e tyre t& pérditshme (Figura 2), ndérsa njé pérqindje e
konsiderueshme (27.4%) mbetet neutrale dhe 20.55% nuk ndihen t& prekur drejtpérdrejt nga korrupsioni.

Ky hendek sugjeron se korrupsioni perceptohet si njé problem i pérhapur né nivel sistemik, edhe
pse mé pak individé raportojné ekspozim té drejtpérdrejté ndaj tij. Pérqindja relativisht e larté e
pérgjigjeve neutrale (27.4%) mund t€ tregojé gjithashtu se t& rinjté e shohin korrupsionin si njé fenomen
qé prek shogéring né térési, mé& shumé sesa si njé problem qé i prek ata individualisht.

T& dhénat sugjerojné mé tej se ndérgjegjésimi i t& rinjve mbi korrupsionin formésohet jo vetém
nga pérvojat personale, por edhe nga ekspozimi ndaj mediave, narrativat publike, diskutimet shogérore
dhe perceptimet mé t& gjera mbi integritetin politik dhe institucional.

Dhénia dhe marrja e ryshfetit dhe shpérdorimi i pushtetit pér pérfitim personal jané
té pérhapura midis

Kompanité private 44.52% - 21.92% - 19.86%
) o 36.30% - 2603% 2466% !
Sistemi arsimor 59.59% P30 8229,
. 47.94% ©2877% 0 13.70%
Gjykatat 55.48% ©2466% - 9.59%
o ) ) 57.54% ©2329% @ 12.33%
Bankat dhe institucionet financiare 39.04% ~2397% - 19.18%"
S 67.13% 16.44% 8229,
Sistemi shéndetésor 73.29% 7l 4. 1410,
. o ) 69.18% 16.44% 8.22%
Zyrtarét qé nénshkruajné kontrata publike 63.;(6)06)3(y A722%  10.96%
= 0 81909, 8229,
Partité politike 78.09% 95599, 5.48%
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Té pérhapura Shumeé té rralla

Figura 3: Pérhapja e dhénies dhe marrjes sé ryshfetit dhe shpérdorimi i pushtetit pér pérfitim personal midis aktoréve té
ndryshém
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Gjetjet, si¢ paraqiten n¢ Figura 3, tregojné njé perceptim t& forté se korrupsioni, i pércaktuar si
dhénia dhe marrja e ryshfetit dhe abuzimi me pushtetin pér pérfitime personale, éshté i pérhapur né disa
sektoré, vecanérisht n€ politiké dhe institucionet publike. Nivelet mé t€ larta t&€ perceptimit t& korrupsionit
raportohen né partité politike (78.09%) dhe tek politikanét né té gjitha nivelet (76.03%), duke nxjerré
né pah mungesé t& konsiderueshme besimi ndaj aktoréve politiké dhe strukturave t€ qeverisjes.

Né ményré t€ ngjashme, sektoré ky¢ t& shérbimeve publike si sistemi shéndetésor (73.29%),
zyrtarét qé léshojné leje ndértimi (69.18%), policia (67.13%) dhe zyrtarét qé japin kontrata publike
(63.70%) perceptohen gjithashtu si t& ndikuar ndjeshém nga korrupsioni. Kéto gjetje sugjerojné se
sektorét e lidhur ngushté me vendimmarrjen publike, shpérndarjen e burimeve dhe aksesin né shérbime
shihen si vecanérisht t€ ndjeshém ndaj korrupsionit.

Nivele relativisht mé t& uléta raportohen pér institucionet e sigurimeve shoqérore dhe
miréqenies (47.94%), kompanité private (44.52%), bankat dhe institucionet financiare (39.04%)
dhe sektori i sportit (36.30%). Megjithaté, kéta sektoré shfaqin gjithashtu nivele mé té larta pasigurie
dhe pérgjigjesh neutrale, gjé qé mund t€ tregojé nivel mé t€ ulét ndérveprimi, ekspozimi publik ose
njohurie nga ana e respondentéve.

Kéto gjetje u konfirmuan mé tej gjate Workshop-it té Validimit, ku pjesémarrésit e rinj theksuan
nivelet e larta t& perceptimit t& korrupsionit né institucione dhe politiké. Ata gjithashtu nénvizuan se
korrupsioni né sektoré si sporti mund té jeté po aq i réndésishém, edhe pse shpesh merr mé pak vémendje
publike krahasuar me korrupsionin politik ose institucional. N& t& njé&jtén kohé, pjesémarrésit shprehén
mendime t€ ndryshme lidhur me korrupsionin né sektorin e arsimit. Ndérsa disa té rinj besonin se
ekzistojng praktika favorizimi dhe padrejtésie, t& tjeré deklaruan se nuk kishin hasur personalisht situata t&
tilla, duke treguar pérvoja dhe perceptime t&€ ndryshme.

Gjetjet tregojné se té rinjté perceptojné lidhje t& forta mes politikés, interesave t& biznesit dhe
korrupsionit né Shqipéri. Njé shumicé e madhe e respondentéve (74%) besojné se korrupsioni deformon
konkurrencén dhe krijon avantazhe té€ padrejta, ndérsa 68.5% mendojné se rastet e korrupsionit né€ nivele
t& larta nuk ndigen dhe ndéshkohen mjaftueshém.

Né té njéjtén kohé, gjysma e respondentéve (50%) pajtohen se lidhjet politike jané t&€ nevojshme
pér suksesin né biznes, duke treguar se shumé té rinj perceptojné rrjetet informale dhe marrédhéniet
personale si faktoré me ndikim n€ mundésité ekonomike. Megjithaté, fakti qé kjo pérqindje éshté mé e
ulét krahasuar me indikatoré té tjeré t& korrupsionit mund té sugjerojé ndryshime n& pérvoja ose pasiguri
lidhur me sektorin e biznesit.

Besimi né transparencén institucionale paraqitet relativisht i ulét. Vetém 37% e respondentéve
besojné se institucionet shpjegojné qarté procedurat dhe vendimet, ndérsa vetém 31% mendojné se t&
rinjt€ mund t& aksesojné shérbime né ményré t& drejté pa u mbéshtetur né lidhje personale. Kéto gjetje
tregojné njé€ nivel t&€ kufizuar besimi né trajtimin e barabarté dhe transparencén e administratés publike.

Nivelet e larta té pérgjigjeve neutrale né disa indikatoré tregojné pasiguri, mungesé transparence
dhe njohuri t&€ kufizuara mbi proceset institucionale. Kjo mund té tregojé nevojén pér mé shumé
transparencé, edukim qytetar dhe komunikim mé t€ miré ndérmjet institucioneve dhe t€ rinjve.
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Gjetjet tregojné gjithashtu njé€ kérkesé t& forté pér reforma, ku 67% e respondentéve bien dakord
se proceset publike duhet t€ jené mé t€ lehta pér t’u kuptuar dhe ndjekur, duke theksuar déshirén e té
rinjve pér sisteme qeverisjeje mé t& aksesueshme, mé transparente dhe mé llogaridhénése.

Anketa identifikon gjithashtu sektorét ku té rinjté perceptojné mé fort korrupsionin, favorizimin
dhe trajtimin e padrejté. Punésimi dhe rekrutimi rezulton sektori mé i prekur, me 54.8% té
respondentéve gé e identifikojné si njé fushé kryesore shqetésuese dhe si pengesé pér meritokracing. Ky
gjetje &éshté vecanérisht e réndésishme, pasi punésimi pérbén njé nga shqetésimet kryesore t& té rinjve
gjaté kalimit né tregun e punés dhe né jetén adulte.

Megjithatg, kéto gjetje duket se pasqyrojné mé shumé perceptime sesa pérvoja té drejtpérdrejta
personale, pasi vetém njé pérqindje e vogél e respondentéve ka raportuar pérvojé t& drejtpérdrejté né
punésim. Prandaj, opinionet ¢ shumicés sé pjesémarrésve ka té ngjaré té jené formuar nga media,
diskutimet familjare, rrethi shogéror dhe diskursi mé i gjeré publik, mé shumé sesa nga ndérveprimi i
drejtpérdrejté me proceset e rekrutimit.

Kéto perceptime u diskutuan edhe gjaté Workshop-it té Validimit, ku pjesémarrésit konfirmuan
shqgetésimet mbi favorizimin dhe praktikat e padrejta né rekrutim, ndérsa né t& njé&jtén kohé disa té rinj
ndané pérvoja personale pozitive, duke treguar se perceptimet dhe pérvojat mbeten té pérziera dhe t&
ndara.

Arsimi (31.51%) dhe shérbimet shéndetésore/publike (23.97%) gjithashtu u identifikuan si
fusha té réndésishme t& ndikuara nga korrupsioni, duke sugjeruar se korrupsioni perceptohet si njé
fenomen qé prek shérbimet thelbésore dhe mundésité e lidhura drejtpérdrejt me miréqgenien dhe zhvillimin
e té rinjve.

Né ményré domethénése, asnjé nga respondentét nuk ka deklaruar se korrupsioni “nuk &shté njé
problem i madh”, duke forcuar perceptimin se ai shihet si njé¢ sfidé e pérhapur dhe sistemike q&€ ndikon né
dimensione t€ ndryshme t€ jetés sociale, ekonomike dhe politike né Shqipéri.

NDERGJEGJESIMI DHE KUPTIMI I TE RINJVE PER POLITIKBERJEN

Rezultatet tregojné se t& rinjté raportojné nivelin mé t& larté t&€ kuptimit pér qeveriné kombétare
(62.3%) dhe pér strukturat e qeverisjes né universitetin ose vendin e punés (61.7%). Kjo lidhet
kryesisht me faktin se shumica e respondentéve jané¢ studenté dhe, si rrjedhojé, jané mé t&€ ekspozuar ndaj
strukturave t&é geverisjes universitare dhe diskutimeve politike n€ nivel kombétar. Njohurité mbi
geverisjen vendore jané relativisht mé t& uléta (47.95%), ndérsa njé numér i konsiderueshém raporton
vetém kuptim t& pjesshém (34.3%), duke treguar familjaritet t¢ kufizuar dhe jo njohje t& ploté. Kjo
sugjeron se proceset ¢ geverisjes vendore mbeten mé pak t& dukshme ose mé pak angazhuese pér té rinjté.

Ndérsa kuptimi i Bashkimit Evropian &shté relativisht i lart¢ pér njé vend jo-anétar, me 52.7% té
té rinjve g€ raportojné nivel t& larté njohjeje, 28.1% njohje mesatare dhe 17.8% njohje t& ulét. Kjo tregon
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se, megjithése t& rinjté jané pérgjithésisht t& vetédijshém pér BE-n& dhe rolin e tij, shumé prej tyre nuk
kané njohuri t€ thelluara mbi institucionet dhe proceset e politikébérjes s¢ BE-sé.

T& rinjté tregojné familjaritet mesatar deri té larté me procesin legjislativ kombétar, krahasuar
me njohurité mbi proceset e BE-s¢, t& cilat jané dukshém mé té& uléta (vetém 17.12% raportojné
familjaritet t& lart€). Kjo tregon njé boshllék njohurish né lidhje me geverisjen e BE-s¢, e cila mbetet
relativisht e largét ose e véshtiré pér t’u kuptuar nga té€ rinjté, edhe pse njohuria e pérgjithshme pér BE-né
&shté e konsiderueshme.

Familiariteti me konceptin e konsultimit publik mbetet relativisht i kufizuar. Ndérsa 41.8%
raportojné njohje mesatare, vetém 24% shprehin njohje té larté me kété koncept. Rreth njé€ e treta e
respondentéve (31.5%) tregojné njohje t& ulét, duke sugjeruar se shumé té rinj nuk jané plotésisht t&
vetédijshém pér ményrén se si funksionojné né praktiké proceset formale té konsultimit.

Ndérkohg, respondentét duket se jané mé t&€ informuar mbi ményrat se ku mund t€ gjejné mundési
pjesémarrjeje né komunitetet e tyre ose né universitete. Rreth 44.5% raportojné njohje té larté t&
mundésive t&€ pjes€marrjes, ndérsa vetém 19.2% tregojné njohje t& ulét. Kjo sugjeron se kanalet e
pjesémarrjes n€ nivel lokal dhe universitar jané mé t¢ aksesueshme dhe mé té dukshme pér té rinjté sesa
mekanizmat formalg t& konsultimit institucional.

Rezultatet e anketés tregojné gjithashtu njé kuptim relativisht mesatar t& ményrés se si mund té
propozohen dhe ndikohen ligjet né nivel kombétar. M& shumé se gjysma e respondentéve identifikuan
sakté deputetét e Kuvendit (56.9%) dhe geveriné ose ministrat (61.6%) si aktoré¢ q¢ mund t&
propozojné legjislacion. Megjithaté, vetém 40.4% njohin se edhe qytetarét mund t& propozojné iniciativa
pérmes peticioneve kur mblidhet njé numér i mjaftueshém firmash. Pér mé tepér, 11.6% deklarojné se
nuk e diné€ kush mund té& propozojé ligje, duke treguar boshllége né€ njohurité qytetare dhe institucionale.

Gjetjet tregojné gjithashtu nj€ nivel mesatar ndérgjegjésimi pér mundé&sité e pjesémarrjes sé
qytetaréve né hartimin e ligjeve. Péraférsisht 65.1% e respondentéve besojné se qytetarét mund té japin
feedback mbi projektligjet, ndérsa 20.6% nuk e diné nése ekzistojné kéto mundési.

Kur u pyetén pér fazén né té cilén qytetarét mund t& marrin pjesé€ né proceset legjislative, pak mé
shumé se gjysma e respondentéve (52.1%) identifikuan sakté fazén e konsultimit publik ose dégjesave
publike. Né ményré t&€ ngjashme, vetém 45.9% treguan njohuri té sakta mbi mekanizmat kombétaré t&
konsultimit publik, si dorézimi i komenteve me shkrim gjaté periudhave zyrtare t&€ konsultimit geveritar.

Ky model &shté i ngjashém me grupin qé€ tregoi kuptim t& konceptit t&€ konsultimit publik.
Ndérkohég, pjesa tjetér e respondentéve ose nuk ka ndérgjegjésim, ose ka perceptime té pasakta si pér
kohén e pjesémarrjes (48% e respondentéve), ashtu edhe pér mekanizmat e duhur (54% e respondentéve)
pér t’u angazhuar né konsultimet publike.
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Njohuri mbi mekanizmat/ format e pjesémarrjes

Preferoj té mos pérgjigiem NN 20.55%

Asnjé nga mé sipér M 5.48%

Mekanizma raportimi/ ankimimi pér trajtim té padrejté... 15.07%
Nisma té shoqérisé civile / OJF-ve 29.45%
Kontaktim i pérfagésuesve té zgjedhur ose autoriteteve... 10.27%
Vullnetarizém / nisma komunitare 32.19%
Peticione ose fushata nénshkrimesh 23.97%

Késhilla studentoré / pérfagésim universitar I 43.84%
Késhilla rinoré ose organe késhillimore rinore 41.10%
Konsultime publike té organizuara nga autoritetet 32.88%

0.00%5.00950.00%5.0026.0025.00%8.00%5.00%8.00%5.00%8.00%
Figura 4: Njohuri dhe dijeni mbi Mekanizmat e Pjesémarrjes

Anketa tregon nivele t& ndryshme ndérgjegjésimi lidhur me kanalet € ndryshme té pjesémarrjes
qytetare tek té rinjté né Shqipéri. Késhillat e studentéve dhe mekanizmat e pérfaqésimit universitar
rezultojné format mé t&€ njohura té pjesémarrjes, me 43.8% t& respondentéve qé deklarojné njohje t&
kétyre strukturave. Gjithashtu, késhillat rinoré dhe organet késhillimore (41.1%), konsultimet publike
(32.9%), vullnetarizmi dhe iniciativat komunitare (32.2%) dhe iniciativat e OJQ-ve ose shoqérisé
civile (29.5%) tregojné nivele t&€ moderuara njohjeje.

Megjithatg, ndérgjegjésimi shté dukshém mé i ulét pér kanalet mé formale ose institucionale t&
pjesémarrjes. Vetém 10.3% e respondentéve raportojné njohje pér kontaktimin e pérfagésuesve té
zgjedhur ose autoriteteve publike, ndérsa vetém 15.1% jané t& veté€dijshém pér kanalet e raportimit t&
trajtimit t€ padrejté ose shqeté€simeve t&€ lidhura me korrupsionin.

Kéto té dhéna tregojné se té rinjté jané mé t& familjarizuar me mundésité e pjesémarrjes qé lidhen
me arsimin, vullnetarizmin dhe aktivitetet rinore (gjé e konfirmuar edhe gjaté grupeve té fokusit, si
iniciativa t€ lidhura me interesat e tyre), ndérsa mekanizmat institucional€ t& llogaridhénies dhe advokimit
formal mbeten mé pak t€ dukshém dhe mé pak t&€ kuptuar. Ndérgjegjésimi i pérgjithshém ekziston, por
njohurité praktike dhe procedurale mbeten t& dobéta.

Pjesémarrésit né grupet e fokusit konfirmuan se informacioni mbi mundésité e pjesémarrjes
shpesh qarkullon vetém brenda rrjeteve té€ caktuara rinore, universiteteve ose organizatave, duke kufizuar
aksesin e barabarté né mundésité e angazhimit pér té gjithé t& rinjte.

Njohurité mbi institucionet ¢ Bashkimit Evropian dhe mekanizmat e pjesémarrjes rezultojné
dukshém mé t& uléta sesa njohurité mbi strukturat kombétare. Vetém 38.4% e respondentéve
identifikojné sakté Komisionin Evropian si institucionin kryesor pérgjegjés pér propozimin e ligjeve t&
reja t& BE-s€, ndérsa gati njé e treta (32.9%) deklaron se nuk e di pérgjigjen.

318




Né ményré t€ ngjashme, ndérgjegjésimi pér mekanizmat e konsultimit t& BE-s¢ mbetet i ulét.
Pothuajse gjysma e respondentéve (48.6%) nuk jané t&€ vetédijshém pér platformén e konsultimit t&
Komisionit Evropian “Have Your Say”, ndérsa vetém 28.1% e identifikojné sakté até.

Si¢ sugjerojné kéto gjetje, dhe si¢ u konfirmua edhe gjaté Workshop-it té Validimit, megjithése
té rinjté n€ pérgjithési e njohin rolin e Bashkimit Evropian, shpesh u mungojné njohurité praktike mbi
ményrén se si funksionon politikébérja né BE dhe si mund té angazhohen qytetarét me institucionet e tij.

Gjetjet tregojné gjithashtu nivele t& ndryshme familjariteti me konceptet kryesore t&
antikorrupsionit, geverisjes dhe transparencés. T¢ rinjté€ duken pérgjithésisht t& njohur me konceptet e
gjera dhe té diskutuara shpesh si korrupsioni, konflikti i interesit, shteti i sé drejtés dhe sinjalizimi
(whistleblowing).

Megjithaté, termat mé tekniké ose institucional&, pérfshiré pronésiné pérfituese (beneficial
ownership), prokurimin publik, lobimin dhe Zyrén e Prokurorit té Bashkimit Evropian, rezultojné
dukshém mé pak té kuptuar.

Ky model pérséritet n€ t&€ gjithé raportin: respondentét jané mé t& ekspozuar ndaj diskutimeve t&
pérgjithshme publike mbi korrupsionin dhe geverisjen, shpesh pérmes mediave ose diskursit publik,
ndérsa konceptet mé té specializuara institucionale mbeten jashté njohurive t& pérditshme qytetare t&
shumé té rinjve.

A jeni né dijeni té ndonjé agjencie shtetérore / autoriteti shtetéror kundér korrupsionit né
vendin tuaj?
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Figura 5: Njohuri dhe dijeni mbi Institucionet Antikorrupsion

Né ményré t€ ngjashme, ndérgjegjésimi i t€ rinjve mbi institucionet antikorrupsion rezulton
mesatar, por i paploté. Ndérsa 38.4% e respondentéve deklarojné se mund té pérmendin t& paktén njé
institucion antikorrupsion né Shqipéri, pjesa e mbetur prej rreth 60% nuk &shté e ndérgjegjshme dhe nuk
mund t&€ pérmendé asnjé€ institucion té tillé.
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PJESEMARRJA QYTETARE E TE RINJVE

Sa té interesuar jeni pér ¢éshtjet publike dhe vendimmarrjen publike qé ndikojné né jetén tuaj?
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Figura 6: Interesi i té Rinjve né Céshtjet Publike dhe Vendimmarrjen Publike

Gjetjet e anketés tregojné se t& rinjté shfaqin nj€ interes t& forté pér ¢éshtjet publike dhe proceset
vendimmarrése q¢€ ndikojné né jetén e tyre, me rreth 61% té respondentéve q¢ raportojné nivel té larté
interesi pér ¢éshtjet publike, dhe rreth njé e katérta e pjesémarrésve (24.7%) qé raportojné interes
mesatar, ndérsa vetém 11% shprehin nivel t& ulét interesi.

Kéto gjetje tregojné se t& rinjté shqiptaré nuk jané t&€ shk&putur nga jeta publike, si¢ shpesh
perceptohet, por pérkundrazi demonstrojné potencial té forté pér angazhim dhe gatishméri té
konsiderueshme pér t€ ndjekur dhe kuptuar ¢éshtjet qé ndikojné komunitetet e tyre, arsimin, mundésité e
punésimit dhe perspektivat e s¢ ardhmes.

Pavarésisht interesit relativisht t& lart& pér ¢éshtjet publike, rezultatet tregojné nivele mé t&
moderuara t€ ndérgjegjésimit lidhur me ményrat konkrete se si té rinjté mund t€ marrin pjes€ né jetén
publike. Vetém 24% e respondentéve raportojné se ndihen t€ informuar mbi ményrat e pjesémarrjes né
aktivitetet publike né Shqipéri, ndérsa 45.9% deklarojné se jané vetém mesatarisht t&€ informuar. Né
kontrast, m& shumé se njé e katérta e respondentéve (25.3%) raportojné se nuk jang té informuar mbi
ményrat se si t&€ rinjt€ mund t€ angazhohen né jetén publike.

Ky hendek mes interesit dhe informacionit sugjeron se shumé té rinj mund t€ jené té gatshém pér
t& marré pjes€, por u mungon informacioni i aksesueshém mbi kanalet ekzistuese t&€ pjesémarrjes,
mekanizmat e konsultimit, iniciativat rinore ose mundgsité institucionale t&€ angazhimit. Gjetjet tregojné
nevojén pér komunikim mé té fort€, edukim qytetar dhe pérpjekje mé t& médha informuese g€ synojné
rritjen ¢ ndérgjegjésimit mbi mundésité e pjesémarrjes tek té rinjté.

Pjesémarrésit né grupet e fokusit theksuan gjithashtu se informacioni duhet t& komunikohet né
ményra mé t& qarta, mé miqésore pér té rinjté dhe mé t& drejtpérdrejta, veganérisht pérmes universiteteve,
aktiviteteve interaktive dhe platformave té rrjeteve sociale qé té rinjté i pérdorin né ményré aktive. Ata
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sugjeruan g€ institucionet pérkatése duhet t&€ b&jné mé shumé pérpjekje pér té pércjellé informacionin tek
té rinjté.

Televizioni tradicional i lajmeve mbetet burimi mé i pérdorur nga t& rinjté pér t&€ aksesuar lajmet
dhe informacionin politik (37.7%), i ndjekur nga afér nga Instagram Reels dhe Stories (35.6%) dhe
videot ose influencer-at né TikTok (30.8%). Edhe faget online t& lajmeve jané burime relativisht t&
réndésishme informacioni (26%). Vetém 19.9% e respondentéve raportojné pérdorimin e portaleve
zyrtare geveritare si burim informacioni. Kjo mund té tregojé mungesé besimi ndaj institucioneve ose
mungesé€ t€ komunikimit t&€ pérshtatur pér t€ rinjté nga autoritetet publike.

Né pérgjithési, vihet re njé tendencé drejt kanaleve t&€ komunikimit digjital qé jané t€ shpejta, t&
aksesueshme dhe t€ orientuara vizualisht. Rrjetet sociale luajné njé rol gjithnjé e mé ndikues né
formé&simin e ndérgjegjésimit politik, opinionit dhe angazhimit qytetar. Megjithaté, njé efekt negativ i
késaj tendence &shté ekspozimi i shtuar ndaj dezinformimit, g€ vjen si pasojé e pérdorimit mé t€ madh té
rrjeteve sociale.

