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Comments from Vladimir Georgiev, Government of Macedonia:

LlImo ce cayuu? (cmpaua 77)

HcrpaxyBauykaTa o MHU ru KoHcTaTHpalle ciaeJHUBe CTElIEHU Ha HallpeJOK Ha
4yeTUPUTe 3aJ10Xk0H 0/] OBaa rpymna:

e 3a3anox6ara 4.3, Komucujata nojgjpkaHa oJj MelyHapo/HaTa 3aeJHUIA
JlaHCHpalle KaMIlaka 3a IPUBJIEKyBamke Ha ONIUTHHUTE Ja yCBOjaT U
HWHTerpupaaT MOJUTHUKH Ha aHTUKOPYIILHUja U UHTerpuTteT. I'pafaHCcKOTO
ONIITECTBO KOMeEHTHpaule Jeka (aKTOT LITO THe ja NPOMOBUpaaT
QHTUKODPYINIMjaTa KakKo HNOTTUK 3a €eKOHOMCKHMOT pa3BOj IO IpaBU MNPOLECOT
aTpaKTHUBEH 3a OmuTHHHTE.” Jocera, JlekysapanujaTa 3a aHTM1<opy1'11.l,14ja6 ja
nornumaa 47 onmwtuHu (of BKynHo 81). Cenak, BO IpPOIECOT CEYLITE He Ce
NPUKJIYYX HUTY e/lHA HallMOHAJIHA MHCTUTYIMja HAa LIeHTPaJHO HUBO, O1/iejku oBa
e MUJIOT MHUIIMjaTHBa Ha JIOKAJHO HUBO CO IieJi fia 61jie moHaTaMy NpoIllrpeHa Ha
HallMOHA/IHMTEe HHCTUTYL MU KaKo Iocjie/joBaTe/IHa MHULUjaTHBa.

e 3a o6Bpckata 4.4, crnopej U3BeUITAjOT 3a CaMOOLEeHyBame U
UWHTepBjyaTa CO NpeTCTaBHULUTe Ha /Jlp)kaBHaTa KOMHCHja 3a CIpedyyBame
Ha KOpyl‘ILU/I]'a,7 3aKoHOT 3a JaBHa BHaTpeuIHa GUHAHCUCKA KOHTpoJa o 2009 u 3aKoHOT 3a
BOBeJlyBamke Ha CHMCTEM 3a yIIpaByBamke CO KBAJIUTETOT U 3a€JHUYKA paMKa 3a NPOLeHKa Ha
paGoTeeTo U /JaBabeTo yCIyTH Bo ApxkaBHaTa cayx6a og 2013 roguHa Hyau
npoleJypajHa paMKa Bo KoOja, UCTO TaKa, MoXKe Ja Gue HHKOpHOpI/IpaHaB u
npoleHkata Ha pusunurte. Co oBa e KOMILJIeTHpaHa 3ajoxb6aTa, Hako
HEej3MHOTO MOTEHIMja/IHO BJIMjaHHE KaKo 3aJiokba Gelle HENOCTOEYKO GUAejKH
Taa Oelle 3aBplIeHa NpeJ Aa 61je HanpaBeHa 3a10X6aTa.

e 3a o6Bpckata 4.5, cucreMorT He O6eme ¢GOpPMaJHO YCBOEH, U MaJKy e
BepOjaTHO MHCTUTYLMATE NPOAKTUBHO Ja YCBOjaT TaKBU Meplm.9 Cenak,
KomucujaTta opranusupauie o6yka 3a 35 ONIUTHHCKU CJAYXKOEHULHU 3a pOLeHKa
Ha pU3MLM M TO0 HCKOPUCTH MelyHapoOJHUOT JieH 3aaHTukopymnuuja (9
nexkeMBpu 2014) 3a ymTe moBeKe Ja ce 3aJI0KM 3a OBa Ipamame. Bo
H3BEIITAjHUOT nepuoj, Komucujata ~ co mogapumka ox YH/I u rparanckuTe
OpraHu3alUM - pasBU JABa Pas3JMYHU HHJeKca. [IpBHOT e MHJeKC Ha MHPOPMaLUU
KoM Tpeba Ja 6GMJAT NPOAKTHUBHO AOCTAaNHU (HA HpUMeEpP, CMETKOBOJCTBEHHUTE
OMJIAaHCH) M KOU TM OLleHyBaaT JIOKaJHHUTe BJACTH HACNIPOTH MepuJjaTa 3a
TpPaHCHAPEHTHOCT. BTopuOT WHHAEeKC 6ellle pa3BHeH Bp3 OCHOBA HAa KOHLENTOT
Ha MHTErpuUTeT, HO He JOOHM JO0BOJHO MOBPATHHU OATOBOPU 3a Jia OBO3MOXKH