A keni marré ndonjéheré pjesé né njé konsultim publik (né nivel vendor, kombétar
ose té BE-sé)?nal, or EU level)?

Jo, dhe nuk do té doja N 7.53%
Jo,dhe nuk disi I 17.12%
Jo, por do té doja | mmm——— 55.48%
Po, né nivel té BE-s¢ I 4.79%
Po, né nivel kombétar I 5.48%
Po, né nivel vendor/bashkiak N 9.59%

0.00% 10.00% 20.00% 30.00% 40.00% 50.00% 60.00%

Figura 7: Pjesémarrja né Konsultimet Publike

Rezultatet tregojné nivele relativisht t&€ uléta t€ pjesémarrjes s€ drejtpérdrejté né€ proceset formale
t& konsultimit publik né nivel lokal, kombétar apo evropian, me vetém njé pérqindje t& vogél
respondentésh gé raportojné se kan€ marré pjesé né konsultime né nivel bashkie (9.6%), n€ nivel
kombétar (5.5%) ose né nivel t&€ BE-sé& (4.8%). N¢é kontrast, shumica e respondentéve (55.5%)
deklarojné se nuk kané marré kurré pjes€ né njé konsultim publik, por shprehin gatishméri té larté pér ta
béré kété né t& ardhmen.

Kéto gjetje jan€ vecanérisht t& réndésishme, pasi tregojné njé interes t& larté pér pjesémarrje tek t&
rinjté. Megjithaté, 17.1% raportojné se nuk diné si t€ marrin pjesé né konsultime publike, ndérsa 7.5%
deklarojné se nuk jané té interesuar pér t&€ marré pjesé. Edhe pse gjetjet e méparshme tregojné se té rinjté
kang njé€ nivel t& caktuar ndérgjegjésimi dhe njohurie mbi mekanizmat e pjesémarrjes dhe mundésité e
angazhimit qytetar, kjo njohuri nuk reflektohet né pjesémarrje aktive.

Rezultatet e grupeve té fokusit tregojné se pjesémarrja Eshté mé e mundshme kur aktivitetet
lidhen drejtpérdrejt me interesat personale, studimet ose zhvillimin profesional té té rinjve, dhe kur ata
mund t& shohin qarté vlerén praktike dhe ndikimin e angazhimit t& tyre.
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Pjesémarrja e ulét duket se lidhet jo me mungesén e interesit, por me barriera t& tilla si besimi i
kufizuar né€ institucione, mungesa e informacionit t&€ mjaftueshém, mungesa e mundésive t& aksesueshme
dhe miqgsore pér t& rinjté, si dhe perceptimi se proceset e pjesémartjes kané ndikim té kufizuar real.
Diskutimet gjaté workshop-it t&€ validimit konfirmuan mé tej se shumé t& rinj mendojné se konsultimet
shpesh zhvillohen né ményré formale, pa marré realisht parasysh kontributin e tyre, gjé q¢ dekurajon
angazhimin kuptimploté.

Rezultatet tregojné se votimi &shté forma mé e zakonshme e pjesémarrjes qytetare tek té rinjté né
Shqipéri, me 58.22% t& tyre q¢€ raportojné se kané votuar né njé zgjedhje gjaté 12 muajve té fundit.
Pjesémarrja né aktivitete t€ tjera éshté dukshém mé e ulét, pérfshiré pjesémarrjen né aktivitete qytetare
ose komunitare (27.40%), vullnetarizém (19.86%) dhe pjesémarrje né struktura pérfagésuese studentore
ose rinore (17.18%).

Format mé formale t€ angazhimit, si kontaktimi i institucioneve publike (12.33%), nénshkrimi i
peticioneve ose mbéshtetja e fushatave (13.01%) dhe pjesémarrja né diskutime ose konsultime publike
online (10.28%), mbeten t& kufizuara. Pér mé tepér, 10.27% e respondentéve raportojné se nuk
angazhohen né asnj¢ aktivitet qytetar.

Ké&to rezultate tregojné se, megjithése njé pjesé e té rinjve shfaq interes pér angazhim komunitar,
pjesémarrja pértej proceseve zgjedhore mbetet relativisht e kufizuar.
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6. BARRIERAT DHE FAKTORET MUNDESUES

BARRIERAT

Gjetjet tregojné se pengesa mé e réndésishme q¢ 1 ndalon té rinjté t& marrin pjesé né jetén qytetare
dhe publike €shté mungesa e informacionit t& qarté ose ekspozimi ndaj dezinformimit, e identifikuar nga
52.05% e respondentéve. Kjo tregon se shumé t€ rinj ndihen t& pa-informuar mjaftueshém pér mundésite
e pjesémarrjes, proceset qytetare ose burimet e besueshme t€ informacionit. Mungesa e kohés &shté
pengesa e dyté mé e shpeshté (42.47%), duke treguar se pérgjegjésité akademike, profesionale ose
personale mund t&€ kufizojné angazhimin e t& rinjve.

b}

Njé pjesé e konsiderueshme e respondentéve deklarojné gjithashtu se “nuk diné nga t¢ fillojng&’
(20.55%) ose kané¢ friké nga reagimet negative, kritikat apo ngacmimet online (19.86%). Pér mé tepér,
17.12% besojné se mendimet e tyre nuk do t& b&jné ndryshim, duke reflektuar njé& nivel mosbesimi ose
zhgénjimi politik tek té rinjté.

N¢é kontrast, njé pérqindje relativisht e vogél e respondentéve identifikon si pengesa mungesén e
vetébesimit (7.53%), kostot e pjesémarrjes (8.22%) ose mungesén e interesit (3.42%). Kjo tregon se
mosangazhimi nuk lidhet kryesisht me apating, por me pengesa informuese, strukturore dhe t& besimit, t&
cilat kufizojné gatishméring ose aftésin€ e té rinjve pér t&€ marré pjesé.

Pjesémarrésit né grupet e fokusit pérshkruan barriera si komunikimi i paqarté, mungesa e
koordinimit, oraret e papérshtatshme dhe sfidat logjistike, veganérisht pér té rinjté jashté Tiranés, si
pengesa kryesore g€ kufizojn€ pjesémarrjen.

Shumica e respondentéve (58.22%) e pérshkruajné aksesin né€ informacion mbi mundgsité e
pjesémarrjes qytetare si as “t€ lehtg, as t& véshtiré”, duke treguar nj€ nivel mesatar aksesueshmérie, por
edhe pasiguri mbi ményrén se si dhe ku mund t& angazhohen. Ndérkohg, 16.44% ¢ konsiderojné gjetjen e
ké&tij informacioni t& véshtirg, krahasuar me vetém 17.80% q¢ e konsiderojné t& lehté. Kéto gjetje
forcojné rezultatet e méparshme qé tregojné se mungesa e informacionit t& qarté dhe té targetuar mbetet
njé nga barrierat kryesore t& pjesémarrjes.

Té& dhénat tregojné gjithashtu njé nivel t&€ lart€ mosbesimi ndaj burimeve té informacionit né
rrjetet sociale. Shumica e respondentéve shprehin pak ose aspak besim ndaj influencer-éve né TikTok
(63.70%), meme-ve dhe story-ve né Instagram (60.28%) dhe kanaleve ose grupeve n¢€ Telegram (50%).
N¢é kontrast, burimet ndérkombétare t& lajmeve perceptohen si mé té besueshmet, me 66.44% qé shprehin
besim t& larté. Edhe burimet zyrtare qeveritare tregojné nivele relativisht t& larta besimi (55.48%), t&
ndjekura nga deklaratat zyrtare zgjedhore (45.20%) dhe gazetarét lokalé (41.10%).

Kéto rezultate tregojné se, megjithése rrjetet sociale mbeten burimi kryesor i informacionit pér té
rinjt€, ato nuk perceptohen domosdoshmérisht si burime t& besueshme pér informacion politik ose gytetar.
T& rinjt€ duket se b&jné dallim midis pérmbajtjes q¢ konsumojné shpesh dhe burimeve qé konsiderojné t&
besueshme.

Megjithése t€ rinjté raportojné nivele t& uléta besimi ndaj pé&rmbajtjeve n€ platforma si Instagram,
TikTok dhe Telegram, kéto platforma mbeten kanalet kryesore pérmes t€ cilave pérmbajtja politike
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ndikon né& opinionet dhe veprimet e tyre. Instagram éshté platforma ku respondentét raportojné mé shpesh
ekspozim ndaj pérmbajtjeve politike g€ kané ndikuar né veprimet e tyre (56.85%), i ndjekur nga TikTok
(21.92%) dhe YouTube (10.96%). Facebook (7.53%), Telegram (1.37%) dhe Twitter/X (1.37%) kan&
ndikim dukshém mé t& ulét.

Kjo tregon se ndérgjegjésimi pér rreziqet e dezinformimit nuk e ul domosdoshmérisht ndikimin e
rrjeteve sociale. Ekspozimi i shpeshté ndaj pérmbajtjeve politike dhe qytetare mund té€ ndikojé ende né
perceptime, géndrime dhe sjellje, edhe kur pérdoruesit dyshojné mbi besueshméring e informacionit.

Shumica e respondentéve (60.27%) raportojné se pérmbajtja online nuk ndikon drejtpérdrejt né
angazhimin e tyre qytetar, duke deklaruar se nuk jané ndikuar nga asnjé nga opsionet e listuara.
Megjithaté, disa forma ndikimi jané ende t¢ dukshme: rreth 13.01% kané& marré pjesé né protesta pér
shkak té pérmbajtjeve virale, ndérsa 12.33% raportojné rritje té aktivizmit p&r shkak té thirrjeve té
influencer-&ve. Pér mé tepér, 11.64% deklarojné se mosbesimi i shkaktuar nga korrupsioni ka ulur
gatishmériné e tyre pér t€ béré vullnetarizém.

Kéto tregojné se pérmbajtja online mund t& nxis¢ ose t& dekurajojé pjesémarrjen qytetare. Ndérsa
platformat digjitale mund t&€ mobilizojné angazhimin dhe aktivizmin rinor, ato gjithashtu mund té
kontribuojné né dezinformim, mosbesim dhe mosangazhim kur narrativat e lidhura me korrupsionin
dominojné diskursin publik.

Gjetjet tregojné se narrativat e lidhura me korrupsionin dhe pé&rmbajtja né rrjetet sociale mund té
ndikojné ndjeshém né sjelljen e votimit tek té rinjté€. Gjysma e respondentéve (50%) deklarojné se
pretendimet pér korrupsion i b&jné mé pak t& prirur té votojné, ndérsa 25.34% raportojné se kané
ndryshuar preferencén pér kandidatét pér shkak t€ ndikimit t& rrjeteve sociale. Ndikime té tjera pérfshijné
pé€rmbajtje mbi mashtrime zgjedhore, konsiderata pér bojkot dhe rekomandime nga influencer-ét, por né
nivele mé t€ uléta.

Megjithatg, kéto gjetje duhet t& interpretohen me kujdes, pasi gjaté diskutimeve respondentét
theksuan mungesén e opsionit “asnjé nga t& mésip&rmet”, gjé q€ mund t’i keté cuar n€ zgjedhje t&
detyruara dhe né njé mbivlerésim t& efekteve reale.

Gjithashtu, 17.80% e respondentéve raportojné se shpesh hasin influencer-a ose figura publike qé&
mbéshtesin bojkotet zgjedhore, ndérsa 41.10% 1 hasin kéto pérmbajtje heré pas here. N& pérgjithési, t&
dhénat sugjerojné se té rinjté ekspozohen rregullisht ndaj narrativave g€ mund té dobé&sojné besimin né
proceset demokratike, institucionet politike dhe pjesémarrjen zgjedhore.

Gjetjet tregojné ekspozim té shpeshté ndaj dezinformimit dhe narrativave anti-demokratike tek t&
rinjté, vecanérisht gjaté periudhave zgjedhore. Gjysma e respondentéve raportojné se shpesh ose
gjithmoné hasin pretendime se zgjedhjet do t&€ manipulohen ose vidhen (50%) dhe mesazhe qé thoné se
“vota juaj nuk ka rénd&si” (50%). Po ashtu, 44.52% hasin shpesh akuza pér korrupsion né proceset ¢
pérzgjedhjes s¢ kandidatéve, ndérsa 40.41% ekspozohen ndaj mesazheve qé promovojné mosvotimin si
formé proteste. Ekspozimi ndaj pérmbajtjeve té falsifikuara ose t& gjeneruara me Al &shté mé i ulét, por
gjithsesi i pranishém (26.71%).
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FAKTORET MUNDESUES

Gjetjet tregojné se té rinjté e perceptojné pjesémarrjen demokratike tradicionale, formale dhe
angazhimin e organizuar qytetar si ményrat mé efektive pér t€ ndikuar te vendimmarrésit. Votimi né&
zgjedhjet lokale, kombétare ose evropiane u identifikua si veprimi mé efektiv nga 39.73% e
respondentéve, duke theksuar réndésiné e vazhdueshme té pjesémarrjes zgjedhore tek té rinjté.

Pjesémarrja né konsultime publike ose dégjesa publike ishte opsioni i dyté mé i zgjedhur
(33.56%), duke treguar se t& rinjt¢ e njohin réndésiné e proceseve té drejtpérdrejta t& konsultimit né
ndikimin e vendimmarrjes. Po ashtu, 26.71% besojné se anétarésimi né€ organizata rinore, OJQ ose
iniciativa qytetare &shté njé ményré efektive pér té rritur pérfaqésimin dhe ndikimin e t& rinjve.

Pérqgindje mé t& uléta u regjistruan pér vullnetarizmin dhe veprimet komunitare (10.96%),
kontaktimin e autoriteteve publike (13.70%), pjesémarrjen né€ demonstrata paqésore (13.70%) dhe
nénshkrimin e peticioneve ose fushatave (7.53%). Ndérsa ndarja e opinioneve né rrjetet sociale ose
fushata online mori mbéshtetjen mé t& ulét (4.79%), pavarésisht pérdorimit té€ gjeré t& rrjeteve sociale nga
té rinjté.

Kjo mund t& tregojé€ se shprehja online nuk perceptohet si e mjaftueshme pér té sjellé ndryshime
t& vérteta politike ose institucionale. Pjesémarrésit né grupet e fokusit deklaruan se format fizike dhe
interaktive si diskutimet, debatet, workshop-et dhe aktivitetet komunitare perceptohen si mé domethénése
dhe me ndikim mé t& madh sesa angazhimi vetém online.

Kur u pyetén se ¢faré do té rriste pjesémarrjen e tyre, té rinjté deklaruan se aksesi né
informacion té qarté dhe té thjeshté &sht¢ faktori mé i réndésishém, i zgjedhur nga 51.37% e
respondentéve. Ky rezultat pérputhet fort me pjesét e méparshme té studimit, ku mungesa e informacionit
dhe dezinformimi u identifikuan si pengesa kryesore.

Besimi né¢ informacionin mbi jetén qytetare dhe publike ishte faktori i dyt€ mé i réndésishém
(32.88%), duke treguar se besueshméria dhe transparenca e burimeve t¢ informacionit luajné rol ky¢ né
motivimin e angazhimit. Respondentét theksuan gjithashtu réndésiné e mundésive g€ jané mé afér vendit
ku studiojné, punojné ose jetojné (21.92%), si dhe nevojén pér udhézim, mentorim dhe mbéshtetje
praktike (21.23%).

Njé mjedis m& mikprit€s dhe gjithépérfshirés u identifikua nga 20.55% e respondentéve, duke
treguar se té€ rinjté vlerésojné hapésirat ku ndihen t& pranuar, t€ pérfaqésuar dhe t€ sigurt pér t€ shprehur
mendimet e tyre. Pér mé tepér, 17.12% theksuan réndésiné e marrjes s€ feedback-ut mbi ményrén se si
pérdoren kontributet e tyre, duke reflektuar kérkesén pér procese mé transparente dhe me kuptim real.
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7. TRANSPARENCA, INTEGRITETI, DHE BESIMI

ADRESIMI I KORRUPSIONIT

Ekziston nj& besim i forté tek t& rinjté€ lidhur me potencialin e tyre pér t& adresuar korrupsionin,
duke treguar njé nivel té larté fuqizimi (empowerment). Njé& shumicé e konsiderueshme e respondentéve
besojné se té rinjté mund t€ kontribuojné né€ uljen e korrupsionit né€ vendin e tyre, me pothuajse gjysmén
(48.63%) q¢ shprehin besim t& forté (“patjetér po”). Vetém 15.06% shprehin skepticizém, ndérsa njé
pérgindje e vogél mbetet e pasigurt (4.11%) ose preferon t& mos pérgjigjet (2.74%). Kjo tregon njé nivel
té larté optimizmi qytetar dhe ndjenjé fuqizimi tek t€ rinjté, duke sugjeruar se ata e shohin veten si aktoré
relevanté n€ pérpjekjet kundér korrupsionit

Nése do té donit té raportonit korrupsion ose trajtim té padrejté, qé pérfshin njé
institucion publik, sa té sigurt do té ndiheshit duke e béré kété?

Nuk e di ku ose si ta raportoj 4.79%

Shumé i/e sigurt _ 5.48%
Mjafti/e sigurt | 1 438%
asi/e sigurt,as i/e pasigur |, -7 0%

Mjaft i/e pasigurt 21.92%
shumé /e pasigurt | 1575%
0.00% 5.00% 10.00% 15.00% 20.00% 25.00% 30.00%

Figura 8: Perceptimi i Sigurisé né Raportimin e Korrupsionit

Perceptimet pér sigurin€ né raportimin e korrupsionit jané t€ pérziera dhe pérgjithésisht t&
kujdesshme. Vetém 19.86% e respondentéve ndihen t& sigurt pér té raportuar korrupsionin, ndérsa njé
pjesé dukshém mé e madhe ndihen t& pasigurt, duke treguar shqetésime serioze lidhur me hakmarrjen dhe
mungesén e mbrojtjes. Edhe pse ekziston njé nivel i caktuar besimi, frika nga pasojat dhe pasiguria mbi
sistemet e raportimit mbeten barriera kryesore pér angazhim aktiv qytetar né pérpjekjet kundér
korrupsionit.

Pjesa mé e madhe e pérgjigjeve jané neutrale (27.40%), duke treguar pasiguri ose mungesé
eksperience té drejtpérdrejté me mekanizmat e raportimit. Pér mé tepér, 4.79% nuk diné si ose ku té
raportojné, dhe 10.27% preferojné t& mos pérgjigjen, duke theksuar mé tej hezitimin.

Kur u pyetén se ¢faré do ta bénte raportimin mé té sigurt, respondentét theksuan kryesisht
anonimitetin dhe mbrojtjen. Opsioni mé i zgjedhur ishte mekanizmat e raportimit anonim (48.63%), 1
ndjekur nga mbrojtja nga hakmarrja (34.25%), udhézimet e qarta pér procedurat e raportimit (32.19%)
dhe reagimi mé i shpejté institucional (30.82%). Kéto rezultate tregojné se shqetésimi kryesor nuk éshté
vetém ndérgjegjésimi, por edhe besimi, siguria, konfidencialiteti dhe reagimi institucional. Preferenca e
fort€ pér anonimitet dhe mbrojtje thekson frikén nga pasojat negative si njé penges€ qendrore pér
raportimin e korrupsionit.
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Njohurité mbi ményrén e raportimit t&€ korrupsionit jané t€ pjesshme dhe t& shpérndara né ményré
té pabarabarté. Vetém 21.92% e respondentéve deklarojné se e din€ saktésisht ku duhet raportuar
korrupsioni, ndérsa shumica kané vetém njé ide t& pérgjithshme (36.30%) ose nuk e ding fare (20.55%).
Pér mé tepér, 8.90% besojné se raportimi nuk do té sjellé ndryshim, duke reflektuar njé nivel skepticizmi
institucional. Pjesa e respondentéve qé preferojné t&€ mos pérgjigjen (12.33% ) mund té tregojé pasiguri
ose parehati ndaj temés.

Te rinjté pjesémarrés né grupet e fokusit theksuan gjithashtu se, edhe kur mekanizmat e raportimit
ekzistojné zyrtarisht, shumé t& rinj hezitojné t’i pérdorin ato, pasi nuk jané t& sigurt nése institucionet do
té reagojné né ményré efektive apo do té garantojné mbrojtje dhe konfidencialitet.

Besimi né institucionet pérgjegjése pér trajtimin e korrupsionit éshté i pabarabarté dhe i
pérgendruar kryesisht te strukturat formale t& drejtésisé, t& cilat gézojné besimin ¢ 43.15% t&
respondentéve. Pas tyre vijn€ mediat dhe gazetarét (23.97%) dhe policia (20.55%). Besimi n¢ agjencité e
specializuara antikorrupsion éshté mesatar (17.12%), ndérsa besimi te pérfagésuesit politiké (4.11%),
0JQ-t& (7.53%) dhe aktorét e tjeré ndérmjetés mbetet 1 ulét.

Ndérsa sistemi i drejtésisé mbetet autoriteti kryesor 1 besuar, besimi i pérgjithshém éshté i
fragmentuar, me nivel t& ulét besimi te aktorét politiké dhe aktorét e tjeré institucionalé. Besimi relativisht
mé i lart€ te media sugjeron se t& rinjté e perceptojné gazetaring si njé mekanizém t& réndésishém
llogaridhénieje.
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8. NEVOJAT, FORMATET E PREFERUARA DHE
ZGJIDHJET

Gjetjet tregojné se transparenca, qartésia dhe drejtésia jané faktorét mé té réndésishém qé
ndikojné né rritjen e besimit tek institucionet publike. Faktori mé i zgjedhur pér té rritur besimin e t&
rinjve né institucionet publike éshté q¢ hapat dhe procedurat té shpjegohen qarté paraprakisht
(49.32%), i ndjekur nga trajtimi i barabarté dhe rregullat e qéndrueshme pér té gjithé (36.30%).
Elementg t¢ tjeré t€ réndésishém pérfshijné kriteret e qarta t& vendimmarrjes (19.86%) dhe kostot ose
tarifat e qarta (13.70%). Njé& numér mé i vogél respondentésh i japin prioritet mjeteve operacionale si
afatet e qarta (11.64%), mund&sisé pér t& béré pyetje dhe pér t& marré pérgjigje (8.90%), apo ndjekjes
online t& proceseve (7.53%).

NEé pérgjithési, kéto rezultate tregojné se besimi ndértohet kryesisht pérmes parashikueshmérisé,
drejtésis€ dhe transparencés s€ procedurave, dhe jo aq pérmes mjeteve digjitale apo lehtésirave
administrative. T€ rinjt€ i kushtojné rénd€siné mé t&€ madhe kuptimit t& ményrés se si merren vendimet
dhe sigurimit qé€ rregullat zbatohen né ményré t& barabarté pér té gjithé qytetarét.

Respondentét identifikojné ¢éshtjet ekonomike dhe t& sigurisé si prioritetet mé t& réndésishme pér
Bashkimin Evropian, s€ bashku me ¢éshtjet e gqeverisjes. Prioriteti mé i zgjedhur €shté rritja e gmimeve
dhe kostoja e jetesés (36.99%), i ndjekur nga mbrojtja dhe paqja (29.45%) dhe papunésia dhe krijimi i
vendeve t& punés (23.29%). Mbrojtja sociale (21.92%) dhe demokracia dhe shteti i s& drejtés (21.23%)
renditen gjithashtu relativisht lart, ndérsa arsimi dhe trajnimi (15.75%) dhe ¢éshtjet mjedisore (8.90%)
marrin nivele mé t& uléta prioriteti. Kéto rezultate sugjerojné se t& rinjté jané kryesisht t&€ shqetésuar pér
presionet e menjéhershme socio-ekonomike, veganérisht inflacionin dhe punésimin, duke ruajtur
njékohé&sisht ndérgjegjésim pér ¢éshtje mé t& gjera t& qeverisjes dhe stabilitetit.

Té dhénat tregojné njé kérkesé té forté pér njohuri mbi integrimin evropian, transparencén dhe
mekanizmat e pjesémarrjes qytetare. Tema mé e kérkuar éshté¢ ményra se si funksionon Bashkimi
Evropian dhe si mund té angazhohen té rinjté me té (48.63%), e ndjekur nga integriteti, transparenca
dhe mjetet antikorrupsion (40.41%). Tema té tjera t¢ renditura lart pérfshijné t¢ drejtat e qytetaréve dhe
aksesin né informacion (24.66%), pjesémarrjen né konsultime publike (21.92%), késhillat rinoré dhe
strukturat e geverisjes (21.92%) dhe kuptimin e proceseve vendimmarrése né nivel kombétar dhe lokal
(21.23%).

Kéto gjetje tregojné njé interes t& qarté pér njohuri praktike qytetare dhe “alfabetizim
institucional”, vecanérisht mbi ményrén se si funksionojné sistemet dhe si mund t& angazhohen aktivisht
t& rinjt€ me to. Theksi mbi njohurité lidhur me BE-né reflekton gjithashtu réndésiné e procesit té
integrimit evropian né Shqipéri, pasi t€ rinjt€ jan€ vazhdimisht t&€ ekspozuar ndaj diskutimeve pér
integrimin evropian dhe e perceptojné kété njohuri si gjithnjé e mé t&€ réndésishme pér t&€ ardhmen e tyre,
angazhimin qytetar dhe rolin né shoqgéri.

Respondentét shfaqin preferencé pér formate interaktive dhe eksperimentale té t&€ nxénit né
aktivitetet q& lidhen me pjesémarrjen rinore dhe angazhimin qytetar. Formati mé i preferuar jané
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workshop-et ose klinikat (38.36%), t€ ndjekura nga projektet e vullnetarizmit (28.77%) dhe aktivitetet
kreative ose t& bazuara né storytelling (23.29%). Mentorimi (20.55%), simulimet ose bootcamp-et
(14.38%) dhe sesionet online/webinarét (14.38%) zgjidhen mé rrall€. Kéto rezultate sugjerojné se té
rinjté preferojné pérvoja praktike, pjesémarrése dhe sociale té t&€ nxénit q¢ mundésojné ndérveprim té
drejtpérdrejté, bashképunim dhe pérfshirje praktike, né vend té formateve thjesht digjitale ose pasive té t&
mésuarit.

Cilat mjete do té ishin mé té dobishme pér té mbéshtetur pjesémarrjen tuaj dhe
gasjen né informacion e njohuri té besueshme?

Mjet Tjetér 0.00%
Preferoj té mos pérgjigjem _ 18.49%
Grupe mbéshtetjeje bashkémoshatarésh ( peer to peer) _ 23.29%
Shpjegime té shkurtra (video / infografiké) ||| TG 277
Njé platformé digjitale miqésore pér té rinjté _ 40.41%
Njé kalendar mundésish _ 20.55%
Njé udhézues/toolkit i thjeshté se si té merrni pjesé _ 21.23%

0.00%5.00%10.0095.00920.00985.00980.00985.00%0.00%5.00%

Figura 9: Mjetet e Nevojshme pér té Mbéshtetur Pjesémarrjen dhe Aksesin né Informacion

Krijimi i njé platforme digjitale migésore pér té rinjté u identifikua si mjeti mé i dobishém pér
lehtésimin e aksesit né informacion té besueshém dhe pér mbéshtetjen e pjesémarrjes rinore (40.41%),
duke reflektuar njé kérkesé té qarté pér sisteme informacioni té€ centralizuara, lehtésisht t& aksesueshme
dhe t& besueshme.

Kjo pasohet nga pérmbajtje t& shkurtra shpjeguese si video ose infografika (28.77%), grupe
mbéshtetése mes bashkémoshataréve (23.29%) dhe mjete ose guida té thjeshta praktike (21.23%).
Gjithashtu, njé kalendar i mundésive pér pjes€émarrje u konsiderua i dobishém nga 20.55% ¢
respondentéve.

Kéto rezultate sugjerojné se té rinjté kérkojné informacion q€ &shté i shpejté pér t’u aksesuar, i
shpjeguar qarté, vizualisht térheqés dhe i lehté pér t’u kuptuar. N t&€ nj&jtén kohé, interesi pér grupet e
mbéshtetjes mes bashk&moshataréve tregon se t€ rinjté vlerésojné gjithashtu té€ mésuarit pérmes
bashké&punimit, ndérveprimit dhe shkémbimit me t€ rinj té tjeré. N& pérgjithési, gjetjet theksojné
réndésiné e kombinimit t& aksesueshmérisé digjitale me qasjet pjesémarrése dhe té bazuara né komunitet
né angazhimin qytetar.
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9. PERFUNDIME

Gjetjet e kétij raporti tregojné se t& rinjté né Shqipéri shfaqin njé nivel t&€ larté ndérgjegjésimi dhe
shgetésimi lidhur me korrupsionin dhe ¢éshtjet e integritetit. Korrupsioni perceptohet gjerésisht si njé
problem sistemik i thell€, vecanérisht n€ politiké dhe institucionet publike, i cili vazhdon t& minojé
besimin né institucione, drejtésiné dhe mundésité pér pjesémarrje qytetare. Pothuajse 9 n€ 10 respondenté
(89.73%) e perceptojné korrupsionin si t&€ pérhapur ose shumé t& pérhapur, ndérsa mbi 73% besojné se
korrupsioni éshté 1 pranishém né institucionet kombétare dhe pengon biznesin dhe proceset ¢ geverisjes sé
drejté. Aktorét politiké dhe administrata publike perceptohen si sektorét mé t&€ prekur nga korrupsioni,
duke reflektuar njé nivel vecanérisht t€ ulét besimi né strukturat e qeverisjes dhe sistemet e
vendimmartjes. Proceset e punésimit dhe rekrutimit identifikohen si fusha mé e ndikuar nga korrupsioni
(54.79%), t&€ ndjekura nga arsimi (31.51%), duke sugjeruar se shumé té rinj mendojné se merita dhe
mundésité e barabarta jané t€ cenuara.

Pér mé tepér, vetém 30.82% besojné se t€ rinjt€¢ mund t& aksesojné shérbimet publike né ményré
té drejté, duke pérforcuar perceptimet pér pabarazi sistemike dhe pérjashtim. Pavarésisht kétyre
shgetésimeve, gjetjet tregojné se té rinjté shqiptaré mbeten shumé t€ interesuar pér ¢éshtjet publike dhe
pjesémarrjen qytetare: mé shumé se 60% e respondentéve raportojné interes té larté pér ¢éshtjet publike,
dhe 55.48% shprehin gatishméri pér t&€ marré pjesé né konsultime publike. Megjithaté, ky interes nuk
pérkthehet né nivele té larta pjesémarrjeje reale. Angazhimi qytetar mbetet kryesisht i kufizuar né votim
(58.22%), ndérsa pjesémarrja né proceset formale té politikébérjes dhe konsultimit mbetet e ulét. Ky
hendek mes gatishmérisé dhe veprimit sugjeron se barrierat e pjesémarrjes jané kryesisht strukturore dhe
informative, mé shumé sesa motivuese.

Diskutimet né grupet e fokusit treguan gjithashtu se pjes€émarrja kuptohet kryesisht pérmes
angazhimit komunitar, vullnetarizmit dhe aktiviteteve ndérgjegjésuese, dhe mé pak si pérfshirje e
drejtpérdrejté né geverisje dhe politikébérje, duke treguar se pjesémarrja Eshté mé e zakonshme né
aktivitete informale dhe komunitare sesa né mekanizmat formalg institucionalé t&€ konsultimit.

Ndérsa respondentét raportojné njé nivel relativisht t&€ miré t& kuptimit t& sistemeve kombétare t&
geverisjes, njohurité praktike mbi mjetet e angazhimit qytetar, mekanizmat e pjesémarrjes dhe procedurat
institucionale mbeten t& fragmentuara. 31.51% e respondentéve nuk mund té identifikojné mekanizmat e
konsultimit publik, dhe vetém 38.36% identifikojné sakté institucionet antikorrupsion. Ndérgjegjésimi
pér kanalet formale t& pjes€marrjes €shté gjithashtu i kufizuar, me késhillat e studentéve dhe organizatat
rinore gé njihen mé shumé sesa mekanizmat e drejtpérdrejté institucionalé t&€ angazhimit.

N¢ lidhje me transparencén, integritetin dhe komunikimin, gjetjet tregojné se besimi né
institucione mbetet relativisht i ulét, i ndikuar nga perceptimet pér korrupsion, favorizim, mungesé
reagimi dhe mungesé ndjekjeje institucionale. T€ rinjté shprehin interes t& forté pér procese publike mé
transparente, mé t€ pérgjegjshme dhe mé t&€ kuptueshme. Rreth 67% e respondentéve raportojné se
shpjegimi i qarté€ i procedurave dhe proceseve vendimmarrése do t& rriste ndjeshém besimin e tyre né
institucionet dhe shérbimet publike.
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Té rinjté mbéshteten fort né rrjetet sociale dhe platformat digjitale si Instagram (35.62%) dhe
TikTok (30.82%) pér informacion. Megjithaté, ata mbeten t€ kujdesshém ndaj besueshmérisé sé€ kétyre
burimeve dhe shfaqin mé& shumé besim ndaj lajmeve ndérkombétare dhe kanaleve zyrtare t&
informacionit. M¢ shumé se gjysma e respondentéve (50%) raportojné se hasin shpesh pérmbajtje
politike ose sociale online, duke treguar ekspozim t& shpeshté ndaj dezinformimit dhe manipulimit,
veganérisht gjaté periudhave zgjedhore.

Né ményré t€ réndésishme, raporti identifikon gjithashtu njé potencial t&€ madh pér angazhimin
rinor dhe veprimin kundér korrupsionit. Njé shumicé e konsiderueshme e respondentéve (78.08%)
besojné se t€ rinjté mund t€é kené njé ndikim pozitiv n€ adresimin e korrupsionit dhe pé&rmirésimin e
geverisjes. Megjithaté, shqeté€simet pér siguriné dhe mbrojtjen mbeten t&€ médha. Vetém 19.86% ndihen té
sigurt pér t€ raportuar korrupsionin, ndérsa shumé respondenté theksojn€ nevojén pér mekanizma
anonimé raportimi (48.63%), mbrojtje nga hakmarrja (34.25%) dhe udhézime mé t& qarta pér procedurat
e raportimit (32.19%). Kéto gjetje tregojné se fuqizimi i t€ rinjve nuk mjafton pa garanci institucionale
dhe masa pér ndértimin e besimit.

Raporti identifikon mé tej se barrierat kryesore pér pjesémarrje nuk lidhen me mungesén e
interesit, por me mungesén e informacionit t€ qarté, dezinformimin, aksesin e kufizuar né¢ mundési,
kufizimet logjistike dhe besimin e ulét se pjesémarrja sjell rezultate domethénése. Shumé pjesémarrés
theksuan se t& rinjté shpesh nuk marrin pjesé sepse nuk besojné se zéri i tyre ndikon né vendime apo sjell
ndryshim t&é dukshém.

Né té njéjtén kohg, faktorét mundésues t€ identifikuar nga respondentét pérfshijné aktivitete
interaktive dhe migésore pér té rinjt€, mundési praktike angazhimi, mentorim, rrjetézim dhe formate
pjesémarrjeje té lidhura me zhvillimin personal ose profesional.

T& dhénat theksojné& mé tej réndésiné e transparencés, aksesueshmérisé dhe mbéshtetjes praktike
né forcimin e pjes€émarrjes rinore. Respondentét identifikojné proceset e qarta dhe procedurat transparente
(49.32%) si masat mé t&€ réndésishme pér ndértimin e besimit.

S¢€ fundi, gjetjet tregojné njé kérkesé t& forté pér mjete dhe formate mé t& aksesueshme dhe
miqésore pér t& rinjté. T& rinjté preferojné qasje interaktive, praktike dhe vizualisht térheqése si formatet e
shkurtra shpjeguese, videot ose infografikat (28.77%), si dhe platformat digjitale migé&sore pér t& rinjté
(40.41%) q¢ ofrojné informacion té centralizuar dhe t& besueshém. Ata gjithashtu shprehin preferencé pér
formate pjesémarrése si workshop-e, projekte vullnetarizmi, debate, mentorim dhe mundési té t& nxénit
pérmes pérvojés. Pjesémarrésit theksojné gjithashtu réndésing e pérfshirjes sé t&€ rinjve nga zonat rurale
dhe krijimit t&€ mundésive mé gjithépérfshirése dhe té aksesueshme né t&€ gjithé vendin.

Né pérgjithési, raporti paraget njé panoramé té€ njé gjenerate q¢ &shté politikisht e ndérgjegjshme,
e angazhuar né ményré kritike dhe e gatshme pér t& kontribuar, por e kufizuar nga besimi i ulét
institucional, njohurité e pamjaftueshme qytetare, mundésité e kufizuara té pjesémarrjes dhe shqetésimet
pér drejtésiné dhe siguriné. Gjetjet sugjerojné se forcimi i pjes€martjes rinore n€ Shqipéri kérkon njé
kombinim t& edukimit mé t& mir€ qytetar, praktikave transparente institucionale dhe mekanizmave t&
ndjekjes, mekanizmave t& aksesueshém té pjesémarrjes, mbrojtjes pér qytetarét aktivé dhe kanaleve té
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komunikimit t&€ besueshme dhe miqgésore pér té rinjté q&é mund té rindértojné besimin dhe té rrisin
pjesémarrjen qytetare té té rinjve.
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10. REKOMANDIME

REKOMANDIME PER PROJEKTIN RISE BALKANS

1. Ofrimi i aftésive dhe njohurive qytetare pérmes metodave interaktive dhe té t&€ nxénit
pérmes pérvojés

Programi RISE Balkans duhet t’i japé pérparési qasjeve praktike dhe pjesémarrése té t& nxénit pér t&
forcuar kompetencat qytetare té té rinjve. K&to formate duhet t’i angazhojné aktivisht t& rinjté né skenaré
real€ qytetar€, t& nxisin reflektim mbi pérvojat personale dhe t€ promovojné t€ nxénit mes
bashkémoshataréve, si dhe zakone afatgjata t& pjes€émarrjes.

2. Zhvillimi i mjeteve digjitale informuese térheqése mbi funksionimin e BE-sé, geverisjen dhe
mundésité e angazhimit rinor

Programi duhet t& krijojé video té shkurtra shpjeguese, fletépalosje digjitale dhe infografika q& shpjegojné
ményrén se si funksionon BE-ja, marrédhénien e Shqipéris€ me proceset ¢ BE-s&, rolin e institucioneve
dhe mundg&sité pér pjesémarrjen e té rinjve.

REKOMANDIME PER POLITIKBERESIT DHE INSTITUCIONET
PUBLIKE

1. Kirijimi i platformave té sigurta dhe anonime digjitale pér raportimin e korrupsionit
Institucionet publike duhet t& krijojné platforma digjitale t& sigurta dhe anonime ku t& rinjt€ mund
t& raportojné né ményré t& sigurt korrupsionin dhe praktikat joetike pa friké nga hakmarrja. Kéto
platforma duhet t& garantojné konfidencialitet, procedura transparente ndjekjeje dhe mekanizma
t& thjeshté raportimi q€ ndértojné besim dhe llogaridhénie.

2. Pérmirésimi i reagimit institucional dhe komunikimit me té rinjté
Institucionet duhet t& forcojné komunikimin me té rinjté duke vendosur sisteme t& detyrueshme
pérgjigjeje, pika kontakti t& dedikuara pér rinin€ dhe afate t€ qarta pér trajtimin e shqetésimeve
dhe raportimeve té té rinjve. Komunikimi transparent dhe mekanizmat ¢ dukshém t& ndjekjes do
t’i ndihmojné t€ rinjté t&€ ndihen té dégjuar dhe t€ mbéshtetur.

3. Krijimi i njé platforme kombétare ose rajonale informuese pér té rinjté
Dubhet té zhvillohet njé platformé digjitale e centralizuar dhe miqésore pér té rinjté, e cila ofron
informacion t& verifikuar mbi pjes€marrjen qytetare, mundésité rinore, shérbimet publike,
konsultimet dhe burimet arsimore. Kjo do t€ reduktonte fragmentimin e informacionit dhe do t&
pé€rmirésonte aksesueshméring dhe besimin.

4. Sigurimi qé informacioni té arrijé tek té rinjté pérmes kanaleve té besueshme dhe té
strukturuara
Institucionet duhet t&€ shp&rndajné informacionin gqytetar dhe antikorrupsion pérmes burimeve t&
besueshme si kanalet zyrtare institucionale, gazetarét, shkollat dhe universitetet. Duke gené se
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52.05% e respondentéve identifikojné mungesén e informacionit ose dezinformimin si penges¢,
duhet t& integrohen sesione t¢ strukturuara t€ edukimit qytetar dhe aktivitete informuese né
shkolla dhe universitete.

5. Forcimi i komunikimit digjital té besueshém dhe angazhimit né rrjetet sociale
Duke pasur parasysh pérdorimin e larté t€ Instagram-it dhe TikTok-ut nga té rinjtg, institucionet
duhet t€ pérmirésojné komunikimin e tyre né rrjetet sociale duke prodhuar pérmbajtje t&
besueshme, transparente dhe lehtésisht té verifikueshme. Bashk&punimi me gazetarg, edukatoré
dhe aktor¢ t& besuar qytetaré mund t€ ndihmojé né rritjen e besimit dhe né luftimin e
dezinformimit.

6. Institucionalizimi i pjesémarrjes rinore né konsultimet publike
Institucionet publike duhet t& vendosin mekanizma té strukturuar qé sigurojné pjesémarrje
domethénése t& t& rinjve né proceset e politikébérjes. Kjo mund t&€ pérfshijé kuota pér
pjesémarrjen e t€ rinjve, procedura t&€ thjeshtuara konsultimi dhe raportim transparent mbi
ményrén se si kontributet e té rinjve ndikojné né€ vendimet pérfundimtare.

7. Promovimi i trajtimit té barabarté dhe proceseve transparente té pjesémarrjes
Institucionet duhet t& sigurojné mundési té drejta dhe transparente pjesémarrjeje pér té gjithé t&
rinjt€ duke standardizuar procedurat e konsultimit, duke publikuar kritere t& qarta pjesémarrjeje
dhe duke krijuar mekanizma pér adresimin e pérjashtimit ose diskriminimit né proceset
pjesémarrése.

8. Adresimi i barrierave socio-ekonomike qé kufizojné pjesémarrjen rinore
Institucionet publike duhet t& forcojné politikat pér strehim t&€ pérballueshém, mbéshtetje
financiare dhe mundési pune cilésore pér t& rinjté. Rritja e kostos s€ jetes€s dhe pasiguria
ekonomike ulin afté€sing e t&€ rinjve pér t’u angazhuar aktivisht né jetén qytetare dhe politike, duke
e béré mbéshtetjen socio-ekonomike thelbésore pér pjes€marrje mé té forté.

REKOMANDIME PER SHOQERINE CIVILE DHE ORGANIZATAT
RINORE

1. Zhvillimi i udhézuesve té qarté, té aksesueshém dhe hap-pas-hapi pér pjesémarrjen
qytetare
Organizatat e shoqérisé civile dhe organizatat rinore duhet t& krijojné udhézues praktiké dhe
materiale migésore pér pérdoruesit qé shpjegojné ményrén se si té rinjt€ mund t€ marrin pjesé né
proceset e konsultimit qytetar dhe publik. Kéto materiale duhet t& pérfshijné udhézime té qarta,
afate kohore, shembuj t& pjesémarrjes sé suksesshme dhe shpjegime t& mekanizmave té
pjesémarrjes. Organizatat e shoqérisé civile dhe ato rinore duhet gjithashtu t& forcojné edukimin
qytetar pérmes formateve bashképunuese dhe pjesémarrése qé kombinojné t&€ nxénit mes
bashké&moshataréve me kontributin e ekspertéve, pérfshiré grupe mbéshtetése mes té rinjve,
workshop-e kreative, shkémbime dhe mundési mentorimi. Pér mé tepér, shkémbimet me eksperté
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dhe bashkémoshataré nga vendet e BE-s¢ dhe rajoni mé i gjeré do t&€ ndihmonin né zgjerimin e
perspektivave, forcimin e kompetencave qytetare dhe ekspozimin e té rinjve ndaj praktikave dhe
pérvojave t& ndryshme té pjesémarrjes.

2. Rritja e ndérgjegjésimit pér antikorrupsionin dhe mekanizmat kombétaré té raportimit
Organizatat qé punojné me té rinjté duhet t& organizojné fushata ndérgjegjésimi dhe iniciativa
edukative g€ i ndihmojné t& rinjté t&€ kuptojné mé miré sistemet e raportimit t&€ korrupsionit,
mjetet e integritetit dhe t& drejtat e pjes€marrjes. Duke gené se njé shumicé e konsiderueshme e
respondentéve raportuan se nuk ding si ose ku t€ raportojné korrupsionin, organizatat duhet t&
pérdorin formate t& aksesueshme si video té shkurtra, infografika, udhézues praktiké dhe
workshop-e pér té€ shpjeguar mekanizmat e raportimit dhe té drejtat qytetare. Pérpjekjet e
ndérgjegjésimit duhet t€ synojné vecanérisht shkollat, universitetet dhe komunitetet rinore online.
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Maken0oHCKa Bep3HUja

Pe3ume

Hanmonanauot u3Bemraj 3a MiraJuHCKo yaecTBo Bo CeBepHa Makenonuja, n3paboTeH BO
pamkute Ha npoektoT RISE Balkans, nma 3a 1ien f1a ro npomeHu HUBOTO Ha rpalaHCKa aHTaKUPAHOCT Ha
MJIaIuTe, HUBHATA CBECHOCT 32 aHTHKOPYIIIUCKUTE MEXaHI3MHU U HUBHOTO YYE€CTBO BO JEMOKPATCKHUTE
npornecu. M3Bemrajot npeTcTaByBa AWjarHOCTHYKA OCHOBA 32 KpeHparme WIHU HHTEPBEHIINH, TOTUTHKH
1 aKTHBHOCTH 3a I'Pa/ICHe KaalUTeTH HACOYEH! KOH MJIaJiuTe, IpalfaHCKUTE OpraHU3aluy 1 HOCUTEIUTE
Ha OJUTyKH.

MeTo0N0IIKY, H3BEIITAjOT Ce 3aCHOBAa HAa KOMOMHIPAH IMPUCTAI KOj oraka Jeck-
HCTPaXKyBame, KBAHTUTATHBHA OHJIAJH aHKeTa co 56 MJiaau JIuiia Ha Bo3pacT oA 18 10 26 roauHu, Kako u
KBJIMTATHBHH IOJIATOLU JOOMEHHU NPeKy (POKYC-TPYIH U pabOTHITHUIM 32 BaUAalMja Ha Pe3yITaTHTe
co BKymHO 88 yuecHuim. OBOj MIPUCTAN OBO3MOXYBa ceol(aTeH yBU BO MEPIEIITUUTE, HCKyCTBaTa U
noTpeduTe Ha MIIAJAUTE BO OJAHOC Ha rParaHCKOTO yYeCTBO, TPAHCTIAPEHTHOCTA U BIa/IECHETO.

HaonuTe ykaxyBaar Ha eJleH IapaloKC: HaKo MIIaJUTe MMOKa)KyBaaT BICOK MHTEPEC 3a jaBHU
Mpalama U COJUAHO M03HABAKE HA OCHOBHUTE KOHLENTH MTOBP3aHM CO YIPAaBYyBamkETO, HUBHOTO PEATHO
Y4ecTBO BO ()OPMAJIHHUTE JEMOKPATCKH MPOLECH OCTaHyBa HUCKO. HamecTo Toa, THe moBeke ce BKIy4eHH
npeky Heh)OpMalTHH U TUTUTATHE (HOPMH, KAKO IIacame, BOJIOHTHPAKLE U aKTUBHOCTH HA COLUjaTHATE
MpexH. Bo rmaBHMTE npeyky criafaaT HEAOCTATOK Ha jJaCHH M IOCTAllHU MH(OpMannu, HeaoBepoa BO
HMHCTUTYLUNTE, YyBCTBO J€Ka HUBHUOT IJlac HEMa BIIMjaHHE, KaKO U CTPaB OJ] HETAaTUBHU PEAKLUH U
nocieauny. JJomomHUTeNHO, CTPYKTYpHHUTE IPEIN3BUIN — KaKko ciiabaTa HMIIEMEHTAIN]a Ha
MEXaHU3MHTE 32 MIaJUHCKO YUE€CTBO M OrpaHHueHaTa (yHKIHMOHATHOCT HA MJIaJANHCKUTE COBETH —
JIOTIOJTHUTEITHO TO OTPAaHWYYBaaT MO3HAYajHOTO YUECTBO.