InpolleHKa IITO 6M MMaja HeKaKBO 3Hayewe. Bo MHTepBjyTo, IpeTCTaBHULUTE Ha
Komucujata HaBefoa Jeka MOXXHa INpHUYMHA e Toa WITO Oelle
MMIJIEMEHTHpPAHa O] 'palfaHCKUTe OpraHM3alUu U JleKa UJHHUTEe Halmopu 6u
Tpebaso Ja 6uAaT HalmpaBeHM of cTpaHa Ha Komucujara. Busejku 3anox6ara 6eure
caMo Jia ce pa3BUjaT UHAEKCH, Taa € 3HAYUTEJHO 3aBpIIeHa.

e 3asanox6ara 4.6., U3BELITAjOT 32 cCaMOOLleHyBale Ha ByiasaTa HaBese Jieka Toa e
eJ/lHa oJ] iBeTe 3a/I0)K6M KOM He Ce 3all0OYHATH BO TEKOT Ha NpBaTa roJjHa oJ
MMIJIeMeHTalMjaTa. Cenak, KOHCYJTalMUTe CO rparfaHCKOTO OMIUTECTBO BO
pamkuTe Ha MHU oTkpuja Jeka e NOCTUTHAT 3HA4YMUTeJIeH HalpeJoK.
['pafaHckUTe oOpraHM3alMU BeKe HMMaaT pa3BUEHO METO/0JIOTHja U BO
MapTHEPCTBO CO 3aWHTEpPeCUpaHUTE jaBHU NpeTHpHUjaTHja BeKe ja CIpoBeAyBaaT
MeTO/I0JIOTHjaTa KaKO NUJIOT-NPOEKT, 06MJyBajKU Ce Jla ro NoA06paT HUBHUOT CUCTEM

10
Ha UHTErpuTeT.

What Happened? (page 66)

The IRM researcher found the following levels of progress toward the four commitments in this
cluster:

e For 4.3, the Commission, supported by the international community, has launched a
campaign to convince municipalities to adopt and integrate anticorruption and integrity
policy. Civil society has commented that the promotion of anticorruption as an incentive
for economic development makes the process attractive for municipalities.5 So far, a
total of 47 municipalities (out of 81) have signed the declaration for anticorruption.6
However, no national institution has joined the process yet, because this is a pilot
initiative on local level, with the aim to be further extended to national

institutions as a follow up initiative.

e For 4.4, according to the self-assessment and interviews with the representatives
from the State Commission for Prevention of Corruption,” the 2009 Law on Public
Internal Financial Control and the 2013 Law on introducing the quality
management system and common assessment framework of operations and
provision of public services provide a procedural framework within which the risk
assessments is incorporated.8 This completed the commitment, although it had no
potential impact as a commitment since it was complete before the commitment was
made.

e For 4.5, the system has not been formally adopted, and institutions are unlikely

to adopt such measures proactively.® However, the commission provided trainings for
35 municipal civil servants for risk assessment and used International Anti-
corruption Day (9 December 2014) to further advocate for the issue. In the reporting
period, the Commission, supported by the UNDP and CSOs, developed two different
indexes. One is an index of information that needs to be proactively available (for
example, accounting balance sheets), and it assessed local governments against those
transparency benchmarks. The second index is based on the integrity concept but did
not receive a sufficient response rate to provide for a meaningful assessment. In an
interview, commission representatives suggested that a possible reason for the low
response rate could be that a CSO implemented the index and that future efforts



should be made by the commission. Since the commitment was only to develop the
indexes, the commitment was substantially completed.

3ABEJIEHIKA: TeKcTOT IITO € HA AaHIJIMCKU Moving Forward (page 68)
BO MaKeJlOHCKaTa Bep3HUja e BO AeJIoT /Jasau Hanpasu pa3auka? Ha cTpana 79!!!