U3BemTajoT UCTO Taka yKaxkyBa Ha HICKO HHBO Ha JIOBepOa BO MHCTUTYIIUUTE M BUCOKA
nepleniyja 3a KopyIiiyja, ITO HeraTHBHO BIIMjac BP3 MOTHBAIMjaTa Ha MIIQJIUTE 3a y4ecTBO. Bo ncrto
BpeMe, rpalaHCKUTE OPTaHU3alUy U AUTHTATHUTE UIaTGOPMHU Ce MACHTH(UKYBaAaT KaKo KIyYHH
(hakTOpH KOM T0 MOTTHKHYBAaT aHTAKMAHOT, 00e30eayBajku TOGICKCHOMIIHA 1 TTOTOCTAITHH MOKHOCTH
3a BKIIy41yBambe.

Cymupano, miaaute Bo CeBepHa MakeoHja IMaaT HHTEPEC U MIOTEHITH]all 32 aKTHBHO yUECTBO,
HO C€ COOYyBaaT CO CUCTEMCKHU, HH()OPMATUBHH U TICUXOJIOIIKY Npeukd. HaaMuHyBameTo Ha ja3oT
nmoMery CBeCHOCTA U JIejCTBYBabETO Oapa MorojgeMa HHCTUTYIIMOHAHA OJTOBOPHOCT, 1Mo100ap mpucTan
JI0 MEXaHU3MHUTE 3a YYECTBO U IPajickhe J0BepOa BO HHCTUTYIIMHUTE.

Kirygnute npemopaku BKIIy4yBaaT 3ajakHyBamke Ha rparaHCKOTO 00pazoBaHue, Mo100pyBame Ha
BUIAJIMBOCTA U HA NPUCTAITHOCTA HA MOXXHOCTUTC 3a YYECTBO, YHAIIPEAYBAbLC HA ®YHKHHOHHpaEeTO u
WHKITY3UBHOCTA Ha MJIaJUHCKUTE COBETH, NHBECTUPAHE BO TUTUTAITHH ANaTKU MPUCIIOCOOEHH 32
MJIQINTE, KaKO 1 3r0JIeMyBabe Ha TPAHCIAPEHTHOCTA U OTYETHOCTA HAa MHCTUTYIMUTE. [loTpebHu ce n
JOTIOJTHUTEITHN HATIOPH 32 Tpajiehe A0BepOa, 3ajakHyBambe Ha MPAKTUYHNTE BELITUHHA HA MJIaJUTE U
OBO3MO’KYBambhe¢ HUBHHOT IJIaC PEajiHo Ja BiMjae BP3 NPOLECUTE Ha JOHECYBAbE OLITYKH.
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1. BoBen
[Ipoextot Rise Balkans — 3ajakHyBame Ha riacoT Ha MmiaauTe: OArOBOPHOCT, UHTETPUTET,
COJTMIAPHOCT M TparaHCKO yIeCTBO Ha baakaHOT € perrnoHaaTHa HHUIMjaTHBa (PHHAHCHPaHA O]
EBporickara YHHja Koja nMa 3a 1elT 1a To 3ajaKHe YYeCTBOTO Ha MIIaJITE BO IEMOKPATCKHUOT )KUBOT U J1a
M TIOJIP’KU aKTUBHOCTHUTE 3@ MHTETPUTET U 60pOa MPOTUB KOPYIIHMjaTa MPEABOJCHU O] MIATUTE TPEKY
rparaHcko oOpa3oBaHue, IPAKTHIHO YUCH-E, MEHTOPCTBO | MPEKyTpaHuIHa cOpaboTKa.

CeBepHa MaxkenioHmja, Kako 3eMja KaHIUIAT 3a IPHUCTaIlyBambe KoH EBporickara YHuja, ce Haora
BO KJIy4€H MOMEHT KOTa JIeMOKpaTcKaTa TpaHc(opManuja Ha Ap>KaBaTa 3aBUCH HE CaMO O]
WHCTUTYUHOHATHUTE peOPMH, TYKY U Off aKTUBHOTO YUECTBO Ha HEj3WHHUTE TparaHu, 0COOCHO MIIaJuTe
nyte, BO jaBHUOT JKHUBOT.

Bo 0Boj u3BemITaj ce mpeTcTaByBaaT HAOAUTE O] HCTPAKYBAHETO 32 MUCIICHETO Ha MITATUTE
myfe Bo CeBepHa MakemoHMja CIIpoBeeHO BO anprt 1 Maj 2026 roauHa. [ 1aBHUTE HAOIU Ce TOOMECHH O
aHKeTaTa 332 UCIUTYBAhE HA MEPLEHIIUUTE HAa MIIAJUTE 32 KOPYIIMjaTa, CBECHOCTA 32 MEXaHU3MUTE Ha
rparaHCKOTO yYeCTBO, HIBOTO Ha aHTaXXMaH M MOTPeOUTe 32 MOAIPIIKA U 32 TPaJIekhe Ha KalalUTeTUTE
3a TIOTOJIEMO Y4YeCTBO U OIIIITECTBEH aHTaKMaH. Bo aHkeraTa yuecTByBaa 56 Miaau Jyr'e Ha BO3pacT O
18 10 26 roguHM, CO pa3IMyeH CTENeH Ha 00pa30BaHUE, KOU J0araat oJ] pa3IudHU CPEIVUHHA U UMaaT
pasznmdeH paboTeH craTyc. JlomonHnuTeNHO, IpeT aHKeTaTa, Oemle CIIpOBeIeHO TOYETHO HCTPAKYBAhE 3a
no100po pa3dupame Ha KOHTEKCTOT, a [0 CIPOBEYBAKETO HAa aHKETATa CE OPraHu3Upaa 1o JIBe
JUCKYCHU BO (POKyC-TpynH ¥ paOOTUITHHIIM 32 BaJHallija Ha Pe3yATaTUTE OJf HCTPAKYBAHETO Ha KOU
UMallle BKYIHO 88 yUeCHHUIIH.

W3Bemrajot e CTpyKTypupaH BO HEKOJIKY IJIaBHU CETMEHTH M0arajku 0Jf KOHTEKCTYaJIHHOT
MpHUKa3 ¥ METOI0JIOTHjaTa, MPEKy MPETCTaByBamkbe Ha HAOANUTE OJ] aHKeTaTa, C& 0 KOHKPETHH 3aKITyJI0IH
U TIPENOpaKy.

M3BemTajoT € HaMEHET € KaKo IMjarHOCTHYKA ajlaTKa 3a MOTpeOrTe U 3a CIEIHUTE aKTUBHOCTH
Ha npoekToT RISE Balkans, oqHOCHO 1a ipuioHece 3a Kpeupame Ha UIHU 00YKH, ITOJIUTake Ha CBeCTa U
3acTanyBame BO paMKH Ha MMPOEKTOT, HO U MOMIHPOKo. MICTO Taka, U3BEIITajOT MOXKE J1a CITY>KH U KaKo
nmpakTHyHa peepeHIia 3a HeBJIAJUHUTE OPTaHU3alliH1, MJIQJMHCKUTE PA0OOTHUIIM U HOCUTEIUTE Ha
MOJIMTUKY KOW HACTOjyBaar Jia MOTTUKHAT MOAHTKUPAHU U MOMHGOPMUpaHU My rparanu Bo CeBepHa
Makenonwuja.
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2. KoHTeKCT HA MJIAIMHCKOTO Y4€CTBO

2.1 EBpONCKOTO U PerMOHAJTHOTO ONKPYKYBaH-€

MITaguHCKOTO Y4eCcTBO BO (DOPMATHUTE IEMOKPATCKH MIPOIIECH O/IaMHA TPETCTaByBa BaKHA TeMa
Ha uHTepec Bo EBporickata Yamja. OTTyKa, HEKOJIKY HCTpaKyBamke Ha EBpobapomeTapoT ro cienar
HUBOTO Ha MH(GOPMHUPAHOCT M aHT@XXUPAHOCT Ha MilaAuTe Jyfe Bo ogHoc Ha EY u Hej3uHuTE npouec.

Cemak, y4eCTBOTO BO KOHCYJATATUBHUTE TIPOIECH HA HAIIMOHATHO U HA JIOKAJIIHO HUBO OCTaHyBa
HUCKO 0COOEHO Kaj MIIaiuTe Jayre HajaBop o popManHuTe nHCTUTYIHH. Camo 23 % o1 aHKETUpaHUTE
mianu tyfe o EY HaBene fexa y4ecTBOTO BO jaBHU KOHCYJITAIIMH 32 MOJIUTHYKA HHALIMjATHBA €
edexTUBHA (opMa 3a Jja ce CIYIIHEe HUBHUOT Tjac cropea pesyiararure o dnem EBpodapomerap,
Muagu u nemokpatija Bo EBporickara rogaunaa Ha muaaute (2022).

MeryToa, moaaTOUUTE MOKa)XyBaar Aeka OCTOU CHUJIEH HHTEpPEC 3a rparaHCKO YYeCTBO Ha
MITaJIUTE JTyfe KOora UM e OBO3MOJXKYBAaT IOCTAHU M BaxkHU MexaHu3mu. Criopea drern
EBpobGapomerapoT 3a mutamu u nemokparuja (2024), 64 % on mmanute u3pasuiie Hamepa Ja riacaaT Ha
MPETCTOJHUTE EBPOTICKU M300pH, a 48 % mpujaBuiie ieka mpe3elie HeKakBa KOHKPETHA akI[fja 3a MpoMeHa
BO OMIITECTBOTO KAKO MOTITUIIYBAE TIETUIIH]ja, YISCTBO HAa IPOTECT WIIH UCTIPAKAE TTHCMO 10
IoJIUTAYAp.

Bo 3emjute ox 3amanen banxkaH, mporiecoT Ha pUcTammyBame Bo EY co3mame 1 MOKHOCTH |
MPEYKH 32 MITAJIUHCKO yaecTBO. O eJHa CTpaHa, MPUCTAITHUTE areHI1 JOHECYBaaT HOBU MEXaHU3MH 32
rparaHCKy KOHCYJTAIIMY U 32 jaBHa OJITOBOPHOCT, a O] Ipyra cTpaHa, 0aBHUOT HAINpeoK Ha peopmure
Y TIOCTOjaHUTE TIPEAU3BUIIN BO BIAICCHETO MPUIOHECOA 32 TparaHCKa pa304apaHoCT, 0COOCHO Kaj
MJIaJIUTE JIyF'e KOM TIIeAaaT MaJIKy KOPUCT OJ] CBOETO YUYECTRBO.

JloBepOara Ha MyIauTe Jiyre 0] pernoHOT Ha 3amajaeH bajikaH BO jaBHUTE MHCTUTYLIMU € HUCKA.
PenoBHOTO roAMIITHO PEeTHOHAIHO UCTpakyBamke bankan bapomerap Ha CoBeTOT 3a pernoHanHa
copaboTKa IMOCTOjaHO MOKaXXyBa BUCOKA HeZloBepOa Ha rparaHUTe KOH HHCTUTYIIUUTE.

Hypu 78 % on MiiaguTe UCIMTAaHUIU BO PETMOHATHOTO UcTpaxyBame Ha YHULIED ox 2021
TOAMHA LIEJIOCHO MJIM JIeIyMHO HE C€ COIVIacHIIe CO M3jaBaTa JeKa MIaJuTe Jiyfe BO HUBHATa 3eMja UMaat
MOKHOCTH 3a OUAAT CIYLIHATH O OJIUTUYAPHUTE.

2.2 MaaauHcko ydectso Bo CeBepHa Makenonuja

[IpaBHaTa paMka 3a MIaIMHCKO YYE€CTBO BO 3€MjaTa € MOCTaBeHa cO 3aKOHOT 33 MIIAJIITHCKO
Y4€CTBO M MJIaIMHCKHU ToauTuku o 2020 roarHa Koj MpeTcTaByBa KiIy4YHa 3aKOHO/IaBHA OCHOBA KOja
MpeIBUIyBa BOCIIOCTaBYBakhe Ha MIIQJIMHCKHA COBETH Ha JIOKAITHO U HA HAIIMOHATTHO HUBO U HAJIOXKYyBa
BKIJIydyBam-€ Ha TJIaCOT Ha MJIAIUTE BO MPOIECUTE HAa KPEUPamhe MOIUTHKHN U OJITyIyBambe.

Bo nommpok koHTeKcT, peBunupanara Epporicka [ToBenba 3a yuecTBO Ha MiIauTe BO JIOKATHHOT
¥ BO pernoHATHUOT kuBOT Ha CoBetoT Ha EBpoma ox 2003 roawHa npeTcTaByBa KiydeH peepeHTeH
JOKYMEHT 3a CTaHJapAM 332 OBO3MOXKYBamhe MIIaAMHCKO yuecTBo. Mako [ToBenbaTa He € mpaBHO
00Bp3yBauKa, cemak, qpkaBute-wieHkn Ha CoeToT Ha EBpomna, kako mro e u CeBepra MakenoHnuja,
uMaatr MOpajHa O0BpPCKa J1a TM CIIPOBEIYBaaT HEJ3UHUTE MTPUHIIHIIH.
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Kaxo u na e, Bo mpakca, ydecTBoTo Ha Miaanute Bo CeBepHa MakeloHHja OCTaHyBa
He3HaunuTenHo. [IponenkaTa Ha HanmroHaHHOT MIaIMHCKHU coBeT Ha Makemonuja ox 2024 roquHa
MOKa)KyBa JieKa, HaKO 3aKOHCKa 00BPCKa, CeMak MJIaIMHCKU COBETH IMOCTOjaT BO MOMAJIKY OJ1 ITOJIOBUHATA
OIMIITHHHU BO 3eMjata (42 %), a oHaMy Kajie IITO TI0CTOjaT, HUBHUTE MaHJIaTH YECTOMATH C€ COBETOIAaBHU
0e3 00Bp3yBavKo BIIMjaHKUE BP3 OJIYIyBambETO BO PAMKHTE Ha OIIITHHATA.

HarmonananTe JOKyMEHTH 32 MIIAUHCKH TTOJIUTHKHA PETKO Ce MPUAPYKEHH CO 3HAYAjHU
IJIAHOBH 3a UMILIEMEHTAIIM]a MK 33 OYIICTCKH aJlOKalliH, a MJIaJIuTe Jyfre 0COOCHO OHHME HAJBOP OJ1
TJIABHUOT Tpajl, IPHjaByBaaT OrpaHUYCHA CBECHOCT 32 (POpMAaTHUTE KaHAIH 33 YIECTBO.

UctpaxxyBamara Ha JOMAITHUTE TParaHCKU OPraHU3aIMU TTOKAXKyBaaT JeKa MIaJNTE U3pa3yBaar
BHCOK CTETICH Ha MOJIMTHYKH WHTEPEC, HO HUCKA JOBepOa BO (POPMATHUTE WHCTUTYIINH, IIITO TH HaBeIyBa
Jla TH MIPETIoYnTaaT He(OPMATHUTE WK aHTAKMAaHUTE MIPEKY COIHjaTHUTE MEIUYMHU HACIIPOTH
(hopManHUTE TparaHCKK MexaHU3MU. M3IIe3H0CTa Kaj TllacauynTe KOM TJIacaar 3a MpB MaT ce 3TOJIEMU Ha
MOCIIETHUTE U300PH IITO € MO3UTHBEH ITOKA3aTeN, HO MIIATUHCKOTO YYECTBO 110 H30OPHHOT JIeH OCTaHyBa
peTKo.

[Tarmemujara co KoBua-19 momoTHUTEIIHO TH BIIOIIH MTPOIIECUTE HA MIIAIHHCKO YIECTBO.
3aTBOPamETO HA YYWIIMINTATA U OTKAXKYBAKHETO HA IParaHCKUTE HACTAHM T'M ITPEKUHAa MPOrpaMuUTe 3a
He(opMaTHO 00pa3oBaHue, TO HaMallija MIQJHHCKOTO YUECTBO U MPUAOHECOa 32 YYBCTBO 3a COIHMjaTHa
TUMCKOHEKIHja Kaj muanute. [lo mangemujata, rpafaHCKUTE OpraHU3aINH T BKIIYIyBaaT MIIQJNTE MIPEKY
JUTUTATHU QJIATKA U aKTHBHOCTH BOJICHH OJ1 BPCHHIIY.

2.3 Cnopenden koHTekcT co EY

Bo criopen6a co 3emjute wienku Ha EY, CeBepHa MakenoHuja mpeTcTaByBa MpoQI THITHYCH 3a
3eMjHUTE Ha MMATOT KOH MPHUCTAITyBakkhe: PEIIATUBHO BUCOKA MOJMTUYKA CBECT U 3aTPHUXKEHOCT 32
MOJUTUKUTE, KOMOMHHUPaHA CO HUCKO (YOPMAITHO YYECTBO U 3HAYUTEIICH HEOCTHT Ha JA0BepOa.

[Monarouure o ®nem bapomerapot 3a miaau u feMokpathja (2024) nokaxysaat neka 64 % oj
aHKeTHpaHuTe Miiaan Bo EY yuecTByBalie BO aKTUBHOCTHTE Ha OapeM e/iHa rparaHcKa OpraHu3aiuja Bo
MPETX0HATA TOMHA.

Bo criopen6a co mnaaute o 3ananeH bankan, ja3oT € Haju3pa3eH BO 00IACTH KaKO jaBHU
KOHCYJITAllH, KOHTAKT CO M30paHnTe MPETCTABHUIIA U MIIAIMHCKO YYECTBO BO TEllaTa 3a MPETCTABYBAbE
Ha MJIaJuTe.

Merytoa muagure nyre Bo CeBepHa MakeIoHH]a ITOKaXyBaaT IMOTr0JIeM MOJUTHYKY aHTaKMaH
MPEKy COIMjATHUTE MEIMYMH OTKOJIKY MHOTY OJ1 HUBHHUTE BpcHUIM Bo EY, ofpa3yBajku nururaieH
aKTHBH3aM KOj MaKO € CHePTUYCH, YECTOMATH € OJBOCH OJ] MPOIIeCUTE Ha (POPMAITHU MOJTUTHYKU
MTPOMEHH.
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3. OB03MOKYyBaYKH (PAKTOPH U MPEUYKH 32 MJIAJUHCKOTO Y4€CTBO

3.1 Knyynu ¢paKkTopu KOM ro 0BO3MOKYyBaaT y4eCTBOTO

Uctpaxysamata Hu3 EBpona n 3anaganot bankan mocrojano uaeHTH(UKYBaaT GakTopu KOU TO
0JIECHYBaaT MIIAJJMHCKOTO Y4eCTBO. THe BKIIydyBaaT JOCTAITHU U JOOPO KOMYHHUIIPAaH! HH()OPMAIINH 3a
MOKHOCTUTE 3a YYECTBO, MOAAPKYBAYKN MHCTUTYIIUOHAJIHU CPECANMHU KOU CCPUO3HO ' an(baRaaT
MMPUAOHECUTE HAa MJIaIUTE, MPEXKA HA BPpCHUIN U I‘paf‘aHCKI/I opraHusalli KOU I'o0 HaMaJIyBaat paroT 3a
Y4Y€CTBO U JUTUTAJIHU aJIaTKW KOM OBO3MOKYyBaaT (1)J'IGKCPI6I/IJIHO YUECTBO. Ha WHAWNBUAYAJIHO HUBO,
rparaHckara MMCMEHOCT € Mel'y HajCHIIHUTE (PaKTOPH 3a OAPIKIIMBO TParaHCKO YUecTBO.

Bo konTekcror Ha CeBepHa MakejoHM]ja, BpEAH 1a CE HCTAKHAT HEKOJIKY (pakTopu KOU ro
OBO3MOXYBaaT yuecTBOTO. [IpBO, MpHUCYCTBOTO HA aKTUBEH IpalaHCKU CEKTOP 0COOEHO OpraHU3aluu KOU
00e30e1yBaaT CTPYKTYPHUPAHU MATEKH 32 MIIAIMHCKO yuecTBOo. OBUE OpraHU3aliy BOJAT [IPOTPaMu 3a
rpafaHcko oOpa3zoBaHue, ypaByBaaT Co COBETOJABHU Tejla 32 MIIAJAX U T MTOBP3yBaaT MIIaIUTe CO
(opMaIHUTE MOKHOCTH Ha JIOKAJIHO, HA HAlMOHAJIHO ¥ HAa HUBO Ha EY.

Bropo, camaTa pamka 3a npucranyBame KoH EY (yHKUnOHHpa Kako MexaHu3aM 3a
0BO3MOXYyBamwe. [Iporpamute Gpurancupanu on EY, BkiyuyBame Bo Epazmyc muryc mporpamure,
EBporicknoT koprnyc Ha COMMIAPHOCT U CEKTOPCKH mporpamu kako Rise Balkans ru 3amo3naBaat
MJIaJIUTE CO €BPOIICKUTE CTAHAAPAHU 32 YUECTBO M 00€30e1yBaaT KOHKPETHO Y4EeCTBO CO TparaHCKU
aHTaXKMaH.

TpeTo, colMjamHuTe MENYMH ¥ MOKPAj HUBHUTE PU3HIM CTaHAa MOOMJIM3MpAUYKa CHIa 33
miaante Bo CeBepHa MakenoHHja 0cOOCHO BO BPCKa CO KaMTabH 3a CIICITU(DUIHN TEMHU.
MoOunu3anuure 3a SKOJIONIKY 1eJIM, aHTUKOPYIIHja U CTYJCHTCKH MTpaBa IoKaxaa JeKa JIMTHTaTHUTS
IaThOPMH MOXKAT JIa TO MOTTHKHAT IParaHCKOTO Y4eCTBO.

3.2 CTPYKTYpHH NPEUYKH

HacnipoTu oBue (akTopu KO TO OBO3MOXKYBaaT y4eCTBOTO, CTPYKTYpHHTE MPEYKU OCTaHyBaaT
3HaYNTEeNHU. Pernonannure HUCTpaXKyBamba BO 33,1'[3.I[GH bankan I/I,I[CHTI/I(l)I/IKYBaaT HCKOJIKY HOCTOj aHu
IMPEYKHN KaKO HEJOBOJIHO (I)I/IHaHCI/IpaH)e Ha aKTUBHOCTH 3a CIIPOBE€AYBAKC HA MITAAUHCKUTE IMOJIMTHUKHU,
cnaba I[e].leHTpa.HI/I3a]_[I/Ija Kojaja OorpaHnvyBa e(i)eKTI/IBHOCTa Ha JOKAJIHUTC MIIaAWHCKH COBCTH,
HEOBOJIHO TPAHCIIAPECHTHO KOPUCTECHC HA IPUAOHECOT Ha MJIAJUTE O] CTpaHa Ha HOCUTEIIUTE Ha OUTYKHU
W ja30T BO rparaHCKOTO 00pa3oBaHKe KOj OCTaBa MHOTY Jyf'e 0€3 OCHOBHO 3HACH:E 32 MIIAJHHCKOTO
Y4€ECTBO.

Konkperno Bo CeBepHa Makenonuja, camo 20 % oJ] ONIITHHUTE TH BKIYYHJIC MIIaJUTE BO
KOHCYJITAIMH 3a U3pab0TKa Ha JIOKATHUTE CTpATerHy 3a Miaau. Miajure of 3eMjaTa ja paHrHpaar
noBepOarta BO HHCTHTYITUUTE Mely 1,6 u 2,2 Ha ckanaTta Kaje mTo 1 € BOOIIITO HeMame ToBepba, a 4 e
IIeI0CHa JToBepoa.

[TomuTHYKOTO OMKpPYKYyBamke, HCTO Taka, UTPa yJiora BO 0BOj KOHTEKCT. CeBepHa Makenonuja
J0KHMBea MPOJODKEHN OJIUTUYKH KPU3H, N300pHU KOHTPOBEP3UH U MPETU3BULH BO YIIPABYBAHBETO CO
3eMjara. MagnuTe KO pacTaT CBe0UejKH Ha KOPYIIHja M HEKa3HHBOCT CE COMHEBAaT IeKa HUBHUOT
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rJIac MOJKe Jia HalpaBy MPOMEHA — IIITO € S/ICH OJ1 HA0UTE JUPEKTHO O/Ipa3cH BO aHKeTaTa Ha Rise
Balkans kane 43 % on nciuTaHUIIMTE HAaBEI0A JIeKa eIHa O] KIIY9HUTE IMPEYKH 32 HUBHO YYECTBO € IITO
HE BepyBaar Jicka HUBHOTO MHUCIICH:E € 3HAYajHO.

3.3 UHauBHUAYAJIHU M COLUJAJTHU MPEYKH

Ha unauBuayaaHO HUBO, HAjUeCTO HABEAYBAaHH MPEYKH CE€ HEIOCTUIOT Ha caMo10BepOa, CTPaBoOT
O]l HETaTUBHU ONIITECTBECHH PEAKIMK U HEMAmETO JIOBOJIHO BpeMe. AHkeTara Ha Rise Balkans ru
MOTBPIyBa OBHE CTaBOBH: 29 % O]l HCTUTAHUIIUTE CE TUIAIIAT OJ1 HETAaTHBHU PEaKIMU MU OHIIAjH
BO3HEMHpYBame, 23 % ro HaBeq0a HETOCTUTOT Ha BpeMe, a 16 % pekoa Jieka He ce 9yBCTBYBaaT JOBOJTHO
CaMOYBEPEHH 3a Jla yueCTByBaar.

HcrpaxkyBamara 3a pOJIOBUTE JUMEH3HH Ha YYECTBOTO BO 3amnajieH bajkaH moka)xyBaat JeKa
MJIaJIUTE )KEHU U HEOMHAPHUTE TIOCMHIIA YECTOATH CE COOYYBAaT CO JAOMOJHUTEIHH OMIITECTBEHH
MPEYKH KOU BKIIy4yBaaT PH3UIIM OJ] OHJIAjH BOHEMUPYBabha U KYJITYPHH HOPMH KOH T'o obecxpabpyBaar
JaBHHOT IJIac.

JlesnH(popMamuTe U MPeoNTOBAPYBAKHETO CO MHPOPMAIIMH MTPETCTaByBaaT c¢ MMOM3pa3eHa
npeuka. Mnaaute Bo CeBepHa MakeoHHja ce M3TI0KEHN Ha IPEKYMEPHU OJIUTHYKA COAPKUHU MPEKY
COLIMjaTHUTE MEINYyMH, TOJIEM JeJ O] HUB CO HECUTYPHA JOBEPIIMBOCT U YeCTONaTH 06e3 MOXKHOCT Jia ce
pa3IMKyBaatr BEpOJIOCTOjHU HHPOPMALIUH 0J1 MaHumyIanyja. OBa HHHOPMAIIMCKO ONKPYKYBAE TH
HarpusyBa M rparaHCKOTO 3HacHe U JoBepOara co3JaBajku Kpyr BO KOj € Majia BEp0jaTHOCTA JAeKa
He3anHTepecUpaHuTe rparaHu ke OapaaT BepoI0OCTOjHI HH(OPMAITUH, OCTaHYBajKH IEIIOCHO TIO
BJIMjaHUE HA H300JMYCHHN HAPATHBH.
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4. ®opMu HA MJIAIMHCKO YY€CTBO

4.1 ®opMaIHU KaHAJIH 32 Y4eCTBO

dopManHUTE KaHAIH 3a YUYECTBO CE€ OHUE BIPaJICHH BO MPaBHATa U BO MHCTUTYLOHATHATA
pamKka Ha ynpaByBameTo. Bo CeBepHa Makenonuja, mpumapHuTe QOpPMaTHI MEXaHU3MH MPEKY KOU
MIIQIUTE MOXKAT J1a CE€ aHTAXKUPaaT BKIydyBaaT U300pH U pedepeHyMu, MIaJUHCKU COBETH Ha JTOKATHO
1 Ha HALIMOHAJIHO HUBO, YYEHUYKH U CTYJCHTCKHU COjy3U U APYTH NPETCTABHUYKH TEJIa, jABHU
KOHCYJITAllUU 32 3aKOHOJABCTBO U 3a ITOJIMTUKHY, IIapJIaMEHTapHU KOHCYJITAIlUM U COBETO/IaBHU TeJla BO
paMKHTE Ha MHHUCTEPCTBATA WM Ha PETYJIATOPHH U IPYTH Ip>KaBHU MHCTUTYLHH.

EnuHCTBEHUOT HallMOHAJICH eJICKTPOHCKU peructap Ha nponucu (EHEP) 00e30enyBa nururanta
atopma npeky Koja rparaHuTe, BKIYIyBajKH ' U MIIaIUTE, MOXKE JIa TO 1aJiaT CBOETO MHCIICHE 3a
MpeIOr-3aK0OHM, HaKO CBECHOCTA 3a OBaa ajlaTKa € orpanmdeHa. Bo oBoj KOHTeKcT, aHkeraTa Ha Rise
Balkans nokaxyBsa aeka camo 12 % UCHHUTaHUIM HEKOTalll y4eCTBYBaJIe BO jaBHM KOHCYJITAIMH, JOACKA
46 % HuKorai He I'o HalpaBWJIe Toa, HO U3pa3yBaar HOAr0TBEHOCT aa mpobaat. U mokpaj Toa, 71 %
WCTIMTAHMIIU MPABHITHO TH HJCHTUPHUKYBaje (Ha3uTe Ha jaBHU KOHCYJITAIVMH, IITO TIOKXKyBa Ha H3BECEH
ja3 moMery 3HaeHETO U JIjCTBYBALETO.

MitaguHCKU COBETH BOCIIOCTABEHHU COTJIACHO 3aKOHOT 332 MIIAAUHCKO YUECTBO U MIIAJUHCKH
MOJIMTUKY TIOCTOjaT Ha JIOKAJTHO U Ha HAIMOHATHO HUBO. HallMoOHAITHNOT MITaTUHCKU COBET CITY’KH KaKO
YaIo0p OpraHM3alja Koja Ty MPecTaByBa MIIaJUTE W MOXeE Jla TH IpeHece Mo Brnagara npamamara mro ru
rpuxat miaaute. MefyToa, JOKaJIHUTE MJIQJIMHCKUA COBETH MIOCTOjaT BO MOMAJIKY O/ TIOJIOBUHA O]
OIIITHHHTE, 2 HUBHATa e(EKTUBHOCT € TIONIpeueHa O] OTpaHIYeHN MaHJaTH, HealeKBaTHU PEeCypCH H
HepenoBHH coctanolm. Ce yite He e popMmupano HallmoHaITHOTO COBETOAABHO TEIO 33 MIIAJIMHCKU
MOJIMTUKY, HUTY HalmoHanHo coOpaHue Ha My, U JIBETE Tea MPEIBUICHH CO 3aKOHOT 32 MJIaJIMHCKO
Y4€CTBO W MIIATUHCKH TIOTHTHKH.

Tenara 3a mpeTcTaByBamke Ha CPETHOUIKOIIUTE U HA CTYyICHTUTE 00e30e1yBaaT yuire eieH
(hopmaneH kaHai 3a yuaecTBo. AHKeTara Ha Rise Balkans otkpu nexa 46 % ucnutaHuIm ce CBECHH 3a
CPEIHOIIKOJICKUTE/CTYACHTCKIUTE COBETH KaKO MEXaHU3aM 3a y4ecTBO, a 25 % ydecTByBaje BO
CPEHOIIKOJICKO WJIM CTYIEHTCKO MPETCTABHUYKO TEJIO BO MOCIIEHATA FOJIMHA.

4.2 HedopMajiHO ¥ a1-XOK y4€CTBO

HedopmanaoTo ydecTBo ordaka IHMPOK OICET Ha rpalaHCKH aKTUBHOCTH KOM €€ CIydyBaatr
HaABOP 0J (popMaIHUTE U O HHCTUTYLIHOHATTHUTE CTPYKTYpH. THe BKIydyBaaT BOJOHTEPCTBO U
I/IHI/II_II/IjaTI/IBI/I BO 3aciHUIATa, IMMOTIIMINYBAaKkE METUIIUN U IIOAJPIIKAa HAa KaMIIalkbu, ITPUCYCTBO HA IIPOTECTH
W jaBHU JIEMOHCTpAIINH, OHJIAjH 3aCTallyBame U KaMIaby Ha COLUjATHUTE METUYMH U aHTXKMaH MPeKy
Fpal’"aHCKI/I OpraHuv3anuu.

Amnxkerara Ha Rise Balkans naBa neranna civika 3a HeopManHOTO yuecTBo. [ acameTo e
HaBEJICHO KaKO HajuecTa MiIaJuHCKaTa akTUBHOCT (66 %) Bo mocnemuauTe 12 Mecenn, IpocieaeHo co
BOJIOHTEPCTBO M NMPUCYCTBO Ha IparaHCKU HAcTaHU (¥ aBeTe 1o 32 %). [loTnunryBameTo IeTHITNH €
nomanky 3actamneto (14 %), rogexa yuecTBOTO BO OHJIAjH KaMIamH mpujaBuie 18 % o ucnutaHumuTe.
OBue OpOjKH c€ BO COTIIACHOCT CO PETHOHATTHUTE TIOJIATOIH, HaKO PEJIATHBHO BHCOKATa CTaIka Ha
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BOJIOHTEPCTBO BEPOjaTHO ja 0Jlpa3yBa KOHIEHTpaIMjaTa BO IPUMEPOKOT Ha aHKETaTa Ha MIIAAN U
CTYAEHTH CO U OHAKa [IorojieMa rparaHcka U3J10KeHOCT.

I'paranckuTe OpraHu3aluy Urpaat KIydHA yJIoTa Kako OJeCHyBa4d Ha He(hOpPMaTHOTO yIECTBO.
Amnkerata Ha Rise Balkans otkpu neka 41 % HCIUTaHHUIN CE CBECHU 33 MHHMIIM]aTUBUTE HA IparaHCKHOT
CEKTOp KaKO KaHAIIM 32 YUECTBO, PAaHTHPAjKU TH KaKO TPET HajpPeno3HaeH MEXaHW3aM 110 CTYJEHTCKUTE
COBETHU M BOJOHTEPCTBOTO. Bo CeBepHa MakenoHja MMa IPUMEPH Ha TparaHCKH OpTaHU3alid KON
00e30e1yBaatT He)OPMaIHU ,,IATEKH * 33 YYECTBO NPEKy KaMIamy 32 3acTallyBambe, IporpaMu 3a 00yKH U
MPOEKTH BO 3a€HUIIATA.

4.3 JIaruTajgHo y4ecTBO

BaxxHocTa Ha AMTUTATHOTO YYECTBO MopacHa ocobeHo 1o nanaemujara co Kosua-19. Onnaju
NETUIMUTE, KAMIIAKBUTE HA COLUJATHUTE MEIUYMH M AUTUTATHUTE KOHCYJITAIMH ITPETCTaByBaaT HOBH
(hopmu Ha TparaHCKO YUECTBO OCOOCHO PEJIEBAHTHU 3a ITOMJIAIUTE JIyTe.

Amnkerara Ha Rise Balkans mokaxxyBa nexa onnaju nopranute (39 %) u ®ejcOyk (34 %) ce
MPUMapHUTE U3BOPH HA BECTU W TIOJIUTUYKY HHPOPMAIMK 32 MIIAIUTE, TIPS/l HAIIMOHATHUTE TEIEBU3UCKH
kanamu (32 %). Uucrarpam (30 %) e ocoOeHO UCTaKHAT Kaj HajMiiaaTa Bo3pacHa rpyma ox 18 mo 20
TOJIMHHU.

CouyjaHUTe MEIMyMHU 3HAYUTEIHO BJIMjaaT Ha TPalaHCKHOT OJJHOC TaKa MTO 52 % UCIUTaHULIU
peKIIe ieKa COAIpIKNHATA BHICHA HA COIMjATHA MEMYMH T'H HalpaBuiia MOMAJKy CKJIOHH Jia TiacaaT
Mopajiv TBPJCH-aTa 3a KopyIyja, noaeka 32 % pa3MuciyBaie aa ru 00jkoTupaar u300puTe Bp3 OCHOBA
Ha HEKOja OHJIajH COAP KUHA.

[MoTeHuMjanoT Ha TUTUTATHATE aJaTKU 32 MOAJpPIIKA HAa He()OPMAITHOTO YUECTBO € MPEro3HacH,
HO Ce YHMHU JIeKa OcTaHyBa Hepeanusupat. [lonoBuna ox ucnuranunure (50 %) naentudukysaie
JUrUTaIHa IIaTdopMa npucrnocoOeHa 3a MIIaid KaKo HajKOPHCHA ajlaTKa 3a IMOAIPIIKA HA Y4eCTBOTO, HO
W eTHOCTaBHU npupavHuiy (45 %) u kpatku Buzea (29 %). OBaa cuiHa noTpeda 3a IMTUTATHA PEeLIeHH]ja
YKaXyBa 32 MOXHOCT 33 HICKOPHUCTYBam€ Ha MIOCTOJHUTE IUIaT(OPMHU 32 IIOCTPYKTYPUPAHO MIIAAUHCKO
Y4EeCTBO.
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5. MeToaoJioruja

5.1 MeToa0/10lIKH MPUCTAI

HUctpaxysamero Ha Rise Balkans mpuMenn nprcran co KOMOMHHpAHU METOJIM BO KO Oea
BKITYYCHHU TIOYETHO HCTPaXyBarhe, aHKETa Ha JaBHOTO MHCJICHE Ha MIIQJINTE KAKO KBAHTUTATHBHO
UCTPaXyBame M KBAJUTATUBHUTE CO3HAHUja JOOMEHU MPeKy OKyC-TpyIUTe U pabOTHITHULUTE 32
BAIM/IAIMja HA PE3YNITATUTE O aHKeTHpameTo. OBOj M3BEIITA]j TIIABHO CE MOTINUPA HA KBAHTHTATUBHUTE
MOJATOIM OJ] aHKEeTaTa, HA/IONOJIHETH CO KBAJIMTAaTUBHUOT YBUJI BO COCTOjOMTE JOOUEH MPEKy
KOMILJIEMEHTapHHUTE UCTPAXKyBauKH aKTUBHOCTH CIIPOBEICHU BO PAaMKHTE Ha POEKTOT, KaKO AUCKYCHU
BO (POKyC-TPYIH O MJIaIN ¥ paOOTHITHHIIM CO MJIAJIU 32 TIPOBEPKA M TIOTBP/IA HA PE3YJITATUTE O
aHKeTara.

HcrpaxyBameTo Oerre Au3ajHAIpaHo fa Ipuodepe T0Ka3H 3a YeTHPU TeMATCKH 00IacTH:

(1) cBecHOCT M pa3dupame Ha MIIAANUTE 3a TParaHCKOTO YYECTBO, aHTUKOPYIILH]jaTa,
TPAaHCIAPEHTHOCTA U HOCEHETO OJUTYKH,

(2) mpeuku 1 (aKTOpH KOW T'O OBO3MOKYBaaT MIAAHHCKOTO YUECTBO,

(3) mepuennuy 3a NPaKTUYHOTO YIECTBO U NPUPYKHUTE aCTIEKTH HA TPAHCIIAPSHTHOCT,
WHTETPUTET U HHCTUTYIIMOHATIHA J0BEepOa, U

(4) HOTpC6I/I, OpeTHOYHUTAHU q)OpMaTI/I Ha aHT'a’)KMaH U NIOCAaKyBaHU aJIaTKU 3a MOJAPIIKA.

5.2 IToyeTHO UCTPaAKYBaAKE

[MoueTHOTO HCTpaKyBame 00e30ear HHGOPMAIMK 32 KOHTEKCTOT Ha MIIAJJHHCKOTO Y4ECTBO BO
3€Mj aTa U BO pCruOHOT, KaKO U CyMUpAamkE€ Ha COCTOj oure u HOCTOjHI/ITC MPAKTHUKU PECJIICBAHTHU 3a TCMUTC
Ha HCTPaXXyBamkeTO. Bo 0BOj KOHTEKCT Oea KOHCYNTHPAHU JIOMAIIHU, PETHOHAITHHN, MEI'YHAPOIHU U
W3BOpH Ha HKUBO Ha EY kako oduinjaiHu U3BeUITan, U3BEIITau O/ IparaHCKOTO OIIITECTBO, aKaJAeMCcKa
JINTCpATypa, KakO U IIpaBHU U MOJIUTUYKH JOKYMCHTH.

5.3 KBaHTUTATHBHO UCTPAKYBaKh€ — AHKETA HA jJABHOTO MUCJICH€

3a KBaHTUTATUBHATA KOMITOHEHTA CE€ KOPUCTEIIE CTPYKTYPUPAH MPAITATHUK 32 TIOTIOTHYBamkE,
aJIMUHHUCTpUpaH oHNajH npeky Lime Survey. [IpamanaukoT ondakarne geBeT TEMaTCKU CEKIUU U
npubmmkHO 50 mpamama, KOMOWMHUPAjKH Tpallamka 3a CTaBOBY Ha JIMKepToBa cKala, Kako U Ipaliama co
MoBeke MOXHHU OJroBOpH. AHKeTara Oelle AUCTpUOyrpaHa MpeKy MpeXHUTe Ha TparaHCKH OpTraHU3alny,
MPEXH 3a MITQJIU U PEeKy 00pa3oBHU MHCTUTYIMH BO CeBepHa MakenoHuja. Y4ecTBOTO Oeriie
T0OpPOBOJTHO, AHOHUMHO M 3aCHOBAHO Ha COTJIACHOCT. AHKeTaTa Oelre OTBOpeHa 3a MyIaIu Jyre Ha
Bo3pacT ox 18 no 26 rogunu ox CeBepHa Makenonuja Bo nepuonot nomery 31 mapt u 23 anpun 2026
TOJIMHA.

5.4 KBaJMTaTHBHO UCTPAKYBamhe — IMCKYCHH BO (DOKYC Ipynu
Ilenta Ha OBa UCTpakyBame Oellie Ja ce Jo0MjaT o Tab0KH U JUPEKTHU CO3HAHU]a 3a
HCKYyCTBaTa 1 3a NCPUCTINUUTEC HAa MJIAANUTEC 3a Fpaf‘aHCKOTO YUeCTBO U 3a HUBHOTO aHTaAXXUPAKkE BO

CEKOjTHEBHUOT OIIITECTBEH XHUBOT. VIcTO Taka Oea NCTpaXeHH U PEJIeBAaHTHOCTA U jaCHOCTA Ha KIIYYHHUTE
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KOHIICNITH U Ha KaHAJIUTE 32 Y4EeCTBO (Ha Mp., KOHCYNTAlUH, MIaJHHCKUA COBETH, CTYyICHTCKU TeJa).
KBanutaTuBHOTO UCTpaXKyBambe CE CIPOBEJIE NIPEKY BE AUCKYCUHU BO (OKYC-IPYIIH KOU CE OJprxkKaa BO
Maj 2026 ronuna Bo Ckomje u Bo KymanoBo, co 15 mianu Ha Bo3pact mery 18 u 26 rogusu.

5.5 PaboTmiiHMLM 32 BaJuIanuja

Mo 3aBpIIyBamkETO HAa UCTPAXKYBAKHETO U Ha Oa3MUYHATA aHANIM3a Ha pe3ynraTure, Oea
OpraHU3MpPaHU JIBe PAOOTUIHHIIM 32 BaIMJIAIMja Ha PEe3YJITaTUTE KOU ce ojipkaa Bo maj 2026 roauHa, BO
Itum u Bo Kuuero co npucyctBo Ha 73 yuecHunu. [{enta Gere na ce mpudepat moBpaTHU UHGOpMAIH
0J1 YUYECHHIIMTE 33 HAOJUTE OJ1 HCTPAKYBAHETO.

5.6 IIpo¢un Ha npuMepPOKOT

AHKeTaTa 1IeJ0CHO ja MOIOJHMUja BKYIHO 56 Muaau nyre ox kou 37 sxenu (66 %), 16 maxu (29
%) u 3 nebuHapHu auna (5 %). Ilo KOHKpeTHHUTE BO3pacHH IpynH ON(aTeHn BO HCTPAXKYBAMETO,
aHketarta ja nononHwie 22 ucnuranuiy (39 %) Ha Bo3pact o 18-20 rogunu, 15 ucnuranunm (27 %) Ha
Bo3pacT ox 21-23 roxunu u 19 ucnnranum (34 %) Ha Bo3pacT Merly 24-26 roguHu. MHO3UHCTBOTO
WCIUTAHUIM ce of1 ypOauu cpenunn (84 %), a ocTaHaTHTE )KMBEAT BO MOTy-ypOaHU U PypaHU CPeIUHU
(o 7 %).

[Ton Bospact

0,

0

B )Kenu M Maxu He6uHapHu W 18-20 M 21-23 M 24-26

Bo ogHoc Ha oOpa3oBanuero, 27 ucnuranuiy (48 %) 3aBpmuie cpeaHo oOpa3oBanue, 11
WCTIMTAaHULIY UMaJle CTPYYHH/TeXHIUUKU Knacudukaunu (20 %), 11 umane dakynrercka aumuoma (20 %),
a3 (5 %) ce 3anMIaHu HA JOKTOPCKH CTyAuH. MHO3UHCTBOTO Omite cryaenTa 43 (77 %), 12 BpaboTenu
(21 %), 5 neBpabotenu (9 %) u ABajua Ha OOyKa MU IPUIIPABHUYKH PAOOTH.

I [
84% 77% 21%
Ypb6aHu
CryneHTn BpaboTteHu
cpeguHu
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Co ornexn Ha TpoUINTE, HAOAUTE OJ AHKETUPAKHETO MOXKAT J1a C€ TOJIKYBaaT KaKo IIUPOKO
MPETCTaBHUYKH 32 aHTAKUPAHUTE MIIaaAH Bo ypOanuTe nenoBu o CeBepHa MakenoHHja, a HE 3a OIIITATa
MoIyJanuja Miaaau.

5.7 Orpanu4yBama Ha HCTPAKYBAHKETO

[IpuMmeneTaTa METOOJIOTHja HE TIPETCTaBYBA CTATUCTUIKY IIPUMEPOK 32 CUTE MJIaJIH JIyTe BO
Cesepna Makenonuja. McnutaHUIUTE perpyTHPaHU MPEKY MPEXKH Ha TparaHCKHOT CEKTOp U Ha
06pa3OBHI/ITe HUHCTUTYI U BepOjaTHO HnMaart 1oroJjiema FpafaHCKa CBCCT 1 YUCCTBO OTKOJIKY IMOIINPOKATa
rparaHcKa IMOoIyJanyja MIIagi U OTTyKa OPOJKHUTE 3a CBECHOCTA M 332 yUYECTBOTO, BO Taa CMHCIIA, MOXKE Ja
CC MMPCUCHETH. TI'onemunara Ha OPUMCPOKOT I'O OrpaHU4vyBa ONCCTOT 3a IOroJieMa aHaJin3a Ha NOATPYIIU
IO TI0JI, BO3PACT Wi mozpaydje. OBUe orpaHUIyBamka ce BOOOMUAeHH 32 HCTPAKyBamba 01 OBOj THIT U
JIOHEKaJIe ce HaJIOMECTEHH CO CIIPOBEJICHUTE KBATUTATUBHA METOIN KAaKO JUCKYCHH BO (DOKYC-TPYIH U
pa6OTI/IJ'IHI/ILH/I 3a BaJ'II/II[aI_[I/Ija Ha pE3yJITATUTE KOU CC OJpiKaa HAABOPp O/ IIIaBHUOT Ir'pan.
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6. CBeCHOCT U pa30oupame HA MJIAINTE 3 TParaHCKOTO Y4eCTBO,
AHTUKOPYNUHjaTa, TPAHCIIAPEHTHOCTA M HOCEHETO OJIYKH

6.1 CBecHocCT 32 ynnpaByBambeTO U 32 HHCTUTYIIUUTE

OZLFOBOpI/ITe 34 3HACIHLCTO HA MJIAAUTE 3a PAa3JIMYHUTEC HMUBOA HA YIIPABYBALC YKaKyBaaT Ha
YMEPEHO 10 BUCOKO HMBO Ha IIO3HaBaka 3a HAllMOHAJIHATA U 3a JIOKAJIHUTE BJIACTHU, CO ITOMAJIN
Mo3HaBama 3a BiacTUTe Ha HUBO Ha EY. OBa, BoeHO € Ha UCTa JINHKMja CO Pa3HUTE PErHOHATHH
HUCTpaXyBamba KOU MMOKAXYBAAT JACKA UHCTUTYLIHUUTEC U NPOLCCUTC HaA EY OCTaHyBaaT pCJIaTHUBHO
HEMOo3HAaTH 3a MyIaauTe ox 3amaneH bankax.