Mokpaj Toa, MMNAemeHTauMjaTa Ha NOambuULUMO3HM 3aN0K6KM 32 aHTUMKOpyNuMja e of
CYWITUHCKO 3HauYere 3a Ap)KaBaTa, 3eMajku ro npefsus AocCerawHoto cnabo BAujaHue Ha
Komucujata. Kako WTo e HOTUPAHO of cTpaHa Ha EBponckaTa KomucKja, AprKaBHaTa
aHTUKOpyNUMCKa Komucuja Tpeba fa ja JemMoHCTpUpa CBOjaTa HE3aBUCHOCT €O
MCMO/IHYBatbe Ha CB?JOT MaHAaT u 6opba co Kopynuujata Ha NPOAKTUBEH U
HeceneKkTUBEH HauuH. I'IOCT%jaT o6BMHyBara Aeka Komucujata He ce npuapiKysana Ao oBue
ABe KNYYHU KapaKTepUCTUKMN.

0soj napazpag Hema HUKakea pesegaumuocm co Kaacmepom 10: Aumukopynyuja:
cmandapdu Ha uHmezpumem. Kaacmepom 10 ce odHecysa Ha cucmemume Ha
UHMezpumMem U HUBHOMO NUJAOMUPAHE80 ONWMUHUMe U HA 8KJAYYEeHOCMd Ha
Yusu/sHUOM CeKmMop 80 MOHUMopuparbemo. YKascyeame 080j napazpadh da ce
u3z6puue 00 uzgewmajom!

Moving Forward (page 68)

Implementing more ambitious anti-corruption commitments is crucial for the country,
taking into consideration the weak impact the Commission had so far. As noted by the
European Commission, the state anti-corruption commission needs to demonstrate its
independence by fulfilling its mandate to fight corruption in a proactive and nonselective
manner.20 Allegations exist that this commission has not been complying with these two
key characteristics 21

This paragraph has no relevance with the Cluster 10: Anti-corruption: Integrity
standards. Cluster 10 refers to Integrity systems and their piloting in the municipalities
and inclusion of CSO in monitoring. We suggest this paragraph to be deleted



Comments from Oliver Serafimovski, Government of Macedonia:

P. 56: The third commitment was carried over from the first action plan and
promised the development of a new website for the Commission the Protection of
the Right to Free Access to Information. The aim of the new website as to facilitate
electronic access to information, as well to provide an opportunity for electronic
submission of annual reports by the information holders. The IRM researcher found
this commitment was completed on time. The development of the new web site
started in 2014 and was supported by MISA. The current website provides
resources for citizens, as well as a catalogue of all information holders. The website
also links to relevant civil society web platforms. However, the IRM researcher’s
search of the web archive found that the Commission stopped publishing its
decisions and conclusions in March 2015, and that now, only summary information
is provided.

Commission for protection of the right to free access to public information on its web
page fully publishes the content of its meetings, its Decisions and Conclusions with
prior anonymizing of the personal data. A small percentage of the meetings are
published in an information set of summary on the grounds that they were excessive
(over a hundred cases).

P.57: However, civil society raised concerns that the commitments are not
transformative in their nature, and do not address the roots of the problem - the
perceived culture of secrecy in the administration. That this culture undermines the
implementation can be seen for example in the frequent turnover of officials
responsible for handling free access requests. This makes the potential impact of the
first two commitments very limited, as it often happens that officials who were
trained are reassigned to different roles, limiting the effect of the trainings.

Committee and its Professional Training Service section for officers and officials
repeatedly emphasized the revision of the officials holders of public information , but it
can be done only if it really has justifiable reasons.

P.57: IRM recommends further work on the implementation of these measures. In
particular:

e The government needs to allocate a non-restricted budget for the
Commission to ensure it is able to carry out preventive activities;

o The website of the Commission needs to be improved to allow for a creation
of a searchable database of their decisions and conclusions (case law), as well
as to serve as a tool for the electronic submission of appeals;

o The Commission should explore how the web platform can be used for
collecting information and reports from the information holders. Providing
proactive access to the individual reports submitted to the Commission
should be considered for the next action plan.