3uam muory/ 3HaM HeKoH He 3nam mHory /
JoMeH Ha ynpaByBame

NPUWIAYHO MHOT'Y paﬁOTH Huiro He 3HAM
Brnamara Bo Bamara 3emja 55 % 34 % 11 %
JloxamHa/pernoHanaa BiIact 46 % 36 % 18 %
YuuBep3utet/ paboTomaser 55 % 32% 7%
EY 38 % 39 % 20 %

[To3HaBamETO HA KITyYHUTE KOHIIETTH 32 MOHYACHUTE TSPMHUHHN BO aHKeTaTa Oellle TeHEPaTHO
BHCOKO. OBa 0COOEHO ce 0/IHECYBa Ha TTO3HABAKETO HA ,,kopyrnmujaTta“ (77 % on HCIMTaHUIINTE
MpHjaBHJIC JIeKa CE€ MHOTY WJIW JIOCTA 3all03HACHH ), ,,ie3uHpopmaruute’ (77 %), ,,BIaaceHheTo Ha
mpaBoto* (73 %) u ,,cyaupot Ha uHTepecu™ (71 %).

[To3HaBameTO 3HAYUTEITHO CE HAMalTyBa Kora cTaHyBa 300p 3a ,,[TIOTEXHUYKHU* KT
nocrienuuaan Tepmuau. Camo 17 % ce MHOTY mim ocTa 3amo3HaeHu co ,,BEY-uzmama‘, 36 % co
BHUCTUHCKA COTICTBEHOCT, a 25 % CO MHCTUTYIIM]jaTa €BPOTICKH OOBUHHUTEI.

[Tomery oBHe JBE TPyNHU HA TEPMUHHU, HA HUBHO HA CPEIHO TIO3HABALE CITalaaT TEPMUHHUTE KAKO
,,JaBHa HabaBKa“ U ,,I00pO yrnpaByBame.

6.2 3Haeme 32 3aKOHOJaBHHUTE U MPOLIECUTE HA YYeCTBO
Hwuza nmpamama Bo aHKeTaTa ce OJJHECYBaaT Ha IpOIleHKa Ha BUCTHHCKOTO pa3Oupame Ha
HUCIIUTAHUIUTC HA MEXaHU3MHUTE 3a YYCCTBO U 3aKOHOJABHHUTEC MPOIECH.

Hcnmranunure 1eMOHCTpUpaaT pa3yMHO [TO3HABamkE HA OCHOBHUTE TPAraHCKH IIpaBa, HO Ce
jaByBaaT 3HAYUTEIHHU ,,IyNKH BO TIO3HABAKETO Ha crienuduyHuTe miporiecy U Ha HuBo Ha EY. 73 % on
UCTIUTAaHULIUTE T UACHTU(UKYBAJIE TPATCHUINTE KAaKO HEKOM KOMIITO MOXKAT Ja IPEUI0kKAT HOBA
perynarusa, a 68 % Bo oBaa yJora I perno3Halie u rparaHuTe MpeKy netuiuja, nojaeka 61 % ru
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nneHTu(UKyBajie MUHUCTpUTE U Bramara, momeka camo 5 % Bo oBaa cMrcClia T HaBelle ONMIITHHCKATE
coeTd. Camo 7 % oIl MICTTUTAaHUITUTE PEKIIe JeKa He 3Haar.

75 % onl MCIUTaHULIMTE MPABUIIHO OATOBOPUIIE A€Ka IparaHUTE MOKAT Ja JafaT NOBPaTHU
nH(pOpMaIIH 3a MPEAJIOKEHUTE 3aKOHH, a UCTO Taka BHCOKU 71 % BO oBaa cMuCIIa IpaBUIIHO ja
uaeHTuduKyBane ga3ara Ha jaBHU KOHCYJITALUH.

3HaewmeTo Ha HUBO Ha EY ¢ 3a0enexutento nocnado. Ha npamamero koja uacturynuja Ha EY ja
MMa MpUMapHaTa yJora 3a npeaiarame HOBU 3aKoHU Ha HUBO Ha EY, camo 50 % HCTUTaHUIIN TPABITHO
ja unenTudukysane EBpornckara Komucuja. Bo ogroc Ha moptanot “Have Your Say”, riaBHaTa aiaTka
Ha EV 3a rparancku npugoHec Bo nonutukute Ha EY, camo 23 % ro naeHTH(UKyBaie Kako Takos, a 36
% pekIie ieka He 3Haar.

6.3 CBeCHOCT 32 AHTHKOPYIUMCKHA HHCTUTYIUU U KaHAJIHU

CBecHOCTa 32 aHTUKOPYMIIUCKUTE HHCTUTYIIUHU € peTaTUBHO 100pa. 54 % 011 UCTTUTAHUIIUTE
M3jaBUIIC JICKa 3HAAT J1a HaBeaT 0apeM elHa aHTHKOpYyMIKcKa nHCTUTYIHja Bo CeBepHa MakenoHuja, a
30 % cmymrHaie 3a HeKOM TaKBU MHCTHTYIIMH Oe3 1a MoXKaT fa ru uMenyBaat. Camo 14 % He ce cBecHI
3a TIOCTOEHETO Ha TakBU Teda. OBa HUBO HA WHCTUTYIIMOHAITHA CBECHOCT € TIOBHCOKO OJ1 HEKOU
PETHOHATHY criopeIor U MOJKe Ja ja oapasyBa BunBocta Ha JIKCK Bo jaBHHOT AUCKYpC BO
IIOCJICAHUTE I'OANHU.

CBecHOCTa 3a KaHAJIMTE 3a YYEeCTBO OTKPHBA 3HAUYUTEIHHU ja30BH. Hajipeno3HaTimBuTe KaHaIN
3a YYECTBO C€ CTYJICHTCKHUTE COBETH, OJJHOCHO YHUBEP3UTETCKOTO MpETCTaByBame (46 %),
BOJIOHTHPALECTO U MHULMjaTUBUTE BO 3aeAHULIATa (45 %) M MHUIMjaTUBUTE Ha TparaHCKHOT ceKTop (41
%). JaBHUTE KOHCYATALMKM OPraHU3UPAHH OJl BIACTUTE c€ Iperno3HaeHu camo ox 30 % on ucnuTaHuIuTE,
a KaHaJINTE 3a MpYjaByBamb¢ HeYeCeH TPETMaH WM KOPYIIIHja UM ce 1o3HaTh camo Ha 14 %.

Vuenuiure Ha paOOTHIIHUIIATA 32 BaJIHIAllMja HA PE3yATaTUTE O/l aHKETaTa OTBPAUja JeKa
MMaaT OCHOBHO, HO HE U MPo,1ab0ueHo pa3dupame 3a MEXaHU3MHUTE 32 IIPUjaByBamkhe KOPYIIIH]ja.
CMeraar Jieka TeMaTa KOpyIIiiija € HeIOBOJIHO 3acTaneHa BO 00pa3oBaHMUETO U MpeJiaraat 3alo3HaBame
Ha MJIAJIMTE CO OBHE Ipalllaiba MPEKY COIMjaTHUTE MPEXKHU U CTYACHTCKUTE Teja. VcTo Taka HaBeIyBaar
JieKa ce MoTpeOHY U MOBEKe jaBHU pacrpaBu, 00YKH, 1eOATH U IUTUTATHH KaHAIN 3a KOHCYJITAI[MH Ha
MJTQJIUTE.

6.4 UnTepec 3a jaBHU NMpamiamba U CAMOOIEHETO Y4eCTBO

U nokpaj ja30BUTE BO 3HACHETO, HHTEPECOT 3a jaBHU Npalllamba 1 HOCEHE OJUTYKU € BUCOK: 52 %
OJI UCTINTAHUIIUTE CE OIHIIaje cede CH KaKO MHOTY JTH UCKITyYHTEITHO 3aNHTEPECHPAHH 32 jaBHUTE
pabotu, a nonoaauTeIHN 34 % Kako ymMepeHo 3auHTepecupanu. Camo 1 ucnuTaHUK He U3pa3uil BOOIMIITO
HHMKaKoB HHTepec. OBa € Ha HCTa JIMHUja CO OJrOBOPUTE Ha JPYTUTE Mpamama: Miagure Bo CeBepHa
MakeznoHHja ' 3aceraaT jaBHATE Ipaliama, HO UM HeJI0CTacyBa 3HaeHke, CaMoI0BepOa HiIM KaHal! 3a
IPETBOPAE HA TOj MHTEPEC BO JICjCTBYBAbE.

Ha npamameTo koiKy ce HHGOPMHUPaHU 32 MO>KHOCTHUTE 3@ YUE€CTBO Ha MJIAJUTE CIUKATa €
nomManky nmozutuBHa. Camo 21 % ucnutaHuny ce onuiaie cede ci Kako MHOTY HITH UCKITYYHUTETHO
uHpopmupanu, noaexa 23 % ce Manky uHGopmupanu u 9 % BoommuTo He ce HHYOPMHUPAHH.
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Hajronemara rpymna og 46 % o UCIUTaHUITUTE CE CMETaJe 32 YMepeHO HH(OPMUPAHH, CYTepUpajKH
IIeTTyMHa CBECHOCT KOja MOJKE Jla C€ HarpaayBa IIpeKy 00e30eayBame Ha COOIBETHA NWH(OPMAITHH.
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7. llpeuku U paKTOPHU KOU IO 0BO3MOKYBAAT Y4e€CTBOTO

7.1 UneHTU(PUKYBAHU IIABHU MPEYKH

Hcnurannnute 6ea 3aMojIeHH 1a T U30epaT MIaBHUTE IPUYMHHU KOU 'O OTEKHYBaaT Y4eCTBOTO
Ha MIIQJINTE BO TPalfaHCKUOT WM BO JaBHUOT XHUBOT. Pe3ynrarnre naeHTHUKYBaaT jacHa XUepapxuja Ha
IpeuKy KaJie IITO JOMUHUPAAT IPEUKU IOBP3aHU cO UH(OpMaLUUTE.

IIpeuka ITpoueHT HA MCIMTAHULIA
Henocrtur Ha jacan nnpopmanuu/ ae3uHpopManuu 62 %

MucnemaTa HeMa J1a HalpaBaT pa3inKa 43 %

CtpaB 01 HETaTUBHU PEAKLMHI/OHJIAjH BOZHEMHUPYBAE 29 %

He 3naat ox kaje na moyHar 25%

Henmoctur Ha Bpeme 23 %

HemoBomna camomoBepba 16 %

Tpormonu (TpaHCTIOPT, TaBAYKU) 12 %

MO>XHOCTHUTE Ce JIOKAIUCKH MPealieKy 9 %

He ce 3aunTepecupanu 3a oBue mpamama 7%

JloMuHanujara Ha ,,HeJOCTHT Ha jacHU uH(popMannu/nesnapopmarun’ (62 %) Kako mpeuka e
KOH3MCTEHTHA CO HaOJIUTE O]l CIIOPEATIMBUTE aHKETH MMpyM 3anagHuoT bankan. Mnanute nyfe
OIUIITYBAAT OMKPYKYBambe BO KOE CE MPETUIABEHH CO MOJIUTUYKH COJIPIKIHU OJ] KOU ToJIeM JIes ce
1300 IMYEHH, IEIyMHO WM HAMEPHO Ja)KHH, T0/IeKa BEPOJOCTOjHUTE HH(POpMAIINU 32 MOKHOCTHUTE 32
y4ecTBO ce Temko gqoctanau. OBa ja HamalTyBa WK HE TPajau 10Bepoa.

Bropara npeuka — 9yBCTBOTO JicKa MUCIICKETO HA HEKOj HeMa Jia HarpaBu pa3iuka (43 %)
oJipa3zyBa JTab0KO BKOPEHET HEJOCTHT Ha €JICH BHJI IparaHcka epukacHocT. Kora Mimaaurte riiemaat
KOpYIIIHja, TJIeJlaaT ¥ OrpaHUYeHa OJIrOBOPHOCT 33 CTOPEHOTO M OTTYKa PAIMOHAIHHUOT CKEITHIIM3aM
JieKa y4eCTBOTO MOJXKE J1a IPOMEHH HEIITO ¢ Pa3OupIIUB OATOBOP.

CTpaBOT 0] HEraTUBHH PEaKLUK WIH OHJIAjH BO3HEMHUpYBame (29 %) € 0coOeHO 3arpiKyBayKu
3a (YHKUMOHUPAK-E Ha IeMOKpaTujaTa OuejKu, Kora MOTeHIHjajJHUTe TpalaHCKH aKTEePH Ce IUIaIIaT Ox
0/JMa3/a, CaMOLIEH3ypaTa ' IOTUCHYBA Pa3INYHUTE [VIACOBU BO JaBHUOT JKUBOT.

VYuecHuuute Bo hoKyc-rpynuTe UCTaKHaa AeKa HerapaHTHPambeTO Ha AaHOHMMHOCTA MPH
MpUjaByBamk-E¢ Ha OJIPEICHU MPOOJIEMH U CIYYKH, M HETapaHTHpame Ha aHOHUMHOCTA OHaMYy KaJie IITO ce
BEJIM JIeKa € rapaHTHpaHa, € eaHa O]l HajroJeMuTe Npedky. Tue ce HOBUKYBaaT Ha KOHKPETHU IPUMEPH
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IITO M 00eCXpaOdpHIIO MOBTOPHO Ja YYECTBYBAAT MOPAIN TOCICAUIU O HUBHOTO MPHjaByBabe, CaMO
TIOpaIy TOoA IMITO He UM OMIIa JJOKPaj rapaHTHpaHa aHOHUMHOCTA.

Hcto Taka, 0coOCHO BO MOMATHTE CPSIUHHU, KAKO e/ieH o/ (PaKTOPHUTE 32 BO3APIKYBAE O]
YYECTBO € peakiidjara Ha OKOJIMHATa, 0COOEHO Ha moBo3pacHuTe. CTPaBOT, HO M CPAMOT O] peaKIjaTa
Ha OKOJIMHATA BJIMjae KaKo MpeYKa 3a YYeCTBO Ha MIIaJIUTE.

7.2 JlecHoTHja HA HAoOTak-€ HH(POPMAIIUHU 32 Y4eCTBO

Ha npamnrameTro KOJKy € JIECHO WM TeIIKO Ja Ce MPOHajIaT HH(OpMaIuy 3a MOKHOCTHUTE 32
rparaHcKo yuecTBO 54 % UCIUTAHUIIM OMHUIIANIE JIEKa Toa HE € HU JIECHO, HU TelKo, 28 % kako
MPWINYHO WM MHOTY TEIIKO, a camo 14 % Kako MPIJIMYHO WM MHOTY JiecHo. OBa ymaTyBa Ha Toa Jieka
HaoramkeTO HHPOPMALIMU 33 YYECTBO HE € HEBO3MOYKHO, HO Oapa Harop KOj MHOTY MJIaJIH JIyfe He ce
MOJTOTBEHU J1a TO HalpaBaT, 0COOCHO BO OTCYCTBO Ha BHJUIMBH ITPUIOOUBKH.

Bo oBaa Hacoka, yuecHHIIUTE Ha paOOTUITHUIIMTE 32 BaJM/allMja Ha Pe3yJITaTHTE MMOTBPAMja JIeKa
He M Haoraat nHGOpMAIMUTEe OHaMy Kaje IITo i 6apaat. MHO3WHCTBOTO BeJaT JeKa HACTIPOTH
roJIEMOTO BHIMAHHME IIITO TO ITOCBETYyBaaT HHCTUTYITHUTE 3a 00jaByBame HHPOPMAITUX Ha HUBHUTE BEO-
CTpaHUIIM, MJIaIUTE PETKO BIETyBaaT Ha O(QUIIMjaTHUTE BeO-CTpaHUIIM 3a Ja 1o0ujaT nHpopmanuu 3a
WHCTUTYIUjaTa, OTTyKa, CE HAaMeTyBa MmoTpeda ol HOBU HaYMHU U (hopMaTh Ha HHDOPMUpamke Ha
MITAJITE.

7.3 ®aKTOPHU KOM I'0 0BO3MOKYBAaT y4eCTBOTO

HcnuranunuTe ncTo Taka Oea mpamany IWTo 01 UM MOMOTHAIO OBEKE /1a YIeCTBYBaaT BO
rparaHCKHOT WJIA jJaBHHUOT *KUBOT. HajuecT oaroBop mro ro m30paje BO 0Baa CMHUCHA € ,,jaCHUTE U
€IHOCTaBHM MH(OPMAIMK 32 TOa Kako Ja ce BKiy4at™ (62 %), cieneHo ox ,,ioBepbara BO
nHpOpMaUKTe 3a rparaHCcKUOT/jaBHUOT KUBOT (54 %). [lonobpu noBpaTHH HHPOPMALMHK 32 TOA KAKO
BCYIITHOCT C€ KOPHUCTH MPUIOHECOT Ha MIIAANTE € TpeTara mpedka (34 %) Koja UCIIUTaHUITUTE ja
WCTaKHyBaaT BO HacOKa Ha Oapame BUIJIMBOCT U OJTOBOPHOCT BO MPOLIECOT Ha yYECTBO.

DaKTOp KOj 0 0BO3MOKYBa y4eCTBOTO IIpoueHT HA MCTUTAHULIH
JacHu n eqHOCTaBHU MH(OpPMALIMH 32 TOA KaKO Ja C€ BKIyYUTE 62 %
JoBep6a Bo nH(pOpMaLUUTE 3a TParaHCKUOT/JaBHUOT KUBOT 54 %

[Tono6pu noBpaTHU HHPOPMALMHK 32 TOA KAKO C€ KOPUCTH MPHIOHECOT

34 %
Ha MIIQJNTe
MOo>KHOCTH TIOOJIMCKY IO MECTOTO Kajie yuyam/padoTam/KuBeam 20 %
Hacoku, MEHTOPCTBO MM MpaKTUYHA MOAPIIKA 18 %
Ceprudukaty, Npu3HaBakHE UM BUIIUBH PE3YITATH 16 %
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DaKTOp KOj ro 0BO3MOKYBA Y4eCTBOTO IIpoueHT HA HCIUTAHULIU

[To6e30eaan 1 Mog00pO MOAepupaHu TparaHCKH IPOCTOPH 12 %
@DIeKCUOWITHY OHJIAjJH WITH XUOPHUIHH OTITHH 11 %
[TorocTonpumIiMBa ¥ UHKITY3UBHA CpeIUHA 7%

7.4 EdexTuBHM aKIMH 32 /1A ce CJOYLIHE I1acO0T HA MJIAJINTe

HcnuranunuTe 6ea mpaiiaHu KOM aKIUH CMETaaT Jieka ce Haje()eKTHBHU 3a Jla ¢e CIOYIIHE T7acoT
Ha MJIQJINTE JIyT'e O] CTpaHa Ha HOCUTEIUTE Ha OTykH. | TacameTo Ha n300pu € HaBeIeHO HajuecTo (45
%), IPOCIEICHO CO MPHUKIYYyBamke KOH MJIaJUHCKH WM TparaHCKy OpraHu3allui U MHULUjaTuBy (43 %)
M YYECTBO BO jaBHHM KOHCYJITAIIMU WK cocaylryBama (41 %). OBoj kinactep cyrepupa aeka
WCIUTAHUIINTE TH BPEJHYBaaT M N300pHUTE U HEM3OOPHUTE MEXaHNU3MHU, K KOHKPETHO ja IPeTo3HaBaaT
yJiorata Ha rparaHCKUTE OpraHHU3aIl[MUTEe KaKO KaHAH 3a TJIacOT Ha MJIaIuTe.

CripoTUBHO, TETHIIMUTE WU TparaHCKuTe Kammami (7 %) U CoAeTyBamkeTO MUCTIEHa IPEKY
couujanaure meauymu (7 %) ce HajHECKO paHrupanu. OBa € HHTEPECHO MMajKu MPeIBUA KOJIKY ce
NPUCYTHH COLMjaTHUTE MEMyMHU BO CEKOjJHEBHOTO HA HCIIMTAHUIIMTE U MOJXKE Ja Oapa3yBa
peancTUYHA MPOIEHKA Mely MITaJIUTe JIyre JeKa aKTUBU3MOT Ha COLMjalTHUTE MEMYMH, HaKO BHIIUB, €
MOMAJIKy BEpOjaTHO Jia IIPOM3BE/Ie MPOMEHH BO ITOJIMTUKUTE OTKOJIKY CTPYKTYPHPAHUOT aHTaKMaH.

7.5 Y4ecTBO BO mocjieqnure 12 meceun

U nokpaj unenTHUKyBaHNUTE MIPEYKH, HUBOTO Ha BUCTHHCKO YYECTBO € 3Ha4ajHoO. [ acameTo
KaKo Ha4MH Ha rparaHCKO Y4eCTBO € HCTaKHaTa Kako HajuectaTa akTUBHOCT (66 %), cieneHa ox
BOJIOHTEPCTBO M MPUCYCTBO HA TparaHCKu HacTaHU (nBete 1o 32 %) U y4ecTBO BO CTYIEHTCKH HITH
MITAJIMHCKHU TpeTcTaBHUYKY Tena (25 %). Camo 12 % ucnuTaHuy npujaBuiie Aeka He HapaBuiie HUTY
€/IHa O]l HaBeICHUTEe aKTHBHOCTH BO TPETXO/HATA TOIMHA — MTOHKCKA CTaIKa Ha HEyYeCTBO OTKOJIKY
IITO MOJKEIIIE JIa € 0YEKYBa CO OTJIe]] Ha IIPUjaBeHUTE MTPEUYKH, U BEPOjaTHO 0/Ipa3 Ha TIOBUCOKATA
rpafaHcKa aHTa)XHPaHOCT Ha NPOQHIIOT Ha YYECHUIIUTE BO MPUMEPOKOT Ha aHKETAaTa.

8. TpaHcIapeHTHOCT, HHTEIPUTET U 0BepOa

8.1. Ilepuenuuu HA KOPYNUUjaTA

Hypu 91 % of ucnuTaHULIKTE ja ONMUINAIE KOPYIHMjaTa KaKo PaclpOCTPaHeTa I MHOTY
pacnpocTpaHera Bo 3emjara. CaMo eIeH UCTIMTAaHUK M3jaBHJI JIeka HeMa KopyIiiyja Bo 3eMjara. OBue
OpojKH ce KOH3UCTEHTHHU U BO OJIpe/icHa Mepa I'M HaJIMUHYBaaT JOCEeTalllHUTE PErHOHAIHM noAaTouu. Bo
oBaa cmucia, Balkan Barometer 2023 otkpu neka 84 % ox rpararute Bo CeBepHa Makenonunja ja
cMeTaar KOpyIjara 3a pacipocTpaHeTa, NOCTaByBajKu ja Mel'y HajBUCOKUTE BO PETHOHOT.
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Nwma peuricu 1ienocHa COriacHOCT Mel'y MCTIMTAaHUIINTE JeKa KOPYIIHjaTa IIOCTOU BO
HallMOHAHHUTE jaBHU HHCTUTYIHH (93 %). Mcra corimacHOCT nMa | 3a JIOKATHUTE U 332 PETHOHATHNATE
uncturyiuu (93 %). Kora cranysa 300p 3a TUYHOTO BIIMjaHUE Ha KOPYyIIHUjaTa, 62 % O UCITUTAaHHUIIUTE
Ce COTJIacwJIe WM CHITHO C€ COTJIACHIIE JIeKa Ce IMYHO 3aCeTHATH OJ KOPYIIHjaTa BO HUBHUOT
CEKOjIHEBEH JKUBOT, Mojeka 29 % Ouiie HeyTpalHH 110 0Ba Ipaiiame, a 9 % He ce cornmacuiie. Oa
ylnaTyBa Ha YHUBEp3allHa MEepPIIEIIiFja BO 3eMjH CO CUCTEMCKa KOPYIIIHja.

VYuyecHuiuTe Ha (OKYC-TPYIIUTE M HA pAaOOTUITHUIIUTE 3a BaJIUAAllM]ja Ha Pe3yJTaTUTE UCTAaKHYBaa
OpojHH ITPUMEPH Ha KOPYMIIHja BO YYMIIUIITATA BO KOU Y4aT BO CUTyalluy IOBP3aHU CO U300p Ha
YYEHHII KoM Tpeba Jia yuecTBYBaaT Ha MPOEKTH KOW BKIIyYyBaarT IaTyBamke BO CTPAHCTBO. Benar neka He
ce n3bupaar crope; CUCTEMOT Ha 3aclIyTH, TYKY JleKa ce 30upaaT YUeHUIH O] YUH POAMUTENHN Ce
MO3HATH BO JIOKATTHATA 3aC¢THHUIA WK YYWINIITETO MMa HEKaKBa KOPUCT, HAKO HE TM UCTIOHYBaaT
KPUTEPUYMHTE 33 YYECTBO Ha nmpoektute. OHUE YYSHHIIM KO C€ POTHBEJIC Ha BAKBHOT HAYMH HA H300p
WJIM TIPYjaBUJie HEPABUIIHOCTH BO OBaa CMUCIIA, UMAJIE MOCIISAUIIN U MOTOA C& OTKAXKaJe O] HATAMOIITHH
peakiuu.

8.2 Haj3acernaru cekropu

Hcnuranunmte Oea npaiaHu Ja NpoleHaT KOJIKY € paclpocTpaHeTa KOpynuujara 1
310ynoTpedaTa Ha MOKTa BO TPUHAECET CEKTOPH U rpynu. CEKTOPUTE KO UCITUTAHUIIUTE TH
MepUUNMpaaT Kako HajKOPYMITHPAHU C€ MONMUTHIKUTE maptuu (89 %), monutuuapute Ha cute HUBOA (89
%), 3npaBcTBeHUOT cucteM (88 %) u nonurujara (86 %). CynoBUTE Ce OLEHETH KAKO MHOTY
KopyMmnupanu of 77 % o UCIUTaHUITUTE, UCTO U CIY>KOCHUIINTE KOU AOeNyBaar jaBHU HoroBopH (77
%) ¥ OHHE KOW M3/1aBaat JO3BOJIH 3a rpaaeme (82 %).

Criopeneno, npuBaTHUTe KoMIanuu (46 %), 6ankure (43 %) u ciopTckuot cexrop (52 %)
no0usie penaTiBHO MOHUCKH OLIEHKH 32 KOPYIIIMja, HaKo U OBHE OpOjKH ce 3HauajHH U ynaryBaat Ha
BUCOKH MEPIETIIMH 3a PacpocTpaHeTa Kopymiuja. OOpa3oBaHUETO € OIIEHETO KaKo KOPYMIIMPAHO 011 68
% Ol ICTIMTAaHUIIUTE IITO € OCOOCHO 3HaUYaeH HAOJ CO OTJIEN Ha TOa JieKa BpaboTyBamEeTO U
o0pazoBaHueTo Oea HACHTU(PHUKYBAaHH KaKo ABeTe 001acTH KaJe MIaJuTe JIyre JMYHO Ce COOUyBaaT co
KOpyTmi#ja u Hedep TpeTMaH.

Pacnpocrpanero/ MHOTry

CexTop pacnpocTtpaneto [IpomeHT Ha
WCTIUTAaHULIN

[TonmuTnuku naptun 89 %

[Honutnuapu 89 %

31paBCTBEH CUCTEM 88 %

[Momummja 86 %

CnykOeHHMIIM KOM M3/1aBaaT JI03BOJIM 3a Ipajada 82 %
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Pacnpocrpanero/ MHOry

CekTop pacnpocTtpaneto [IpoueHT Ha
HCTIMTAaHULIN
Cynosu 77 %
CryxOeHHLIN KOU I0/eNnyBaat jaBHA AOTOBOPH 77 %
JlaHOYHU BIIaCTH 68 %
OO6pa3oBeH CEKTOP 68 %
Opranu 3a colujaiHa 3aITHTa 61 %
CnopTcku cexTop 52 %
[IpuBaTHN KOMIIaHUU 46 %
banku u pMHAHCUCKN WHCTUTYLIUH 43 %

8.3 CTpykTypHa KOpPyNUMja U NOJUTHUYKHA BPCKH

['onem zen o MCIMTAaHUIIUTE MCTO TAaKa ce COTJIaCHja CO M3jaBHUTE 3a CTPYKTypHATa KOpyHIHja u
HEj3UHHUOT OJTHOC CO JICJIOBHHUOT U CO MOJUTHYKHOT KUBOT. 85 % ce coriacuie Ui LeJIoCHO ce
corjacuie JieKa CiIy4anuTe Ha KOpYIIHja Ha BUCOKO HUBO HE Ce TOHAT JJOBOJHO, a 80 % ce cornacuie win
IIEJIOCHO CE COrTacuiie Jieka aBOpU3HPAKLETO H KOPYIIIUjaTa ja MmornpeyyBaaT JeJ0OBHATa KOHKYPEHIH]a.
Cauuno, 77 % ce cornacuie Wiv LEJIOCHO ce Corjlacuie AeKa BPCKUTE moMery OU3HUCOT U TIOJIUTHKATA
Bo CeBepHa MaxkenoHHja BOJaT 10 KOPYIIIHja.

HononauTenHo, 53 % ce cornacuie Wiu IeJI0CHO Ce Corflacuie JeKa eAMHCTBEHUOT HAYHMH A2 Ce
ycmee Bo Om3HHCcOT Bo CeBepHa MakemoHuja € J1a ce mMaaT MOJIUTHYKY Bpcku. OBa TIIEANINTE € 0COOCHO
LITETHO 3a IparaHcKara KyaTypa, Ouiejku IMIUIMIUPA IeKa (OpPMaTHUTE MPaBUiIa U CUCTEMHUTE
3aCHOBaHH Ha 3aCNyTH ce He(YHKIMOHAIHU | Jieka paboTara MpeKy CUCTEMOT € 3aly/IHa.

Bo oHOC Ha MHCTUTYIIMOHATIHATA TPAHCIAPESHTHOCT, MEPIICTIIIMUTE CE BO rojieMa Mepa
HeratuBHU. Camo 25 % O MCTIUTAaHUITUTE CE COTJIACHIIE JIeKa jaABHUTE HHCTUTYHH BO CeBepHa
MakeoH1ja BOOOMYACHO jaCHO TH 00jacHyBaaT MPOLECAYPUTE U OJUTYKUTE, HacIpoTH 41 % kou He ce
corJlacHjIe WM IIeJIOCHO He Ce coryiacuiie co oBa TBpaeme. Camo 25 % ce cornacuie aeka MiaauTe Jyre
BOOOMYAaeHO MOJXKAT JIa IPHUCTANAT J0 jaBHUTE YCIIyTH PaBUYHO, O0€3 JTMYHU BPCKH, Aozeka 48 % He ce
corylacujie WM 1IeTI0CHO He ce cornacuiie. OBUe HAOIM JaBaaT CIIMKa Ha MepUUuIpaHa CHCTEMCKa
HEMPaBHUYHOCT BO KOja IMYHUTE BPCKH, a HE MPaBaTta WK 3aCIyTUTe, TO OJIPEyBaaT MIPUCTAIOT 10
JaBHHUTE YCIYTH.
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8.4 /loBep0a BO u3BopuTE HA MH(POPMALUH

Hosepbarta Bo U3BOpHUTE Ha HHPOPMALIMH 3HAUNTEITHO Bapupa 3a Pa3InuHy BUIOBH IUIATPOPMHU.
MeryHapoaHUTE BECTH CE CO HajBUCOKO HUBO Ha n10Bepba (52 %), cienenu ox oduiujamHuTe BIaAUHU
n3BopH (36 %) u nokananTe HoBUHApPU (27 %). [InatrdopmuTe Ha connjaTHUTE METUYMH CE HAJHUCKO
panrupanu. Camo 4 % ncnuTaHULIU U3pasuie ogpeaeHa nosepba o napmayeHcepure Ha TikTok, a Bo
Telegram xananmuTe noBepOa MMa caMoO €IeH NCITUTAHHUK.

U mokpaj HICKOTO HMBO Ha 10BepOa BO COLMjaTHUTE MEIMYMH, OBHE IIIAaT(GOPMHU OCTaHae
MPUMapHOTO MH(OPMAITUCKO OTIKPYKYBambe 3a ToBekeTo nucnutanuny. Facebook e mpentudukysan kako
miatdopma Ha Koja 34 % o UCIUTAaHWIUTE HaWIIe Ha TIONUTHYKA COAP)KMHA KOja BiIjaea Ha HUBHUTE
aKIMM BO CMHCJIA Ha rpalaHCcKo yuecTBo, cieaeHo ox Instagram (30 %) u TikTok (11 %). OBoj nmapagokc
Ha KOHCYMHpambe HHPOPMAIMH O]1 H3BOPH KOH HE IMOCTOM J0BepOa € KapaKTepUCTHKA Ha COBPEMEHOTO
WHPOPMAIIICKO OMKPYKYBambe U MMa 3HAYUTEIHU TOCJIEANIH BP3 KBAIUTETOT HA rParaHCKOTO
OJUTydyBambE.

8.5 be30eaHOCT M MOATOTBEHOCT 32 MPUjaBYyBam€ KOPYIIIHja

Ha npamameTo konky 6e30eaH0 O ce uyBCcTBYBajie IPU NPHjaByBambe KOPYILHUja UK
HeTpaBeleH TPETMaH Ha jaBHa HHCTUTYLMja, MHO3UHCTBOTO HcnuTaHuuu (43 %) pexie nexa Ou ce
YyBCTBYBaJIe J0CTa HeOe30eIHO Mk MHOTY Hebe30emHo. 30 % He Ou ce YyBCTBYBaJie HU 0€30€IHO HU
Hebe30enHo, noneka camo 21 % Ou ce yyBcTBYBase gocta 6e30enHOo win MHOTY Oe30eano. Tpu
WCTINTAaHHUIN HE 3Haelle KaJe MM Kako Ja IpHjaBar.

Bo ogHOC Ha 3HaewmETO 32 MEXaHU3MHUTE 3a IIpHjaByBamke, caMo 27 % pekoa Jieka 3HaaT TOYHO
KaJie Ja mpujaBat Kopynmuja. 36 % mMmaar reHepaiHa ujieja, Ho He ce CUTYpHH 3a IocTankara, 27 % He
3HaaT Kaje Ja npujasar, a 11 % Benar qexa Hema jJa pujaBat AypH U Ja 3HaaT, OuejKU MHCTIAT JieKa Toa
HeMa J]a IPOMEHU HUIITO. 3a€/THO 3eMEHH, OBUE HAOIU CyrepupaaT Jieka € OTPEeOHO 3HAYUTEITHO
BJIOKYBamE BO MOJIUTHYBAE HA CBECTA, BO MEXaHM3MHUTE 3a 3allITUTA U BO Tpajiekhe AoBepOa mpe na
MOJKAT JIa C€ OYEeKYyBaaT 3HAYHUTEIIHU 3Tr0JIEMYyBamha BO IIPHjaBYBamkETO KOPYIIIIH]a.

9. Ilorpedu, npernouynTaHu (OPMATH U PElLICHU|a

9.1 IlITo M e HAjIOTPEOHO HA MJIAUTE Jyle?

Co ankerara, HICTIUTAHUINTE Oea IpaliaHy IITo O T HaTepaso Ja Ce UyBCTBYBaaT mobe30eHo
Y TIOTIOAJIPKAHO TIPH MPHjaByBa-ETO KOPYIIIHMja UIIM HEMpaBeeH TpeTMaH. AHOHUMHHUTE OILIUH 3a
npujaByBame ce HajuecT oarosop (70 %), onpasyBajku cuiHa xennba 3a 3alITUTa o OAMasaa. 3alTuTara
01 HETaTUBHU TIOCIICTUITN € Ha BTOPO MecTo (57 %), ciaenena o1 MoCTOCHE TOBEPIIUB MTOCPEIHUK KaKo
rparaHcka opraHu3aiuja win npapoopanuten (41 %). JacHuTe HacOKM 3a TOa Kajie U KaKo Jia Cce MpUjaBu
ce paHrupaHu Ha 4eTBpTo MecTo (34 %).

OBue HaoaM ce BKJIOIyBaaT BO METyHapoHaTa J00pa MpaKkTUKa 32 MEXaHU3MUTE 3a
MIpHjaByBamke KOPYIIIHja, OMHOCHO e(DeKTHBHHUTE CHCTEMH 32 YKa)KyBadd KOM MOpa /ia ce€ KOMOMHHpaaT
CO TapaHIMHTE Ha aHOHUMHOCT, HE3aBUCEH HAJ30p M jaCHU NPOLIEAYypaTHU HacOKH. [ onemara
npedepeHIrja 3a TOBEPJIMB MOCPEAHNK, HAMECTO TUPEKTHA HHTEPAKIIMja CO MHCTUTYIIUHTE, ja OJpa3yBa
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HUCKaTa MHCTUTYIIMOHATHA JT0BepOa K0ja MpOoBejyBa HU3 I[eJlaTa aHKeTa U 'O HCTAKHYBa 3HAYCHETO HA
rparaHCKHUTE OpTaHU3AIMH BO IPEMOCTYBAKHETO HA ja30T MOMETy MITaiuTe JIyre B popMaHUTE
MEXaHU3MH 33 OJTOBOPHOCT.

9.2 IllTo Om ja 3roJieMuJI0 10BepOATA BO HHCTUTYUUTE?

HcnuranunuTe ro uIeHTUGUKYBaIe eHAKBUOT TPETMaH M JOCIEHUTE PABUIIA 32 CEKOTO KaKo
SJIMHCTBEH HajBaXKeH (pakTOp 3a 3roJieMyBame Ha goBepOaTa Bo jaBHUTe yciyru (52 %). OmHanpes jacHo
o0jacHETH YEKOpHU H MPOIISYPH Ce paHTHpaHu Ha BTopo MecTo (41 %), cresieHo 0J1 jacHU KPUTEPHUYMH 32
ommyuayBame (27 %) u jacan BpeMeHckH pokoBH (20 %). OBue npedepeHnny ykaxxyBaaT Ha jaCHH
Oapama 3a MPeIBUIINBH, TIPABEIHH, PA3OUPIUBU U jaBHU MPOIETYPH.

Ha cute onpxanu IUCKYyCHH U PAOOTHIIHHMIIA CO MITaJIUTE, PEUUCH €HOIIACHO Oellle HCTaKHATa
norpedara o] KOHKPETHH Pe3yJITaTH U JJOOMBaHkE MOBPATHU MH(OPMAIIUU 32 HUBHOTO y4YeCTBO. ,,He
cakaMe Jia Tiiefaar Kako MOJUTHIKH IIOCHH — C€ CPETHABME CO MIIAIUTE, U TOJKY — HeMa IIOHATaMOIITHO
MpolecUparme, HeMa HUKakoB Quuoek. Cakame J1a 3HaeMe IITO CE CIAYYHIIO CO TOA IITO CME I'o
pasroBapaiie, mMTo CMe o KaXkaie, IIITO CMe To modapaie.

9.3 Ilpuopurerun Ha EY

Ha npamameto kxou aBe Temu Tpeba a Oupat nproputeTHu obnactu 3a EY Bo cieqnure mer
TOAMHU, UCTIMTAHULIUTE MTOKaXKaa peJaTUBHO OaJaHCUpaHa AUCTPUOYIMja HU3 ONIMUTE, Opa3yBajKH
IIFPOKH TPIDKK HaMecTo (DOKyC Ha eHO mpamame. /JleMokpaTijara u BiajgeemeTo Ha mpaBoTo (30 %) u
JKUBOTHATa cpefuHa u kimmMarckute npomenu (30 %) ce panrupanu Ha MPBO MECTO, CIEACHU OJ1
obpazoBanueTo u o0ykara (27 %). Onbpanara 1 MUPOT U PACTOT HA LICHUTE/TPOLIOIUTE 3a KUBOT
nobune 1o 25 %, onapazyBajku BiMjaHUE Ha pErHOHATHUTE 0€30€THOCHHU TPHXH B €EKOHOMCKHOT
MPUTHCOK Bp3 MitaguTte Bo CeBepHa MakenoHuja.

9.4 IToTpeOu 3a yuemwe

Co ankerara Oca MPOIICHETH U TEMUTE 32 KO UCITUTAHUITUTE OM cakasie HajMHOTY J1a Hay4ar.
WnTerpurerot, TpaHCHapeHTHOCTa U AaHTUKOPYIILUCKUTE aJlaTKU Ce TNIABHUTE MPHOPUTETH 3a yuewme (38
%), TECHO CJIeIcHH cO Toa Kako pyHkunonupa EY u kako mimaante gyre MoXar aa ce anraxxupaat (36
%). I[IpaBara Ha rparanuTe 1 npucTanoT 10 nHpopmaimu (32 %) 1 MIATUHCKUATE COBETH, CTYIEHTCKOTO
MPETCTaByBambe U JOKATHOTO yrpaByBame (30 %) ce paHTHpaHU Ha TPETO U YETBPTO MECTO.

IIpoueHT Ha
TeMmu 3a yuemwe

HCIMTAHUIU
WHTerpurer, TpaHCIApEHTHOCT U aHTHUKOPYIIUCKHU aJlaTKU 38 %
Kaxo ¢yakmuonupa EY 1 kako MoXaT /1a ce aHTa)XKupaaT MIAJHUTE JIyfe 36 %
[IpaBa Ha rpafanuTe 1 IpuUcTaN 10 HHOOPMAITUU 32 %
MaauHCKU COBETH, CTYICHTCKO MPETCTaBYBAhE, IOKATHO yIIPAaBYBAHE 30 %
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IIpoueHT Ha
Temu 3a yueme

HCIUTAHUIU
Kako na ce 3acTamyBam 3a MpOMEHHU BO MOjaTa 3aeHHIIA 29 %
Kako nma yuecTByBaM BO jaBHU KOHCYJTALIUH 25%
Kaxko ce nonecyBaar oAmyKu Ha JIOKaJHO U HallHUOHAIHO HUBO 23 %

,,OBHeE TIpaliamka ce MOKOMIUIEKCHU 0 00pa30BaHMUETO IITO TO JoOMBaMe U 3a HUB Tpeda Ja
MMaMe HaMEHCKH | JOTOoIHHUTEeTHH 00yKku. Cakame J1a 300pyBaMe MOMIMPOKO Ha TeMaTta KOpyIiHja, 1a
nebaTupaMe Ha TeMaTa, a 300pyBaMe 3a KOHIENTH U PelIeHUja, UCTaKHAa HEKOJIKY YUECHUIU Ha
PabOTUITHUIINTE 32 BaIHIAIH]a.

9.5 IlpernnoynTanu (popMAaTH 32 AHTAXKMAH

HcnuranunuTe n3pasuja jacH! npedepeHiiny 3a Toa Kako OH cakalie Jia ce aHTaKUpaar BO
AKTUBHOCTHUTE 32 MJIQJIMHCKO YYECTBO UM rparaHcko oOpa3oBaHue. PaboTHIHUIMTE U KIMHUKUTE OUJIe IPB
n300p (43 %), mpocneneHo co MPaKTUIHU BeXOW M MIaAnHCKH KaMItoBH (36 %), OHIIajH cecuu U
BeOuHapu (30 %) u nmpoekTH 3a BosoHTepcTBO (30 %). MenTopcTBOTO TO Ipernountane 14 % oxn
WCTIMTAHUIIUTE, a PACKAXKYBALE MPUKA3HU M KPEaTHBHHU aKTUBHOCTH camo 12 %.

[pedepenijara 3a paOOTUITHHUIIA U CUMYJIAIIMKA HAMECTO MCKIYYUTEITHO OHJIAjH (hopMaTh
cyrepupa Jieka, Mako JUTHTATHATE allaTKK Ce BPEIHYBaar 3a MPUCTAl 10 HHPOPMAIIUH, JIHYHUTE U
MpaKTHIHUTE (POpMaTH Ha yUerme OCTaHyBaaT MPETIOYNTAHNOT HAUYMH 32 TPa/IeHhe KanaluTeTy.

OBa € KOH3UCTEHTHO CO HUCTpaXyBarbaTa 3a eq)eKTI/IBHO I‘paf‘aHCKO 06pa3OBaHI/I€ KOH IMOKAXKyBaaT
ACKa MPAKTUYHUTEC U UHTCPAKTUBHUTC METOJU I'0 HAIMUHYBAAaT IMIaCUBHOTO IIPEHECYBAKHLC HA
I/IH(l)OpMaI_II/II/I IpU rpaacwkLETO HA HOTpajHPI Fpaf‘aHCKPI BCHITHHU U MOTHUBAIIUU 34 YUCCTBO.

9.6 HajkopucHM ajIaTKH

Ha mpamameto xou aatku 01 OwIte HajKOPUCHH 3a MOIIPIIKA HA YIECTBOTO M IMPUCTAIIOT 10
BEPOJIOCTOJHH WH(GOPMAITUH, JUTHTAITHA TUIATGopMa MPUIIAr0CHA 32 MIIaU € MPB 300D Ha
uctutanuiute (50 %), ciueneHo ol eTHOCTaBHY BOJAWYH WM MPUPAYHHIIN 32 y4ecTBO (45 %) U KpaTku
oOjacHyBauku Bujea win uadorpadpuim (29 %). Kanenmap Ha MmoxxHocTH Oeriie naeHTuGukyBas oy 20
%, a BpCHUUYKH I'pyNH 3a moaapika o 12 %.

29%
S0% 45% KpaTku Bnaea 20% 12%
n
Ourvtantm EfHOCTaBHM nHdorpaduun  Kanenpap co BpcHuYKM
nnatoopmm BOAMYN U 3a MOKHOCTM roynu sa
npupadYHnLLm objacHyBame noaapluKka
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Bapameto 3a nururanHa miaropma npuaaroceHa 3a MIAIM ja oJpa3yBa U JUTHTATHATA TIPUPOJIA HA
CEKOjTHEBHUOT XHMBOT Ha MyanuTe myre. JlorndaHo e u 6apamero 3a KOMOMHAIM]ja Ha TUTUTATHA
matdopma co rnevyaTeHu NPUPAYHHUIIA U BOJUYH, KAKO M KPATKU MYJITUMEIUYMCKH COIPIKUHU.

OnroBopute Ha OTBOPEHO Mpalllamk-e 332 TOa KaKBa JOMOJHUTENIHA MOAPIIKA UM € IOTpeOHa Ha
WCTIUTAaHHUIIUTE CE MHTEPECHN BO HUBHATA KOH3UCTEHTHOCT. Mcnuranunute Oapaat jacCHH M JOCTAITHA
nHGOPMaIMK Ha Maj4YMH ja3uK, JOBEPIMBH KaHAIM 3a [IPHUjaByBambe, MEHTOPCTBO M KOYUYHHT, 0J00pa
KOMYHHKal{ja Ol HHCTUTYLIUHUTE U JCLUAHA jkenda ja ce IOYyBCTBYBAaT J1eKa HUBHHUOT IJ1acC € CIIyIIHAT
W 1eHeT. ENleH necnuTaHuK Mpenu3Ho T CyMHUpaIlle OBUE MOTpeOr Ha CIeIHUOT Ha4uuH: ,,Tpeda na ce
YyBCTBYBaMe€ 3alITUTEHO U 1a CE YyBCTBYBaMe JieKa HAIIMOT IJ1ac ce CIryma‘.

Hekowu o npennosute Ha Miaaute Bo (GoKyc-rpynute 06ea aa mocTou nocebHa BeO-CTpaHuUIla 3a
MJIQJIMHCKUTE UHUIMjATHBH, CO CJICUTMBOCT HA MPEUIO3UTE U PE3YJITATHTE; a MMa aluTHKaIlfja 3a
rparaHCKH aHTa)XKMaH Ha MIIQJUTE CO COOMparhe IOEHH 3a CEKOja aKTUBHOCT M HUBHO KOPHCTEHHE 32
OJIPE/ICHU MOMYCTH U JPYTH OOJIHIIN Ha CTUMYJIAIH]a.

10. loOpu nmpakTUKH

10.1 PeruoHaiHU U eBPOIICKHU J00PH MPAKTUKHU

Hexonky no6pu npaktuku o EY u pernonot Ha 3ananen baikad HynaT pejeBaHTHH MOJICITH 3a
Cesepna Makenonuja. OBre npuMepH AEMOHCTPUPAAT IITO € MOXKHO KOT'a YCIIOBUTE 32 OBO3MOXKYBaHbhe
— MOJIMTHYKA BOJIja, KaMaIlUTeT Ha TParaHCKUOT CEKTOP U AUTUTAIIHA HHPPACTPYKTypa — ce
yCOTJIaceHH.

Bo Ectonuja, mopranor 3a e-yuectBo Rahvaalgatus.ee M 0BO3MOXKyBa Ha rparaHuTe aa
IMoAHECYyBaaT 3aKOHOJaBHU IMETUINN OHJ'IajH, KON aBTOMATCKH CE HpenpakaaT J0 MapJIaMCHTOT Kora Ke
nocruraat 1.000 normucu. [Inatdopmara e npucnocodeHa 3a miaaa myOiarKa u € UHTETpUpaHa BO
HaCTaBHHUTE IIPOTpaMH 3a rparaHcKo 00pa3oBaHUe, IEMOHCTPHUPAjKU KaKO JUTUTATHUTE ATaTKA MOXKAT J1a
co3ganaT BUCTUHCKHA MATCKU O] IPUAOHECOT Ha I‘paf‘aHI/ITe 0 IMPOMCHU BO MOJUTHKHUTE. HOIHI/IpOKaTa
pamMka 3a e-ynpaByBarbe Ha ECTOHM]ja decTonaTy ¢ HaBelyBaHO KaKo CBETCKH CTaHIap/ 3a
TpaHCIIAPEHTHA U JOCTAITHA jaBHA aIMHUHUCTpPAIIH]a.