For the next Action Plan, the Commission will include a measure that would provide a
preparation of a platform through which an electronic submition of complaints will be
allowed, as well as, an electronic submission of annual reports from holders which will
have an electronic review of reports submitted to the Commission.

P.59: The second commitment concerns the ratification of the Council of Europe
Convention for Access to Public Documents. The self-assessment did not include
information on the implementation of this commitment, and the IRM researcher’s
review found no progress. Consulted officials in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
reported that the state is unlikely to ratify the Convention before it enters into force.
For that, it needs at least 10 ratifications, and so far it has seven, from the 14
signatories. Macedonia was one of the 12 countries that first signed the Convention
in 2009.

Inter-ministerial working group was established to determine the compliance of the
CoE Convention on access to public documents and establish the national legal
conditions for accession to this Convention. Also, analysis preparation of and possible
amendments of the Law for protection of the right to free access to public information

P.63: The IRM researcher recommends further work on basic implementation of this
commitment. As it works to continue implementation, the government and the
Commission should:

1. Assess the impact of the conducted capacity building activities as well as
effectiveness of the existing web platforms;

2. Develop new measures to ensure that outputs produced by civil society,
including identified challenges, are taken up by respective authorities to
improve their transparency. The Commission could facilitate this dialogue,
by organizing joint meetings and discussing ‘chronic’ problems with
information holders;

3. Incorporate the right to access to information in the civic education
curriculum, thus securing a sustainable, long-term awareness raising
measure.

Commission by signing MoUs for collaboration began organizing and holding lectures
in higher education institutions to familiarize the students with the law for right of
access to public information, thus in return raise higher awareness by informing the
public of this i.e. their constitutionally guaranteed right to know.



Public comments from Vladimir Georgiev, Government of Macedonia, on an
earlier draft of the report:

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:06 AM

P.10: Comment [1]: Nine changes and
Cluster 11- Anti-corruption: Laws, systems, and whistleblowing amendments
4.1- Law on Prevention of Corruption The 2002 Law on Prevention of Corruption has undergone five changes. In November 2013,  JAEISIpIIf€llol | EARTE TR (ST TAY
* OGP Value Relevance: Clear the Ministry of Justice started the process to amend the law again, to ensure risk assessments Comment [2]: The Law on Whistle-
*  Potential impact: Transformative | occur and introduce whistleblower protection. However, civil society and experts criticized the | plowers Protection was adopted by the
*  Completion: Not started legislative proposal, and it was withdrawn from Parliament in June 2014. On awareness- Parliament on November 10, 2015 (Official
4.2- Raise awareness to report corruption raising} civil society organized one event, and two media articles were published. UNDP Gazette of RM, No. 196 / 2015). The
* OGP Value Relevance: Clear supported My Municipality’ through which citizens can assess municipal openness and Commission and Mo] are currently working
* POte“Ual_ impact: _Mmor ac.countablhry. A total- of 15 mumc.lpahnes are covered, but the platform was 0t yet working. | on development and adoption of necessary
*  Completion: Limited Finally, amendments in June 2015 increased the competence of the Commission for o -
4.7- IT to‘_ﬂ_s for social f§5P0f15il?iﬁf)' in Prevention of Corruption, and set a framework for a central Hatabase of all officials }and their y ’
municipalities and other institutions asset disclosures| Still, corruption remains a serious problem, and while mechanisms for
* OGP Value Relevance: Clear reporting corruption have been introduced, so far the fight against corruption remains Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:06 AM
: Potendal. impa(.:t: »Minor ineffective. The effects of these measures were limited and their inclusion in the OGP action . | Comment [3]: On whistle-blowers
*_ Completion: Limited plan did not prove sufficient to strengthen the fight against corruption. The IRM researcher awareness raising

4.9- Define scope of elected and appointed
officials subject to asset declaration

. OGP Value Relevance: Clear

. Potential impact: Minor

. Completion: Complete

recommends taking up the legislative revision again but with more participation, designing a — =
specific roadmap fir fddressiig the challenges fﬂentiﬂed by the EUPZS Sen};or Expert éliougp, Viadimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:06 AM
considering the OECD Convention on Combating Bribery of Foreign Public Officials in
International Business Transactions, and further developing asset disclosure through CSO Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:06 AM
consultation and the guidance in the Open Government Guide.

Comment [5]: In addition, the platform
“My Municipality” which covers all
municipalities was developed and it is
P.65: operational via link http://www.moja-

i i i opstina.mk/
* For #4.5, the system has not been formally adopted, and institutions are Viadimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:06 AM

unlikely to adopt such measures proactively. However, the Commission Comment [6]: Register

proylded tra.lnlngs for 35 municipal civil servants and used the 1nte.rnat10nal Viadimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:06 AM
anti-corruption d;y (9 December 2014) to fgrther afivocate on thg issue. In Comment [7]: Asset disclosure system
the reporting period, CSOs developed two different indexes. The first was already established in 2002 with the
developed an index of information that needs to be proactively available (for Lawlon|PreyentioniofiCorruption:

] ing bal heet d dl ] t inst Commission developed and continuously
example, accounting balance sheets) an assessed local governments agains maintain data base of asset declarations. All
those transparency benchmarks. The second index was developed based on data from the asset declaration forms
the integrity concept, but did not receive a sufficient response rate to provide submitted by elected and appointed
f ingful In the i . he C A officials, excluding data protected by the

or a meaningtu assessment. In t e interview, the ommission lLev om Peremiel Dei Pralestion ame
representatives stated that a possible reason could be that it was available to the public and are published on
implemented by a CSO and that future efforts should be made by the e web-Sie o ifie Sz Comimiston {oF

Prevention of Corruption

Commission. Since the commitment was only to develop the indices, the http:/ /www.dksk.org.mk/imoti 2/

commitment was substantially completed. Viadimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:06 AM

Comment [8]: As said in the previous
comment, asset disclosure system is

P.66: established and fully operational.

As noted by the European Commission, the State Anti-Corruption commission needs Viadimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:08 AM

to demonstrate its independence by fulfilling its mandate to fight corruption in a Comment [9]: Commission supported by
pro-active and non-selective manner. Allegations exist that this commission has not UNDP and CSO

been complying with these two key characteristics. Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:08 AM

Comment [10]: Itis not clear what is the
relevance of this statement with the

commitment 4.3. Commitment is in respect
of Integrity systems and their piloting in the
municipalities. We suggest to be deleted.




Cluster 11, P.70-71:

What happened?
The Law on Prevention of Corruption was adopted in 2002 and since then has
undergone five changes, the last one of which was in 2010. The first commitment in

this cluster sought to address the main concern with the system for prevention of
corruption by introducing integrity systems that will ensure risk assessments take
place and appropriate measures to mitigate them are designed, as a legal obligation,
as well as introducing a system for the protection of whistleblowers.

The Ministry of Justice started the process of amending the law in November 2013
and at the time of preparing of this report still listed the laws as ‘under preparation’
despite the fact that the proposal for legislative changes was withdrawn from
Parliament in June 2014 as a result of the criticism it received from civil society and
expert community. The government self-assessment does not provide information
about any progress made. It does note, however, the ongoing process that started
for the adoption of a new framework in July 2015. The commitment was therefore
not started in the first year of the implementation of the action plan.

The second commitment refers to activities for raising awareness that are to be
conducted by civil society. The self-assessment refers to one event organized in
April 2015, and two media articles. The IRM researcher considers this limited
progress.

Regarding the third commitment, according to the self-assessment, UNDP supported
the development of a tool that gathers feedback from citizens using ICT. They have
developed, piloted and launched a platform, My Municipality (http://www.moja-
opstina.mk) through which citizens can provide feedback on their assessment of the
municipal openness and accountability. Touch screens were installed in the
municipalities, which are also connected with the tool, Because it is a newly
introduced tool, civil society stated that it was too early to assess its effectiveness.
The IRM researcher’s review found that a total of 15 municipalities are covered so
far, but the platform is not working.

The last commitment refers to the register of assets disclosures and their merger
with the data of appointed and elected officials. According to the government self-
assessment and interviews with the representatives of the Commission for
Prevention of Corruption, the amendments in the legislation adopted in June 2015
increased the competence of the Commission and set a framework for the creation
of a central database of all elected and appointed officials and their asset disclosure.
This completed the commitment. Although the law provided for a six month period
for the adoption of the bylaw, the Commission already adopted it in July 2015.