Bo XpBarcka, 3eMja co CIOpeITIMBY NIPEAU3BUIIN BO yIpaByBameTo Ha CeBepHa MakenoHuja
KOja To M3MHUHAJIa TTaTOT Ha MpUcTamyBamke Bo EY, mporpamara GONG 3a rparancko oOpazoBaHue
pa3BuiIa CTPYKTYypUpPaH, JOJTOPOYEH HACTABEH IUIaH 3a rparaHcko 00pa3oBaHUE 3a MIIaJ I HHTETPUPAH BO
cpennruTe yumnuinrta. OIeHKHTE Ha TporpamMara KOHCTaTupaie 3HAYUTeTHH MoJJ00pyBama BO
rparaHCKOTO 3Haewme, MONIMTHYKATa ePUKACHOCT U KeJbaTa 3a y4ecTBO Kaj YUYCHHUIIUTE KOH yUeCTBYyBaJle.
AKIICHTOT Ha HACTaBHUOT IUIaH HA MPAKTUYHHUTE BEIITUHU — IMUITYBakE 10 H30paHH MPETCTABHUIH,
YYECTBO BO CHMYJIAIIMY Ha jaBHU KOHCYJITAIMH, POU3BOJICTBO HA TparaHCKH MEIMYMH — HaMECTO
MaCHBEH MPEHOC Ha 3HACHE € MOJEI BPE/ICH 3a MPUJIaroyBambe Ha MaKeJOHCKHOT KOHTEKCT.
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Bo Cpbuja, oprannzamujara CRTA (LlenTap 3a nuctpaxxyBame, TpaHCHAPEHTHOCT U OJTOBOPHOCT)
pasBu MoOMIHA arTrkanmja 'Tnacaj', koja 06e30emyBa nHDOPMAITIH PUIATOACHH 3a MIIaIH 33 H300pH,
KaHAMJATH 1 MOCTAIKH 32 Tacame, 3ae/IHO CO IUIaTgopmMa 3a MpHjaByBambe N300pHU HENPABUIHOCTH.
Annmkanujarta Oerre npuapyKeHa co KaMIIamby 3a HIHPEHe Mel'y BPCHUIM BO CPETHUTE YUMITHINTA H
yHuBep3uterute, U goou Haa 100.000 npe3eMarma Bo cBojaTa pBa roauHa. Hej3nunata koMOuHayja Ha
00e30e1yBame HHPOPMAINH, U3TPpanda Ha rpalaHCKH BEIITUHH U (YHKIMOHATHOCT 3a IPUjaByBambe
HYIW TUPEKTEH MOJIEN 3a CriopeuinBa anaTka Bo CeBepHa Makenonuja.

10.2 IIpakTnku Bo CeBepna Makegonnja

HarmonanaunoT mnaauHacku copet Ha Makenonnja (HMCM) e cojy3 Ha MIaIMHCKU 37pyKeHUja
ocHoBaH Bo 2013 roxuHa ox 55 oprarm3anuu. OBaa ,,49a10p* OpraHn3anyja Ha MIaJnHCKUATE
OpraHu3allMy BO 3€MjaTa ¢ YCICIISH MPUMEpP 3a IPOMOBHPAhE U 3aCTallyBambe Ha MJIaJIUTE U HUBUTE
npasa u uaTepecu. Ox 2015 roauna € gen u 01 eBPOINCKOTO CEME]CTBO Ha MIIAIMHCKU OpTaHU3aliy,
EBporncknot mimanuacku Gpopym. HMC e ycnenien mpumep 3a HUBHO YIECTBO BO JOHECYBamkETO HA
3aKOHOT 3a MJIQJIMHCKO YYECTBO M MJIQIMHCKU TIOJUTHKH, BO OTBOPAhE HA JIOKATHUTE MITATUHCKU
COBETH, KaKO M BO MPOMOIIHja Ha MIIAJIMHCKH CTAHAAPAH BO OMIITHHUTE.

JlokanHuTe MIAIMHCKU COBETH, Yre (POPMHUPAHE HA HUBO Ha OIIITHHA € 3aKOHCKHU
3aJI0JKUTETHO, KCTO KaKo U OYUETHPAkETO Ha CPEJICTBA 32 HUBHO (D)YHKIIMOHUPAH-E, OHAMY KaJe IITO Ce
(dbopMupaHy U PyHKIIMOHKUpPAAT, ce 100pa MpaKTHUKa Ha OpraHu3MpaHa U CUCTeMcKa (popMa Ha MJIaJIMHCKO
Y4ECTBO Ha JIOKAJIHO HUBO. MJIaAMHCKUTE COBETU CE€ COCTABEHH OJ] MJIa[ I IPETCTABHUIIM HA PA3TUUHUTE
(hopMu Ha MITAIMHCKO OpTraHU3UpPamkE BO ONINTHHATA. JIOKaTHUTE MIIAJHCKH COBETH C€ COBETOIaBHU
TeJjia Ha OIIITHHUTE M COBETHTE HA OMIITHHUTE U THE Tpeba Jla TH 3acTalyBaaT HHTEPECUTE U MOTPeOuTe
Ha MIIAJIUTE BO MPOLECUTE HA KPeHparmhe Ha JIOKATHUTE OTUTHKH.

Viure eqna 1o6pa npakTHKa Koja 0COOCHO ja HCTaKHYBaa M yYECHUIUTE Ha (OKYC-TPyNUTE U HA
PabOTUITHUIIMTE 32 BATHIALMja C€ MIIQIHCKHUTE IPOSKTH U y4eCTBOTO Ha MiaauTe oa CeBepHa
Maxkenonuja Bo Epasmyc miyc npoekrute. [Ipeky oBaa nporpama, MHOTY MJIay O 3eMjaTa y4ecTByBaar
BO MElYHApOIHHU pa3MeHH, IPEHECyBaaT UCKYCTBa M 3HAaCHa BO 3eMjara, BOJAT JIOKAIHHU MPOCKTH U y4aT
pasHu HOPMH Ha JTHAEPCTBO U MPETHPHEMHHIITBO.

VYdaecHuuute Ha paboTUIHUINTE U QOKYC-TPYIHUTE TH HAaBeI0a U 10OpUTE MPAKTUKHU 3a U300p Ha
YYUIIALIEH IPaBOOPaHUTEI U WICHOBU HA yYMIIUILEH NApJIaMEHT, KaJe CeKOj YUEHUK WIIN HUBHU
MPETCTaBHUIIM UMa MPaBo Ha Iac, a U30paHuTe MO0TOA T MPETCTaByBaaT U TH 3acTallyBaaT HHTEPECUTE
Ha YYEHHLXTE U MHALUPAAT aKTUBHOCTU M MIPEJIO3H BO YUMUIIHIITETO.

Onutaju noptainot 'Meta.mk' Ha @onpanujata Metamopdosuc 00e30eayBa pecypcu 3a npoBepka
Ha (paKTH ¥ METUYMCKa MTUCMEHOCT CIeNU(pUYHO AU3ajHUPAHH 332 MIIaia yOIIuKa, aApecupajku ro
MPEIU3BUKOT Ha JIe3MH(POPMAIIMH KOj € UCTaKHAT BO HaonuTe Ha aHketara Ha RISE Balkans. Hej3uanor
npuUcTaIn Ha KOMOMHHMpamke aJaTKy 3a MPOBepKa Ha (akTh co 0Opa3oBaHUE 32 MEAMYMCKA MUCMEHOCT BO
dhopmarHy 1 HeOpPMATTHU CPEIUHN HYIH MOZCI KOj MOKE JIa Ce PEIUINITNpa 3a H3rpaada Ha
WHPOPMAIUCKH KPUTUYKH BEIITHHH Ka] MaKeIOHCKaTa MIIaJIiHa.
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11. 3akay4youu

Amnkerara Ha RISE Balkans 3a rpafancko y4ecTBO Ha MITaiuTe, CBECHOCTA 32 aHTUKOPYIIIHja U
TpaHcnapeHTHOCcTa Bo CeBepHa MakeloHH]ja IIPETCTaByBa HUjaHCHUpaHa CIMKA Ha €HA TeHEepaIyja MIIaau
KOja € aHTaKupaHa, CBECHA | A71ab0KO 3arprbKeHa 3a YIpaByBambeTO BO HUBHATA 3€Mja, HO MTOTIPEUCHA 0]
HEJOCTHUT Ha jaCHH HHPOPMAIIHH, HEMarhe JJ0BepOa BO MHCTHTYIIMUTE U CTPYKTYPHH MPEUKU HA MATOT
Mery 3arprHKeHOCTa U KOHKPETHOTO JIejCTBYBAmbE.

CJ'IG,Z[HI/IBG CC KIIYYHHUTC 3aKITyHOLH KOU MMPOU3JICTyBaaT O pE3YyJITATUTE Ha UCTPAXKYBAKLTO,
KOHTCKCTYyaJIU3UpaHH BO IIOIIHMPOKa CMHUCIIA:

[IpBo, nepuenmuure Ha MiuaanTe Bo CeBepHa MakeoHH]ja 32 KOPYIIHjaTa ce PEIUCH
enHornacHu. 91 % oj HCITUTAHMIIUTE ja IIeaaT KOPYyIIMjaTa Kako pacipocTpaneTa, 93 % BepyBaat Jeka
Taa MOCTOU MOJISTHAKBO U BO HAI[MOHAIHUTE W BO JIOKATHUTE jaBHU UHCTUTYIUH, U 62 % ce 4yBCTByBaar
JIUYHO 3aceTHaTH o1 Hea. [lonmnTHakuTe mapTuu, MONMTHIAPUTE, 3PaBCTBEHUTE YCIIYTH U MOJHIIHjaTa ce
riefaaT Kako HajKopyMIIUpaHu obnactu u aktepu. CyICTBOTO, TaHOYHATA aAMUHUCTpaLja 1
00pa30BaHMETO, UCTO TaKa, C€ PAHTUPAHH MHOTY BHCOKO. JIOTIOTHUTEITHO, MITaJIUTE JTyl'e TH U3/IBOjyBaat
BpabOTYyBamkETO M 00Pa30BAHMETO KAKO JIBE 0OJACTH KaJIe IIITO THE HAjYeCTO Ce COOUyBaaT co Hedep
TperMaH. OBHe NepLENnIU He ce CaMO HEeraTHBHM UyBCTBA TYKY THE 0JIpa3yBaaT pallMOHAIHU OATOBOPH
Ha peasTHOCTa BO KOja KMBeaT MJIaIuTe BO 3e€MjaBa M MPETCTaByBaaT CEPHO3HA MPEUKa 3a HUBEH
MMO3HAYacH TparaHCKu aHTaKMaH.

Bropo, 3HaeHmeTO 3a rparaHCKUTE MPOIIECH € HepaMHOMEPHO. MIIaJIuTe HCITUTAHHUIIN TTOKaXyBaat
pa3yMHa CBECHOCT 32 OCHOBHHUTE IparaHCKH MpaBa ¥ 3a YIIPaByBameTO Ha HAIIMOHAIHO HUBO, HO
3HAYMTEITHH Ja30BH [TOCTOjaT BO 00JacTa Ha MpolecuTe Ha HUBO Ha EY, popManHuTe MeXaHH3MHU 32
KOHCYJITAIIMH U KaHAJIUTE 3a IpHjaByBame Kopymirja. Camo 30 % ox MiaanTe ce CBECHU 32 jaBHUTE
KOHCYJITAIlMU KaKO KaHaJI 332 yY4eCTBO, a caMo 14 % 3HaaT KOHKPETHH KaHAJU 3a MPHjaByBambe KOPYIIHja
WM HEeTIPaBeJIcH TPETMaH.

Tpero, nHTEpECOT 3a jaBHUTE Mpalliakba Mely MIIaIUTE € BUCOK, U MHO3HHCTBOTO O]
WCTIHTAaHUIIUTE yUeCTBYBalle BO OapeM eHa rparaHcKa akKTHBHOCT BO MPETXO/IHATA rojnHa. MeryToa,
(hopMaNHUTE MEXaHU3MHU 32 YIECTBO, 0COOCHO jaBHUTE KOHCYJITAIIMKA U MIIAJIMHCKUTE COBETH, OCTaHyBaaT
MapruHaJIHU BO TparaHCKHOT penepToap Ha MiIauTe Jyre, JoJeKa JOMUHUPAAT YIeCTBOTO Ha U300pUTE
1 He(hOpMaITHUTE aKTUBHOCTH BO 3aeAHumaTa. Ce YWHU AeKa IEHTPATHHOT MpobJIeM HE € MOTHBAIIHjaTa,
TyKy npuctanot. Ha minanuTe nyfe UM HEOCTUTAAT jJaCHH U IOBEPIIUBH MaTeKH J0 (OPMATHOTO YUECTBO,
KaKO M TIOBPAaTHU MH(GOPMAIIMH 32 TOA KAKO HUBHUOT TJIaC BIIMjaeN BP3 OATYKHUTE.

UeTBpTO, MAKO COLMjATHUTE MEAUYMH CE IPUMAPEH U3BOP 32 MOJUTHYKO HHPOPMHUpAHE Ha
MOBEKETO UCIIUTAHUIY, HUBHATA TOBepOa BO U3BOPHUTE HA COIUJjATHUTE METUYMH € MHOTY HUCKA.
MuaguTe nyre ce HCTOBPEMEHO MPeKyMepHO HH(GOPMHUPAHU U HEJIOBOJIHO HHPOPMHUPAHH, OJHOCHO
MPETIaBEeHH CO MOJIUTUYKH COAPKUHU CO HECUTYPEH KBaIHMTET JI0/IeKa HCTOBPEMEHO UM HEJJOCTUTaaT
BEPOJIOCTOJHH rparaHCKH HH(POPMAITUN KO OF UM OBO3MOXKHIIE TTOTOJIEMO yaecTBo. JlesuHdopmanunte
Y HEJIOCTUTOT Ha jaCHU MH(OPMAIINU 3a¢HO ja COUMHYBaaT JOMUHAHTHATA TpevKa 3a y4ecTBo (62 %).

Ilerro, noBepbara Ha MIIAAUTE BO MHCTUTYLIUUTE € KPUTUYHO HUCKA, HO HE € Henonpasuusa. U
MOKpaj paclpocTpaHeTUTe MEePLENIUN 3a Kopyniuuja, 80 % oIl HICIUTaHUIIMTE BEpyBaaT JeKa MIaJuTe
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nyre MOXar Ja IpuaoHecaT 32 HaMalyBarkhe Ha KOPYIIIHjaTa, a UCTAKHYBAaT U jacHH mpedepeHIuy 3a
TOa IITO OM ja BpaTWJIO JoBepOaTa: €IHAKOB TPETMaH, TPAHCIIAPSHTHH ITOCTAIIKH U TTO00pH KaHAIN 32
MOBpaTHU MH(OpMAIUY.

[lecto, mmagute nyfe 3Haat mrto uM Tpeda. bapamara 3a jacau nHbOpMAaIH, JOBEPINBU
MOCPEIHHLIM, aHOHUMHH OIILUH 32 TIPHjaByBamke U AUTHTAIHY aJaTKU IPUCTIOCOOCHU 3a MIIau
MOKa)KyBaaT Jieka Miragure gyre Bo CeBepHa MakenoHMja 3HaaT mTO OM MM ITOMOTHAJIO 32 Ja ce
aHTraxupaat noBeke U Ja C€ u3rpajgat HUBHUTE FpafaHCKH KaranuTeTH.
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12. IIpenopaku

- Jla ce pa3BHjaT AUTUTAIHY ILIATPOPMH 32 TPparaHCKO YUECTBO MPUCIIOCOOCHHU 3a MIIATUTE BO
CeBepHa MaxkenoHHja BO KOM K€ ce KOHCOMMANpaaT HHPOpMAIHH 32 MOKHOCTUTE 32 YIECTBO,
jaBHUTE KOHCYNTAallMU, MIaJMHCKUTE COBETH U MEXaHU3MUTE 3a IpHujaByBame. [lnaTdopmute
Tpeba Ja BKIydyBaaT KpaTKH HACOKU CO 00jacHYBama, IPUPAYHUIIM 1 KaJeHJap Ha HACTAHU, U Aa
OuIaT MM3ajHUPAHU U OJP)KYBAHU CO AKTUBEH MPHUIOHEC HA MIIaIUTE.

- Jla ce mu3ajHUpaar u CIpoBeyBaaT HACOUYSHH MTPOTPaMU 3a 00YKa 32 aHTUKOPYTIIHja U
TPAHCIAPEHTHOCT 3a MIIAJIH JIyI'e 3a rpajiche Ha MPAKTUYHH BEIITHHH 32 PENO3HABAHC
KOpYyILKja, MO3HaBake Ha MPaBaTa, Kako U KOPUCTEHE MEXaHU3MHU 3a NipujaByBame. [Iporpamure
Tpeba MmoBeke 1a KOPUCTAT MPaKTHIHU (OPMATH 1 BEKOH, HAMECTO caMO HH()OPMATHBHU
MPUCTAIH.

- Jla ce 3ajakHe yrorara Ha JOBEpPJIMBHUTE MOCPEIHUITN 32 MIAAMHCKO YUECTBO KaKO rparaHCKU
OpraHuvsanuu, KaHleJIapun Ha HpaBOGpaHI/ITeHI/I HJIN MJIIAAVUHCKHW COBCTHU KOM MOXKAT J1a IpuMaar,
KaHaJIM3upaaT u CJeNaT MpujaByBama Ha KOPYIIIKja U rparaHCKH IMOIUIaKH HA MIIAAWTe Jiyre. 57
% ol ICTIMNTAaHUIINTE HaBeAyBaaT JIeka 3alllTUTa O] OMa3/1a Ou Omiia yCIIoB 3a IpHjaByBamke
Kopymiuja, a 41 % cakaar Toa Ja M CTOpaT MPEKY JOBEPJIMB HEBJIAINH TOCPEIHUK.

- Jla ce mHBEcTHpPA BO BPCHUYKHM MOJEIH Ha TparaHCKo 00pa3oBaHue, 00ydIyBajKu MITaau
MPETCTaBHUIU OJ pa3JIMYHU 3aCIHUIN KOU ITIOHATAMYy Ke CJIY’KaT KaKO MYJITUIIJIMKATOPU Ha
rparancku HH(HOPMAIMH BO HUBHUTE YUWIIHINTA, YHUBEP3UTETH U JIOKATHH 3aCTHUIIH.

- JlupekTHO 5a ce oaroBopu Ha JAe3nH(GOpMAIMNTE KaKO IIIaBHA HaBeICHA MPeUKa 3a MOrojIeMO
YUECTBO MPEKY BKIy4yBame Ha MEANYMCKa 1 MHPOPMaIFCKa MUCMEHOCT BO IpalaHCKUTE
o6pazoBHM akTBHOCTU. Co Oornesn Ha Toa aeka 62% o UCIMTaHULUTE TO HaBeAyBaar
HEJIOCTUTOT Ha jaCHU WHPOPMAIUK U 1e3WHPOPMALIUUTE KaKo IpUMapHa Mpeyka 3a y4ecTBo,
TpajJiekheTo Ha KalalUTETUTE Ha MIIaJIUTe JyTre 3a OlleHyBamke Ha U3BOPUTE HA HH(POPMALIUU U
OTIIOPHOCT KOH MaHHUITyJIallja € TparaHcka HHTEPBEHIIHja cama 1o cebe.

- Jla ce 3rosiemu TpaHCIIapEHTHOCTA U IOCTAITHOCTA HA TIOCTAIIKUTE 33 jaBHU KOHCYJITAllUH, CO
criermuUIHN IpHUCIIoco0yBama 3a MIIaIH, BKIYyJyBajKH MMOSAHOCTABEH ja3uK, ITOBEKE
pacnooxiuBy hopMaTH (OHJIAjH, TUYHO, KPATKU BHICO-PE3UMea) U BUIJIUBO CIICICHE KOS
MOKa)KyBa KaKO € NCKOPUCTEH MPUAOHECOT Ha MitaguTe. 46 % O] HCTIMTAaHUIIUTE M3jaBUIIE JIeKa
HUKOTAIl He y9eCTBYBaJIe BO jaBHA KOHCYJTAIMja, HO OM cakaie, YKaXyBajKu Ha 3HAUUTEIICH
MOTEHIINjaN 33 YIECTBO.

- Jla ce mage MpHOPHUTET HA LEIOCHOTO CIIPOBEAYBamkbe Ha 3aKOHOT 32 MIQAHHCKO YYECTBO U
MIIAAUHCKH ITOJIUTHUKHU CO 066366[{}/B3H>€ Ha (I)YHKHI/IOH&HHI/I " OIIPEMEHU MIJIAANHCKU COBETH BO
cute ommutHHA. [loTpeOHO € Ha OBHE COBETH J1a UM ce AaJlaT 3HauajHU OBJAcTyBamba OUAejKI
MITAJIMHCKU COBETH CO CAMO COBETOJIABHU yJIOTH KOM HUKOTAIIl HE Ce KOHCYJITUPAAT ja
MOTKOITyBaaT HAMECTO JIa ja MOIPKyBaaT rparaHcKaTa KyjiTypa.

- Jla ce cozmamar KaHAIM 3a TOBpaTHH WH(GOPMAINH KOW Ha MJIAINTE K€ MM MTOKaKaT Kako
HUBHHOT MPUIOHEC BIIMjaes BP3 OATYKHUTE.

- Jla ce BoBemaT MiIM 3ajakKHAT BO HACTABHUTE TUTAHOBH IT0 TparaHCKO 00pa30BaHKE TEMHUTE 33
JP’KaBHO YIPaByBakE HA HALIMOHAJIHO U HA HUBO Ha EY, 32 MOKHOCTUTE U MEXaHU3MHUTE 32
Y4€eCTBO, 32 KOHIIEITUTE 32 aHTUKOPYIIIHja U 32 MEANYMCKa MUCMEHOCT. TeKOBHUTE ja30BH BO
3HaeHETO 3a Iporiecute Ha EY npeTcraByBaat 3HaunTeNneH NeUIMT 32 3eMja Ha IAaTOT Ha
IIpUCTanyBame KOH EY.
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- Jla ce 3ajakHe peryjaThBara U MpakTUKaTa Ha 3alITHTa Ha YKa)XXyBayUTe U J1a C€ IPOMOBHUPA Kaj
MITaJMTE JTyTe CBECHOCTA 32 MIOCTOJHUTE MEXaHU3MHU 32 3allITUTa. AHOHUMHHUTE KaHaJH 3a
MpHjaByBame, jaCHATA MPaBHA 3aITUTA U jABHUTE KOMYHHUKAIMCKN KaMIIamky 3a 0e30e1HI
MEXaHU3MH 3a IPHjaByBambE ce MPEAYCIIOBH 3a 3rojeMyBarhe Ha MPHjaByBakbETO KOPYIIIIH]a,
ocobeHo kaj 43 % o ucnUTaHULIUTE KOU H3pasuiie 0e30eJHOCHH TPIKH MPH MPHjaByBabETO.

- Jla ce UCKOpHCTH MPOLIECOT Ha MpUcTanyBame BO BY Kako J10CT 3a aHra)xmaH Ha MIJIaJUTE CO
CO3JIaBambe CTPYKTYpHpPaHH MEXaHU3MHU 32 KOHCYJITAIH CO MJIAJH BO PAMKUTE Ha peopMcKaTa
arenga. [Ipuopurerure mro ru HaBexyBaaT MHO3UHCTBOTO MJIAJIU JIyT'e BO HCTPAXKYBAKHETO KaKO
IIEMOKpaTHja, BIIaJieehe Ha IMPaBOTO, )KHBOTHA CpEeIHA M 00pa30BaHUE Ce COBITaraaT co
npuopurerute Ha EY U 0TTyKa riacoT Ha MilaiuTe MOKe 3HAYUTENHO Ja MPpUA0HECE BO
MPOIIECOT Ha MPHUCTAITyBamkhe U TPaJiehe Ha rparaHcKara KyJITypa.
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