Did it matter?

Corruption remains a serious problem in the country. While various mechanisms for
reporting corruption have been introduced, so far the fight against corruption
remains ineffective. The European Commission’s Expert mission sent to the country
after alleged illegal surveillance was revealed by the opposition in 2015, identified
apparent direct involvement of senior government and party officials in illegal
activities including electoral fraud, corruption, abuse of power and authority,

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM

Comment [11]: Nine changes and
amendments

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM

Comment [12]: 2015

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM

Comment [13]: The Law on Whistle-
blowers Protection was adopted by the
Parliament on November 10, 2015 (Official
Gazette of RM, No. 196 / 2015). The
Commission and Mo] are currently working
on development and adoption of necessary
by-laws.

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM

Comment [14]: “Open Municipality”

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM

Comment [15]: With the tool “Open

municipality”
Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM
Comment [16]: This is not correct. The

platform “My Municipality” is functional
http://www.moja-opstina.mk

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM
Comment [17]: Register

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM

Comment [18]: Asset disclosure system
was already established in 2002 with the
Law on Prevention of Corruption.
Commission developed and continuously
maintain data base of asset declarations. All
data from the asset declaration forms
submitted by elected and appointed
officials, excluding data protected by the
Law on Personal Data Protection are
available to the public and are published on
the web-site of the State Commission for
Prevention of Corruption
http://www.dksk.org.mk/imoti 2/




conflict of interest, blackmail, extortion as well as severe procurement procedure
infringements aimed at gaining an illicit profit.

Therefore, supporting citizens to report corruption cases could be a major step
forward. However, the effects of these measures largely remained limited and their
inclusion in the OGP action plan did not prove sufficient to strengthen the fight
against corruption.

The awareness-raising promised in the second commitment was very non-specific,
and so the IRM researcher was unable to presume that the commitment would be
more than a positive but minor step forward. Furthermore, it did not address the
root of the issue, which is trust in institutions and the belief that complaining to the
commission would have an effect. The complaints received by the Commission have
declined over the years: The number of requests received decreased from 201 in
2013 to 141 in 2014; similarly, }the number of cases decreased from 27 to 17L while a
total of seven initiatives to the prosecutor were brought by the Commission in the
last two years. Civil society representatives report that more cases are reported to
them, compared to state institutions.

Lack of specificity was also an issue for the third commitment in the group. While
the resulting tool may actually have significant effects, the commitment as written
did not allow the IRM researcher to surmise this major potential impact.

Finally, it is too early to assess whether the creation of the Register will strengthen
the supervisory role of the Commission, but its work so far is very limited, and asset
declaration is one of the key competences of the State Anti-Corruption Commission
that remains inefficiently implemented. The commitment provides a good initial
framework for advancement in this area. Claims of selective enforcement and
political influence in this area persist, and at the time of the start of the
implementation, serious corruption scandals tested the competence of the
commission, particularly in the area of asset declaration. An independent
monitoring by civil society was funded by the EU in August 2014, ensuring
independent insights into the implementation. Civil society has complained that
they were not consulted in the completion of the commitment, and that the
Commission fails to check the assets disclosure, so the register merely collects self-
reported data. They also noted that the monitoring of the disclosures revealed that
officials’ property and assets have increased disproportionately compared to their
official earnings and that it seems they deliberately register their property under
the names of their relatives to avoid the obligation to prove the origin of their assets.
The IRM researcher’s search on the register found that it is searchable by name,
function, and institution. However, the data is not reusable, as it is published in
closed format, and much of the information provided is inconclusive. It is therefore
necessary to strengthen the independence and reactiveness of the Commission and
other control bodies.

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM
Comment [19]: This is not clear to to
which number of cases is related?

N J

Vladimir Georgiev 3/3/2016 7:09 AM

Comment [20]: This is not correct. See
comment "Asset disclosure system was
already established in 2002 with the Law on
Prevention of Corruption. Commission
developed and continuously maintain data
base of asset declarations. All data from the
asset declaration forms submitted by
elected and appointed officials, excluding
data protected by the Law on Personal Data
Protection are available to the public and
are published on the web-site of the State
Commission for Prevention of Corruption”
\_http://www.dksk.org.mk/imoti_2/




